y ' I demonstrate to you ln t*is way - fﬁis is myfhand5 it isf-
§till myy hand but 1t 1s g different angle (inalcatxng)
I do not agree that 1n cunnwctlon W1th t‘ pnatograph of

the adnds 1t dep nda on whether or not one. géts.an eiact“

photoaraohlc xapxasﬁmx reoroauotlon i'tﬂE two hands belng
compar one can taae tu 8e llnes and allOW1ng for tne
angle, one .can matoh them'in turn, but one c&rrot pat 1t
down like tnat (indlcatlng), it 1ls not meant to be that -

way. I look.&tftne nand of "Y“ i | bunerlmpose on that

hand. the transaarency of the 11nes snown on thc bands of the
corpse, . The llnﬂs on the transparency fit the 11n g on the1' 

hand,. I agree they do not cover the game anatom¢cal DJlnts

In-the upper 1:9& of tne hand, ‘at thc baee 01 tne thumb

1% ‘T8 the thumb that is hquen on t e other Ilde ~ I notlce

thet the area 1a: not the same as the area 1n tne corpse

h

There seems to be more: ahow1n~ than there is 1n the coroge

I aemonutrated 0. His Worshlp ST daes not seem o bE tne?
:£1T7 same-as in my plcture_- It is e totally dlfferent e
- : compared 10 the cadavex In tHe cadaver 1t wlll be noticed
there is the foreglnger, there is where 1t ends, and ‘there
" |

is & small'amqunt of tlssue aon1ng fe the base of "the thumb

In this piCtufe 'although it is ;uperlmposed«jlt aoes not'

cover the s3me anatomlcal area, (ﬂltne 8 1nc1cated)

In ;'P plcture of the aand of the corpse, _1n &Xﬂlblt "Z“,ﬂ;he?’
aedﬁe of the hand at thﬂ ulnar edge of tﬂb h&nd at $he .
base of the thumb 13 flu h Wltu the. llne of th@ dlagram

If'tﬂl”_ ecimen hand that eage ig. qplte noticeably Jutalde

W the line 01’7 tnﬁ hand tﬂcﬁut is drawn _‘Wn-en I‘ s_a,yuln&r 3
I meanftne raalal smde I am referrlng to the radial 31de_:
and I say,the 11ne of the flgure co—ln01des right along . ?.};
,the edwe. Tnat 18 thk 11ne you &IGFHOH 1pa;catlng._'] o

It coincides w1ta~f 6lsharp edge of the oorpsels hand 'Oﬁ

the other Dne when ane Laoks’ closely, pn flndg'tqe hind

-

i8 qulte conslaer&bly aut51ce that

ine.-'We~are;still-'

i J 3

comﬁ%slng.qng‘handshbf the~oa&aver.+The'linejof flesh“at

Sy . BENBOW:
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'thc bcse of thle fareflnger up to, the angle of th? thuMb 18,;

“in the amount of tlséue which isz ﬁOWng Taklng tne-

sgraphs on Bxhibit “Z“

just on ;nenectlon, very notloeably dlfferent to the same

appearance in t:ﬂﬂ-test plcture Thmre 19 a great dlffcrence

‘middle of the left hand llne, 301n1ng the tranaverae llne

rlﬂhtﬁaoross tqe W1atn ef o nand 301n1ng to the bﬂse of the_.

flret finger ig aboa+ a quartex of an 1n0h bat 1t is’ qulte a

dﬁzferent story in tals test hanu._: Aﬁ the sane palnt 1t 15'“

more llke half an: 1nch It1lm about double the Wldth A.

_ close 1nspeotlon showo that the radlal 11ne of thls nanﬂ 13-”

mll the way outelde tne upoer 11ne. It 13 very 1na13tinot

It WOulQ be better to have tnls plcture prlnted agaln, 0 as-f'.f

to maxe. th*t edgﬂ mare dlstlnct 25 4 agrpe one of tne featurea

I p01nted out preV1oust was that tn 11nea drawn on those
two a,nwa, from th&t cgntrﬁl polnt led to the cutlcle ox tne
ﬂ#llS on ooth hanaa..- Askea to bhOa’YDu any cutlcle on’ the :
hands of ‘Anna Phllomena Morgan, I will araw your attbntlonrl
to tulB p¢oture and say tn&t is wuerﬁ L d881gn£ta tne nall

_as near as vnahlble ; It is a Ql flcult p;cture to gee, It

not clear, bu+ it 15 w ere one WO la expect tne cutlcle of <

3 :r-

‘ *he nall as near ag possible Laoklré st ‘the pnotugr ph 0L11* 

the nana of "Y" those 11nes do rnot ‘Zo. exaotly to th"cutlcle

ol

flnﬂ T is not as accurate as mlne on 5 16 cadaver If you

will looky you'

meter, . That foreflnger does not curve 1nwards ag mucn as:_:

thlb 80 tle pownt of tne cutlcle does not come Yo much To the

r of the nail, ThlS line wnlch gohs bo the cutlcle of tne fure-'

ﬂlll and there 15 a'aoace of at least & mllll-

@entre of th nall as tnls A8+ 1o, the otherﬁp01nts of slmllarit3

eeun by me o tde 1Lnes drawn on the hands of une twa phota~

hbnd, in Exnlblt "Z" rﬂpresmnted.by tnﬂ baap llne here, 13
to ne &t l@ast as’ nearly ps pceelble the saﬁe wiath on both
plctures. In thlq plcture 1t 18 only falr ta say, tnat

' a the oarner here because of the snadow of the n§nd 1t 13

_extnghgly alfflcult to see taq gage out unaer a lens one
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would prolong tnat llﬁe as Yud 8EE it ﬁbw; 'T0 make that

statemﬂnt I am not altogetaer making an &ssumotlon asg

_reaarus vhe deth of the wxlst One 1@ elyumaklng a'state-‘

:_'meht that thele &re certaln 11m1ts‘on tbe accuraoy,_but they |

! are lluits of about half a mllllmetre that 16 all W Looklng

! -at the w1dth of the wriet of the hand Of oy and &sxed to say

;i'whetner 1618 ldentlcal W1t the width of the hand of the

= corpse éccordlng to thp 11nes snown on 1t ik say moat ‘
deflnltely, that. ﬂarticular llno ig abdut “4the: same..-

b 0 e Y P e (for_iaentificatlon) Photo of hand of Pollcr';
| Tt . “Qonstable, . . f |

You w1ll Lenrmber I sala 1? 18 uOQSlble tc Duf anytﬂlng to

scale on: onc llne Tne WriSt is to Bcale buﬁ,tne flnaers are

| all gut, o
BXHIBIT 69,40t vus. ”..ffprraﬁsparen o Qd photo, mxﬁlblt 68.

. Il agre E;I'l“dé‘fw;; floav1ts in: supd oft of an aomllcatlﬁn

for letters of admlnlstra+1on foL tae estate of Anna Pallomena &

TMorgan.- Th@ statements contalned in those afflaav1ts are'_

'fas true.as a person can make a statement I do not know of

any 1naccuracles 1n those affldaV1ts. G ! dmald say my accountl

'”of the conversations that I naa W1Lh Lucy Colllns are to & he .

beat of my bellef truthfully set out 1n tmese affldaV1tB.

| In tnose a1f11av1ts,ll dlb not.refer to +he fﬁct tnat hucy

Collins had*uola me 'a glrl named Nellle O‘Callagher ::?1LJ

JAp.\:l.d.i'@“n‘l:].cal Wltn tne VlCulm of the Al ury murder 0 | dlda}cn the
s Eai | : . naf"

jﬂéj Al Plobate T tne Gertiorari Tt WEIP qug.estpd I d1q not,

; }
*/// | - any Qf my affmdavxts d sclooe t1 1bt part of my conver-'
satlon concernlng Lucy Golllns telllnz 0e the glrlis name
was. Nellle Olcﬁllagher T wU”lu ﬂay I do. not thﬂk I put

~that 1n the affldavits‘because t e eplsode W&.B closed

IE. 3% were sug”esteu I ala not +h1n& 17T d831rable to dl“OlOSe

& i

o
]

tle fact that Eucy Golllna had flrst ﬂf all identlfled
this body as ‘the body ofﬁa person named Nellle Qicallagher,
I would s&y she' never 1uent1fled this - body at any tlme.

She NEVET descrlbed the glrl as belng Nellie O'Gallagher

b e e | , o4 |
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orily in generdl terms, when aha described Nellie O'Gall&gnér,
1 thought sie meant: toe Py;amd glrl but 1 was Wroné, 'she dii
not, :k dir not, in.any ‘ol my affld&Vlts dlsclose tnm faoct

that .l had Tirst formwd the OOlnlOH that the lelis name w&s

Nellie_OlGalllger. I did not think it was desirable, it gas

closed

i .L. \

a closed episode, When I left the Ol E;, it wae

epleode. Mrs-.CoJ.li._ns'tolé me the trath but I did nov tnlnk she s
had. My flret conclu31on was that Nellie fCallager ml&ht be:
the glll but it was neceesary to confirm that. e My next_con;-

clusion, a very long time after, was that tng.body mas'theﬁ

~body of Philomena Morgan. Havlng heard the ev1dence at this

inguest of wilnesees wio aeposeo 10 -a statement glleged to

have been made by Antonio Agostlnl tnat he put the body of hlS'”
wife under that cu1v5rt, as’to whetacr 1t changes my views at ”

all, it does not change my mind,

(At this, stage ‘it was decided to call Ml

Wllks and +o reuexamlne D¢ Benbow at 3

later ‘stage;)

Y7
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ALFRED AMOS WILKS, on his oath saith:

My name is Alfred Amos Wilks and I am a
Detective-Sergeant of New South Wales Police stationed at
Police Headquarters, Sydney. '

TO MR, MONAHAN: I was put-on fhis investigation in New South

Wales on the 2<nd September, 1994, Detective~Sergeant
Allmond and Detective MeDermott went to Albury when the
body was found, I was assigned to lodk after the city
inquiries, whatever they might be, in accordance with the
usual routine. When the body eame to Sydney I had to do
with it in conjuncetion with the detectiveS;named. It can.
be accepted that I played the major part in investigating
information received which might lead %o {he identificafion
of the body, I saw the body. I did not see 1t until

it was brought to Sydney. That would be about October.

T gsaw it from then on frequently unfil 1939, I accompanied
a great mumber of potential witnesses to examine the body
at the University. T examined it myself. T knew of the
official description of that body as circulated in the
crime circulars., I had no quarrel with that description.
That description was prepared by professional gentlemen S
Professor Burkett of Sydney University, Professor of
Anatomy, Mr. Jackson, a dentist, who attended to the teeth
side, aﬁd to a lesser degree Dr. Woodlds of Albury. In -

. looking at the body as a layman and having'in mind the
deseription, I saw-nothing to query in the description.

T accepted the desceription. 1 Saw that the body in those
days had blue eyes = really only one eye. T am not
afflicted with colour blindness. o one hasfd ever
suzeested that I do not know blue when I see it, I
continued my investigation into this case for some years
antil about April 1939 when I was assigned to the

P T

Commonwealth for special dutles. That was on the 1l4th
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April, 1939, - I did not then cease to be a member of the

Wew South Wales Police, T was on loan. T described
myself as attached to Headquarters. I have not ceased to

be on loan to the Commonwealth. My descriptibn at this

moment is attached to the Police HMeadguarters on loan to
the Commonwealth. 'i am attached to Sydney Police Head-
quarters for the purposes of pay amd discipline. I anm
actually doing full-Time Commonwealth work, T have
dropped right out of Sydney State Police woxrk in'a routine

fagshion for some years now. My pay is sent to me at what

ig known as "Security Service". T am now merely
technically attached to Sydney Police Headquarters. In
the course of the investigation that I made I think I took
Mr, Morgan to the University. I think Detective McRae
4mainly'handled Morgan. I think I had something to do with
Ifr, MNorgan only on one oceasion. I would not say as a -
result of my inteﬁiew with Morgan and what I had gleaned
rom the files I had a definite belief that the girl was
identical with one Philomena Mbrgan. I would have to
refresh my memory from the files. Asked if I am seriously
saying that I cannot say'whether or not I ever had a
belief that this might Dbe PhilomgnéﬂMbrgan, I say there
was a Ppssibilityuntil the_time I had interviaWed"Mrs.
-Routledge and 1llr, Barrett, the dentist, Prior to the -
interview with Mrs. Routledge-I did not believe it'w;s
Philomena Morgan any more than T might have believed it was

anybody else. It is quite possible that I said 1t

appeared to me the girl was Philomena lNorgan. The
information I got fromﬁMorgan had nothing to do with my
coming to that étate-of mind. I an serious. Tt 1is

not correct that Morgan told me emphatically that this was
his grand-daughter and Hrs. Routledge said it was not.

T did not know Morgan's association with Philomena Morgan.
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She was known as Philomena Morgan, A report came from
Detective Carroll.at Five Docik Police Station with regard
to the body being Philomena Morgan. I discussed the
natter with Carroll on many occasions, It is beyond any
doubt that Carroll had a very fixed view that this was
Philomena Morgan., Carroll was not taken off thisg invest-
igation, to my knowledge. He ceased to have anything o
do with this investigation. - I could not tell you what
vear without reading the files, To the best of my

knowledge, Carroll from time to time submitted reports in

Mconnection with Philomena Morgan and although he was mtixk
in the country still identified himself with the ‘inquiry.
Carrodl was sent to gome country station on other duties.

T would see Morgan's statement. It would be attached to
the file, That ié Constable Thompsonfs signature on that
statement produced. Constable Thompson purports to be the
witness tTo lMorgan's sighature. IT the statement reads :
"The following day I met Detective Wilks at the Detective
Office, Sydney, and I went with him to the Sydney University
where 1 viewed the body of a girl and in my opinion that

ig the body of the girl Philomena Morgan™, that is true.

I agree that is a correct statement of faet, that this man
went with me and definitely identified the body as that of
Philomena Morgan. I saw the mother of Philomena Morgan,
Ir*s., Jeanette Constanee Routledge, in 1937, I think.

From her I got a description of the girl which in no way
fitted the body of the girl at the University. I also got
photographs,  : received'from her a photograph and on that
photograph appeared the words "Ron will remember taking
these at Folkestone". It is my impression that this is
the photégraph prodaced. I 8o not suggest now that that

(indicating) has any connection with that photograph

produced. I had before me a photograph of a young girl

of eleven or twelve years of age. I also had statements
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which took me to different witnesses in Sydney whom I
believe to have been friends of Philomena Morgan's. As

a result of what I learned from my hendling of this
photograph and my interviews with those men I was forced
to the view that the photograph she had given me was not
that of her child. I do not agree that was of some other
member of the family to put me off the track. I did not
agree with you that.I wag forced to the belief that the:
photograph she had given me was not of her child Philomena
Morgan. (Shorthand notes read). I agree now that I
gaid 1ift. I was satisfied that Philomena Morgan was not
identical with the wvietim of the Albury tragedy. As a
result of my handling of that photograph plus all the othexr
xnowledge I had, I did not believe that the mother had
given me a wrong photograph. I believe I so said a
moment ago because either I did not understand your question
or you did not make it as c¢lear as vou have now. - I had
no belief that she was trying to put me off the track.

I am definite about that. ‘I have not lately gseen a file
known as Carroll's file in this case. I do not know of
any file known as Carroll's file. Carroll was a detective
at Tive Dock. 1 know of the Philomena WMorgan file which
he handled on many oceasions. I would make reports on the
file that Carroll was hendling at the time. I do not

-

remember any suggesilion that was made in that file by me

or anybody else that thig photograph was in effeet a
"ring-in". The first I heard of that was when Mrs.
Routledge was in the box here this afternoon. I do not
remember anything in the file to the effect that the
photograph supplied was not that of Philomena Morgan but
of some other person taken in.England. There 1s no
Tamiliar ring about the words: “This would appear to be
another attempt by IMrs. Routledge to miglead the police™.

48 7 . T.‘VIL.L\_ >
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I di1d not at about the same time intérview a man named |
Griffiths who was living in Morgan's home, Detective-
Sergeant McRae took over the investigation and interviewed
thogse people whom you:are talking abdﬁt OW, T could not

say when that was; this is a long time age. Detective=
Sergeant McRae had charge of the case, but I had charge of

the inquiries to establish identity, but when fhey were

taken to a point thej'were handed over tvo lceRae for a

decision, . In other words, I was doing the spade work.,

I Yook at page 7 at thelpassage indicated in the file

(15105/7) produced which reads : "Another matter which T

noticed while perusing the file TeferTed s...cieseceseioses
angd 1f g0 would be another attempt by Mrs. Routledge'to
mislead the police”. I do nov: think T was handling this
file in thosge days. In this file there is a report from
me to the Superintendent of Police, Criminal Tnvestigation
Branch, in these terms: @ "Albury murder, inguiries

:egarding Philomena Morgan. Reference attached letter.

I beg to report having noted the contents of the attached

letier coneerning Pullomena Morgan @ ..cccsessvssnssnesssh

should not be disclosed”, That is my signature on that

report and I would furnish that report. I say 1 4o not
remember having to do with that file and learning that

the mother had deliberately given a wrong picture To mislead

the police, - I still gsay I do not remember anything
about  that. With regard to this report addressed to

Inspectior Shéedy of No. 8 Division, dated 20th January,
1937, I accept that as a report by Detectives Carroll and
Thompson. I 1T -1s sﬁggested there came a stage 1n the
investigation, becauge of misleading information by the
mother, when Morgan was seen again and pressed about the
matter and stuek to it and said "There is no doubt that is

— G Philomena Morgan, whatever her mother says"”, I agree that
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would be so, but that'was done by McRae and Inspector
Bowie. I will accept this report&i.pfodﬁced dated 11th
March, 1937, (Exhibit "a"), as the statement that was
obtained from Morgan. Ih this S&JG'TEPOTt I Tind that.
Benjamin Grlfflths of three Heath Street, Flve Doeg,'was
interviewed. I know Sergeant King of Redfern. I knew
him as Constable, FTirgt Class, Xing of No. 2 Police Station.
I cannot remember offhand what I would term an offiecial
visit from him in about 1938, I have a recollection I saw
him somewhere and he told me that he had seen Agostini,
Asked if T said to him ™I have already interrogated
Agostini, The body is‘definitely not. that of Linda. I
have seen the dentist who did_Linda's teeth and the .teeth

as described are definitely not those of hers™, I say some

'of that 1is correct and some incorrect. It would be

correct to say I had made inquiries in connection with the
tee th. I said that I told King some of that and some I ‘
did not tell him. I discussed the matter with King '
concerning the teeth I did not say to King "I have

already 1nterrogated Agostini and the body is deflnltely

not that of anda" I did tell hlm."I have seen.the

dentist who did‘Llnda's teeth and the teeth as deseribed
re definitely not thosé of hers™. I cannot remember that
he said "I have made a report and I believe it is ths body ‘
of Linda Agostlni“ - I eannot remembe“ he sald it ash
emphatically as that, He had submitted a report that he
had seen the body and from the report I belleved that ¥ing
had a positive belief that it was Linda Agostini, I do
not know where that file is. That report Was addregsged to
me fme the Department. I cannot remember individually
where I put it; The,normal procedure would be To submit
a report and point'out.that Linda Agostini was not identical
with the4Albury murder'giotim.in my 0pin10n as she had
489, - WILKS,




fillings different from those in the corpse’. ! % g N v
suggested that here was a man officially réporting that he
knew that the "Pyjama Girl™ was Linda &gostini, I say I
would submit my report on that report and send it back for
his information. I cannot tell you where I put that I
report any more than I have said., I would submit my

report, i1t would be placed in the filing trays, and what

-became of it I would not know other than it should be
included in the Albury file dealing with Linda Agostini,
There was nothing in the matter of that:report whieh was

different from thousands of others at the time. King was

a constable at the time, If a Congstable of Police says
officially "I know the ¥Pyjama Girl', it is Linda Agostini™,
that does not sink into my memory any more than reports
from huddreds of other people who said the same thing,

I had to do with the case still at the time of the Ingquest.
I1'did not have io do with the preparation of the Coroner's
brief. Detective~-Sergeant lMcRae attended exclusively to
the brief. I disown 1it,. By that I mean I was not

agssoclated with -the preparation of the brief for the

Co:oneﬁ‘s_court at all. Before the Albury inquest was

held I never knew that Constable King had made this report
which then should have been on an official file, I did not
ever suggest to MCRae that 1t was a matter that should have
been in the brief, . If the date of the report is thewzéth

July, 1948, it follows that it was after the date of the

Inguest. When I met King the "Pyjama Girl"™ case was still

a matter with whieh 1 was officially concerned. I have no
knowledge of Griffiths's statemgnt other than that I would
acecept this (indicating) as being Detective Carroll's
signature. I cannot remember seeing this report before,
but I do know of Griffiths's connection with it. Possibly
I have seen this report of Griffiths's, I still maintain

RP/ MO
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this was a matter that Detective-Sergeant McRae was

handling most of the time and dealing with these people,

I never saw Griffiths, if I remember rightly. T will not
deny that I have seen that statement of Griffiths's. In
1938 the Police Eepa+tnent of“NeW'South Wales gave its
approval 1o the_preparation of a motion picture called the
"Py jama Girl", I_believe that the gstated purpose was that
it mizht br;ﬁg forward somebody who could throw some light
upon this crime, ' I was still on this investigation. I
had a specimen of the running dialogue that was to acecompany
thié film submitted to me, 1 saw a private scereening of
the film. Mr. Mackay was the Commissioner at that time,
1938, Irs, Mackay gave approval to run the film after a
conferencé with IMcRae and me . I remember in the picturé
that I saw there'ﬁasa‘representation of a great big pyjamas
coat with a big Chinese dragon worked all over it. I do
not remember that thefrupning dialogue stated "This is the
actnal coat found on the body of the girl in the culvert”,

I would have to hear that again before I could state. To
the best of my belief the dialogue was "This is a gample

of the pyjamas worn™. l.am quite serious, T believe &
wasgs a falr sample of-the pyjamas worn.'_ I have seen the
1ittle ragged piece of pyjamas that ﬁéﬁé been produced.
Asked 1f I think the representation of the big coat with

the .great big dragon all over it was a fair sample ofﬁthat
coat, I say I have no doubt it was almost a replica of

what the original garment was. I am not prepared to deny
the running dialogue said "This is the actual coat". I tolad
you be fore I would have to hear the dialogue again. That
photogr ph produced is a photograph of a garment obtained

by me from the EaSuB n Industries for the purpose of

publicasion and the garment was -then handed back to the

ownars, I know nothlng about whatever was used in the

4l
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nmoving picture shcw; IT it is suggested it had no more
to Qo with.the ecase at Albury than the flowers in Spring,
I say 1t was eomething exhibited in the pieture to zive
an indieation of'the Dy jamas. L .am told by ezpertS'who
examined this garment'that this.photog:aph shows how it

would appear in its original state. If 1t 1s' suggested

that is a picture of a yellow and white pyjamas coat, T
say 1t might be a picture of any colours.

--EXHIBIT ERES S-Es vt Phofogfaph of pyjamas.
T.cannot take responsibility for naming this case "The

Py jama Girl case". } %l remember rightly, the newsgpapers

clasgified it as that within a week of the finding of the
body. Asked if I was prepared to help the producers to
give a fillip to the picture by getting a ecoat and saying
"This is the coat", I say I did not obtain a coat for the
producers at all, I got the coat very early in this
investigation for the purpose of publication to demonstrate
Tto the public what the garments looked like that were found
on the girl, AT the time the film was produced in 1938 I

had handed back the coat years before. I Go not know that

they were able to get the same coat and portray it on the
film in 1958, . I saw the coat in the sereening. It wag a
gimilar type of coat. L did not get it for them and I 4o

not know where they got it. Asked if I supplied them with

information asgs to what sort of eoat they could put in‘with
the Departiment's' approval, I say any conneection I had with
- with production was under instructions of my Commissioner

and part of the material handed to those people would be a
photograph similar» to that to indicate the type of pyjamas,
so necessary for the publicity. I eannot remember that

King said "I want you to make further inguiries about this
because I believe it is Linda Agostini®. He may have said

that. If he swore he said "I expect you to make Ifurther

Y, o4
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inquiries about the matter” and that I said "I am already

dealing with the matier; I have interviewed Miss Crawfor

and othersg", that is posgsibly true. I interviewed a
Mrs. Blay, a. lir, EKempfy and several dentists. I do not

remember interviewing a Miss Doreen Dunn or a Mrs.

Me Pherson. I told him I had interviewed Wissg Crawford

and certain others, and that I was dealing with the matter.

I told him it was my belief at that time that it was not

Linda Agostini. I have no clear recollection of what
happened on that occasgion of my interview with Xing because

1t was just another interview as far as I am personally

concerned. If I remember correctly, it was more a sort of

passing conversation in the Courts. It is not fair to. say
1 have no recollection. I have a recollection but not of
the actual conversation. Since my arrival in Melbourne

about this matter and before entering the witness box my

atiention has been directed to a report furnished by me in
May, 1948, dealing with the fillings in the teeth of Linda
Agostini, That 1s the report produced. I asked for the

official file in connection with Linda Agostini so that I

could read it to refresh my memory and that would be part of
the file, 1 asked somebody. No one mentioned it to me
until I askead. In This report I notice I have gsaid that
the victim of the Albury murder has no poreelain fillings
in her blicuspid and haé the lower right third molar iﬁtact.
BARERLD A" e tuh Report of witness dated 7th May, 1958,
WWhen I was writing a report like this in 1938 I had learnea
to talk of teeth by ftheir right names. I agree this 1is
a mould made at the time in 1954 oorrectly'depicting the
teeth in the mouth of the vietim, The lower right third
molar is not present here. I had interviewed Mr. O0'Brien,
a @entist, who had to do with Linda Agostini's teeth, He
. was the only dentist whom I interviewed who had actually

RP/ 1O ‘
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Tilled any teeth for Mrs. Agostini. He was the only

one I could find who had any information for me remotely
resembling Linda Agostini's teeth. With regard to this
passage "The victim of the Albury murder has the lower
right third mola:'intact“, I say you will see that that
molar has been removed from the mould. That was done by
a dentist, Allan, who had checked the mouth of the viectim
of the Albury murder to see if any other fillings were
there apart from those which had been extracted. FHe said
to.me that this (indicating) was & third molar. I have

reason to believe that he is incorreet and that it is a

second molar, Mr. Allan ig in Sydney. Allan had access

to this mould. He saw this mould, He removed this
tooth here, without permission, I might add. That 1s the
one 1 am poin%@%brnow which I now say I believe 1o be a
second molar, He did not remove a third. There is the
mould (indieating) and it speaks for itself. T did not
compile tThe official deseription. Mr, Jackson, the
dentigt, compiled that. The sgystem ig this, that the
detectlives at the scene of the crime, who would be Allmond
and McDermotit, from reports submitted to them by Jackson
would complle a cizcular which would be gent to an officer
in Sydney who handles those matters eéxelusively and he
wolld arrange for the printing and distribution, and I
would have nothing to do with it other than to refer to it
from time to Time, When 1 referred to it I noticed that

in the official deseription of the person whom I was seeking

the wigsdom tooth was said to be misgsing. That is what is
called a third molar. Four years later in 1938 1 d4id not
still believe tThe third molar was intact. I say I was

misled. Vle are often migled by professional people,

i

- —

[ say Allan misled me and I took hig word for it and

ey

disrggarded the official report at that time. Proceeding

A7
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Photograph Exhibit No, 20. I have never discussed
Philomena Morgan with Dr. Benbow at any time. He never
agsked me for the negative of that photograph at Head-
guarters in Phillip Street. I never told him that I had
the negative which was handed over by Howard Harrig, I
do not remember when Dr, Benbow gaw this photograph with
this gap. I do not remember any discussion with him when
he was endeavouring to track down the original negative.

I officially have had no conversgation in any way with

Dr., Benbow in connection with Philomena Morgan or anything

about the Albury murder other than in the later part of 1939

he came To Police Headquarters and asked my permission %o go
to the University and make a thorough examination of the
body as he was interested in the crime. I referred him to
either the Chief of Detectives or the Commissioner. The
second time I saw Dr, Benbow at Police Headgquarters was
after some disagreement I had with the Commissioner of
Police about Police Association affairs and Dr. Benbow
invited me to come over to the other side of the fence and

I promptly. told him what I thought. I have said that in

April 1989 1 went off on different business, Commonwealth

buginess. i conducted one further inguiry after that in
regard to the Albury murder. That was one further ingquiry
relating to Philomena Morgan. I have done that since 1939,
We instituted inguiries to ascertain whether or not
Philomena Morgan was identical with Jean Worris murdered in
Queensland. I do not know that that was after Mrs.
Routledge had instituted proceedings in the Suprame Court

in New South VWeales, .I wounld say it was somewhere in Aagust
or September of 1999; @ it might have been 1940. 1T her
proceedings in the Supreme Court were in 1942, it was before
then. It was afver the outbreak of war because a man came

with me on the inguiry with whom I have been associated only

-

/

RP/1C 496, WILKS.




on -thogse lines, I did not then dismiss Tin;; Miss G+4W¢o
and everybody else. The two porcelain fillings‘was the
thing which was most predominant in connegtion with fhe

elimination of Linda Agostini, and. an examination of the

mouth had been made by Professor Arnott also to see if the

porcelain fillings existed. -In my report I say "has no
porcelain fillings and has the lower right third molar

intact®., Asked 1f when I specifically referred to this

third molar being intact I was not misled in that regard

.

say at that time I was not, but the two porcelain fillings

would be the predominating feature which at that time

eliminated Linda Agostini. The second and Third molars,
I understand, .in the dental profession are a matter of
debate. I.3d0 not remember that In January 1957 I went

with Mrs. Routledge to the studio of Howard Harris, I paw

b
[S—

Y in Bomaderry in 193%. ILithink 1t was 1939 I went with
her to -Howard Harris., I am sure 1t wasg January of ths

vear I went: over 10 'the ‘Commonwealth thhat I went tTo Howard

Harris's swudio. I interviewed Mrs. Boulledge on the 10tTh
February, 1997, That 1s when she gave me the photographs:

T do not remember that about that time T went with her to

Howard Harris. On that occasion she gave me two. 0¥ three

photographs - that brown oneé with ‘the young zirl profile

view and the one .of the baby one or two year S of age , She
cave me two or three photographs at that time. That visit

in February 1957'was my firstinterview with Mrs. Routledge

I Think the 030uobra0h I cannot find was included amongst

those. Subsequently I went with her to Howard ‘Harris,
That was in January 1959, I there interviewsed a young

woman and obtained: photographs of Philomena MNMorgan taken at
about theé age of 16 or 17. I received from Howard Harris
four proofs, I am positive I did not receive any negatives.
I never %0ld DPr. Benbow that I had the negative of thatl
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since the outbreak., if she swears the firsi time she

ever heard the suggestion that her daughter's disappearance
eould be accounted for because she was identical with one
Jean Morris who was murdered in Queensland in 1932 was
after she had taken those proceedings which caused a lot

of. publicity, I say I commenced inguiries and then owing to
my ‘duties- they were handed over to other officers to
continue. I agree that the first.time in the New. South
Waleg Police Department there was the slightest whisgper
that Anne Philomena Morgan was identical with Jean Morris
who had been murdered in Queehsland in 1932 was after the
outbreak of war. I cannot say whether it was in 1940,
1941 or 194=%. The fileg would show when the inguiry
started. | Until my departure on Commonwealth affairs L

had a very close connection with the whole of the
investigation relating to_what is ealled the "Pyjama Girl",
L.was not invited to assist in any way in any proceedings
that ocecurred in Sydney in February, 1944, I think T was
out of the State then, I had nothing to do with the -

bringing in of Mr, Magnus on the 2Z4th February as an

expert. I"was not lnvited to come back and take up this
cCase s 1 -wag tied up in other matters affeecting the
security of the Commonweal th. It 1 safe To say that up

until the 4th Marceh of this year 1 was still'fi:mly of
opinion that the Albury vietim was not Linda Agostini.
Until then I was firmly of opinion that Linda Agostinl was
not the "Pyjama Girl"™ on account of the two poreelain
fillings in the tee th,

READ : I have heard since that there has been evidence
that the first upper right bicuspid hés a po:celain
filling and that the second upper right bicuspld had a
filling in whiceh is not there now, I have heard that now,
Beyond any doubt, in my opinion, the "Pyjama Girl" is

/8
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GOVERNMENT SHORTHAND WRITER’'S OFFICE

Mebbotirne . Boscnd o B 1R

WE., the undersigned Licensed Shorthand Writers, certify that the foregoing typewritten

pages, numbered as under, are a correct transcript of the Shorthand Notes of Depositions

of — ™
Page |
THOMAS ALTXANDTR PALMTR-BTNBOW 46l - 463P
JPANTTT® CONSTANCY ROUTLTIDGY 476 - 477.
ALTRTD AMOS WILKS .ap
chensed Shorthand W rlter
THOMAS AL®XAND"R PALMTR-BTNBOW 464 - 475.
THOMAS AL¥XAND"R PALMTR-BFNBOW 478 - 483.
Licensed Shorthand W riter.
takeg Melbourne onthe. . ~Fifth  dayof. . HNppil g9 44

‘upon the body of a2 _woman. found near Albury on.1/9/34.
at an Inquest
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THOMAS ALEXANDER PAIMER-BENBOW, re-called.

70 MR, READ; With regard %o the dete when I first heard of

RE/EC.

Philomenea Morgan, I now say that date would be some uime
in 1940. I did not see any photograph of Fhilomena Morgan
antil after I had taken Mrs. Routledge to the Tniversity
on the 12th September, 1940, or 194l.. I think

Mrs. Routledge's affidavit of having viewed the body with
me would show the dete. If the affidavit shows September,
1940, it would be some little while after that because

T took lirs. Routledge home the same day I brought her up

and I did not go down %o see her again for some Timee

It would be some months after September, 1940, that I

first saw & photograph of Fhilomena lMorgan. The first
photograph I saw of Philomena llorgen was oné similer Go
Exhibit 20. That is the piceture. That is The only
pictnre, with the exeeption of the side-face, that 1 have
sver had of Philomena Morgan. I got that photograph from
Mrs. Routledge. She gave me one like that and a side=face.
It wes not-a fixed photograph; it wes & police print

gent to her. For all practical purposes it is identical
with Exhibit No.20« I made an affidavit® in support of the
application for letters of'administration in November, 1942
and in that affidavit in paragraph 16 I said, "During the
month of December, 1941, I agein visited Albn¥y in the-said_
State and I saw the said Lucy Collins and I prodveed &nd
showed to her a photograph which 1s annexed hereto and
marked with the letter 'B'™. This is that photographe
This photograpgh is taken directly from Exhibit &0 with
the tooth restored the way it should be., It is made by
1all, the Photographer, in Hunbter Street, Sydney. The
sddress "Hall's, Hunter Streed, Sydney" will always find
them besause they are well=known. I took Exhjbit Wo0.&0.

along to Halls in Hunter stpeat. 1 there saw Mr.Hall, but

/3
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Mr. Deane did that work, or it was sent out to be done.

Mr. Hall is the proprietor and Mr. Deane igs tThe techhiciane

I had my conversetion with Mr. Deaneé. 1 told Mr. Deane to
restore the tooth the way it shoula be and ceolour the
photograph as an art souvenir for Mrs. Routledge. 1 gave
him & desoription of how the Tooth should bes 1T is
obvious that the corner came out as shown in the other.
This tooth in Exhibit 20 is a retouched tooth which does
not belong to the scheme of things at alle 1% was done in
New South Wales, &nd with thet knowledge this other
pioctnre was made for lrs. Routledge as a souvenir for

Mrs. Routledge and I had the corner of the tooth retouched

back where it should be. Those are the instructions I gave
Mr. Desne. At the time 1 think we had done the work on

the cadaver, and the cadaver's teeth belng the same &s
Philomena lMorgan's showed hﬁm the corner would comes It 1s
not quite correct to say that when I went to Hall's Studio

I had a photograph of the teeth of the deceased. Mr. Deane
had at that time, I eam reasonably cerialn, all the pictures
we had taken of the cadaver and all of the work we had done.

Tt is not correet that what I was asking Mr. Deane to do

in this artistic reproduction which 1 wag using in support

of my application for letters of administration was to makg
the teeth similar to the teeth of the bodye It is in fact

~imilar to the teeth in the body befause 1% cannot help but

be so. I did not say %o Mr. Deane, "pleage maeke the teeth

similar to those teeth”, ipdiaating the teeth of the cadaver.

(\If I am correct in my surmise, Mr. Deane and I had already

done the work on the cadaver. 1T was not my ambition at

that stage to get an artistic reproduction showing teeth

similar to the teeth in the cadaver. That picture was
500 PAIMER-BENBOW o
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regtored the way any photographer would regtore it
withont knowing anything about the cadaver, but 1 think

we had already done the work on the cadaver. However,

i : 1% was
ﬂ\ it would not have made any difference in as much aa}the

6h1y'way that tooth would be restored and this unsightly
gap, which was originally a frewd, got rid of. I deny
that tThe only purpose in doing this was to try and make
this photograph look like the body of the deceaseds I did

it becanse that pieture was a souvenir for the Mother.
I knew soientifioally that the gap in the teeth was a fraund

and Mrs. Routledge knew it was a fraud because she knew

her danghter, and I altered that so that the mother

would nhot always have to look at a gap that did not
existe I knew scientificelly that the gap in the teeth

was wrong becanse Exhibit 2Q is a fraud; I have %o put 1%
that way. When Detective-Sergeant Wilks was handed the

original daylight proof by Mrs. Routledge it did not have
that tooth that way with the gape The daylight proof

whigh purports'ﬁo be the original hended by Mrs. Routledge

to Detective=~Sergeprnt Wilks which I examined at the

Cel.Bs here the other day is not the original daylight proof.

I saw those four daylight proofs that were put in &s !
evidence (Exhibit "G2") on Wednesday. I do not say they

are all fakes. They all bear their own intringic e¥idence

that they have not been handed by Howard Harris, the

Photozrapher at Parramatta, to Mrs. Routledge to hand to

Det.~-Sergeant Wilks: To stert with, Mrs. Routledge only
gave Detective=Sergeant ¥Wilks two dajlight proofs = &
gide~face and a full=face with the teeth showing, that 1s
the origin of Exhibit No.20. I am not svuggesting thati

only two negatives were taken by the Howard Harris Studio.
There were four hegatives taken Py the Howard Harris Studio
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end there is every re@son to believe that the Police

Department in Wew South Wales recovered all four negativese.

Having recovered those negatives, one negative, that is

the orbgin of Exhibit 20, was retouched %o make it

appear as if there were a gaps I suspeecty, obviously,
the Wew Sonth [Jeles Police retouched the negativefs I
sugpect that the police in Wew South Wales retouched a

negative, the original of Exhibil® 20 I will state my
reason for meking such an aconsation. There are two
proofs, there is & socientific proof and there is a
generai-proof. T will teke the general proof first.
Mrs. Routledge handed to Detective- Sergeant Wilks two

proofs, one side-face and one full-faces The full-face

ig the one under disgnssion, Exhibit 20 That was in

1937 and not 1939, When'the pigture next shows up it
has that gap in the teeth. When I say that was in 1937
T mean that the handing of The original daylight proois

to Detestive-Sergeant Wilks by lMrs. Routledge took place
in 1937 and nob 1939. When the pieture next shows up

as far as we are concerned, Mrs. Routledge received Dy

hand two prints from the Police at NWowra. One Was this

Exhibit 20 and the other was a side=face. MIrs. Routledge

noted the gap in the teeth., Mrs. Routledge had herself

given the motive or the inspiration for that gap years

ago when she mentioned that she hed a couple oi testh

pulled in her child when she was attempting %o hide her

identity. That gap is %0 meke it look as if a tooth

wes pulledq/ilheyovarlooked that the teeth that were

pulled in Mrs. Routledge's davghter were baby teeth at

the age of fo¥r. They forgot that. I examined at Uhe

8.I.B. here at Headquarters four daylight proofs. One

1ight proofs was Exhibit 20 and whe—TtmeT Was

of the day
the side-face. The other Two wife the two missing poses
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