I might be able tO plok out 1rregular1t¢ee, but even that

would not convey anything. That would convey nothlng to

me. There is another s1lide of the mouth of Philomena Morgan;

I will project that slide. 1 see the tooth that Mr.Monahan

ig p01nting out. I am not prepared to say what kind of tooth

/ﬂﬂ\ it is, but 1t certainly has a sloping %gﬁgh For what 1t is

it looks to me more like a canine tooth. That tooth
It &

worth,
begins to slope away where Mr.Monahan is pointing..

does not stop sloping away where My, Monahan is now 1ndioat1ng,

it goes down and is actually nidden by the LED;
L suggest there is no :

The end-of.

it is actually hidden by the lip.

evidence whatever of knifing of shadow in that area D

which Mr Monahan is pointing. II you gay ' that knlllng is

not only done with an instrument but that sometlmes it is

done withé chempcal, I ask if you mean & raduction, The

result is not the same, Knlflng is the removal by scraplng

of the emulsion, The uSe'of'a chemical results in the

removel of the emudsion also, Eithem uging & knife or

using a chemical &8s & reduection or an altei&tion on & ..

ptmtlcular part of the photogranh has eomewhat the same

result, witnh thia dlfference that ygu-cannot knife a'negative‘

without leaving evidence of the knlfing, and*if that were

done here there would be eV1denoe of i% .~ There {e no evid-

“There is no eV1denoe ef reduotlon
e wrth the

ence of that fact here,

a8 I see it, because the ‘tone values there agre

tone values elsewhere. I1f you look &t the orlginal proof '

of Philomena Morgan you will find .on thaf portion thav

Jtﬁr-*'tne area is 80 small that I would sayixiﬁln; photographer,‘_.

ve he ever sc expert, could do & reduction by ohemloal

' means and get away with 1t that is, and not have it quite

obvious., As to agreesing that expert reductlon by means

not leave obvious signs.gs knifing does,
in this

of chemicals doea
upon the area thet has been reduced;

Asked'to+assume that 8

that depends

lase it is & very, very small one.

.' veryw little quantity of chemlcal was uaedlby a8 person
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m xx skilful in the job, 58 to whefher even in an area

stich ag ‘this there would not be left any obvious signe,

I say - that he could not‘do it Dy chémical means on the
aree he hag to work on here, No appreciation of that
area_oan be given from this slide which is enlarged. up
to an enormous degree, In the original print, it-is
very, very emall, My view is that that photograph <18
approximately an accurate photograph oI the teeth of the
subjectés she thén hgd_thmn. I say "approximately"
for this reason, that thet is a copy taken from what

we have cqlled a. daylight poadf, and that that proof is

‘a coloured one - it is a sepia toning = and rather diffic ult

to photograph; ~ but with the loss of tone values and with
the introduction of extfaneous marke, such as fingerprints

and pieces of dust I woula say that is & comparatively

gocd 11keness to. the original photograph It ig correct

that on tnat Hnlargement as shown DYy *he slide ~the left
central incisor seems to be much broadel than the right

central incisor. T am unable to €ay what that is due to;

53*‘“1 cannot ok dctermlne the angle of that perdon's head

GO/BCL,

I can only ppproximate it and. any comparison of sizes
there, which is of a3 dimensional obJect on & plane
surface is, in my opinlon, quite useless, I agree
that tle lmDIeBSlOD oonveyed by that deplctlon is that
the!laft central inc*sor is a bigger tooth than the

right centr:l incigor, Viewed frow £ aspect from wnloh

that ohotograph qu taken*Qﬁﬁé 1n my view &. correct repre-:~

L] ,'d

sentation, phogographlcally, of what those two teeth

would+look like, - I @an. only say that poss;bly the aspect

from wihich: tne photograph was taken‘na% regulted in a

distortion of the*two'central'inoiaors with the result

‘that the left central 1nclsor lookse large* th?n the rlght

cenural incisor, That could be 0. . That ie likely because"
you cannot siow a thren almenslonal objeot on & plane

surfagce, 1 agree that whatever the reason 15 it is

' something that vexy*llkely has_ogourred. I oannot Bee

\ -

L el



from heré the poinv to which Er.Monahon i8 pointing, which
you a8y ig a fine white Btre&k. On going ®round to where

iy Monahan is, I see the mark. That does not look to me

to be the actual edge of the tooth, I c&n'find those streaks
all over the piotﬁre. Look at that one down here (indicated);
they are all OVer. That conveys nothing, I can see the
shadow on that tooth which L think is a canine, As to not
agreeing with Dr,Magnus who-has said that in'his opinion it
ig an inclusion lacuna, all 1 ém prepared to say is that

it is & shadow,  On the phbtowraoh of Linda Agostini, (Exhibit
13) there is-a définite shadow there on ‘the tooths I say

that Iephes@nts a, depresv'un in the tooth Looking at the

slide of the.mouth of Philomena Morgan my imprescion ‘is

that the shadow represents the shadow of the lip oreeping
down on 10 thel$ooth As to why that is 80 in tais 1nstance
and Why:it 18 ﬁptequally so_ln the lnstance-of.tne gslide
of Linda"Agostini,'it ig becauge the two photographs are
11t from- dlfferent angles You can sé& th&t ‘the shadow of1
" the top 11p is comlng down, on %o the roots of the tooth,
and you cannot determine where the lip ends and the tooth
 'begine, If vuu 1@0& et 1he photovrapﬁ of Agosflnl you will
'BEE that iny shadow that 18 coming from the top 1ip does

not extend as far doWn as the dEQIEB&l“n we are dlscu351ng.

I will point out a p&rt of the 11p thet would throw that
ahadoﬁ On-that tocth; thé lip is projecting out, and I g
say.that the tehdéncy of the shadow is to creep down tihe
tooth. I disagree that it is only the one centrwl part
of the tooth that shows that shadow, The shadow extends
right to where :the buter right "edge of the tooth disappears,
I will watch the'place Mr,Monahan points.out. There 18 &
shadow there. = The shadow ‘here (indicafed),*insofar ag you
can define it, comes round here (indicated) increases in
height here (indlcated) and then comes around here.

That is the way I1.interpred b A I,cannot determinewhy the

lip throws that carr ugated shadow; I cannot say what it 1is.
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As to whether I can point, on any of the other teeth

to a shadow which comes further down than any of the rest

of the shadows, here is an uneven shadow coming a2l Ong

here (indicated) There is the approximate edge of it,

As to suggesting that what I have indicated bears any

resemblance at all to the tooth I say is a canine, &ll I

can say is that there are uneven shadows, and when the

contour of the 1lip 18 11t from above, as has been done here,

4% is possible that the ~hadows can be thrown by the pIo=

Jection to the lip here,  As to'not being able  to point

1o any part of the 11p that woula throw that ahadow down as

far as that, 1 cannot tell you what the shape of the 1ip

would. be W1en V1ewed from Ebove and that is the way the

ghadow would come from, on the left hand side of the

_tooth WﬂlCh:I have called the canlne, there 19 no evidence

whatever of knifing. All you have there is the gr&in of

the emulaion of the plate, and - you can gec 1t all over

the platE.  As to whether when I speak of tie epulsion

of the plate I mean the original plate or some plate ;

that has oome into exlstence at a later stage, it 18

a8 comblnation of all the plates, and, 1n the Jﬁat

| analysls, the very plate thav 15 ghowing im this pioture

on to the screen. I will take aniother look at the spot

o1 tna nose _Ldo '

any gpot qulte as ‘large as thit, but very siﬁilar = gONS=-

what the same there (indlcated) Coming over here (1ndlcate

you have not got a, snot VOu have & long tYpe of - thing,

Goming here (indicated) you have & dlfferent type of

thing, the 11ght is comlng unrough There is no enulsion

there, ' The whole of the plate is full of them, The

' spot on the nosge would pogeibly be in ap9r031m&tely the

centre ofwthe photograph In my opinion that would be tae

lagt spot in the world where 1 would put ‘. piny because

I would get a ghadow oI the pin thrown 8Cross the photo=
. graph. ' | ‘ .
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TC THE CORONER:

My attention hés been drawn to a shadow on the right

hand tooth on the picture, The shadow on the extreme

left of the picture: can be a combination of 2 number of

thinge, The subject is 1lit from above, and you w111 notice

that the nose shadow comes down across the 1ip, just

1imedlately above that tooth on the right hand side of the

picture and that may be a combination of lip shadow DlUB

nose shadow, 1 am-talking about the subject's-rlgL

hBngd side,

TQ MR, BARRY: I would not say that there is. pl&inevidence off

GO/ECL.

rc—touohlng at the spot where ﬁr.m01ahan 18 p01nt1ng.

Ag t0 & descrlption of what 5 see, that is the ill—deflned

margin of H’wea tooth where it comes in contact W1tn or *

goes pehind the lower 11p 80 far as the lefd central

1nn130r is concerned o Noula say that tnm end o¢ the

tooth is not shown at all 1t coes down belind the lip,
ag far as 1 can seﬂ' I would agree that the cutiing edge
 of the tooth is not nhaln defined at all, It mergea into
the 1lip.. There is& 10 ev1aence whatever that that has :
beﬂnxﬁoucned. There is no: ev1aence there of aw knlflng
I account for tne femlure of that 1e?t central 1ncmsor
to have a defined edge because. 1t goes AOwWn benind the llp.
1 haye examined all tne photographs of Philnmena Morgan
that I can get my hands on. It is my opinion. the t that
cond tion 18 aogarent in all. of thew As 10O knowing

whether the dayllght proofs hloh 1 mentloned as probably

being in the possession of -the New. 3 outh Walés police have

tu*red.up, I had & discussion at lurch:-time &bout them,:
and 1% wQuld appearﬂthat I have a wrong impress ien, The
impr6581on I have gained now ‘is that there are no dayllghtl

uroofs of Dnllomena Morgan otherx tﬁan tﬂe four tth L

have .geen. 1-60 mot knoWw anyiling nd w that woula Lniioate
that that 1mpresslon ig not & corrcct one,, I anders" and
“that the suggestlon iga that all the photogrqohs QL

_Philomena Morgan have come from & negative which has been
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taken of & photograpi su plied by Myrg ‘Routledge to Det.

1 heard Dr.Benbow sweal that I?.DanMpry of the

Sydney . made & photograph of a daylight print

him by Mr . Wilks. It 1s 1O ropd &t

3 -brought To
all of you examining me on thls theery of Dr,.Berbow's
that takéng a given point in s, photograph and dra Wing

lines to various parts:of the face, 11 they coincide,

that is at least some evidence oI identity, “As to whether

W -

T will not even go as far &s Prof.Gherr basically it has
’

no foundation, therefore, in my" opinion, it must be

disregarded, I will 2gree that photographs are used Ly
thie . police Tor identification purposes and Il teach identi-

fication. by photographs at the Detective Training School,

The Bertillon Method is +he basgis of it 1o some extent,

I sgree that the Bertillon metiod 1is & method Whereby Yyou

take ﬁ'photogrﬁph in profile and a pﬁotograph full face

and frog those you are able, if necessary, to describe the

face geometrically; : you cive & descriptvion of it.
I do not know Peterson, &&a& iebster on Legal medicine
and Tox10010¢y Rﬂl Acked whether I agree with the fOllOIn

ing passage which appeara at page 72 of Volume 1 of the
gecond Edition of that publieation-a "Each subject ig photo=

graphed in two poses, one showing the right-sided profile,
the other a full view of the face, the likenesses appearing
on the same plate, 9 x 13 ocms, in size. These two views
thus taken with poses &as different as possible, are comple=—
mentary one to the other and permit in case of need, of
exact geometric reconstruction of the irregularities and
protruberamges of the subject, exactly as one would proceed

in descriptive geometry, by means of the classic¢ orthogonal
would be if the

That

projections", I say only in so far &s it
photographe were taken very soom after omne another.

would not apply with regard to the contours of the face if,

as I say, the person had suffered an 111neas,'when the
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contours of the face, the fleshy outlines would alter. The :
general structure of the face would mnot alter. All you could
say is that it would fall within certain types, I do not know

how many lines Df.Benbow drew from defined points on Philomens,

Morgan's facé and how many similar lines he drew from similarly
~defined points on a photograph of the corpse; but if he made
200 1ines it still would not make any differenoe, because
basically the prineiple 15 wrong. You cannot make measurements
on & plane surface of three dimensional objects. When Dr, I
‘Benbow answers that then we may make some progress, = Asked
whether 1 mean_that*if Dr.Benbow were able to select a similar 'W
point on a portrait of the corpse and on & portrait of Philo- :
mena.ﬂbfgan to show 200 coincidences of 11ne;-1 would nof cone-

~cede that that was in ﬁny way evidence of identity, I say that

is not my'point; I say that you cannot on a plane surface
show measurements of a 3 dimensional object, Applying Br,
Benbow'!s method here, if he is goingto do'anything, he must
bring Philomeﬁa Morgan to lifesize independently of anything

else, and he cannot do it using that as a basis, -Assuming'Dr.
Benbow had a phétograph of the corpse and a.photagraph'of Philomas
mena Morgan, thet he took a defined point in each of those
photographs and measured from that point to #arious points

in the face and got 200 coincidences of line, that would not
impress me for this reasom - - - 1 cannot gnswer that quest-
“ion unlegs you will come back to'basic principles, and no -
opinion can be given here unless wé EEmE are given basic
principles. I cannot answer it yes, or no unless you falfil
first of all certain basic principles, and that ispto bring %
Philomena Morgan to life-size the same aa-the corpse. Unless
you can do that, it is worthless._ 1f you.put 1t'to me that

he has taken two photographs, one of the corpse, the other of
Philomena Morgan which he hag brought to what he conceives to
be life-size, and measuring f rom & point he finds 200 points of
similarity I say that it still does not prove identity. 1In

my opinion, it is worthlees, 5

’
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TO MR, READ} In my opinion it 1a'worth1ess because the basic prin-
ciple, as I sce it, has been laid down that you cannot in a

plane surface measure a 3=dimensional object; and the second

objection is - and I refer back here to the Ruxton case again -
that you must produce a life-size figure. UNow, in the Ruxion
@* case, if I can make this clear, theyha.dl aveilable the same
. studio, the same lens, the same photographer who knew the
distance and the inclination of his camera, and they had
materialg which were supplied to Mrs.Ruxton 1o have her photo-
graph taken. Then, using the original plate as a template

they were able to set up the other materials in the studio

at such & distance and at duch a degree of enlargement that

they coincided with the template, That is, the tiara that
Mrs,.Ruxton wore. I say that is the basis of any life-sized
photograph if you have not got the actual individual, You

must be able to produce it in some way. Ifﬁyou cannot,'it ise

mere guesswork. As to there being any difference between the
fleshy surface of a body of a child of 16, as Philomena Morgan
wae when these photograpbk were taken and a woman of 25 or

24, in my experience, it is sometimea'very hard if yousee a
child of 12 to recognise that person when they have grown to
eh, That applies from 16 to 25, I agree that Mr,Barry asked

me about two things that I found on Exhibit 20 which are not
on the daylight proofs of Philomena Morgan (Exhibit G2), the
two things being what he said was & pin hole on the nose and &

finger print on the chest, ‘1 agree thdt I said I would not

egpect them to be there on the daylight proois, If I am

wrong, as I have been shown, that this was made from another

proof altogether when the original proof was available to
have a photograph taken of it, it may be that spots of dust whicl

where not on the proof could have got on to the frame in which

this proof was put to be photographed; and they can be

explained away in any one of a dozen ways, The same thing

applies with regard to t he fingerprint, I would not expect
GC/ECL, e 711 HOBLEY
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the fingerprint to be on the proof iin the first instance
if it was carefully handled; but the fact that the finger
print is there on a subsequent taking of the plate does not
mean anything, That covers the explanation I wanted to
make,

TO THE CORONER: 1If dentists are prepared to say that all the
central incisor teeth are the samesize in all persons then
it might be of some value, though even then'it would be &f

very little value,

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME X AT MELBOURNE THIS 17th DAY OF APRIL 1944,

a7 o

;m-*"'-tl----- e ®

G’ORONER.
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QU Ll

My full name ie Thomas Johmson Quin. and I am a soldier,

THOMAS JOHNSON on his Qath saithe

o member of the Australisn Imperial Forces, at present
stationed at Seymour Camp, 1 &m av ttached 40 the 1lst,

~

Australian Base Ord, Depot, Prior to joining tae Akl e 4

lived &t Aubury and I had resided there for about twenty
years, - My occupﬁtlon was that of a shearser, I was aiay_
shearing f01 practically tne whole of thc year, 1 regarded
Lavington as my home. I know:-a Woman named Lucy Collins,
I first met ‘her ina§proximately 1939 She was then campea
- on the road mear Lavington., I owned & ploperty at L1V1nﬁton.
I ‘built g shack onlfhat property at Lavington. About

the end of The year 1933 1 leased my property, on which the

'”,shaok vas'bullt Lo &, Mr Hallam. Shortly after lir.Hallam
took over the 1ease of my pr0perty, Mrs Col’ins was &t the
shack whlch;was erected on hy property; but thexe were
other people besidee. Prior to Mrs, COlllﬂB occupying this_
ghack, 1 do not know for sure who occupied it but I $tHin]
a man by tne name of Boswell, At the time I bought tnls ~“_#/
property in 1929,Ean which the shack was bullt, there-wae
an iron bedsfead.lying at the back, and, as far as I°know,

it is Sulll theve mha,t iron bedstead was never 1N the vhack 

to my knowledge. It was juste al ordinary 1ron bedstead

The bedstead produced (Exhibit 67) is 81m11ar to The one
that was on ny. property when I bought it in 1929. I will
.'ﬁot gsay 1t 18 the oné, it 1is similar 1720 0 B PR § never
at any time had that bed or any other iron bedstead
erectea in the snack “When I left the property in about
October 1955 the old iron bedstesad was still_lying outside
at the baok of the shack, It was always theré it was
never used, Durlng the tiuie that uﬁcy Golllns xas '
Qcoupying- this anack onn my property 1 Iever visited the
';shack, with the exceptlon_of the latter part of the |

period she wasg there — the lasv week, ‘OL. fortnlgnt,hor_
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three weeke - I v131t9d ner prabably gvery week Ifhad_to{ Wu

bably tW1ce aLweek to try &nd AR

get her ot of $he snack ‘That was in 19354. It was early

0 whetner 1t was at Jhe tlme HalLam's

| go and ulslt ner there pro

in January 1934

lease explred. that wOuld,be 1935,ﬂ
It would'be Jmnuary 1934

woula 1t not? It 18 °

correot that 1% woula be 19341

aen Hallamle 1eaaé ef tne property explraa that I triea R
|
I went to the shack when: L%cy i

 w
to get her out of tne shack

-Gollins was there on occaelons othex than aurlng tnose

:Tthree or four. weeka When I was trylng $o get her out of tne:fﬂ
ﬁ ahack but very often she ‘was not there I dld go to the '3 ? J

shack whllat Lucy Golline waa thele other th&n durlng that

perlod. ~ On. the. 1&st-qcoaslon I was there I took Mr. Hellam,

the ‘man who 1eased the progerty to help get her things out

_'I would day that-durlng Those three or four Weeka 3 went

! threc or four tlmes to try and get ner out Aparf from tha  p fu;

that period; when 1 wae trylng to get her out
Eventu&lly, Ledia

v;sits durlng

| I never went tnere WhllBt she waa there

' SUCCeedrln rumov1ng Lucy Oolllns from the shack I Wenﬁ

Lo Mr.Hallam and &sked aim to uome and aBSLSt me, that he '

hgd brought ‘the 1 ady there and as far as 1 was concﬂrnea

..~she had to 1eave ‘the plaoe.' If he liked to Stlok to hexr

g to put her thlngs ouﬁ He gaye

, he oould but.l WES g01n
oome 8 h&nd to take her thlngs out and

;pl&oe. It WRS about |January 1934 when I tOOk Lucy
he shack into Mr._Hallamla i

took them to hlB

Gollins's uhinge out of t

Lucy Oolllns never came back. and llVBG fn the'_

‘en 7% put Lucy Golllns out of

praperty :

shaok after th o .Lne

the Bhack she aaid somethlnp to me*
the paddock If ‘you say that

she tala me- Bhe would

' throw poison 1n the dam in’
has told HlS Norshlp that ov one occaslon T4

: came over there in the mornlng*when there was a strange girl .
PR

in tne shack gnd.that 1 haa a’ quarrel with this girl and
never there wnen there

Lucy Oolllns

% certaln tainga occurrea, I aay I'waﬂ

;-: was any glrl 1n.tne sh&ék I read that in the paper recenthf,
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4 gommunicated first with my Commanding Ufficer, ‘then with
a s8plicitor and then with the police, &nd asked to give
eévidence here, That is why I am hore today.

MR, BARRY: 1l Think the leas pired ' v 193

R BRRY dingk tae lease expired on lst.January 1935.

The interviews + had with Lucy Colling were: following the
RSRTR O L - g '

sls¥.%anuary 1935. I agree with that, 'I-think I mentioned

that before. I am quite satisfied that it was the lst.

%

Jan uary 1935, It is correct that in the preceding August

+ Wags eway shearing at Yanco, I have not got a half brother,

s

=

have @ brother. He-is not a foster brogther, he is a
cousin but we ‘have reared him since he wés that big (indicated)
Igi le red-headed. He is not in Sydney now. I do not kriow

whether he is in Melbourne or not.

MR, READ: I 'am known as Thomas Quin. Thies was my ehack,

The date of getting Lucy Collins out of the shack was 1955,
1l mentioned that awhile ago;. it was not: 1934 - it was
1925. . 1t wae after the finding of the body at Albury.

(Signed) THOMAS QUIN.

TAKEN AND' SWORN BEFORE UE AT MELBQURNE this 17th DAY OF APRIL 1944.
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QLIVE VERONICA CARTY on her oath salbh:

My full name is QOlive Veronica Carty and,I am &
single woman residing &t 1 Fitzgerald Avenue, Mafoubr&,
New South Wales, Iiam employed at the Holywood Studios
at 136 Pitt Street, Sydney. I have been employed there
during the pgst two and a half years, Mr.Kinley Larba}estier
is the proprietor of thee studiocs. To my knowledge lr,
Lgrbalestief is a member of the Royal Australian Ari Force
at present stationed at Townsville. When I first commenced
work at the @tudios Mr.,Larbalestier was the photographio
operator, and there was another one §s well, On the 17th
March last I made a eearch of the recorde of the studio

for photographse in the name of Linda Platt or Agostini,

In a ledger dated September 1931 1 found an entry number
6456 in the name of Mi:=s Plat%, City. 1 also found another
entry in the same month of a re—order,-folioj}01, City,

I produce the ledger showing the entry N0.6456. As to

why they aré not in chronological order, as the sgitters

are taken each day the neg-tives are developed and then |
we number them daily. I have another entry in a different
book. Thege are copies of the receipts iessued.  Thie is
not the re-order folio, it is the duplicate receipt book,.

I have not the re—-order folio here, The Iirst entry there

(D

referred to the original sitting of the custvomer, ' Th
second entry that 1 speak of, showing thée re-order relates
to additional cdpies the customer may subseguently require.
I have dound the corresponding negatives for No.6456,
which were filed in the studio. As to the usual method

in the sgtudio before a photograph is taken, when a client
comeg to the studioc we give them a receipt for the depoeit
of their order, and on the same slip of paper we write out
what the? are %o have, That is done in triplicate. The
original is'given to the custdomer, the second copy 18

sent Tthrough to thé gallery; and the third copy remains

in the book.  When the second copy is sent throuch to the

gaglery, the sitter goes through'at the sgme time, They
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OHARLES ANTHONY TAYLOR on his oath saith;

My full name L8 Charles Anthony Tgylor and I am &
-medico—legal chemigt, and the Government Analyst &t the
State Leboratories, Melbourne., On September 1lth 1934,
in the pregence of Det, Sub-=Inspector Hobley, and Det.Seg,
McRae, of Sydney, I removed two sections from the sack '
(Exhibit 3) which was produced for examinabtion to me ag 1o
the presence of o0il on the sack, Sample "A" was away from
the burnt edge of the s%pk.h It was a potato sack. I
examined th;t'and faund-it contfained traces of marine oil,
Sample "B" was close to dhe burnt edge of the exhibit abd
I found that contained human dil'ahd fat, The B%Ck wase a
" typicdl potato bag and ina discussion with Mr,Hobley with
regard to photographing the letters “D.A.L.M." with regard
to getting a good contrast, L thought_it would be a good
idea to lightly wash the sack with a soapy solution o
zet the jute material lighter and get a better contrgst
for photography. That was done, On sample "BW which
wag an area close to $the burnt edge of the bag there was
no trace of kerosene oi petrol whatever., Petrol would
evaporate in a few hourg, and kerosene cértainly in 24 hours,

@\When I examined it on the 114k, Seperber 1934, I was not

able to detect any smell of either kerosene or petrol on

the bag, nor find any traces of it, On the 8th April 1944,
I examined the inner surface of the suitcase, (Exhibit DD)
I found the remgins of white paper existing in two separate
places_on that suitcase, - One area was about 8 inchesg by
> incheg and the other ares was about 5 incheé by 5 inches,
I examined the material used as an adhesive to attach the
while paper to the brown suit case 1lid, and. found that in the
larger patch it wes a starch paste andlin the smaller patch
d\ it was &a gmr/a,dhesive.

T0 MR, -BARRY: Flou??#ﬁter is a starchee paste. I am of the oOpinion

that the ot hexr adhesive was & gum acacia - a wattle gum,
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As to how I found that out, I examined it with a microscope,
and tested it with an iodine solution. Gum acacia is the
gum that is frequently stuck on the back of labels. I said
that some of this 011 was marine oil, Marine oil is an
animal oil with a fishy odour, used in the bag weaving places
for the threads to pass through the machine.' It is shark
©il or whale o0il. At ordinary room temperature in about the
month of Sepember kerosene will evaporate in 24 hours. In
the course of my life I have lived under circumstances where
I have uéed a kerosene oii lamp. I have not had the experience.
of knocking it over. If you suggest that it takes at least
a week for the odour of kerosene to get out of a room, I say

it depends on how much oil there is, where it goes, and how

far it soaps in. It depends upon all kinde of things,
I had something to do with the examination of the imitials
on the towel. I had a look at them, but I could not decide what

theyiwere, Mr.Hobley and I combined for the purpose of bring-
‘ﬂﬁrhing up the initials by infra=red photography. I did not come

to the conclusion that they were "R.C.0." I have no notes on

what I did in 1934. I am trusting to my memory. As to having
no record of what I did in regard to this case in 1634, I

have copies of the reports I submitted. I have not looked
. at those lately,

TO MR, FAZIO: I stated that petrol would evaporate in a few hours.,

I am not able to offer any conclusive length of time, because
it depends on temperature, It might be 12 or 14 hours if
you include the hours of darkness in that., As to whether the
odour of petrol would be distinguishable 12 or 14 houre after
being put on, that would be the extreme limit,

TO THE CORONER: If the substances were burnt there would be no trace

at all, With the substances burning all evidences of petrol

would be gone inside half an hour and kerosene would be
rapidly dissipated. You might ge% it for an hour after in the
extreme edge of the bag, but heat would rapidly get rid of it,

(signed) C,A., TAYLOR,
TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 17th DAY OF APRIL 1944.

—%
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OLIVE VERONICA CARTY recalled on her oath saith:
TO MR, READ: I will look at the two negatives produced (Exhibit 70),

Bach of which has two portraits upon it. They are the negat-
ives which I found filed away under No.6456 at the Holywood |
8tudios when I searched for them on the 17th March this year.
There is some paper pasted on to those negatives bearing the
words "Platt, 6 Sepia Movie", and on the other one, the number
first, and "Platt 1 S8epia Movie Panel," I cgnnot say to
whom that handwriting belongs., I do not know the writing on
the slip., That would be one of the girles in the studio,

There is writing on the films, There is the name "Platt"
written on this :negative on the top. I recognise that hand-
writing, that is Mr.Larbalestier's handwriting. That is the

proprietor of the studio, They are the original negatives that
were filed at the Holywood Studios when + wasf asked to_
produce them on 17th March 1944,

TO THE CORONER: I handed them to Det,Barmes,

TO MR. BARRY; We were asked for the negatives by the police on the

17th March, Some member of the Police Force came and asked

me, It was Det.Serg.Barnes. He came along and asked me. I am

in charge of the books and the money, and I relieve at oper—

ating. I wae not there in 1931, I joined Holywood Studios

approximately two years ago. I never saw Miss Platt. As to

%ﬂhgthethsr was told that the purpose for which these negatives wmax

were wanted was connected with the Pyjama girl case,we anti-

cipated that the police would be in for them, We knew*we had
them, the photograph was published in the paper from a copy.
We did not supply the original photograph in the paper. When
the photograph was published in the paper someone from the
setudios recognised it as one of our portraits. As to how that
is done, there are certain types of photography: you can
usually pick your own work, &and also pick the work of other
photographers you know., Some of those negatives are touched
up. As to when that has been done, the proof retouching is

done before the daylight proofe are made, and then when the
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client decides on the positibn he intends to order from

then we fully retouch the chosen negatives. As to whether

the dﬁylight proofs are not retouched to remove blemishes,
only outstanding blemishes that might be shown on acc-unt of
% s strong lights. When I say outstanding blemishes, some-
,/%Kptimes Xxghts lines show up, and people do not like to see

their own lines in a photograph, so We gsoften them, As to

whether we would not remove a'mole, if a mole were in a very

conspicuous place, I think it would depend on the retoucher,

if she thought it was marring the photo she would retouch it.

We have had an occasion where a retoucher has removed &

moustache when she was not sure that it was a moustache,

As tb there being any evidehce of a mole on the negatives in
Exhibit 70, I would not like to commit myself about a mole
being removed, I am not a retoucher, If you suggest there
is a mole that has not been removed, 1 can see a spot here

on the face. If you suggest that there is no indication

in the daylight proofe produced of the existence of a mole

which has not been retouched out of the negative, 1 say

that is gquite possible, a retoucher might remove that,

As to whether the retoucher has not retouched the negatives

to remedy that, the proof retouching has been done. 1f

you compare these negatives you will see on two of them, !

the two which have the corners clipped -« they are the \

negatives from which the client has ordered = ever so much
more retouching than on the other two; but there is still
slight retouching on the other two. As to whether the
retouching on the other two has gone 1o the extent of

removing the mole, I willleave that for a retoucher to say.

1 am not a retoucher, I do not know,

PO MR. READ: Looking at the four photographs produced, Exhibits
16, 17, 18 and 19 there are some marks on the left cheek,
You ¢spn see it slightly on exhibits 16 and 17, which are the

two fully retouched negatives, and you can see the marks

Gc/ECL, 716D CARTY
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much more plainly on Exhibits 18 and 19 that have been only

proof retouched,
(Signed) 0.V. CARTY,

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 17th DAY OF APRIL 1944.
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