of the bod,,r al the Albury Morgue (part of E.A.hlbib 88)

will be seen that these 40 not coinecide wlth any degree

A

4\ /(;, right hand side of The photog, aph, other than ‘on the upper

of accuracy dmm the le-ft hend side of the cheek; they do oy

QO“‘LlOII but. thay do not in any way coincide in w:.dth.

If we superimpose the transparencj of Agostini on the
trangparency which T have made of the corpse at the Albury
Morgue, there 1s a greater coincldence of out;l_lne and
width and the hair-par‘t t-han fhere is with Philomena Morgan
superimpogsed on this one in the same way. ‘I‘he- 1ef“c eye~-

brow of:.Linda .-,%ostlnl (30_11101(168 very &acecurately with ths

eyebrow of the corpse at the Albury Morgue. The width is
quite good and the gontours are quite good; the hair part,
such as can be geen of it, coineides also,. But . I do not
regard thig as any proof that this is ﬁinda AgoStiﬁi. L
you take the transpareney of the tinted photograph and
supérimpose on that the transparency of Linda Agostini, it:‘
will be found thait there 1s a great coincidence there; the
eyves superimpose and the eyebrows superimpose; the width

is not nearly the same down at the plane of the jaws, but

there 1is great ooincidence*with regard to the eyes, the
~_brows, and the general shape of the face, Here Phllom&ﬁt
Morgan, in my opinion, aecording”to Dr. Benbow's theory,
becomes Linda Agostini, IT we go baek.to M1sé X, and
superimpose LindayAgOStini upon Miss X, we find that the
eyes and the brows and the mouth, and to some extent -'the
generﬁl shape of the_face, coincide,'but the'width ig notv
nearly the same, Again,:aoco:dingto Dr, Benbow's theory,
. Linda Agostinl now become g Miss X 'In other'words, in'my"
ﬁ opinion, the whole theor y hag no value at alls . Mixx
iss X is a child ofltwelva; and if desired I can produce
her., In my opinion, the problem that immediately confronts
one, if one'wanté to try and find the life-size of '
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Philomenanorgan, is such that it cannot be solved. T
think the classiclexample of that is the Ruxton case which
has alfeady been referred to.  That case is a classic
example of attempting 1o reproduce a deceased person to

life-si_za by means of a photograph,

TO THE CORONER: I do not mean that that was a failure. ' The

elements that are migging in this case were present in the
Ruxton case.
TO MR, FEAD: Regarding the matter of the hands, whieh Dr. Benbow
_ has enlarged from a very small snapshot, in that Dr. Bénbow

ig immediately confronted with the same problem as in

producing a life-size phdtograph of Philomena Morgan., He
does not.kncw and he has no msans of knowing, in my opinion,
what the original sgize of Philomena Morgan's hand was.

On his method, he hag produced a life-gize photograph of

the left hand of the corpse and then has simply enlarged
from that snap of Philomena Morgan's hand until he has
reached tThe same sgize apparently as the life-size of the
corpse. But to begin with, that is tbtally'unreliable, in

my opinion, for this reason: the little camera with which

that photograph was taken is by the appearance of the snap
just a cheap small type of camera, and to push that photo=
graph up to the size that he has pushed.it hag resulted in
its going to pieces, as ean be seen in the photograph, and
in my opinion no reliance whatever can be placed upon the

outlines of the hand; you cannot say whetkmx where they

finish because the image is breaking up. In any case, it

goes baek to the first prineiple, that is, that you cammot
make comparisons of a three-dimensional objéct,such as a
hand, on a plane surface, so that any measurementS'whidh
Dr. Benbow has shown on his photograph have no meaning
with regard to the actual position on the hand of the spots

that he has indicated. A photograph {Exhibit No. 68) was
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taken by me of my assistantiMCCallum's hand. This
photograph was produced in thiS'way:' I put MecCallum's
hand in the app:pximate position of that shown in Dr.
Benbow's photograph of the hand of the deceased. I then

photographed'McGallam‘s hand. I made a templatefrom the

chart: gshown on Dr. Benb.ow‘s exhibit and I laid that tenplate -

on The papef end then printed MeCallum'™s hand on to the
paper, and that shows ﬁQw the outline of the templateas
produced by Dr, Benbbw. In my oépinion, the chart of

Dr. Benbow's shows tThe same points and thd same area on the

hand as 1t'does on that of the corpse. In othar'ﬂords,

by Dr. Benbow's method MeCallum's hand becomes that of" the

cCOrpse . In 1954 1 remember Sergeant McRae bringing certain
exhibits in comnection with the Pyjama Girl case to

Melbourne, - After they had been examined by Mr., Taylor,

the Government Analyst, I photographed the potateo bag by'
ordinary methods. I"tried it bj wlira-violet light and
then I photographed it by infra<red methods, and I succeeded
in getting the name whieh appears on The photograph that

ig produced here, I think'“DﬁLMTNO. 1 Grade™, 1f T remember

rightlya ﬂfter I had done that and after consulting with

r. Taylor as to the advisgability of doing it, I washed
portion of the pofato beg using ordinary soap and water,
the idea being to try and clean up thé bag to see if I
could make the stencilling visible to the naked eye without
meansg of photography. That would be'in September, 19934,

I would like ©0 give some evidence as to how Dr. Benbow ox
hig photographer has succeeded in'making thig photograph of
Philomena Morgan, #C" on Exhid®ii "UU™, wery similar to the
face of The COrpse. The dpper left lateral incisor on
this oolbu:ed photograph has undoubtedly been put in = it
has been a@mitied: that it has been put in - and in my

opinion i1 has been put in in such a manney that the slope




of the tooth next 1o the eentral incisor simulates that of
the deceaged, but the width of the left lateral ineisor,
in my 001nloa.as a photogx apher not as a dentist; has been
made so great that it agrees with if ii ﬁoes not exceed
now that of:the aéntral incisor. ~ The work on the tooth is
qaite obvibus, and getting back to the allegation thai-was:

levelled against the New South Wales Police that they had

falted negatives I propose to show by meang of lantern slides
that even supposing the Ilew South Wales polioe had Taked

Philomena Morgan's mouth they could qot falke it 10 ihau

- extent that ifi could not be detectad. The means I propose
to uge is the lantern 10 px ogec» thege up until you can

see actuallf on Dr. Benbow's exhibit the extent of the

faking thatl has been done,; by that I mean the retouching orx

alteration on the tinted photograph. The extent and nature

of tThe alteration of the eyebrows isg in the same category,

1t can be eagily seen, and again demonstrates that

alteration in a photograph, in my opinion, cannot be done

To That extent that it can deceive means of deteciion,

What I am putting;is this, that an allegation has been

levelled at the New South Wales Police that they faked
things, and T séy they could not @o that'without be ing
detected. (At this stage the witness commenced hisg

lantern slidelaemonstration). That is a lantern slide

made from the NEW'SQUth'Wales negative showing Philomena

Morgen's face,  This is a lantern slide made from the
coloured photOJraph'which.has been produced'here. To see

s work on the teeth more clea+ly, you will have to*wait .
antil T put a further sllde on, In this partlcular one I.
want you to look at the*uo K which has been done on the
eyebrowg., . You can see actually the'worm'whlch has been
done on the left eyebrow, that is the right eyabrow as seen

| in the picture; you can see light porfions thére indicating
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where the work has been done, Compared with that one,
you will see there is an entire difference between the two.,
You will remember that in the transparencies whiech I
produced of the coloured photograph and of Linda Agostini
the eyebrows coincided exaectly, There is the enlarged
lantern slide made from the New South Wales negative of
Anne PhilomenaZMdrgan. The work which Dr. Benbow has
referred to as having been done on this mouth, he used the
woxrd “faked", cannot be detected on this photograph, and I
say 1t does not exist, Ybu‘see the space between the
central incigor and the first tooth to the left of it, that
space 1g softl in density, it is black but soft and agrees
with the other shadow portions on other parts of the face
with regard to its quality. There is no difference in the
quality there between that shadow detail and other shadow
detail; take, fOr-instagce, up in the nostrils. Tf work
had been done on these pictures then it would become as
obvious as.it 1s now in this slide showing portion of the
mouth on the tinted photograph. If you look now at the
first tooth whieh purports to be the upper left lateral
ineisgor, The work on that tooth now becomes gquite apparent,
but it has not entirely hidden the original sglope of that
tooth, The original lepéof this tooth can be seen there
and it comes around in that area there (indicating). This' 
work to me is quite obvious; it is admitted it has been
worked up, it is not disputed. Golng back to the other
photograph, if similar work:had been done, as is alleged,
by'ths‘New South Wales police, it could be detectedfin-&fli
similar manneyr, 1Another point I would like to refer to
while we have this glide here is the points on Philomena

Morgan's teeth which have been used by Dr. Benbow as a point

0f ideﬁtity'when he has compared it with -the ecorpse. The .~

actual edge of this tooth cannot be defined, it is lost
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into the lip, and that edge there cannot be defined.

With regard to the measurement of the teeth, it can be
clearly seen that tThesd teeth, that is the outline of the
teeth is of such a soft nature that no clear, defined Ximm

outline from which measurements could be made is available.,

I have one further slide, and that is one which T made from
The plate taken from the unfixed proofs supplied'to me - by
the New South Wales police, that is the fdur that have been
produced in evidence, I made a slide of the mouth on that,
and the purpose of thié slide is To show that there-is no
difference actually in that width between the teeth at all,
but there is a difference in the guality of the piéture
because this one was malé from the proof that has been
produced here and which has been finger-marked and knocked
about a greatl dealy dut you can still see, in my opinion,
the space between the teeth is exactly similar.,  This other
oneé i1g a muech clearer one; +the proof from which this was
taken was in a much clearer condition than this one which
was badly knocked about., You can still see the space
between the two teeth; it is clearly indicated_and in my

opinion it is identical,

EXHIBIT NOQ., 89 e oA Five lantern slides.
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‘fﬂ'MR.'BARRY: I am a member of the Vietorian Police Force,

I was esked to come into thie*mettor for the purpose'of
3 givlnﬁ'eV1denoe before HlB Worehip affer Agoetlnl wae i
-»arresjed All my photogrephlc work hae not been done einoe
-Agostini We.s arreeted and eince tﬁe challenge has been ma.de
'to the identification that the body ig the body of Linda
_Agoetlni;' i £ ‘you mean by tnat eince Dr.Benbow etarted to
give evidenee it is not eo, if you mean. that as the .
challenge, My photography hgs not been done elnoe the first
day of this inqueet The Agostini photographs w!re made
available to me'ehortly_afterntoe arrival of the New South
Welee poiice,andit'wes.ae & result of an examination of

thoge negatives and the eubeequent prihting:of them that

1 -was sble to olecover the three spots on the corpese. .That -h-f

Wwae prior: to this 1nqueet_ being openei. My attentlon wasg not =R

direeted to that by any'meMber of the New South Wales police

force, I dieoovered that in company W1th Det De Le‘Rue when L

we made the prlnte.- e searched the prlnte for any meane.

whereby we could get a point or. points of 1dentity Wthh

| we COold.compare W1th the corpee We dleoovered toe three
"spote, and that wes uhq.reaeon then that we got Profeseor

Bumderland to c0me to the-Morgue,to,exemine the corpee. -
No deecription'of the deceased that I am aware of contains

| any reference to 4hoee~thfee'spote. . I am not in e poéition

to anewer the question as to wnether any descrlption of

the deoeaeed contelns any reference to the oeceased having

been freckled 1 am.not aware of any dooument in exiet&noe

before Ma;ch 4th of this year which oontalne any eaggeetion

thet there is any mark upon that'body of any signlflcance,

1 have not had aocess 10 all the relevant documente. There

wae nothlng to stop me from gettlng access 1o any documente-

but 1 saw no poent in aeklng for them 1 was dealing Wlth

tne fe.ots 13 I found them not 2o back a.nd prove them from

. any other' angle I dld not thlnk that the orlglnal dBBOIlptﬂ‘*

ion of the body would be of some import&nce wlth regard to

the epote, I uo-egree_that I do not know_of any official




ataxcmont that those apots were in existence and might be of
some use in relatlcn tc tne 1dentification. o | havc no idea
*whcthcr'the gentleman*whc took tne negativcs of Llnda
Agostini ies in attcrdanco, I do nct know, ' I bellcve tnat they
*weretaken at the Haﬂywood Studios in Sydney, AB to not having
. any idea whothcr thcre 18 anyonc from the Hbﬂywocd Gtudios
'here tc say thcy tock tnoee negativea,_l nave heard thls g
X do not know whether it is'so or not but 1t has been mentioﬁed
in my preccncc - that probably Bomecnc woulc be broucnt from '
Hoflywood Stddios; but whether anythlng has been done or ‘whether
« they have been able to get the pmotographer, s am.not able
iﬂg}7_to BaY . Ontthpﬁgiﬂ produced Elhlblt 70 I would not say
: the 1ight was flat, I'WJUld say the character of the f&ce has'

been fairly well broucht cut with the llght 1 do not see

how ycu.can say that thc.background on the negat1vc yod prccuce
ck= .
is much better deflnod tnai the?grcund of Exhlbit 70 that

wdependa entlroly on what the original background was 11ke

You cannot ccmpare the twc, because: we have not uct the backh
'grounds to comp&ro. Ac to being able to see the baokgrcund

dofincd.in the_illustratlon nogat1c§, the fall of a-curtalh,

I can sco_thejbackground,&linlx diffdced, not defined, I do

not agrcc'with&ourcuggestion that;it ig dofincdi diffused is
my opinion Of'it_ | ' | | _ |
Seves e EXdIBIT H.Zu........;... Comparison negative.

g | Wlll look at Exhib*t 70 The background there is nct qu;te S
flat, other than the diffusion of bacxground. That is, you

.-have the hlghllghta and ahadows‘ln tnelaackground but it is
dlffused, slmilarly to diffusion herc. I agree that you can-
not have a diffusion of background; but let me put it this I
way 1f you do not- Like the word "diffuston", it is not brought
hinto_sharp fosus iﬁfeithcr ccse. 1 .do nctjagree that there '
ig no oharpbackground to be perceived so far as those two
pictuﬁoa&rc concernéddin Exhibit 10, because it ig & negative

'_*wnlcn.rcpresentl an impreshlcn on the film of a picture

already taken, which is a flat scrface The explanatlon is not

—
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“ that the background 1eup W1th tne face, on the flat pI&ne
As to ‘there boing no 1mpreoolon there of depth at all that
_brings us oaok to our former argumonts, that you cannot '
-ghow depth in a'flat plane As far as the eye ie. oonoernod
I know. that 1t doecrlbeo depth o & sarface ovon whoxe it pa-u
&-plane surface; th&t 19, if you I8 1ooking at & third
dimenoional-objoct 1 L have., u&d the eXporlence of looking at
‘La two dlmenalonal object and.the eye'W1ll asaign, by reaeon“
of the n&blt of v1slon a thlrd dlmon51on to'*ho ohotogrdph'
5 by that I mean if you take aay,-an egg, or oome object that hos
'g:three dlmenslons and photograph 1t you can, if there are

‘sufficlent markings on 1t appreciate to oome extent that it

has three dimenslona' ; but you oannot measure theménd aoy
*wnat those meaauremonta are 2 will not havo for a moment
' othat an examlnatlon of E111bit 70 indlcatos quite plalnly ' |
| _that it is & pootograph of 8 p“otograph &nd that the background
.'onowa it. ' AB far as your argument ia conoerned there my | F
explanamlon to that is “thig ., that ﬁo has used a background '
' whlcb ne hao conoidered suit&ble to qis oubject that hP nas
-jused a depth of focue whloh is Q01ng to tnrow hls background
*sufflolently far away that 1t will not becomo sharp anc 1nter~

fere. 1n any way wlth the-oubject As & matter of fact yfu' |

- can see the d1v1slon in this photograph betweon Yhe sioe of
'Io~tne faoe and toe back of the hair,_even the back of the ‘hair
1s\not aharp ThP dept1 of focus is the popnt he has beon
workihg for, Askod whether 1t may be aocounted for in- twol__
7ways,by thedopth of focus or by the clrcumatance that it 13.i
‘_.g photograph of a. photograph “afls say no, 1 contest that 11: is
fa photograph of a photograph- all the . lemonte are there of
an orlglnal negativo. o have the nog&tlve of a ohotograph of
a *uotograph There io 2} olotograph of Llnda Agostlni
' 54 dlspute your suggeotlon that that negative exhiblts tho
- same oaaracterietioa *aa Exhlbit 70 What tnls exhibita ig
loss of qoallty in tho negatlve, just what youxwould oxpeot _
:toflnd.ifyou-ooplod,anothor photograph,;_ I can produce for_a7_
' Ak oY . ah HoLEY "
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you a.prlnt maoe from that' same plate to prove'my contention,

TO THE CORONER: I have not ariother nogatlve.

T0 VR,

Y

BA?ﬂY' I have no ‘other negatlvo here whioh ig B photograph
of a photograph but I could produce §£ & for YOuU, '-I have not
the nega.tive here of the. photograph of Anne Philomena Morgah,

Exhibit 20: but - con produce that to HlE Worship if he

4wishoo to see It, Puttlng that glass plate I have Just pro-

duced side by°side with a 91milar one of Exh1b1t 70, they

. do not exhibit the same oharacterlstecs. There is & distinot:o

loss of quality in this negative that is not apparent in the

Sparkling original, and that immediately tells a pho?OQraphefJ

this 'is a copy, that is. the orlglnal (indicated. ) I'would say

that the one in myﬁleft hano (part of Fxhlblt 70) is the '
oparkling original fThe qoallty of the-negative ie-sparkling.ﬂ
As to whether thero is & laoaof the sparkling quallty about
the one which will be Exblblt 82 %o & photographer there 3
ig a definite loes of quality dn this negative.' I maan'by

,quallty the capaoity of a thlng To look bright and reproduoe

all'the esientiala in tno pnotograph in & bfight manner,

the tohes beﬂng&n thelr Tight intensity. That is %o say,

< <. 'you do not get your highlights made brlwhtor, whioh you do

here in“the oopy. Every time you cOpPY a picture you get a
loss of qual1ty, the hlghlighta beoomo harder and the shaoows

beoomo biloker‘, I WOuld not say that thlngs beoome more

~defined,. There is & differencse 1n‘qaality, tnat is what it

| _amounts'to.' There ig & loss;there, the moreyou<:opya thing

-
¥
y L
e

the sharper the outllnes beoome Ii you-took two ohotogr&phs,ao

of Linda Agostlni and put them sldo by side and ohotogr&phed' |

‘them'W1th the one ﬁilm you.would not get som&*hlng that

would be strlklngly like the two negatovea foand in Exulblt 70'-

you would get it somewhat similar, but 1 would say an examlnat—,

Q tack
ion of the nega‘cives would reveal that soarkling quolity..

As to the' term "sparkling quality" being my own or a teohnlcal

" term, it is my ownm, but "quality“ ig a term usually reférred
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in a manual of photograﬁhy.~ I would say that you would
find "Sparkling qealit?” . I cannot lead you to any authorlty %
where I have got it from ane I put. it forward as my own* ¢
but: I have no doabt that you could find it 1f you searched
'photogrephle manuele' I do not recall any at the moment
t'I can assure HlB Worehip that I am able, merely by elemin-
ing a negxive to aeeert that 1t is a photograph. of .an
original eubjeot rather than a-photograph of a photograph of
., an orlginal eubJoot _' I‘will agree that the varloue ciroum--}
_ _etancee to which I point are clroumstancee upon which™ o
opinions may d1 fer, one pereeni may say 1t and enother person

© may nobt, I do not agree that & person might qulte honeetly

offer the VIBW that EXleit TO is & ohotographlof a
'photogreph- ”I.uhink 1f the whole of theee exhibite are
eubmltted to an 1ndependant oplnlon, an opinion becked by
experience, that he will find, as I have-found,.that Exhibit.,
K 70 are orlginale I have d-oneéhha,t *Ie,eked 'M'r. 3“”@‘ _
' 8 photogrephic expert from the Melbourne Teohnloal College._ 
¥ did not express that V1ew to h1m he made: up his mind. from |

' t he exnlblte ae ehown to him S d1d not tliixhtn eubmit
%7 them to- a,nyone who 1n'.rill not be ca.lled but I a.m prepared to 5 '

“submit them to eny reeognieed expert you care to bring along.

1 know that there are frecklee on the corpse and I have
produced a photograph to substantiate it.  As to whether
they are freskles on the . corpee or whetner they are poet—
mortem changes; I would eay they are freckles. An examlnetion
of; them coupled W1th a dleoueeion on the point W1th Prof .,
sunderland mekee me say thai As te not having had much
h-_experleroe ir. exemihing bodies winiwh nave been preserved in
formelln for ten yeare or: 80, not those whlch have been-
preeerved 80 much,.: .1 have not nhad much experlence 1n 
2 ' examinlng bodies WQich have been dead for ten yeare* 1 think
W this is ther‘flrﬁ‘{igﬂhmen dea.d ror tha,t 1ong g e
/ o |
ig not the flret one I have exemdned ‘whlch has been oreserved

for any 1ength of ‘time in formalin; I have examined others

'that haye been preeerved,ih formalin, I do not know how long
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they have been‘preserved in formalin-' I was at the Anatomy

I School at Melbourne with Prof Sunderland -and I saw them there.._

That*was ‘quite reoently, in conpection with tnls case i
not in a posltlon to say ‘whether this body has freckles on 1te_
atomach. If you-sugéest that there are the sawme clags of-spote
on the stomach‘of the'body“as those which.Isay’are freckies

on the f&ce, I say that the only answer I can give you to your:

'suqﬁestlon is-to. answer 1t with another one and sugoest yil

tackle Prof,8underlgnd on that_matter. I examined the Btbmach

I did not see anything that looked like fregkles on the stomach,

I have a fairly clear7recollection”of-what-I saw, If it is

aaia that there are marks on the stomach Wthh are qulte

slmllar to marks on tle f&ca I am not preparea to controvert

R found-what I say is the 1n01u310n lacuna in tbe tooth
'of‘Lin a-Agostlni on'the day that De La Rue and I ezamaned “the

| photogravhs That would be on the EOth March_uqls year when

I palnted gne-photographa I dla not make any.meoord off that
day of the flndlng of . the 1nclu910n 1acuna.' I-have no note,
on that day that there is on tme ‘tooth of L1n a Agoetini an
1nclu81on lacuna similar t0 that fourd in 't he body. _I have

no note at all, ‘As to whether I have anytning that came 1nto
exlstenoe at tne tlme to supbort my. assertion that 1 deteoted
it at that time, 1 can only produce De La Rue to say that we._
CERY it*bn'the print_at-that~t1me._ As to,haV1ng nofnotﬁ ofthe
presence. of'tﬁat I cﬁnfﬁroduce and, Ihave~pr6duoed & phofo—
granh taken on the 23rd two days later, to exait 1t exactly

the same thlng on the corpse Wthh I saw on Agostwnlls teeth

htwo days before, Ifﬁypu.suggest that the photograph of the

mauth~0f.the bodyw@s-t&ken‘fbf the purpose of deallng with
the erosion OF break on the tooth and ot to deal ‘with the

inclueion lacuna,: I say that is not so. . I told My, Read &nd

©Mr, Davis' 1 dlscuﬂsed it with them, I dla not tell Dr Magnua,
; the eXpert from Sydney, but ¥ ! passed a note Here 1n Oourt

'across to mr Read and asked hlm to draw Dr Magnusts attantlon

to it while he wag in the withess box._fI tnow that Dl,Magnus
did not<éiveany evidence about there bélng an.xncluslon lacuna

PBO0e AT v e ORLEY




in “Linds Agm&inits tooth;  but 1 askcd My, Read to bring that .
under his notice. 1l do not'rcmcmber Mf C!'Brien mentioning it.
I do not know wnether ne was shown Llnda Agcct;nlis photegraph.

Mr.Bell was not asked &nythlng about it that I can reéemembers,

i Bcnbcw'when'he Was in the box was not asked anything about

the 1nclu31cn lacuna in Linda Agccilnl's tooth that I can

s remember, but: 1 mtlll come ‘back to my asgertlon that I p&ssed

a note to Mr.Rcad and g8sked him to brlng it under Dr Magnus‘s

notice- = when he was in the witness box, I will take

.the photo of Liﬁdc-igcstini wwich shows the inclusion Lacuna,

What I say is tne inclusion 1&cuna is a shadcw in the pcture,

If you sugwect that 1t s nct an 1ndicatlcn of & depression

in the ®ooth at all, but 1t ig caused by the way in which t he

‘light falls,. I gay it is cauccd by the ip which the light

has struck because there is a depression in the tooth, . There
i@ an enlargement of her teeth4 fThere ig an enla:gement there

of thﬂ teeth, I havc nct got a phctcgraphiccenlargcment of

*- Linda Agcstlnlls tcpth here. I can produce it 1f'it'is

reqclred ~If you say. you want a photcgraphlc ﬂnlargement of
~the mouth of Llnda.Agcstlni ag shown in the portrait for the
purpose cf ccmparlscn-Witc t he pnctcgraph of the teeth of tlie

corpse; I say I .am brépared ‘to prodise that,

TO THE CORONER: I oan make it.

T0 MR, BAdRY' I have not one herc, 1 have known fcr days that I

was gcing to give eV1dcnce As to knowing that an enlargement
of Linda Agcstinits.tecth.has been desired, I_willtake my

directions from the_Ccronef; I have not khowp that it has

‘been desired, Nc rcquest came to me from Dr,.Benbow, I will

do anythlng that the Gcrcner asks me to do with rcgard to the

'orcductxcn cf pnctographs I heapyd Dr,Benbow' g eV1dence

that an examrnatinn of the photograph of Lind& Agcstlni

gtanding on tne gide of & ship showec that 4there was an
overlapplng of the teet h 1 recollect hlm paying that, 1

'bellcve ne did eay that &n enlargcment cf tcat phctcgreph

would_cﬁqw that., - The photograph, Exhlblt B, is guite a good
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T0 THEE QORONER: “ & am prepared ‘to do it

photograph of toe teeth It 1ise ehowing'eome ofjthe'

teeth. -I would not-say it ehowe all the teeth 1n front

| beoauee on the rlght hend gide tney 4o not ihow ' It shows

the one where I Bay there is an inclusion laowna. 1 ‘have
not thoueht of enlarglng that to gees whether there 1a an

inclusion lacuna there.,l- Looking at 1t now there doee not'

.103k to e any incluelon lacuna in the 1eft upper 1atera1

1ncleor' I am not going to tell you tnat I cahnot enlarge
A, o It is: qulte Oapable of enlargement, but 1 am zoing
to tell you that iamedlately you enlarge it it goee to
pleoee and you oannot rely on it; " in other worde, the graan

e

will not etand nlarglng..

TO MR, BARRY: If the Coroner 80 directs i will do. 1t , x,I ooneldee

that the only way 1t can be Gone is to enlarge it to a

'degree of the teeth of Linda Agoatlni a8 ehe-q;oears in

this photograph or to a degree of the teeth of the corpee

as shown in the other photograph I ulll aleo enlarge
the tooth of Linda Agoetlnl wheze I say the 1ncluelonwin |
jlacuna-le ehown I tendered eome photographe on the eubJeot
of theee epots on the arm Dr Benbow euogeeted that the '

epots haa been' ntrodaoed | 1 believe that hle oontention '

_'why the epote had'been introduoed was tﬂ?t the photographB 57

were tgken 1n different poeturee. | I do not remember

h1m gaying that they would not apoear on the photograph;
from where the- oamera was etandlng : Ae tO'Why I brought
thoee two photograpne Exliblt 84.into exletenoe, Dr, Benbow
was oondaoted to the reay of the‘Morgue by myee“f 1n the' A
'presenoe of Prof Sunderland He aeked Prof Sunderland to.

hold this: photogreph of Llnda Agostini (Exhlblt 18) alongeide

2 st He ehoelder of the corpee, whion Prof.sunderland did,_- +

. GG/ECL,

Dr. Benbow then got his head over ‘the ‘gor pse, down near the
kneee of the oorpee and ea:.d “Tha.t is the poe:.tlon 1J was

taken from They oannot be eeen from there " My reaeon |

for;tekin theee photogrephe'was to put’ the oemera 1n the.

-
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approxlmate axis that the Agostini photographs were taken
from and then to show that Dr, Benbow was wrong, because the
spots could Dbe 88@n‘lfithe camera Was 1n-the.appraxlmat§‘
poeitibn'in which the Agostini photographswere"shoﬁn,and
thgtpoéitionwas.QOttha position as indicated by Yz ,Benbow
wheh ne got his head down near the kneesfof‘the corpse and
said "That is th¢~poéition it waé taken from, " I'did nbt
use & wide angle iehé; A think I usea & 7%“ lena, it might'
have been en 8", 1 would not be qulte sure, I used a
7%“ or 8! lens on & half plate As to that being a very.
'dlfferent lens from the lens which 1t may be assumed wae
used for theﬂpurpose ‘of taking 8 studio photowraph of o
Llnda Agostlnl, looxing at the pnotograph & have no 1daa ofu-
the lems used to take the photograph of Llhda Agostlni
As to whether I would assume it would be the kind of lens
asually used in a'atudio, that'would depend on the class of
“studio. Intqecheaper type. of studio where the question _4.
R ¥ i) Bpace is a f&ctor B would expeot a Bhort focus lens .
to be used, Ls to~ahat & short focus ‘lens ia, I will. put
it tnls way, a sndrter focus lens would be used in a cheaper
: type of studio than I'would ezpect to see usea in a lbetter
type of studlo. 1 have_no 1deg_of What the dlmenslons.of
the lens would.be in the chepﬁer type of studio, “Askedt .
hﬁther the 1938 that I uged would be & lens Wlth a W1der |
angle- than the lens I would ordinarily expect to see used_
in a cheaper-type-of_atudio, I &ay I cangot answenrth&t,
1 do notagfeethat the whole eeSenCe of Dr Benbow's point
was that W1th the type of léng one would expect to be
used 1n 8 studio the spots would not show when taken at 8 |
particular angle,,the reverse ‘is the case. f If thereals any 5
assumptlon here that I used a shorter focua 1ens than would
be: used in a studio then I would be unabla to get as far
around.my subjeut as a long focus lLens in & atudlo would

The further you g0 b&ok from the subject with a longer focus

‘lens, the more yoaiare coing to-see_around. If 1t ig alleged
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.thafaoﬁéar ch:thfs photograph' | I @annot gee. anythlng

: pecullar with regard to the chest on “bhe dayllvht prlnt

(Part of Ex, 02) haV1ngthe sane pose as in Exhlbit 20

Looklng at Exhibit 2Q, I gan aee a glngerprlnt on'the chest

| As 10 .i% not being on the dayllvht proof I was golng to

'exPlaln 1T to you. We are at croasaparposes It is not

on  the daylight prlnt ana 1 would not: expect it %o be

'You haVP p01nted.out to me two fhlngs on twose dayllﬂht
‘nrints which are«not to be found on thlblf 20 and 1 would

_not expect them to be,. Thére are two tnlngs on,ux 1bit 20

 fﬂ|not to be found on the d&YllUﬂt prints, and I\ would not

.expect tu find them 1y W111 take the dayllwht prlnt BhOWlng

*the gide v1ew of Phllomena Morgam.(Part of Exnibit G2)

I am afraid 1 cannot olok up: a ciroular mark undPr ‘the

o right eye/ 1. ask 1f you mean a 112ht ciroular mark anout
-_half way uown-betwehn_tne eye gnd the-polqt of tau‘nosu. |
Looking at. Exhib*£”48- I_seﬂ'thét biack mark there, Icﬁnno§ 
S gee o on t he. dqulhht prlnt/ I find that there are Mg IKS

-on EXhlblt 20 and on Exhibit 48 tnat are not present on

two of the prints in Ex¢1bit Ge. Looking-at Exhipit 471,

I will not sgree that it looks as if the éar has been

i fcuched.up a bif* I am not prepared to say that - A8 _Tg
'whether the ear looks to be V1rtually adhering to the nead

in that a;pect, you'cannot see the ear there because the

jaﬁ line hides iv. . I 40 4ot éagree that the lobe 1ooka

to be adherlng, bec&use t1e jaw ‘Line comes 1n tiere ‘and hldesi_

;he lobe of the ear, I am only expr6331ng my opinlon

here, There is8 no ev1dence whatever that I can see that the

lobe of the ear in Exhluit 85 has been’ sdbject ta aome &

i ?ztouching The shadow around the lobe of the ear is not

GO/EQL.

_-denser than i wouid expect shadows can bBVgri¢d-~according ;

tothe quallty of the print made, I am-preparedfto eXpress

my view that looklng at photograph Exhibit 85, the lobe

shadow in tle photograph is a true repreeentatlon of the lobehJ3

as 1t‘}ﬁs in the life of the subaect I an prepgred to aay
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~that I oeed a shorter fooue'lene,fl haveﬁprovedrit in two
'waye,-one that they can be seen_ and two, they can beé*l
"ee*n even Wit n g’ shorter focus 1ene ¥ £ do not agree tnat
on the pnotographe of Lind& Agostinl taklng a dead line
through tne epoto,.t“ey are Qhown to be in different pl&cee'
[ﬁon the dlrferent photogrepha They+are not shown to be 1n,_
'dlfferent plaoeo, but I w111 admit th&t thelr angle altere
but 80 doea the angle of the 51tter She uae her arm round5:
d and her shoulder up 1n one oase I w;ll not agree that an en :
1nepectlon of the-photograph;ﬁhe epots seem.to be 1n dlfferent
-places on the arm The 1mpreselon that is conveyed to me;s,“

by & comparlaon of the photographe 1e not that the Bpots are. f_

~in dlfferent‘placee on tAG arm, It is not only neoeesary

0 examine & han angle at whlch ;oe arm is in order to reoonoile
: ne gpots on the dif‘e:ent photographe, ‘but the angle of the
eitter too She is turned arouno.further 1n.eome esses,
I have the orlginala of certain negatives from Det, Hamus.: e
WG They have been put in ‘in evidence = X belleve that they are
L*photographe of photographe : I understand thet they are
photogrephs of unfixed proofe which were furnlehed to the

New South Waleo pollce That is my 1mpreesion The unflxed

proofo are the proofe that uave been produed here 1n Couru,

. They are what ha ve been referred to as dayllght prints,
'Looklng at Exhlblt 2 G2 I see the full face one of Phllomena:fdi

Morgan, I have examined it under the lena. I cannod see

anything peouliar about the noge here;* the light is not as,'
good as 1t mightbe Looklng at Exnlblt 20, there is &
| jlit*le black mark thefe on the nose it could he: anythlng.

I 4o not agree wzth your smggestion that the moet 11kely
thlne is that it is a pln, I suggest that tae met. 11kely
--thlng is tnat in oopying it lB a pleoe of dust 3 It cvulun
be a ploce of duet I offer my opinlon 28 an expert photo--

ﬂrapher that it could be equally a8 well a piece of duet as nq:

8 pln‘mark | It ie felrly olrcular; but it is onl“ one of Heny
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:1t 1e, yea. Meking ell allowance for ehedewe and the
etrenge thlnge thet hapnen 1n the procees of phctcgrach—-

“ing pecple,'I'eay that is as true & repreeentatlon as

L YOu cculd get phctcgrephlcally Meklng all allowances

for the fact that there is depth preeﬁnt I stily%hink that
ig & true depiction phctcgrechlcelly cf the &tbe as it-

was 1in life. As to thinklng I A Juetlfied 1nlock1ng at |
that and drawing any ccncluelcn that the 1obe of the ear
is- sharply ¢ ut away in tne faehlcn that 1t ie represented
that is the opinion I have expreeeed and that is my

opinion baaed on my experlence where ears are concerned

Your Wbrenip, if I may 1nterrupt here, I do not want to
'1eave this up in the &air. ‘These two nnctcg:aphe are
-crlgxnale Wthh hace'been given to me, Ithae'nct.been‘
fairly put by chneel as tc whether they are uhe two
unfixed proofs cut of the four which the ﬂf South W&les
pollcc handed to me or. whethcr theee are the two wnlch

I understend were put in in eV1dence earlier, and frcm

ich the New bcuth 'alee Pollce made their plates.
I have gct ecme unflxed prccfe ¢ hqve got four of them here.

-I underetend there were four unflxed procfe of | Phllomena o

1L}Mcrgen put in in evidence PreV1cue to thdt there were

~two pdt ini&cm which the hew Scuth Wales pollce made thelr

-ccclee 1 understand tney are in evidence, It is my. :
IMPIGSQLOH that theiﬂew Soutn Walee pcllee made thclr i
crlglnal platee whlch they hendcd to ‘me, not frcm theee,i

:_but from other prccfe whicn, I understand, were eubmltted
in ev1dence.” One cf the ones that I encwed on the pro;ectcr

"here thle mcrrlng'wee taken frcm orie of these prccfe, '
There are four daylleht prlnte here Those are the fcur
which nave been put in 1n ev1dence produced from pOllCB
custody. I eueﬂest that there are other dayllgnt printe

| of. Phllcmena Mcrgan in pcllce custody, and I belleve thetnﬁ

tney have been put in in ev1dence, and that thcee are tne '
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h'the “ew South Weles pollce made their

ones from whic
those

I heard Dr. Benbov g evidence that
(Exhlblt 20) came from &

photographs,
“photographs of Pnilomena Morgan
de by a Press pnotographer named Don
evldende wze given that Dunfhﬁny

'negative-ma Levey and

[{R\ glven t0o Weet but - no

uged this proof to make ‘hie original proois from, and that

is whai 1 anm eug;est;ng there are two proois 1n'exietence;-

That is my impression. Taking the traneparencles of Miss X,

Linda Agoetml and Philomena Morgen,
4 Wlll aeeertaan the dletanodbetween the
it 88.

and ueing the right

angled dividers,

centres of Linda Agoetini'e puplle on pe.rt of Exbib

] have t&ken'a“meaeurement from the centre of the puplle,

that 1is eentre‘to centre, I will mark thet measurement

on & piece of paper &nd mark it "LA", Taklng the treneparenty

64),: the dlstance there is & 11Ttle 1eee.

£t eetlmated the dietence

of Miss X (Exhibit

5 would only be gueeslng that 1

- 7 Wlll w1k that on a piece of paper. |

in centimetree
etermine

Using the millimetre geale produced I can ugse that O d
| emee

there 15 a d//"
the diff erence; of 2" millimetres, Th-.-,t is, fiss X is 2

millimetree'narrower than Llnda Agostinil, Tuklng the

transparency of Philomena Morgan (Exhibit NN) Philomena

Morgan is 2 milllmetree greeter than Linda Agostini,

metres greater than

Therefore Philomena.Morgen is 4 milli

Miss X. ﬁe to hoﬁ*ln the llght of tnat experrment does

my statement gtand th

quetini there are two fundamentaltreaeone, one is thet

not take 3 dimenelonal neasurements on a plane

you can
S nothlng to 82y that both those eyea

eerface There kg

are in tne game plane surface-. therefore any meaeurement

made theré on th&t basgis alone i8 futlle. on the second

baels, no one can eey what was the orlgln&l sige of

Pn;lomena Marggn, one can eey what was the orlglnal

sizge of Linda Ageetlnl, therefore enlargement of those

up to any elze Where they will approxim ately fit does

not?me&n a thing It just means you have them up to

N s 'z
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approximetely the same sige, therefore on thet‘baeie
. any measurement is fatile I8 is eorredt that I euper-
1mpoeed thoee traneparenoiee and eaid thmt on the ev1dence
there wa.s eufflcient eoincldence en Dz, Benbow‘e theory
'to reeelt in the oencluelon thet Phllomena Morgan wee
Llnda Agoetini The Little experlnnnt that hls been dene
in- measuring the dletance between the pupile doee not _
deetroy that Aeked te aecertaln t“e aletance betwc n.the

M':pupllﬂ in. the transp&renCY of the cadaver (Exnlblt 00) .

| I say I cennet aecerteln thet diet nce becauee the left eye

of the olpee 18 not there I cannot taie &ny point in the

, 1
51'- left eye ae belng eperoxgmately the Fall ey oLl
: ' o ; I e.m &fraid I ueuld enly be gueeeing.,_ I ca,nnet take the

centre of the left eye 1t 1“'1mpeeeible te determine 1t
Even teklng the centre of the eyeaslit I can only determine

it a}nroximately, whlch I do not Think me&na a thing

I would say thet ig apprexlmately the: centre of tne Blit

That doee not work'ﬂut pretty closely W1th the measurement. 
of Phllemena Morgln'e eyee, thfre is.a difference of almoet |
2 milllmetree._ That ie, tbe corpse is e.moet th mllli- |
metree larger than Philomenm'Mnrgante thet is on my eetimat—l@

ien from.the eentre of thet slit., Thet ig 4 milllmetree

larger than Linde Agoetlnlle. - &5 took a treneparency
from en art plotograph prlmar1ly, to make uee of the eye- .
browe and to eaperlmpoee thoee on the tranapareney of Llnda
Agoetini in thie manner. If you euperimpeee the eyebrowe R
on the treneparency of Linda Agoetlni on the tinted .pboto-;_fl”
- graph tranenerenoy, they are a very excellent match If I I
'tried te make them eny closer I oould not co. 1t | I breueht Sk
| them up to the aize ef tne nhotograph of Linda Agoetinl eimnly
with the enlarger I' enla.rged both of them e,nﬁ th@ b&BiB
of my enlargement was tbe originel phatamxnmh transparency ;
of Phllomene Morgen that Dz, Benbow produced - 2o, aeed ‘his

_transparency ae my eteneerd of enlereement for t“e'etner two

L

‘As teﬁtne'baaie on which 1 enlarged Juet usi g the tr&nsper;g |




fﬂ\ ency‘pﬁa&cgy Dr Benbow as my b&SlB I Bimply pushed the
tthera up untll they epproximately eoinoided &g near ae
one can photogr&pnlcally get an aperoxlmation. I trled
.ul Benbow'!s transparency on Llnaa Ageetlni.- There ig oﬁe'
. p:odueed here. Ae to whether I cannot get eny coincldenoe
there atﬁell yee Tet tne generel enape of the face* -that b
i &n oval tppe of face. Linds Agaetlni nee not a triangul-
ar type of%ace 3 weuld call Linda Agostlnl's an ovel S
Itype of faoe Tn&t ie wider at the: plane af. the parletﬁls

than 1t° 13 at the plane of the jaws, It comes down in

that fashion'in a general menner; but I am not eaying thie
18 of any use whatevel for identificatlon '.Aftfﬁhdtograohs

of photographic fllme ‘can shrlnk " The: paper on whigh' they

are printed can ehrlnk conelderably A8 to wnetner some-
thlng tn&t 13 subaectee to gusn$OLcning that i8 Inv olved
e in the maklng of an art pnotegr&ph accentuatee the tendency
H:of the paper to ehrlnk the ehrinklng is not that great
there is no graat dlfference bétween Philomena . Marean '
untouohed and Phllomena Morgan retouched, If you suggest
tnat there 19, I say there 1e not “to..any great extent 1n |
“feutline. ; Ae to agreelng tuat Y etatement neulng regard_
Ho my uemonetratiqn, that Linda Ageetlni nght be Philomena

.Morgen.ia not & correat preeent&tlon 1t could not be.on tne- |

'facts bu‘t let me. tell you wha,t I am baalng the.t on. I“-Ba'y
that traneparenclee are 0f no use Whatever even eupaoelng
‘_‘you bave the eame person to dentify.+ I might pnetograph
_you todey and you will hsve qplte nlce contuure, but 1f you
h&ve 5 weekt!s gickness your cheeks Wlll fall in end your
@entoure»will be entirely different. That is qulte obV1oue,
~and how much more can it be 50 where you nave a corpse in
death whoee changes no’ on can calculate “Agto wnethelf -
the bony structure does not alter, I am not prepared to
argue on bony atruoturee.ﬁ Tney may net &lter in certaln
01rcumetanoee*'but where a body hae been eubJected to treat—
ment such. as tﬁle With a broken noee, and I 40 not know
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'whay other: inJuriee'are 1nezde, then the bony'structuree'i

L may altexy: 1f yeu say that 4f &k I flnd any dlfficulty
?&bout 1t yeu Wlll taxe ve through a elmllar kina of dew;n— |

| etratlen as you did: wlth tee pupils, by taklng the measureﬁent
,frem the middle of bh@ rlgnt pupil te the: nelr-line 1n each

?caae, ana eugeeet s Wlll be feund that there ie no . 001n01d— fi

. .ence tnere I eay I would not expect to:flnd it betauee you

- cannot mtaeure a three dlmeneional ODJeet on & pl&ne surface.

fI Wlll euperlmpele the transparenoy of Mlee X (Exhlblt 64)

and tne traneparency of Phllomena Lorgen wnlcn Dr,Benbew

made. (EanDit NN) gree the indentatlon near the

rlgnt eye of ‘the* photo ef Miue.x 19 not to be found in

f'Phllemena Morgan's Dnotegreph Ae to whetner when o flnd

thet 'and when I find there 13 8 dlfference in the puplllary 7

f distance I hlnk my pr0posit10n that you can euperimpoae" 2
; Mlee b upon Pnilomena'Morgan ane get the SaMme reeulte.ae |

" Dr. Benbow eugeeete is net well founded I ‘o not have to geftﬁ;

that fer, I know thqt these edbaects are dwfferent - but o

even supeoerng that I de not know these were two entirely fﬁ

&

dit frrent eubgecta, and I used tnle method ae a means ef

s identlfioatlon, i would say tnat it would'bef entirely

valueleee._ Firetly, beoause there 13 no 1nformat10n a8 tohr?

‘what the }}§ix size of thls person was.e There ie no.

information for*hoeming ae to what the llfe eize of thls 

pereon wae, ; Even 1f we - had thoee breught up to 11fe_,+.7,

t ;.'1

_eize, &nd we knew that théy Were oroduced 10 llfe eize, |
'*I etill S&Y, for the purpeee of comparlson that it 13
".uselees,'beeauee the angle from'whlch tu8 photogrepn waef“'

~taken and the etete of health of tne partlee Woule inter—

fere, 'Taet 13, they may*be fatafacee thisvveek and in 5

t,a monthfs tlme they may'be qplte tnlnﬁ therefere the

oontours may falT in. From tnat p01 t of view I Would say'

that. 1t wouldfbe qplte uaeleee Wlthxg regard to thle

portlon up on the slae of tfe heed it ceuldfbe tﬁat tne

engle~from~wh10n this aitter wae taken acoentuates that
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_7If the-head‘ﬁae‘*urned alittleﬁere:yqu.ﬁiéhtefiﬁdthat'?'
the.. erehead straightened up there. Ifeo hof'knew but'-h
'there ie a poesibillty.a. A8 to &greeing with 8 paeeage on'
page 161 of the'"Medlcel legal aapecte of the Ruxton caee“- 3
thich.etates “Thus the firgt’ concluaion stated was that the'

” comparieon of the eunerimpoeed outllnes of ekulle and |

. , portra1ts demonetrated (1) That akull No 1 could not poselblyr

"by the akull of Mre Ruxton and (@) that skull No,2 could not_S
'poesibly be the ekull of Mary ROgereen“ “that wa.s the '

purpose of the shheme 1 will agree theat photography Wlll

‘-carry you at least that far The uee of superlmpoeed ik

traneﬁarencies will Carry you.thet fer, & Buperlmposed

foutline in that case. I agree that the following paee&ge

whigh you- read is scientlfically valuable ;_"Gecondly, the‘g
opinion'wae glven that Bkull No»l mlght be the ekull of
Mary Rpgerson, and ekull ho 2 the akull of Mrs. Ruxton This
lﬁ oplnlon was based on tne co*respondence of featuree of the’
e'Bkull 1nthe reepectlve portralte, with due allow&nce for the
"{ re1ative thickneee of eoft parts in dlfferent reglona - tne_
outline of cranium ana_face; “the poeltlon and form of the'"
_ orbite* theposit;on,eizeand outline of the noges: the:
positlon and eizu of the mouth; end the relatlon of the

.Teeth to the empty sockets in the caee of akull No, 2. B o

general the correepondence of all theee featuree aopeared
to be as cloae as m;ght be expectcd Wi T the akull and portr&ite
o of .8 known pereon were dealTiith in the same manner, nor .L”
_-did there appear to be any single polnt;of;dleprepency i
; in any of the four eomplrisdne which'GOuid not‘be-explained j
by the inlerent dlfflculties of the technique T Th&f is ”
- mnot Juat what Dl Benbow has done, Dz, Benbow hae uaed tne 7.
;;*. eeoft fleehy outline of peOple'e facee to suoerlmpose %
. 'on . one enother to ehow that they are one and. the séne person.
.LIn the Ruxton caee they had two'bodles.l All they dia there |
was not to endeavour to eatabliah identiflcatlon, &ll they

endeavoured to do wae to stablxsn that Mre Ruxton col ld not
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‘be¢Ma:y Rogerson, and that Mary Rogerson oouldfnot be
_!Mrs Ruxton,Withrogard fo idontifying mrsoﬁniton as
*7Mrs Ruxton, it was not relieo upon- all they did was 10

superimpose her akull on her photograph to show that she
-Jcould not~be Mary Rogorson- If you sugoest that I am not

gquite aoourate when 1 say it ‘was not relied on &as part of

“the identifioation that 1t wos aome of-the ev1denoe-Whioh'
went With otner evidenoe, I say 1t was not rolied upon for
t he 1dentifioation of Yre Ruxton as mrs Ruxton, As to

whether Gounsel for the Crown dlsolaimed any intentlon of

'using it-for that_purpooe,-l think that was put very olearly b
'by Prof, Brash, who‘brouoht'tﬁat evidenoe forward, and it

was colmentﬁd on by the 1earned Judge 1 oan givo'you that

passage W1thouf any'tromble. It ig on page 165, 1f you
‘read that passago on page 165 Wthh says "Prof Brash in

glv1ng 9v1dence explainedthe procedure of outlining and

superimposing the portraits and the skull photographs.' He =
'hdemonstrated the books of ohotogrqphs G tne jury, and stated&f
-'the ooncluaions ax*whion.he had arrivod Dealing with the

portraitse of Mrs.Roxton ne said that 1n his opinion the = '

oomparisons of the skulls demonotrateo conolusively in tne

_first place that akull No.1l ooald not oosaibly be. tho Bkull

of l"11:'8..I’?.mt‘com_.* ‘His Lordahip Btated that hat*was olear
;but ddid they demonatrate more thanﬁthat? The witness then"

stated his opinion that the compariaons-also_domonstrated

that skull No.2 mighibp the skoil-of“ﬂro'auxton' and: in .
answer %o Hio Lordahip said that he oould not go farther
than thatJ" | 1 aay that I tiink that 1s the orux of the | 3
,situatlon I am not put+1ng to His Worehip that booauae we - p
have a.faoe with flesn on - it and & body Wlth fleah on 1t . |
that th&t iB not as good as. What was oone 1n tqe thton '

case Where they superimpoSQd ) photoaroph of a skull on a

pnotograph of a 11V1ng person for tno puroose of ohowing

ooinoldence of oertain details 'so that the oozrespondence of

HO/MOLe e e g s T .+ HOBLEY

e/




GC/ECL.,

. . TO MR, BARRY:  Looking at the glide of Philomena Morgan I see the

these features were as close as might be expected if the
skull anc portraii of a known person weré deall with in
the same manrer; what I am endeavouring to put is this,
that with flesh outlines YOu cannot rely on that scheme
for identifidation, on the basis that I have already
explained. In the Rﬁiton cage taey never get out to
identify eiﬁher of the partiee, all they endeavoured to
do was to show that Mrs,Ruxton could not be Mary Rogerson
and tvhat Mary Rogerson could not be lMrs,Ruxton, - It ie
Correct that*is for the reason that ybu cannot identify s
skull with & face, A skull is something that has not got
a face; but we have ngekull in this case, we have 3

fleshy outlines on which we cannot rely.

AT THIS STAGE MR, BARRY TENDERED A COPY OF PROFES3OR
BURKITT's REPORT OF THE EXAMINATION OF A BODY FOUND AT
ALBURY.

O

oo mAHIBIT T/2.........f.. ..... Rﬁport'aa-abOVE.
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LUNCHEQN = ADJOURNMENT.
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"ON_RESUMING AT 2,15 B.M,

mark on the nose to which you havefdirected gttention.
That isnotnebessarily a reproduction of a pérforation
of the photogfaph from which the slide is photographed,
it could be a piece of duat; it oouldbeapieée'of grit,
it could be anything on the original photograph-whichmas
being photographed, or it could be something that got

on to the print subgequently, There is no indication as
to what it might be.- I will agree that it is reasonably
spherical, As to there being nokirregulareigna about
the out line, that. depends on the'degree‘of magnificatibn.
Viewing it from this distance it does notappeﬁr 10 have
any Qgparent irregulgrities. IfLI examined it microscopically

A
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