It was so sad about the lady l@sing her little girlj

3 8he said it was her daughter. When they produced a
photograph they never mentioned anything about teeth,
They had this coloured picture (Exhibit "B"). I do not
remember Dr, Benbow showing me the other picture at any
time., That is the other picture with the gap in the teeth.
I do not remember saying, "That is not right, she did not
have a gap in her teeth". I look at that eoloured picture.
I do not know who it is. The little girl who came along
to Quinn's shack d4id not have mny gap in her teeth. I do.
not remember that girl in the coldured photograph., 1 am

certain of that. Asked if I remember comparing these Two

pictures with Dr., Benbow and saying that the coldured one
was the right one, that that was the little girl and not
the one with the gap in the teeth, I say 1 nﬁver said
anvthing about the teeth as far as I am aware., I cried the
day the mother of that little girl was there because she
broke down and said that was her little daughter. I did
not ery just to keep her company. I eried because she
upset me., . She cried and I oried because I could not stand

it any longer. I aid not say to her, "This is dreadful;

I thought all this was dead and buried. TFor God's sake,
deary, don't mention it any more, it happened sO long ago™.
I never said sueh a thing at all. That is a lie. I never
said, "It is no use trying to do anything about it now".

T never said that I wanted to try and forget it, that 1t
was all too horrible; I never said anything like that,

I did not tell her to take care of Dr., Bembow. I did no%
tell her that I:had heard of something that might happen
to him. I never gave anybody any photographs or this
picture (Exhibit "FF"), If I gave her that little card
(Exhibit "FEr), I do not remember giving it to her, That

ig my name and address written on the Dback of it. I @O

not know whose writing it is. I do not remember seeing the
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lady write it downg I do not remember giving it to the
lady. I do not remember that hadd-bag (Exhibit "EE"] at

m all, If it is suggested that I had a collection of k=mym things

that I had got from different people, I say nobody ever
gave me a handbags I do not remember the police coming

along later on and going through all my things., I do not
remember them_burning a lot of thingss As far as 1 know,
they never burned anything, I do not remémber_them going
through a lot of my‘things and asking where they had come
from. In those times I did not have a lot of thingslthere

that different people had given me from time To Time.

I look at that handbag again. I do not remember where I
got that bag. Asked if this girl who came along to Quinn's
shack had any lipstieck, I say I never knew of lipstick then.
When she same in out of the wet she did nof have any powder
on her face or any lipstiek., I am quite certain of that.

I 4id not put any on my face. I never used such a thing.,

I 4id not put it on just for fun. I never used lipstick
in my life until lately; in faet, I @o not use 1T now,

I did not use it Jjust for fun while the girl was thére.

T did not just do my face up for fun, If 1T is proved
that there is lipstick on that nursery rhyme card, I do
not know how it got there. I do not remember one day

doing a lot of dburning off at my present place. I did not

ever tell Dr. Benbow about a man who gave me a hand the day
I was burning a lot of rubbish. I never had such a thing
as an incinerator or a few bricks where 1 burned off away
fyrom the hut so that it would not cateh fire. I had a
fireplace inside. I would not burn off inside. When I am
barning off a lot of rubbish I would go outside. I would
not get a few bricks and build a fire outside. I do notv
remember burning off a lot of rubbish one day. I do not

remember throwing that bag (Exhibit "ER") into the fire..
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I do not remember the girl leaving it behind her at
Quinnfs shack. I am positive about that.

TO MR, READ; I do not remember the morning when this strange girl
came to my shack, to @uinn's shack. I remember the girl

coming to my shaeck. It is sueh a long time ago that I

really'could not tell you how that girl was dressed. I do

not remember how she was dressed. It was eaily in the

morning when she came to the shack., It was about 6 o'elock.,

It was eaily in the morning; it was pouring rain. I left

straight away after she came because I was yarding up the

cowg from that property. I did not see tThe girl for very

/41’_. , back
. :: long., When I came mE to the shack at about half past nine

she had gone.
I remember saying something about leaving Tom Quinn

That

TO THE CORONER:
and gome girl sitting on the bed when I walked out.
When I went to bring the ceows in he

T left the two of

was the same girl,

had come; he always used to come down,

them sitting on the bed and I said, "Wailtl until I come back

and I will give you a drink of hot milk"., I said, "I won't

be long", But when I came back she had gone. Tom Quinn

I do not know where he went. They were

It never had any

had gone To0O.
T remember that coat I had.

both gone.
trimmings on it like the trimmings around the eoat g I am

It was just a plain coatle

wearing now.
saw a coat made of that material (Exhibit

70 .VR. MONAHAN: 1 never

ngen), If that was found where a lot of stuff was burnt

a few yards away from Quinn's shack on a dgump, I do not

now enything about it. It 1s not a coat I ever had; it
‘ia old rags. I never in my 1ife had enything that was
When you asked me about thig man who came

dved black.

I persisted that it was not Ginger Quinn, but Tom Quinn.

T£ it is suggested thatl at the time thig girl came to my

place at Quinn'

and that that may al ter
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that I know Tom and_his brother Bill were shearers, If it
turns out that they were away shearing'at'Yanco, I agree
it might have been.Ginger and not Tom who came over, for
all I know. They are all ginger. As far as I know, Tom

is not fully related to one of the others; he is a half=-

-brother. If 1t 1s suggested that it may have been Tom's

half«brother that came over, I say there is a difference

between Tom and Ginger. In faet, I remember Cinger going
to schools I do not know what his name was then. They
only called him Ginger Quinn, I never heard him called
any. other surname; I never heard him called his real

father's name.

TO THE CORONER: I remember when the girl ceame in the early morning

RP/ECs.

in the wet and so on. I could not say exactly how long
after that 1 stayed in Quinn's shack. It must have been
twelve months, nearly twelve months. When I was leaving
I ha@ this clear-up'when;I burnt up the stuff. I burnt
that matiress as soon as I got there. TI cleared up when
I shifted into it., When I shifted in, this maftresswas
there and I burnt it; I 5urnt all the rubbish, I said

earlier that blood from my nose was on this matiress,

but I was talking sbout my own mattress then. Where they

gaw the bit ofﬁblOQd'was'on my own mattress, the bed I

brought from home. fWhenI'wentﬁto Quinn's shack there was

an old mattress'therefaﬂd an old bed. That is the mattress

that I burnt,. Laﬁer on my own matiress had blood on it
That is the position;‘When.I'wént into the shack the
bedsteadrwas inside. It was ready nade ups it was a
three-quarter bed. There was a mattress on it. It had
thege, I do not know what you call them, that they put
across thils nnﬁwéy and across that‘way. It had no.spring
mattress on it. I burnt the mattress. 1 threw the bed out.

I then put my own bed in that room. Ve put the bedstead

outside, at the baek. There was no yard; 1t was just put

| 6074 j i + COLLINS.
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at the back of the shack, on that gide of the shack

(indicating)e We just stood it up theres We pulled it
to pieces and threw it out.

TO MRV MONAHAN: Asked if I remekber you asking me this morning
whether I would be afraid to admit that I burnt a mattress
which had blood on it, I say that bit of blocod was on my
own mattress and I never burnt my own mattresss I remember
this morning when you were asking me whether I would be
afraid to admit I burnt the mattress with blood on it that

Aa7 I gaid it was my own blood., It was my own blood. I h=wse had
nothing to be afraid of. I did burn an old mattress, but

it was not mine. When this girl came along I had a hed

there, my own bed and my own mattress that 1 b“0@6ht from

home. I belonged to my son. There was an old matiress

that somebody else had had before me at Quinn's shacﬁ.

The o0ld bed was not standing up against .the wall outside;
it was inside., To putfup that old bed I do not know that
vou have got to put bricks under the ends to make It ieﬁél.
I do not remember having trouble to get the bricks to fit
under it to make it steady., I 4id not put up the old bed

with the old mattress there for the girl. She did not

stay with me for three nights. It is notl that old mattréss
with the blood on it that I burnt afterwards. Thatl 1s

not the old bit off the bed that I threw under the tank,
That is not what I told Dr. Benbow. I did not tell him

..-f Ry
anything of the sort, ‘ut_u-% (g Jymw% ﬁwn[r
{

d o & & & & » ¥ B 5 9 " » * & % F B » 2

ADr

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 13TH DAY OF APRIL, 1944,

e CORONER.,
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NORMAN ELLIOTT WHITE McCALLUM, on his oath saith:

Aﬁfﬂcardboard on Exhibit 88 XX. As to what .l say &8s regards any

My full name is Norman Elliott White McCallum, and
I am a detective at Melbourne attached to the Pplice Laborat-
Ory. For the past three years 1 have been attached to the
Police Laboratory exclusively engaged on microscopic work,
ballistics, chemistry and photography. In addition to being
o detective stationed at Melbourne 1 am glso an under-graduate
of the Melbourne University doing my Bachelor of 8Science
course, In doing my Science (Course I have made a study of
mathematice, I have been present in Qourt, and I heard the
whole of Dr.Benbow!s evidence, I heard the evidence that
Dr.Benbow gave &8 regards the gsuperimposition of transparencies,
and his evidence as regarde the lines that were drawn acroes '
the photographs of the face of Philomena Morgan and the | \
lines drawn on t he face of the body of the deceased, As td '
what I say a8 regards the lines drawn in the plane of &
photograph of a curved object, such as a face, in regard.
to the actual distsnces of the actual sub ject that is being
photographed, a line in the plane of ‘a photograph which
represents a distance or a line of a curved object, such as
a face, the actusl distance on the photdgraph beare no
relation to the distahce on the curve, As the curvature
of the object increases tne diptance along the curve will
increase; but the diatance represented in the plane of the

photograph need not increase, it may remain the same, 1

suide that can be cbtained frow drawing lines on photographs
like that, ag to whether or not they represent thekactual
distance on the curved face of the subject beiﬁg photographed,

they need not represent the same distances 1n & third

dimensional object at all, 1 can give His Worship &
simple demonatration of that. 1 produce here 1in this

diagtam two circles here (indicated) which are not of egual




radius., Those circles are to represent a section or a
plane taken through a body such as & sphere or cylinder,
.Theee lines (indicated) represent the lens of the camera.,
and theee the photographic plate, fnexdimkancas The light
passing through a plate produces in these two circleg in that
plane an image in each case the same length on the plate, I
The distances, however, around those arcs are not the sgme,
&g the circles are not of equal radius. That indicates that
distance can be represented on the photographic plate Dby

the same length, whereas actually on the curved surface the
distance between those two points (indicated) abd those two
pointd (indicated) is untirely unrelated, On the plate
they show as the sawme length, What I have illustrated is
that taking a photograph of a curved object in that way

when you get it on toa & flat surface, namely a negative,

you do not get the true length of the curved object.

.+« BXHIBIT 75 ,.......... Diagram representing the photo-

graphing of two ciccles of
different radii,

I can tell His Worship about.comparieone by measurement on
one perspective photograph of the actual ehgpe of objects
concerned, A photograph giving one perspective of a curved
surface does not nece€ssarily give any infommation at all
regarding the actual Curvgture of that object., To illustrate
that I produce'two'ellipeoids which I have photographed.

Those two ellipsoids photographed in the perspective 1
indicate producef§ photographs which in themeelvee give no
indication whatsoever of the actual shape of those two figures,
When photographed they appear to be the same object, What

I am streesing there is that one perspective is not sufficient
to define the shape ef 8 curve, I similarly produee these

transparencies of the photegrapha of the two objeete.

¢ecsese.. BXHIBIT 74................The two photographs and

)jz — GG/ECL.,

tranaparenclea of ellipsoids,

Because of the inability of the 1ens of a camera to faith-

fully reproduoe curved surfaces as to what I say with regard

SRE T - 610 McCALLUM
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et

"to the method of employing 2 single perepeotive.photOgraph for

the purpose of measurement, to my knowledge for the purpose of
meagurement or oomparieon the only: mefhode'available are (l)eby?.
actual phyeioal measurements of the subjects themselves, or by
photographing that objedt 1n the front elevatlon, -the side o
elevation and the-plane- but the eecond_method does not %
neoeeearily completely prove 1dentity 'In:my opinion the- ‘
method of employing a sgingle perepeotlve photograph 1e of no ¥
value whatgoever for the purposes of determining aoeu:aoy of
measurement of curved surfaces. I have told His Worship that
the onlygway it can be done accurately at all is by actual
measurement, and then I said approximately accurately by the
other method of photographing the front elevation, the side

elevation and thq_plene. _I nhave prepared & di&grem'to illus-

trate that simply to His Worship. Again, Ifhave attempfedthere._*

-

to 1ndlcate by . the‘black figure and the red fieure two figures ]
of eomewhat the same ehape but dlffering ellghtly, and to
represent a plane which approximately pasges through tne heed
underneath the ears in the horigontal plane. I ‘have 1ndioeted
here the poeeiblllty of photographing yet egein ‘these two rlguree
from.tle front elevetlon and getting ooinoldenoe. - By

rotation of the ce.mera through 90 m a.nd the photographlng

~0f this then in the eide elevatlon - I nave aeeumed-that 1n the .

teking of these two photographe no movement hae taken place
*wnateoever go far as the cemera i8 oonoerned, and thet the lines
and dletanoea are both eimilar = the reoordlng on the two photo~

graphlc pl&tee indicates that thoge two figuree are not 1dentio-

al, That oan only be proved by another pnotograph from yet'

~another planc than this one This may be repreeenued by

GC/ECL..

horizontal planes’ whioh ere somewhere 1n this V1cln1ty, and
these nmay croee (indioated ) = The outlines of the two of

them may Cross and reoroee, end gtill give thle ooinordenoe

along this t&ngent,;along th1e,elde tp produce a similar

image in each oaee;_p | _ The actual curvature

m i
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here plays no part whatsoever in the recording of the photo=

graph,

 FUE R  BXHIBIT D e evininmesss Diagram representing tne photo-
graphing of the object in the

front of an object and the
side elevation,

Asked with that foundation goientifically what 1 say as

regards this theory that Dr.Benbow propounds of hoping to get
sdentification by superimposition of transparencies of figures
I say that to make the method acceptable scientifically i
inthe figures &s have been produced showing the one perspective
the front elevation, We must have the same inclination of' o,
the head to the oamera; se must have the same orientation

of the head to the onmera;" and being given those two and

presupposing that the gsubjects are the same the method may '

t hen be applied, 1 agree that first of all you would have

to presuppose that the subjeots.were the same, &8s illustrated

by the two differently shaped spheroids that I produced,

There can be no accuracy in superimposition of photographs
unlees you have those threé necessary prerequisites,

T0 MR. MONAHAN: If I sat and had my photograph taken with a

camera in a sitting position as OnC exposure, and, without

my moving or the camera movingy there wag & second exXposure,

No.2 photograph would come into existence. _AB to whether I

will agree that oh[the flat plane, known as the photograph,

the measurements of the different anatomical points in

,¢hr* my face ought 10 camsid@x coincide, disregarding all camera

factors, they should. That being so I will not Dbe forced

to agree that if you could have & photo of the head of the

sadaver taken in exactly the same plane of inclination &and

orieﬁiaéionas the photo of Philomena Morgan, and then

the lines to the different snatomical points all exactly
agreed .that one would be safe in saying the cadaver was
Philgmena Morgan, I insist on introducing the third '

element that first of all one must be sure that it is

% _
I meam it is peculiar to her - as to anybody elee and the




distances represented 1n tne plene of the picture may not
be the same, and the two lines in the plane of the picture
may represent totally dlfferent distances in aotual measure- '
ment. Asked whether it comes “to this,-that1it mﬁx conceiv- . -
ably be that » Philomenaﬂ- whom.we have not here unleaS‘ehe
is the cadaver -~ might have nad a ne e that came out 6 1nchee;
and mrght look in 8 photo to exaotly resemble the. cadaver'e
- nose in a photo taken at the eame inclination and on the-
same- plane of orientetlon I eay that as the nose would not

necessarily look Bleanhes,xI think, eatisfactorily indi-

eates that there can be:no question about that. It is

true that I insiet to have any comfort in this method one . .

must know for a certainty before one starts that they arelone-'

and. the eame-pereon1 .Photography is not necessarily ueelees;l
In applying Drx, Benbow'a'method ~thet a photo of Philomena
teken in the game plane of inollnatlon and orlentatlon as

a photo of the cadaver, and therefore to the unskilled eye
exactly resembling the ¢adaver - just as those two _ell.ipsoida
resembled each other.in,the photogrephs - 1 agree that the
real danger i e'thatPhiiomena might in an extreme oeae have
had & nose tnat poked out 8iX inches = the third dimeneron.

I agree that it boils down'to the third dimention. That is

the danger I feel, T&klng an X=Ray photograph of the skull
of a person and imagining'the tranaparenoy of a photograph
of a pereon claimea to be that eame person superlmpoeed
upon the Ieaey traneparenoy, in my view that would not’ be
- an entlrely fallacloue‘way of going about identlfying a.
person by meanse of photography. leferent oiroumstancee
arise in the cage of an X~Ray photograph -In an ordinary
photegraph tne light oa.n be 1m&g1ned to pa.ee from the ob;eot
through the lens baok intO‘the'oamera. The source of x-Ray
ie dlfferent from the plate. If a traneparenoy of the

photograph of 8 person whom you Were secking to 1dent1fy Was. |

12?}€¥z:“ ;plaoed.upon a trensparenoy of the photograph of the ekull of

the oorpse it would be subject to certain possible errors,

ﬂ'/ . N : Z1 % _1w | If-we assumed that ; |
so/ror. A 13 - S A ©




these are the same person I think there woald be a certaan
'general colncidence tnere As to *ﬂlrkxng 1t Would be

safe to assume that che lines measu:ed_W1th the anatomical

points superimposed would coincide, I do not know sufficient

about a photograph of the-skullfto 8ay anything on'that'

pdint, As to there being some’ nlng different between

’_photogr&phlng a skull and;a fleahy'body, there are fleshy

contours, I do not know the depth of flesh on the varioms .

]portiona of the face.- There i8 no flesh on ‘the ellipaaids.

7 7
L

GC/ECL,

I agree that they h&ve conveyed arwrong iwpreasion to HlB

'Worship. - I say that I feel a d1 flculty because you asked me :

to 1mag1ne a transparency of a photograph of the akull belng

' suoerlmpoaed on tne ot¢er tranaparency of a photograph of &

person.w1th fleah | I feel a aif*lculty. s £ S o dld not kpow

they Wwere one and the same person I would not place reliance

to a mat extent on 11: to prove identity. 1 ha.ve- ﬂeard of

the Ruxton caae ' That ie not exaotly what they d1d in that
case,_ If I havelread it correctly, I-understand that there
were two women concerned in it,'and that thesciantificmenwork-
ing on fhat problem were able to say that‘oﬁéfacé could 'be of .

one woman to the e;dlusian_of the other, and_thé opposite'

| applied, I do notbelieve that there*waaidentity given in

those-cases. LT two photographs were taken of ‘me while I-and thé
camera were both in oreclsely the same p031u10n I would expect
the lines to the different anatomical po&nts to. coincide If
the second photo were taken 1n a sllghtly dlfferent plane of
1nclinat10n,1 uould.not agree that the 1ines above a certain
point would.coincide when auperlmpoaed' : G5 can only give an
Oplnion-on that-p01nt- Aseumlng that there was the same plane
of orlentatlon but & dlfferent tllt I would not agree that |
the 1ines shoald 001ncide above at one tlme, and below at
another, I would expect that if tne 1nclinat10n of the he&d
had changed there would be a. regular diacrepancy right

throughout all-the_llnes, b i would expect that there would be

‘a regularﬁdisqrepancy in the 11nes both above and below. I would

P e BT BT




_1expeet the 11nee to shorten in one half while they would

" lengthen in anotner I know that Dr’. Benbow claims that
taking this base 1ine on Exhlblt NN as compared with Exhiolt UO'-
you will Ilnd that the 1inee above 1t will 001n01de with.each
other ox those below Wlll 001n01de W1th each other accordlng

to the tilt; I underetane that is nie claim, As to agreeing

it is a matter of photographic knowledge that that should
“be 80, 1 do not hold myeelf to be & pnotographic expert _

I would not expect that to be so, . The reason I have for :

eayingthaﬁ theee.liﬁee would not coincide in one half of the 

plcture while not coinciding in the other half, is thabbn '

the inclination there is a change in tne third dlmeneion

again, . 1% means that would alter the dletances represented
in the plane ef'the pleture and I would expect that ©o cause

a sort of sllght oentinuoue discrcpancy. I agree that the

way in which Dz, Benbow éeeks £0 use this is that he is taklng

half only of reughly a eeuere at & time. That is not the
whole answer to what I have been seeking to put; whether you .
take the whole of an ellipﬂOld or & sphere; ' I underetood

he was using fhaf tO'ehow'that the distances were the same

on the length of face =that oblique lime: As to Whether

by using a half sphere to allow for that difference in the

.plane of 1nclinatien he is eeientifically right, Lin- view of

the fact that there are compound curves I would eay it is a

yery difficult thing, 1if poeelble at all, %o allow for thatu

inclination,

ADJOURNED T0 FRIDAY, l4th APRIL 1944.
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TNQENAN ELLIOTT WHITE MoCALLUM recalled on hig oath saith:

TO MR MONAHAN : In substance, photography is the result of the effect

v
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of light rays etrlklng on to a plate which is coated wrth

some eubst&nce, gilver nitrate or something of th&t gort.

The effect of the light striking upon the plate is to put

on to a flat plane the objeéct in front of the lens when
"xposed to the lighty: I remember the diagram that I prepared

where L showed the light rays coming from two differently

ﬂ sized objects, As to whether it is clear in regard to that

¢lasse of photozraphy that the only ii¥~mhioh is spegnificant
when produced on the plate is the one singlé ray which passes
by the tangent of the two 11@hte, I do not see that it is
the only signifbcant one, I agree that gor the rest all you
get on the photograph is a vacant sphere; 1 see what you
mean, That is so. I agree it is the same old thing as
puttlng 8. morble up to the aize of a billiard ball, that in
each cage you simply have a vacant sphere, As to whether
if you are not careful to watch for the ligtle trick of having
.8 circle_instead of a sphere which contains some identifying
object within the circle it is likely to convey a wrong
impree 1on of the valea of the test, I have not been using
a'cirole n the vertical plane' I have represented it 1in
the diagram in the horizontal plane, I represented the
same planes which Dr.Benbow has referred to. I havénot
produced on the zphaza plate a vaoant sphere on which ihere
are no 1dent1fying marks, 1 have produoed.two citcles by
photographing two dlfferent objects, the ellipsoids. = Asked
whether 1 photographed the objects, produced two.-circles, |
and then show the objects and say they are not circles: at
&ll therefore beware of photography, I gsay I have no+ repre=

eented them &s circles, In aspect they appear ag circles,

I agree that in my theory when you photograoh a curvoq

S1rr'oe you et a.mleleadln VieWw of the obJect photograpned

| @\w nen it cewes on to- §. fla.t plane. | I would oertaln}y not

describe & face ag & flat plane, it is not a triangular -
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plane with excrescences snd depressions upon it. It 18 a
curved object which curves Irom & vertical plane about here
(indicated) around o somewnere about here (indicated)
according to the gspect; =4 ¥ ?ou put To me that viktually
the eye~brows and the chin are in the plane, the nose being
an exciescence, and the eyes being & depression, I -say
that in some people they may be approximately in the game
vertical plane, I have never heard the face of a person.
described as a flat plane, 1 havé never heard of artists
gpeaking of tne facial plane < 1 do agreethat;if L get
my own face on to two different phqtograﬁhic plates that we
know three thinge, thé%-it is % thét-we have to allow for
some difference in the plane of 1nclinat13n and orientation. .
I agree that those are the threp testa, If camera faotors
do not come 1nto it and it 15 the same oamera taking two
pictures within an 1nstant of eaoﬂﬁther as to whether I
would agree that r&latlvely you ﬂlll get llnes of const&nt
jength and angles of degree te come from the centre of the
photographic face 1n each case to the anatomlcal points
shown in the face, I say that if I had the same object with .
2 dlerrent inclination and a dlfferent orientation I know

of no way in wnich I can correct in the plane of the photc~
or |

graphAthg allference in inclination or orientation of the

sub;ect 1 know of ﬁb way by which I can determlne what
ig tne centre of each photographic face. As to whether I

would agree with the pr0posttion you are putting to me 1f

1 was aware of a method by which I could properly detarmlne

the cen}fe of each photographic face, I gtill know of no
method of correcting faulté so I could not agree to that,
I agree that if youphotographahface which has features To

be tlansferred on to the photogeapiic plate you'will get

8 vastly 01fferent ?éault from pnotbgf&phlng a plain bouy
‘guch as one of the elllp301ds, or & bllllard ball that

you get c1fferent parte W1th1n the sphere, I have haard .

tue-evldence of IxBenbow. 1 have completed five subaects
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-1 heard Dr, Benbow aeeert that from | partlouler pelnt 1n |

in my Science course at the University, Ae'to what that
means in years, it is half way through the second - year,

I have heard Dr.Benbow reiterete_frem time to time that
1aa'of nature, 1 egrquWith that. As fo whether I would
egree with the proposition that when you get a subject with
half & dozen poin%e of similarity, it ie of some assistance
in gaying that is one &nd'the gsame person, that  one -
p01nt would not be gafe, that two would not be at all convinc-
ing, that three would be rather convincing and thaf'any
nunber beyond three would be r&tner-ooneluelve' I-think it
is proved in the photograph of 1ee X that that ig not SO,
by the aspproximately identical pOSltldﬁﬁn‘Wthh the face
line end the features fall cexe L anm comparing the photograph

e

of Miss X with the ome in Exhibit XX, I think it was
compared‘W1th Phllomene Morgan. From wy knowledge £ § Wlll

agree that teeph.donet alter efter death;= I_thlnk.tn&t_f

ig 80, I will agree that messurements on teeth are likely

to be very much more eafe than measuremente upon flesh,

the teeth of the cedever -~ that is thL point he eneaka

of as the inclueion_lacuma -~ and from a slmi ar pelnt b,

where such an abnormality shows en_tne photograph.of

Philomena Morgan he can point to 21 Other‘pointe'of'similarity
E

in the teeth visible in the photo' S . understand he dld

say that, As 1o agreelng that Dr.Benbow while in the box '
was not &sked to demonstrate those points in the teeth,

1 do not remember, Asked to assumeé that is correct

and that he could poiet to those peculiarities and harking
back to the law of neture I am af;eld thet does not etrlhs
me as being at all of any ev1dent1ery value in provmng
identity in this case, That is my serlous_coneidered
answer, If thefe are twenty points ofeimiiariﬁy in‘the.
teeth that are ‘shown bethintheeadaverend inhthepﬂeto_
of;Philomene'it would not in my view be of thehsiighteét

evidentiary value here in ageisting in idehtification,
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"because I undarstand he uséd that as hlS standard of
enlargement_- the-teeth. I understand that he used the.
teeth as the standard of enlargement to promuca the al¢eged"
'life.size" Iiwouldvexpect the teeth iﬁiﬁl&t case to ‘be wvery
slmilax o be fairly Blmilar in 8 case like tha$ 1 agree .

7that on. his photograph he brought thp oentral in01sors

! . ap to the same. EIEQ as thr tee+h in the aadaver. _As to wnether |

o

e  .the rest all nauuened t0 001n01de 1n twenty other dlreotlons, 1%
the photographa had been brought up £0 11fe size 1ndeb ndently?”'
of each other = by that I mean gone other obJect 1n the |

 photograph had bean used ~.and then they were comnarea I

*wouldpbe pr&p&re& to go furtuer Ln that casa Accordlng
to Dr.Benbow they have‘been enlarged to l;fe 8ize dependently,}+f
._one photo dependlnw on: the" utner, nov 1ndependently aa'f

I would prefer to see them As" 10 nOW you are going to do“
'tnat when you do not know: the sige, that 18 fne po*nt I
reigse. As to how you &re going to prlng thdt pnoto up
oiherwise y;;'brauwnt up the mat er 01'une Ruxton caee'f

1t waé used. 1naependently in that oase the enl&rgementa'wure

independent of the subgects tnemselvea. In'tge Ruxton oaae

*tne’enlargements were done on &n obJect on the paoto of Mrs,

Ruxjon’ a tiara 6r some such obaect that.ls an independen?
object It was ar 1naependent obgect fixea on to the body.-‘
"_Tuai is dlfferent f rom a tooth becauge two ~teeth of leferent
@ % size can bé enlarged to tne game 812€; but’ & brocch or & ;3‘
tiara can only be enlarged to the one size. The position
W is that two teeth an'be enlarﬂed to tn@ same, slze. St BR R
the' subject wlth which you are deallng tnere are only two
'iteetn, the test is worthless. &E WO, tecth are uaea for. %
tnﬁ pu*nose of bringing up the sugaect to tne slme size
and if on teeth other than those two teeth thpre are 20me
twenty 81milar p01nts, they do na+ impreus me - to DIOVB
| -fldentlty.- They do not 1mpr@ss me.f Ae to Whﬁther & must admlt
| 7,/6(7/} that a.polylng the 1a.w of nature they WOJ.ld be of evidentla.ry_
” value as I raiged in the: first instance 1n my evi bnce -

éﬁz? would.be of. ascistanoe with other aapect photograpns ks
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hearing Dr.Benbow say that he measured the eide plane _
phot®graph, the profile of Phi}omensa Morgan, for the angle
of‘the tilt of the nose, and that he measured the cadaver
and. that they were both precisely the samec, namely, 110
degrees, I did hear the 110 dsgrees, On the photographe
that you hand to me of the profile of Philomena and the
proflle of the cadaver (Exhlblt A2) which are two photographe
entirely dissimilar in size, I notice where the measurements

ngle of |
| have been taken. Aeked if I find that the 1nclination Ae

'the game ydespite the fact that they are photographe dleelmilar
~in eize, namely 110 degrees in each c@se, 1 say that the
aepect of the photographs i8 “not the_eﬁme; I do not agree

that they are gppreximately the same, 3 Assuming there

might be a very slight difference in the angle of inclination
~ and that the person who measured thedegreeeemightnofheve |
measured them exactly ooffeetlyﬂl do not see any assistance
there in the fact that there is that approximate '1no1ination
in both cases; 1 sec no eeeietaﬁce there at all, i That
% is not one af the thlnge ‘that woeld help me in thoee caeee.
"I am not famlllar W1th Pattereon Hayee and Webster S Text |
Book on Legal Medicine andToxyplogy._Ae t0o whethe:_l do

‘not know if authorities on this subject pay any attention

%0 the matter of the'inclinatioﬁ of the nose, my objectien _
to that wae,no{'&bout that ot wae the dlfferent 1nclinatmon
of the pictures. As to whether my serious answer is that
the inclipnation in the yleture is so marked as to make it

‘worthless, there is the fact that ‘there is a broken noge,

54ﬂrp' I do mk@ not agree that the two subjects apparently. habe

‘the game angle‘of inclination from the lip to the tip of

-
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the nose, Asked whether in my view that'would preclude
the danger of Philomena having had & nose thet orutruded
out to some ridiculous extent llke 6 1nche§,.l say no, 25

do not see the point in that The general shapé of the

nose inthat plcture of Phllomena Morgen and the eorpee |

'/ﬁzkééegfﬁ are nothng_tye game. Ae to whether in eeylng that I am;
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