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Dear

L O

Reader s,

Welcome to Ripperologist Magazimdon. 174 This year we celebrate
the 30" Anniversary of Ripperologist Magazine by opening up thetime
capsule and taking a look back at selections from some of the earliest
ISsues.

Ri pperol ogi st Magazine began it s
Newsl etterd under the editorship
newsl etter had been rechristenec
ONewsl etter of the Cl oakto2hphgeDag

Mark Galloway was the Honorary Editor and Martin Fido and Paul Begg
had become committee members.

It was with issue 8 (December 1996) that Paul Daniel became editor of
Ri pperologist, albeit o6under -int-he
Chief. Effectively, Paul was the editor and in charge of production. It was
still a stapledtogether magazine &2 pages, plus a front and back cover
of a colour different to the white pages inside. The content was greatly
improved and there was a chatty style about it.

In issue 10, Paul Daniel wrote a short piece about a chap called
60Gi Il l emand who was reported to h
Stride. Paul Begg then wrote a pi
that it was a name used by or applied to Gikuiz, and in issue 12 there
was a rather insulting response from Peter Turnbull. Begg wrote a piece in
his own defense in issue 13, and finally, Paul Daniel stepped in to close the
debate. In these days of Facebook and the message boards, it woul
probaby have gone on and on and on.

Someti mes we really wish coul

Butwemustfast or war d t o the present an
two new staff membersand we welcome back a returning contributor.
Debra Arif has agreed to be a munteded research standards editor, and
Michael Hawley will be aiding in the copsditing department. Lortime
columnist and fiction review editor David Green has returned to the pages
the magazine and we are thrilled to have him back on board.

we

Until next time,

Jonathan Menges
Editor -in-Chief
Assisted by Paul Begg

Ri pperol ogi st magazi e is published by Casebook Produchi®ingné¢awwar thskb.
and other items published in Ripperolbgrcsttheevibwse obnthesaonbhomnsdan
the publisher. The views, conclusions and opinionsemxppelsilsiessheéd umsRigm
responsRibppeéert gyl @di st and its editorial team, but do not hnhateweabiklyeve
placed in the public domain. It is not alwayai moswnkbrehtp blesbmkeyhand
be pleased to make a proper acknowledgement. The contaeht smafeRialperahd
articles, essays, ohbws [epomstajerevopgwsganhdE 2025 Casebook.org. The au
other items retain the copyright of their respective epamtduiceetdbredsi nAl
system, transmitted or otherwise circulated in anypHotronc opy ibryg ,a nrye cnoerad
without the prior permissionhomi swedtrnemgrddwaemt iCarsedrooki.rmagl. atfThen uamfaut hi s
gain or not, is strictly prohibited and may const igtreteanend py rainglhfgaivief iri
and criminal prosecuti on.
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|l ntromducti o

| f t hel odnegc asdeear ch f or Mary Jane Kelly has tauc
point , has not aided to alleviate our foaarsftiriadt
accounts we have tdoe dwocrakt efdr otno. tAhse asneyaornceh knows
of interest is one of wutter scarcity, and the t
The | ate great Christopher Scott has repeated
obscurity is undoubtedly a result of our fixat:.i
in, say, a Welfsht mmrmanme ewase caomr dassiumed one, ado
during or after her move to London?

The problem is further compounded by her all ecg
competing with AEvanso and "W lliams" for the n
As | have proposed on several occaglsawinmg |imo dlhse
i's unlikely to reveal to us t heodh&newbopespbt
me, therefore, to submit the proposition that o
more obliquappsgacmtt eyekde subject, so to speal
soaemt hing hitherto overl ooked i n thh emahyi sptroorviicdael
fresh |l eads to aid us in our effortgytp@ 1 enwno rys t
have traversed before finally ending up where s
| hasten to add that this probe should be view
a case in favour o f any particul ar identi fica
probabilities. Tdhitso maiydem tthe napearatouree uof our

As | attempted to explain in my | ast written
Morgenstern and Eli zabeth Boeckee has quite nat

towards a part of thhae East | Endewawsomr ¢ i expll pr e

Before dragging the reader -fall omigngvirtihv ere a@afs Hi
I wi || first revisit some of the reasons why |

Questions

Al t hough our reference point consists mainly
association of Morganstone with a gasworks appe
fairly confident aboesti ©®m o¢fhewhit dher gdawar k4 hw
subject to confusion; some versions referring t
Wor ks" instead.

The how and the why of this proposed associ at |
uncl ear to the poor fellow as he struggled to r
been the most tr ywamsg ntoitmd oaf thsvos aldidfig.i olnfali tst at
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past acquaintances, i ndependent | vy provi ded by
Mor genst onewoourl dF lheanviengr e mai ned f orever unresol vg

The first account mentioning Breezer 6s Hill i
wal ked into Leman Street police sahbadutont horneteh leyee
deceased resi-tdbhawas heusbi bblhe Betama@&atyg.5.0.n

The other account we have Rroe scso nAssasdodcripartiisotne d e
newspapers on November alpZpteha rme nttoi ohnaivneg |tihvaetd okweil
addi nghfeBa&kp fiears to have received Kebly direct

AThe two women shortly afterwards went to the
trunk, containing dresses of a costly descript

The source goes on to place Kelly"s time with
Kel hgextfiresided with astMresetM, Cahit dly, plPaoei ss1lgé ol
for her | ast -sg@gv.acddence in Dorset

The confusement arising from thiBeactousat exspe
Eae®hd afgtppealmhave commenced with Mrs Buki, who re
hi ghway, now knsotwn®eas St Georges

| f these accountandanhaotedsr ed | ek tutposnbagr OV 416
occurred somewhere in | aafefs@B8badndemayr bdieee et
from her Wedét  AEomwdnddotmee t i me, i n other words,
Boeckeeds first recorded presence at the addres

't i s not surprising that EIi zadtedlh|l Bolrekeaddso
Pennington Street has for obvious reasons been

Mary KelDloy&stprSdabroeuetts .whhefrteear al | , both surname:
Barnettds fAMorganstoneodo as well as the Mrs. -Buk
We skEthd benefactor.

Addi tionall vy, it is in the adjacent 1 Breezer
staying before she hooked up with the mason's
good. o e

Aswe can the B8 . &),

surlyeywbt Breezer @9 s
Pennington Stree Y A@Nen Yo e
associated with t1°/=@ Rl W
addi ng t her edaelslcyrdapttlrodnth liebfr cort fheerd, tared |"at ter, | ea
as to its designation in the previous couple of
Al t hough all of these -acc
°AM 29| [k wl- contradictory, both in term
1ok 16D Btin, (T(L)IZL r?c?tncaelfteor;ahtaitc atlhle A
: y wmet ahn
%0 3 E@RLL . V3 | (kwk] her in one of those thoroug
Breezer 0s Hi |l | . After al I
Breezer 6s Hill actually consisted of one singl e
anyway, which increbises Bahdd @msr gplabhbhveybebat afi
Boeckeebs | astpditoument gdvabgddi rth to the twin
Not ebook: -i hthEe&s br g8t kool Board Visitors, Mi ss Martin (District- F), Mr

1889.
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It would seem the Barnett accountanébtoene xhava
of not bei ngceobpmchathaporch@seaf ore serve to bol
association predated Kellyds time at Breezer s
and Joseph Barnett on top of each ot hmer,gelsi Kenac
Jane Kelly may have first resided wiitdhk J®thme eMo,
transfer shortly thereaf teearr [tyo 118 8Br etei zneerf'rsa mi.| |

As a consequence it stands to reasoi#enaiongeokl
residencies in the period from early 1881 to ea
river further along aoapstreaom.-a8miblo eexmwlud teastsi o nn
Sshould first draw a clear distinction between w

What is RETT  IR 2 A B AN 7R RW TEC)
M i q (ﬂnmA/(/mum e D e, Yon PEmn Bio
orgenstern an 54 T AL S

wWitnesses on a m ,mm}wﬁ_?z4mwﬁ}zﬂ;m

of the Valrk tshibd letrra Pt Rolhs . Slsclsicnsh AancS~

F. Morgenstern gf WK LQitrrran ln <
Peterborough Road, Chel sea.

This is not too far removed from the addresse:
both of whom appear on the 1881 census. As far

Boeckee couple with either Ful ham or Chel sea.

Around t he ti me John Mor ger
~stomping about in Ful ham, Lou
living at 79 Pennington Stiree
Because this register drew fr
Louis to the address as early

As t héell8dtlor al register ha

e N TR e 2 =l Pennington Street, Louisd ass
P ewwnwiwerow sz unchanged. This is indephaden

compl aint received by tthedMessopd!l by aa BMfal.rodd dpid r
of his pre mi s e ss,tr NECE]S. Res_dn‘lztport_by the Engino.cr, dated 26th May, 1880, on a complaint by Mr. Bockee,

HL H of the flooding of his premises, No. 79, Pennington-street, St. George-in-the-East,
Geor g e 1n dt Uhr el n&a sat S stating that during a storm, which occurred on the afternoon of the 3rd instant,
of t hat mont h. flooding was caused to the complainant’s premises through straw and rubbish having been

washed over the gully-gratiog, so that the water could not flow down the gully-drain ; that
The associati on A [ this was a circumstance not within the power of the Board to prevent, and recommending

end somewher e i that Mr. Bockee be so informed.
It was mobed by Mr. Dresser Rogers, seconded, and resolbed—That the Report be approved,
mont hs or S0 ga

f  and that Mr. Bockee be informed secordingly.

ALoui s Bouqueo) emer ges at 21 Portree
Street .oy Boowmiveyh his wife EIlizabeth (36) and hi
census.

n
S

) I\ Xl oririul Zonr| an g | e Zottdl | QaznbeYatnen L2 dusiisf —
%, \ tnfe | M 2 L
%2_4 T el % I Sebatas 7;7‘—
4 e T o \Z gl Lo W
77, e 2 o ol | Head | Lad) o2tz e _
99 Pak {“ ) v | «6;44,&&_/1—“ " ez

2 England and Wales, Marriage Registration Index, 28805,FamilySearch, Bernard Falks, 1879; from "England & Wales Marriages, -PR8H
B3London, England, EL265pr a87®Ref880ers, 1832
4London, Engl and, E1le6bpra87Rey880perbbi d832
5Mi nutes of proceedings of th&uMeti®PO)i pageBo4aild742 WpmkagraphuadBy.
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Lodging with tyheatchbuphkien i &r eas sdelr named -y'edad hdn
dressmaker named EIli zabeth Busman.

From the regular mentions of -tahsee ;s umenmabmeer si Foefl i

family, the age attributed to this John Fel i x
confiden t hat thi srdgenstoemren ot yh etrhitsh atni Meo hanl rMeoa
with the Boeckeeds.

Meanwhi | e, the 1881 census record for 79 Penni
of a single household as well as a variety of

moved from Portree $tdlgeta sO0H@0At hdlr ot mevaty, W
her husbanddés death on the 10th of that month.

Superintendent Registrar’s District Lot dar~
Registrar’s Sub District %W,//

18,42 . DEATHS in the Sub-District of L%///Dé’é/ in the Count%»_‘{)f_,_%z%_/gé__
Columns:— 1. | 2. | 3 [ 4 T 5. | 6. | J _ /1. 7 o | 8. lz [ =
No. \\\ hen and Where Died. \ Name and Surname. [ Sex. l Age | Rank or Profession. |L Cause of Death. I ba@{!;’l‘(‘;l;ral):;c;m:‘:mﬁrd l \\'hen Re lslemd ‘ o?‘]l: ‘l;?;r »

‘ Jé} 4, i j \d/‘rvz/‘ /c'«/ & é/@/a /a// ﬂor// %
4 'V/‘ i B ey ’ Hof /yg L |esrsciticn £ Tl et = f leveldl)
73 /f 7z % / / ¢ w7 fredeo JM/ teard  Aregecds
S pil | et o V4 (%2 2Nl Fscet /era %/;4/m4/
| » 4 QL oL, Crorre be o 7

The next record for Elizabeth BoébliB8ed, (ahiB. t
death certificate of her daughter Louisa two da

Suiperinbendent. Registrar’s District 9 @/ﬁ//ﬂ
Registrar’s Sub-District e 3 e i R
Hi IS_Zé,L DEATHS in the Sub- Dlstnct of . %737/44/ S m the Count%)f %

Columns:— 1. It g 2. I
: No. \\’hnnandWhanmdl : Namund Slm : Bax. ' : Age % ;

wriniee s o Qemustid fpt
... Siguobure 7
ol o of Registrar, 3

i 81 ture, Descn tion, nnd - F
]i‘:ldﬂnoe of Inx;mm R R

]

| F

The next ti me Elizabeth reapp‘e’la8r8'55 nw ht ehne Ehliiszt ac

carries her deceased husbandds sur name, but ad:
formerly Bl uma), both of whom residing at her |
| ocatbobntbhhef twin daughters is registered.

By this ti me Eli zabetlhawi swi f ecotrod ed o hans (caosmmt
Unfortunately | have not been able to secure th
the transcription provided by Neal and Jenni fer
Some six months |l ater, on Apri.l 4t h 18%6,Jo0bQcE
Mor gahasrt eGenor ge 8Moirg einrsmelivned in an incident at
gas stoker named George Zecher, who bites Johno
wi f e.

During t he subsequent court proceedings, Jol
Just five months | a%wers, neandoet huepr, dehatsh td enret iffoirc a

died at 79 Pennington Street on September 10t h

5(1886) "Alleged Biting", West London Observer, 10 April.

(1886) fdABiting a -Mamrey FTinges, Of 7 0Ap Mi Id.

8(1886) " The Charge of Biting a Manés Finger", West London Observer, 17
Engl and & Wal-260bPegatBhs, G&B8Bge In The East, London, Engl and, Gener al R €
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Columus:— 1. 2. 8. ,l 4. ; . e e 3 8., z
No, ‘WhmcndWhmDied.l “Namo and Suraime, . Sexa L Aso. | llunkur Pml'mion cmnmmh ) s'“‘“‘““’ D”‘ ’P“‘”‘ i ‘* When Regitetéa. | or&w

ol ST M?Léw R PR POy e e
5 g&;,w IR & R Maeagrred i d At

4(/7 79‘57:%_ o ﬁa"_}// ﬂ’“,‘fm[’ 2y M%&»——’gﬂ— S J;"ZE,."T ‘ ‘P
(L2 Wrgombb O T, ooy alfornragh BFE 7 [Tattarctannn £ 770 N e
i 7(7? ..,\f%&ﬁefvu wavwww/% Sl

This is the coupleds | ast recorded associati ol
them up in th'® shissane itcharle e eycenards | ater, when J
Jamaica Passage, Li mehouse.

For more information on John Morgensterndos whe

1886, my Morgenstern article published in the f
Wh a tims! i ed

Al t hough previous research has wunderstandably
Morgenstern and Boeckee associated with number
five or so years primper fhiaci dalo dglaandbeenomslup., ect

Bﬂ N We know that Mr s Boechlige
A 4 Bow to St. George in the I
September 1884 and October
with thleatperl®®&4 -owh etnh érag ayb c
i s purported to .have arrive

For all of the dreadf ul g
- comes t o Mary Ke-Dby®et pBt
‘s whereabout s, the aforement.i

of three things. Or address

The first to splewds omudsetar
extraordinaire Chris Philip
fA | | three of-Pohoseeadbdress
and Ettrwerke Sitmefepreobbblypwli
some timesofofthdegaaogihet er s
Wo r.k.s. 0

1Portree Street
2. At hol Street
3. Ettrick Street

That Philips was not exagager
poBtitz i mage w@wf sbBffiicclniSlky
-~ doubts we may have as to the

A.we kpowbili pBthbhantldohbhadnes
did |I'ive by a gas works befor
was I[iawi ndlgoph m RKdlei x]2he Pbotsee
Bromlasy Loui s and Elizabeth Bo
M census. Given that he | ater
El'i zabet h's husband we can guess that he was
C1889) "Brut al assaults on women", East End Observer, 16 November.
UChris Philips, May 28, 2022, Re: The Morgenstern brotumeviset Fms i maFya mi

kel | y-t Bn@o6r9g8e rbs tod-fheefr sm7 Penni-sgt et 2p=591689#post591689.
12 Photograph by William Whiffin, 1955, Brunswick Road, BrorbigBow; taken from the corner of Dee Street, looking neeht towards Poplar Gas Works.
The houses on the left are on the north side of Ettrick Street.
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death i n -Augwdt ALhDHI -HEhd eaxtt ,t Be odndtey of t he de
daughter Loui sa Boe€aktee25 ikt tSreipctke nthterre €1t8,8 4Br o ml

|l am very much inclined to agree, especially ¢
statements with a | arge degree of consistency,
combined with the itnedneepnetn deetnaudty a cMrus .r eBlu ksit aac c
Kelly to a residency in Knightsbridge to recl a
Kell ydos alleged return from France.

As the aforementioned t i ndedciunee rptreods i pdaepse ru st rwa it |
and her whereabouts in the first half of the 1
John Morgenstern's tpreeskedh&l deandihse, afriexai ng hi m
at 21 Portree Street. More tenuous is the pfropc
byBow abodes of 50 At hol Street and 2en ckt tfrriocnk
certificates for Louis and Louisa, respectively
at those addresses during that time; the nat-ure

famil yr snembe

Assuming for the sake of argument that John d

census, it is plausible that John had come to s
1882 and 1885 4% amaaotpigens odf dwlyat ever business
engaged in during that ti me. The fact that Joh
when they registered the birth of thesisroctivaitni odh
years prior. But then again it may not. After a
the twins have had to be conceived in the first
stil |l R&s Editmg ckt Street. The reason bei ng?®®t htahe
address was sold shortly before 18 May 1885, | e
their 79 Pennington Street address someti me in
There is also the possibil it yt-otahyato pedriaztaiboentsh fE
Street for Louis from 1881/ 2 onwar e yBvhw.l eOrJ ovhinc
The Aprfiiln gle8i8lcii tdiemg i n Ful ham involving John N
within the period the historical record has hi
suggestive of a more flexibletheleod iteds winn thdenr
Elizabeth was holding the fort back home.

Since r ecthnatv ef icrochifigsmed John and Elizabethos
of disorderly houses in Limehouse some years |
association with 79 Penningt odne dSttroe etnintoiraet et haa ry
a special emphasis on the present&86f Aiproolerfl
have had any reason to attempt in the past. As
The Aberfeldy Estate

From roughly 1881 ftiewetll@l@dcakdhesameaund all of
El'i zabeth Bouquet and the gasworks adjacent to
comparatively recent vintage.

Geographically |l ocated between Limehouse in t
project was situated to the north o-byBaonwd tma rtalel
the East End: the East India Dock Road.

B¥The Bui FOd520; Y®@I852®B8, spage 781.
“4(1895) "Routing out Limehouse Pest Houses", East End News and London
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Devel oped in the 1860s by a Scottish builder n
names al phabetically corresponded to towns and
Cull oden to Ettriicrkkg Alhlteo totnl Ro a&dk,c ewl ii ®om tblkee bui

There wer e, as it stood, three major centtrhee

headquarters of the North Metropolitan Tramways
of which situated in At hol Street. Just south o
Dock Road, was Poplar Hospital

Not only was the area home to the stabl emen,

served to provide beds to sailors and shipyard
Hospital. I n additisesni thkefacwasyaemptapl agmbhuod
in themieth88 s t o

Lastly, the whole thing was properly sanctifie
the peopl e. Over a decade after the relevant t

lively descriiption of the area
AfOn t he East of t he Abbott Road a bl ock of st

Portree Street, Moness Road and Oban Street. P
a poorer class come t o aMcen d sosweRo a dh alne ci anu steh et ho
| ower because the street is on a | ower | evel é
sewers have been so improved that there iis$ Iniog
bl ue on our map but there is no perceptible ou
north west up the Leven Road mar ked al l dar k |
bl ue and there daroewaa dfsew hnei xceedn throeuy, s ehs gher up i
were open, oi l cloth & coconut mats in the en
someti mes a case of stuffed bircaten trees pteap ad
appearance of a street which is on the road up
some talk of turning into a public garden. At
fresthbirsh. Many gasworkers |ive in the Leven R
As the | ast sentence indicates, there was a si
to the | ast maj or empl oyer I n-owh o pfr @ a: G aobceact r€k
i mmedi ately adjacent to the Boeckeebs first r
Morgenstern (as gas stoker AJohn Felix0o) cohabi

Later that year Portree Swhenreta frean umraene d nCaoc ko
|l inendraper for outstanding rent of No. 5 Port
wife stated she and her husbanmryg dvied en @tol gichdew phy
was summarily dismissed and the defendant deeme

By that time Elizabeth and Louis may have alr
regi stered Louisod6 death in August of the foll ow
submitted by Works CoemveseteyDiatdutly Nb6&. 1881op
it hat the carri age awadlyeeodd]aAitrheod 0 &SSta ccechbdg 1 grhteh e
footphehsbed dnd pmeweedtshhea ygxpense of owner s

The premises themselves do not seem ¥®dathrav e ume
1889, the premickhkdagprendceé stcao mmge ddad Scull ery

Geor gheuckk.worth's Notebook: Police District 11 [Poplar and Bnthehouse],
Hackney]-47page 41

%6(1881) "Ridd v. Cockle", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle
(1881) "Untitled", Tower Hamlet Independent and East End Local Advert
¥(1889) "Advertisements", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle
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The Gaswor ks - yBvoiwd eadn dB rWermsl|t e-gHtalaer wi tgla s drtera edteer rss, ¢
giant chi mney towers rising up above the drear)
bl ack smoke blanketing the surrounding rooftops
Li ke any other area of concentrated empl oyment
of p-amldi di sorderly houses providing some |iquid
the epicenter of thlte,dicaursdargl t hteo d oec ahuiasuad hor
al most exactly around Boeckeebs mihti8e8e0ssubs e gqu et
stood against the great towering gasoimeher s at
For reasons that hardly need el aborated upon, i

proceed to develop some understanding of i1its po
the objective tofe marke amgasa &« apleadoirbl e | andi ng s|
at reconstructing the conditions in the area.

The Nui sance

I n the course of my investigations even a fai.|
t wenty disorderly houses in Ettrick Street, a d
in Portree StmBd&et nfotomoldnehtti @mnl8nany ot her dens
and sailors alike. I-d ehpatvhe innog udioruyb twitlhlatn oa dnoourbet
amount, but we have to start somewhere.

On July 3€@abt188hdiphuedb schredera v&ekpyessedompl ¢
o f Popl ar Hospital on behadalef rofotyedthrey rmémb ar s

characterizing the I mimediate | ocality of the ho
The vestry clerk, in response, rushed ttohec osncfe
in the road were really alarming; marks of bl oo
Il n an article titled "The Soci al Evi |I-ByBbwo wa &

singled out as being espacigainley awo rbreil § eerhe ,p r me rati
Brommeye especi aklwas thhec dNmiwn grolwamr gel y tainted by
and disorderly houses

In a letter addressed to the ®datéedgj magi coumt

death at 50 At hol Street, T.D. Langeworyat hpave:
Bromley Sd&i rmtboludoneéred apparent increase of the r
ithe i nspectors were quite aware of thestiseotrd
of the Eagtoaldndiba | bavc Popl ar Hospital, were broc

on account of the waolnmen'dsi dounloti egset btuhte, saubpopvoer
pol-¢c@wwert. o

As it turns out, the disorderly state of aff ai
the situation in pretty much all directions ar
i nhabitants within the parish.

As an apparent example of the depl criablAaigustd i
wheAnnfi e Gray, a young -sworneaent,, |Brvoirmlige ygt wia® Athha
court with attempting to commit suicide at ten

After the failed attempt at taking her own | if
to have pleaded insensibility at first, l ater o
plunge into the river Lea.

¥9C1881) "Where are the Police?", East London Observer, 30 July.
20(1882) "Untitled", East End News.and London Shipping Chronicle, 5 Sep
2(1882) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 29 Au
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To the 21st century observer it seems al most
bef ore the magistrate for criminal sentencing,
i nver tViedt 6 mat &n mor ali sm for you

The historical reco-eddpngspatadesoiwi tbhbmpl aiewte
submitted by concerned members decrying the ve:

wel | as the failureg adfest teo palgiame zeo wrnt erhd gicd i v
The Sepfithleatbteer 50*dv od ccrepdl atihnet vestry member soé col
intention of keeping the Thames police court ma
that uskeey h@ power invested in thém to put down

nthe Vestrymen testified to the fact t hat h o
constantly taking place inr®Badmdred,i bodthtdhem thn

The | etter was acknowl edgedr ebsyp etchtel nnga gtihset rtautreb:
scenes alleged to have occoapdeddbangl yhah theytE
fimost fully alive to .tbhye adlult yl amhfiuclh rneeasntss autp otnh et

The Growing Evil

The question of disorderly houses was brought
deeply felt and widely experienced dissatisfact
scenes with which t meyedf,ouvamnsd weH d msaesl vt ehse cagmfarrce r

authorities to deal with them. This included di
members all approaching the nui sanredea @quwint a eusmnpaepc
Al t hough the | aments were usually greeted witdt

of sufficient severity as to prompt any seriou
problem first roseasupbmiaci @emtloy i hiyghien tloe pr ol
problem in any comprehensive way.

Probing the relevant newspapers reveals a gr e:
31st 1B&8Bs3t tkthred News and L aredordotrlehd plpd tntge rChlry nda cr

London School Boar d, directing attenti and |ltowi 9@
removal of young girls from the p-amecious i nfl
On September 7th the vestrydisnchlaotrmamg ex pc @srs
of disorderly and i mmor al houses, ending on the
to the di sorodidrdl f rucugeds et he object in view,;
the unsavowury subject

Meanwhi |l e, EIlizabeth Boeckee was presumably st
Street, when an oinncocdceunrtr iwags jruesptoarstivodEdd o Ne wd 0 w

ChromwifclSeptember 224th 1883 reports

AWilliam George Oliver was c¢ hacroguerdt,, owi trhe miannlda
and entering tshe eledus Bro4dnl eAt, halnd he was furt |
guantity of furniturer.,. tthe prcacperi tey off Mareg asr:

A few days |l ater a memorial |l etterPfbsefignedthg &
assembobmp!| di ning of cert ai-:ant rdeiesto,r detrd tye dh otucs else li
House Agency I nvestsmartetCammpany, Cannon

2(1882), Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 5 Se
2(1883) The Industrial Schools Amendment Act", East End News and Lond
%(1883) he Jones' Specialite", East End News and London Shipping Chr
»%(1883) "A Remar kabl y Lucky Prisoner", East End News and London Shippi
%(1883) "Correspondence”", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle,
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The agent of -stilginedcdrmpanytder. The vestwyitha
owners to that effect, and that they should get
[t heak dr e

Perhaps wunrel ated t o tEhaes tc hlLao i doane p@irsteersit & e c $ &

auction, of 26 to 50 At hol Street in February o
as a probable moving date for Elizabeth (and pc
Brombyyw abbod®é& &ttrick Street.

I n April of 1883 Mr. ®Bo allahwaws Browinyneway xipva i le

houses-sitmr eRltaiarrsd riebeetr, f eslodoye et n Anldolt wo I-setarseeehto,l
| ndriocaa The noti ce tghoee sproonp etrot ya dwda st haartr anged i n
of pur.cchasers

On Oct obeft E&Gtsht EHZ3 News and Ldmdson hRhivepitmy G
voi cing the genpeerasloncsonrceesrindsi nfgr oonrm""vani bhe paow
di sorderly houses, recommending the adoption of
as to contribute notlobesaasstiBania hhredrerapemesensd ®f

| would point to a cas&®changéat mhgdated @idr IAugaimd d
who was charged at the Thames -pamecei aotuht swichabhb
a house in Blair Street and mentioning ot keegi ral
along Blair Street, the next street north runni
bringing the poor girlt hkeefhorues et lhweh emag it hter o the | rde
in East "London

The case w3HAlsatreerf etrteantc endont h EHans ta Hnedt tNeerwst oa ntdh eS
as an illustration of the squalor experienced b

ifSeeing that action has kKeemetrakeanmr raggdaignsitnr eed
would it not be wel/l that our | ocal aut hor it
these evils, shothd bewtdisthemseb¥Ve8Poml ey, k
proportion of most respectabl e tenant ske ebpuetr swi
prostiotut es

Pointing tohehe €antbéehnao @i fficul,ty hien |neaanienrg
t he neveidg obroosutséps to rescue underaged girls from

AFrom observati on, I believe the yong ones ar
vigorous move were made and successfully carr
removed. O

Al t hough there was no shortage of resolutions

reached, |l et al one removed. Il n reference to t he
unceremoni3ius|lay Deoderdber 9th 1884 ar toindlye |taistt! e
cartload of these creaturesod was brought into t

I n March of the following ye#®irn dmlsét e rn elReptstieesrs i
concertnhse oifnhifiabi tants of Arnold Road and neighb
arising from the existing of certain disoraderly

(1884) "Advertisements", East London Observer, 9 February.

%(1883) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 10 Ap
®(1883) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping C
0(1884) "A Shocking Case", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle
1(1884) The Social Evil at Bromley", East End News and London Shippin
2(1884) The Soci al Evil ", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle
¥(1885) "Disorderly Houshkh. Again", Eastern Post, 28 Marc
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On AprPlB8Bth number of | adies connected toathe
nobl e attempt to rescue the mdbst addgngdedhatr o
idegradead owomeEpsepdsekssSing young girls, wHameagd

under false pretences. Some had comeoup from th
On 16 November 1885 At hol Street feaEBueaednygeilN
when it pubfomsheke acas@poot one John Bai l esyt r(eealt
BrombywWyw", being charged with the offence of f &

the Boo¥ihntsamesetyi ngly designates 48 Athol Stree
addresess Aher hled s ool l

The tendency Lk F’_@’/“f N
premi ses into b8 ¢ &wm‘xk Wz":b aMﬁﬁM‘
accommodate more &g /_,V// |

by the Beamb' s?¥ B ' ’ '
highlighting theG“““?HME

Street (one of t 3

westward from Ettrick Street), where
one particular residency was apparently accommo

On the first of May 1886 Ettri ck LSotnrdeoent BEawaesn itnhc
repc¥hat edupl e of days | ater:

ABridget Ambrose was charged with stealing tw
|l iving on boar-dOnt hSeatsulridpmg yRomagrhita .t he Prosecut o
by her to got rnteet50,BrEkmlrey.kfHea ot sdmeefp, and on
t wo purses, and two discharges. George Carrol

given into his custody. o
Il n October of the same year, and just four nur
Street was also mentioned in connection to a b

charged with keepingat htethe opnpamiysed. prostitutes

Accordi Egst erotfh BOcsttcmérs ek &tat i on of the premise
Charinda€edsRef or mat oirny cRoenssceugeu elhnci eoeno €4 Tvheed onr noat t
purportedly also a prostitute, iIs reported as p

Ettrick Street featured yet adgdien PempFebdudr g c
by the moyéderdodgi al 1who had been all owed into a

mot her, eliciting the help of a constable, had
does not recooudnta ifnofldromni nugp uasc cwhat , i f anythin
I n some instances however, there do seem to h,
keepers of several brothels, although generall

Ssubsequent resol ve.

ThEast End News and Lorfd®&repStimbreirn @*7& hir el18iS8e’/t e
'signed by the Rev. Mr . Dal t on, of Al I Hal | ows
di sorderly statetafeelb thecwms amshvddend ot ipcdspeee | al

%(1885) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 7 Apr
%(1885) "Untitled", London Evening News, 16 November.

%¥Notebook: Poplar, Mile End Old Town and Stepney. Sch&@).Board Visitors
SNot ebook: Poplar, Mile End Old Town and Stepney. Sch&@l),Ba8B8d,Visitor s
BOOTH/ B/ 14 (page 22).

%(1886) "Untitled" London Evening Standard, 3 May.

¥(1886) "Untitled", Eastern Post, 16 October.

9(1887) "Alleged Attempt to Entrap a Girl", The People, 27 February.
“4(01887) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping C
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who shall knowingly | et receive rents, &c . , f
conviction, to a penalty of 20 pounds,.'®tr may b

On the 11th of the foll offi ngomahah bad MeenOude
16 housestirreelEt,t mipokh whi ch thetwd edfk trlues hreau d es
i mmedi ately.

|l nterestingly the aforementioned reverent Dal
|l eavesdo whefehbheBcelbgbrafebope smiveesimen &ndmithe
a prostotuseésifitally mentioning Dalton as an
philant hr opipsetr mvho timii ghtgefmt| emands -bmams Byo 1f8 8
situation did not seem to have been resolved.
As Lbedon EvenohgS&panemhed 15tH, odbneée hiMar y eedo o

s malrao ki ndgr,e swseeldl womeahr eotf, ERapliadk, was charged
for keeping a"disorderly house

I n April of that vyear the Vigilance Committee
"Spi nk, ot her wi se Sspteraerenta,n, f oorf k4e3e p"i Ehtgtf naiec ki wloir d
sentenced to two months i mprisonment with hard
repdotnedan assault by a brothel keeper residing
Brockwell who | odged at the addr ess. pAwxcncoohredd nhge r
the face, knocked her down, kicked her, and. aft
After hearing the witnesses however, the magi st
Il n addition to the frequent mentions of At hol
the report s, not only recotr di eglt 9soe ydeiy sad e rbnriontgh et
Wel sh Wesl eyanhelhapelofi n htthé&bweerfdfel dy Estate, wh
of a Welsh i mmigrant presence in the area aroun

The Wel sh Connecti on

I n June G€heflB88Rvbhed& Depddiombdcderecalod the activ
chapel for some of the female Wel sh il mhragkei tainmg e
gat hering od wesed shir gvaomqmesned i n the Welsh chapel
Dee Street.

I n 1882 a Welsh met Nodi dtheclcapaler wand SBirtunastwe d
October of the foll owi nt o eiatr. wlen f ®@antdo baenro t daife rt h

Chapel on Blair Street was no mor e

Thwestermf Mhaduary 3rd 1884 theemabmmeri nSpgbub
Wel sh in the whole of the East Endoamoaontyngi e
Wel sh Calvinistic Methodists have a small chap:e
fashion by the Welsh Wesleyans; and, so far as
andgir®eluis needscofont.hgemenfell ow

The article goes on to state thathashi49 0Wdlagm |
visiting book, and has | aboured in the East End
2(01887) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping C
“BWi I 1i ams, Mont agu Stephen ALater | eaves, being the further reminisce
“4(01888) Untitled London Evening Standard, 15 September.
%(1888) Fracas in a Brothel", East London Observer, 7 July.
%(1882) "Entertainment to Welsh Women in East London", Caernarvon & De
“701882) "Freehold Properties East London Observer, 6 May.
“%(1883)st"mBdeti rBand of Hope", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle,
“(1884) "East London Tract Society and Christian Mission", East End Ne
%0(1884) " New Year's Eve Among the Poor Welsh of the East End of London'
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wor k, having been appointed to the charge of t
Di stfict

|l ndeeBHast hEnd News & LonafonAuwdu ptpi Sight GheBtD 4ei avrele
week freehold chapel and schoolsthrewd e ,-r Bgautnuwairexc
[ wasso]l d for"680 pounds

Apparentl vy, meetings by the Welsh Wesl eyans cc
soldLofmtdten Dai bff G6hpoembee 13phel884hmeeeiongdt
"Assembly R@pomaxse, NEwlayl, | Rdphar . "

The only reference to a Welsh chapel §fter Mar
newspape®t ra&tpgramrd concert was given in aid of
in Poplar, to provide for the wants of the Wel s
used having been sold on the removal of the <chu
So it seems that from March 1884 to | ate 1885
was not available in the area. This might hav
opportunistic brothel akeeaparls.on the | ookout fo

|t mu s t however be pointed oEH@or dpean thewiVgeh s/
i mmi grant communities, were not especially knoy
di scern a convergence bteiteweetnh éNe |l isthmingrwa matr rri e/ sail
the other hand there apparently did exist mor e
| ocations around particular <centers of el ngpnl eody m
accommodate the needs of the incoming Wel sh.

| f t hefa fsft amitres per si sted up until around t he
met hodi st¥has the Revegrend John Davies of the N
ast h"e r-pbl gt nffor Wel shmén coming to London

I n Charleab®dwrontahd | Pfheoelthle @xampplee was me

gener al example of how exactly this clustering
ADoubtl ess cases of a swhmédera kd mwntcrow | mu dlee ung
particular district in London, grows in geomet
one vVvillage sendihng ot hFe nfslbauweyr, @fn oittheery dwt Hor
in Cheapsi de. So, i f an employer is Welsh, we
colony of Devonshire men.

Probably one of the most powerful and efficiert
home by the country girl settled in domestic
argument . The | ifes hatstomoge haeret tirlaicreg if dteur e
which the influx from the country takes pl ace.
An already settled "enclave"” of Welsh workers

consistent with a commonly observed migration ¢
of there having exiateédi sgmetohinng fofr aeWelagh iwv
Boeckee's possible cohabitation with John Mor ge

the Welsh chapel of All Hallows was thhe drmley Ears
must be taken into consideration for whatever I
(1884) "Evidence of Local Value", East End News & London Shipping Chr
2(1884) "Untitled", London Daily Chronicle, 13 September

%(1885) "Untitled", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 18 Dece
BOOTH/ B/ 247, Notebook: Nonconformist District 1 [The City], page 4.
“Life and Labour of the People in London: First ResultbB, oEsédn, | Rgesrge

the Royal Statisti9dal Society. Session 1893
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| f indeed she f-byBotw,| andadeisn skreanmlreayt her st ri k
near the only Welsh rallying point in the entir
done so precisblapedat halle juismect osed shop as a n

Personages & Pitfalls

|t al most goes without saying that any explo
inevitably include the researcher noticing nam
knows | have. And as seceofotvemttalkescaesowWlven i mm

You can, for exampl -wmhn-m with

[ in Elﬂ
excitement when st mb dadecst ,.,5...*:.':."1::'*..4.'0,&.
occurred in October 1§ennd|lotoflnfoduu women like the Prisoners C 2 |

around Poplar Hos t a linfesting the locality of Poplar Hospital, and behaving |, n
“ P p i & ot aderent Saase~Ou ol
women (named Mary Kelnigh Albvert Millor, CISK,mondutynm

who were pi cked bueph aavni Poplar Hoqaihl, from what he was told
a disorderly anidn |qudue"‘;““ °‘°‘|"l"" B""mmm‘.m
StrogetKel |y BTCIr mr‘bgncnagn.mgu,“oan“ was acreening her,
whilst Williams i mp r-oaudhetoeokboth y.—Mr. Saunders; 4

yeatd | ad fined each of the Prisoners 5s.

The report procéedssbmepdi me pastt haeqgient com

of unfortunate women | ike the Prisomers infest.
Al t hough the | ate 1887 timeframe of the incid
cohabitation with Joseph Barnett al/l t he way oV
year | ater had appeastdabefoneathbamlfbamet mlmagng

di smi ssed by me and others as a false positive.
Newberry' sS'tb9hhvel armested Kelly "shortly befor

the Thames police court record as one of the ar
Mary continuously | ivingOtctobgbthen8BBOommMihiBast br
than Barnett would have it.

The example of the Newberry Mary Kelly serves
reject such items, even if they don't tally wit
any given time. Asdsesmhsbt whenBtupswpake®tteet

Because the report fails to-Maegryt iKed lggn dgelfiac

extraordinary Jose Oranto, who curates an enort

before he proved my Bmuohmhswi-&GsmRoae¢ uskyi §i ade B

relevant record was way off to justify further
ﬁﬂj{

e &%{4 it //M 7 % Wl /// A
.,{’_.”2,4([‘_/(—* /f/’ /2“ / /é% : / /élﬂZJL Z/W
V. 4

2 //% o~ )41/

w Jrde,

< Wiy truldie. T ,z;,/
’{ L //f/»%ﬁ //Mm / VA éi;/ ///‘/J //\L,

\‘\k

Il n another exampl e of the sudden appearance
publ YismeBkhset End News and L oomndovarShhi plpdi nlg8 8Gih r odnei

involving a baker named John Miller who was cha
%(1887) "Untitled", London Evening Standard, 10 October.

Shttps:/ /[ www. jtr&ord insksetlohayr fpSeSnliedwbée ed Y A @ ccll a i-tnbeady @ c-k ke if ledfr unkenness.

58 PS/TH/A/02/007, Collection: Thames Magistrates Court 18838

%(1884) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, March
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cart through Oban Street (two streets west of P
Ettrick Street).

Al t hough the 79 Pennington Street John Mill er
and "Skin Dyer"™ in the 1891 one, we do have hin
as "journeyman biscartd mhkef dl bowheg geath rec

Not an absolute definite of course, but a sol.

of a regular comrmuyBew bendve®tn. BGowonmlegey i n the Eas
Gary Barnett has coobhedi iToe Breemdr DbheHs hme Mp e
Morgenstern might have commuted between these t

The Servant Box Question

I n an interestingly ill®Pstwatave bepogtppesan:t
reminiscent of the Mrs Buki anecdote who, acco
accompanied Mary Kelly to the French | adytilse rizs
of dresses.

A young woman, who was reported to fhoarvet hjeuspgur
getting @ Wperduaiddedl to go andThiseopilrhbe mhous el
sawasi a heoefuasnee ,ofanidl It he unfortunate girl, whil s
i mmorab | ife

Shortly after the induction, the article goes
situation only to find the | andlady had hijacke

AWhen she demanded her box, containing al/l her

saying that she should not have them at al |

bel onging to her, baut they were not given up

The magistrate before whom the case was submi
il legally detaining the things.

In the foll owi ngwan® nirho ag st mb é facr € atslee magi str
young woman named | sabella Smith, install ednes
of -fialme t he | andlady of which also refusing to ¢

Il n order to adequately illustrate the magi str e
the entrapped girls, this example published in
Chrof¥%skbdbel d suffice: —— . n.uhm.;

This is just one out of c‘mmghﬁu“'."n'ﬂf'.maw: s u
experienced by the victims m Mur‘tx:m'hmw.dices
parents. onlerty '“_*:“‘“"'.M'“,.:":.fts:

ife. Applicant She wished to

I n the 188Furpiuthyl PCiud & @ie gt ofts K wenhip coukl amist the gir in any
as stating that durhirreg tgherlm-'i:{'f:h‘m‘.ﬁ.‘&mmmua
rescued fromamehounsaroiictbor 'ﬂe:h‘:;‘“mm:'::.m’,mm-t t

boxes had been det ai ned by situationorahome.

de.b't

|l n response one Mr. Wookey put forth the ques
which it woul d seem both Wookey and Charringto
procession that was several thousand strong.
0(1885) "English Traffic in Foreign Girls", East End News & London Shi
2(1885) "A Trap", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 28 August
62(1886) Sister Caroline Amy", East End News and London Shippi g Chron
“Dyer, Frederick N, The Purity Crusade: its conflicts & triumph, Morgal
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After they confronted the agent of the propert
woul d be delivered at CharringbgynhsenAsséembbygkHa
c

There is an absolute wealth of similar such s
End, oftentimes involving the confiscation of t
instances are too nuwmnerecudhetre,cdmpretwermapi vdl wp
detwiisle, reminiscent of the situation Mary Kel |I"
Theondon Evenohg26&6tadaadaady 1886 titl e wAaswWel:
servant girl of around 19 years of age and of
(Chel sea) I mmediately after her arrival from Wa
ARThe applicant stated that she came up f frsdmeWa
Chel sea, whither she went I mmediately wupon her

service she was abbowedBbw herseesthessntyp fri
in London. o

After detailing that the girl was forced to st
conditions, the article goes on to state that h
ending her emmligoyhmantouanaont urhrei streets in the [
AHer mistress had al so detained Applicantds bo
she was rei mbursed the 18s.0

Al t hough the age is off for the presumed age o
feel right, I do find the -apparyehbdb bemof arrsiotmiee :

close proximitKnofghSlsbane gt r@mett t@®@ mention t he
You can i mage my exwp taPteipcalienhed atfohkoWwegi nni

t hbei ver pool, Dpariolvyi dRrodsts ome addi tsitorneaelt dl eatnadilla dayb o
aFtench dresBmakanmrticle also mentions that anot
compl aint against the same | andl ady.

I n her 1912O0Opamemb¥ffaam@smsndLondon based charit)
commented on the disorderly houses in the East
from the hands of the brothel keepers, thus tur
AMany a one had been first beguiled into Ratcl
|l anded from her journey from the North, and in
was ruined and renderhed ploopelweosne nandch eansshed meeds. ¢
render wus all the help they could in such a o
i mportation of fresh young girl sgand bats argte odafe
rail way was established. We found houses in R
keepers of similar dens in King's Cross or Ken
I couldn't help but t hi nAks sboaccika titend drsee smhiriansg ni
situation, the significance of which had previo
Joseph Barne$Staf qgNovwemrdbem 1 hteh, i scampotbedond

four yearlknatglhe sameafssesuel aavshgt €ardhht 8dhe c
house i fntdhe West

Il n the same November 12th 1| sBues s nA mseopeimatedirs v
made i niqui Ré&8 glhiivfafy and ot herengduahtems gt phevi
statements from Kellyds former acquaintances. A

that the move to the West End occushedsuthtedi gt

64(1886) A Welsh Girl and her Mistress", London Evening Standard, 26 J
%(1886) A Welsh Girl in Trouble", Liverpool Daily Post, 2 February.
%Steer, Mary H, AfOpals from sand: a story of early days at the Bridge
RI PPEROLDG4 ST AUT U MNO52



t he -eemadst . af theerr whiircst fexpendeapeseaoftbhebakEastom
who resided in one of-hitdhlewdayh,ormaw hkK meteme e f StRat

ThEechoal so publ¥%s hweidt hohno thchsmetliBeu tBwekiabor at es s o
dri fptagd 6 by daddisngpetrBadtn Beems to have -eared eiome |

Additionally, the r eporhtadg oneost obre etno vseay tlhantg s
t hat both women went to the French "l ady's" re:
dresses of a.o6ostly description

The references to fireceived di-erdd!| potlandpipieca

preclude any intermediate period of time, sugge
sort of undesgy loeantdiroana s & evtawe e n say, Mr s . Buk
nei ghbour hood of Knightsbridge. | always wonder
keeper, purportedly one of some stature. tThael Ir
transferred -Kred, yano wdohe Wewtkeen on cashing in
if indeed it contained dresses of a costly desc
but also foruher!|l hermyg pooguverup valuable coll a
I n any case the possible connection | think 1I:¢
future exploration project. That, and a probe
construction that Weamalys th amet heodlVesk tesd ered Svetetnb e i n
Looking ahead I 6m secretly hoping | have mana
succeeded in tempti nrgesjemstchens ontawa falbow
Expl oration Project has not been in vain.

Jurriaan Maessen is an author and researcher based in the Netherlands.
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(1888), AVicti-Bmd. LHdre Vinsitthe tWesParis. Good Scholar and an Artisto, E
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All the news that’s fit to print...

I Beg to Report - by sonathan Menges

ey m———— - g ————

Re searc h er D| scover s Dr a Elizabeth Stri de, 27, wunhnryodmtbbm_ d e

aud aesaulting Const -hln 182 K,~Oa the previous nighi
the deloodaut was in the Kest Iodis-road, Poplar] very
drunk and makiog ues of bad langnage. She Debaved iu-

Last July, while looking through théMorning Advertiser |deently. and when the constable apoks to hor ehe spat

in his :):ou ?n.ll different ocelnlons. 'bha also kicked him
newspaper issues recently added to the British Newspaper ArC) o et s e o s Loag e Sharke was
of the dook and ‘' sourfed "’ him round the neok, It took

researcher Jurriaan Maessen came upon a June, 1886 rep|tse police officers to separate them —Mr, Ssunders

Elizabeth Stride being arrested in the East India Road in Poplar. 'fnrtféwd T
newspaper report misstated her age as 27, but through the work of fellow researcher Jose Oranto in exami
the Thames court records, it was revealed that she actually gave her age as 50, which, as Debra Arif point:
in a thread on JtRForums, is monekieeping with what we know of the Whitechapel murdetivitcté s r o u

of adding years to her real age. It is stated that Stride assaulted PC 182K John Bartlett while being dru

di sorder |l vy, and using Abad | anguageo. The repor
attacked PC Bartlettnal it took five constables to subdue her. For this incident Stride was sentenced to on
month hard [ abor. I tdéds wonderful to see ongoing

the victims out there, just waiting to be unearthed.

Adam Wood Announces 0Cr || e 0
Conferenceé WEEKEND CONFERENCE.

Adam Wood, former longime Editor of this magazine, ha
announced a twday, historical true crime conference to take pl4
at the Telegraph Hotel in Coventry in May 2026. The roste
speakers includes author Mark Russell on the murder of
Wallace, Sarah Wise on Victorian lunacy panics, and Paul Stickler on serial killer John Reginald Christi
Adam plans on having eight speakers in total, along with a walking tour and books for sale. Surely an ev
not to be missed. For more informatiosiviruecrimeconference.com

Ripperologist 3¥'Bi r t hd a Online Confe

pperolg ‘ "
While webdre talking about ¢ o n e RIS mﬁgag’ ove
anniversary of2016sRipperologist Magazin@1®' Birthday Conference with ¢ 2]
two-day online conference of our own. Scheduled for August, 2026eatdring ” St

e 4,
a slate of guest speakers, roundtable discussions and interview segments" A4 gufthdal(
be free and take place entirely online with +&@le audience pé&cipation. ?‘\,‘I”’ﬁ f
Similar to theRippercastitonferences that took place during the COVID ye% OKIerence
but this time with a focus on the magazine. ®details to come. o 3nd and Hh Seplmber 2016,

‘r‘ o

Sondon

o) L I
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RIPPEROLOGIST \

| Beg to Report - 1995

The London Dungeon updates and revamp$he Jack the Ripper Experience

The Jack the Ripper Experienaasa tourist attraction first opened at The London Dungeon in.1993
was subsequentigvamped and updated in 1995.

We spoke with author, researcher, tour guashel former employee of The London Dungeon, Philip
Hutchinson, about working dthe Jack the Ripper Experienoethe mid1990€

At the London Dungeon, the public really were
everyone into one section and then push them t|
mi nutes before youdd. move them on into the nex

The Jack the Ripper Experienimemed a large part of thexhibit. | have to say probably about a quarter
to a third ofit, which isan awful lotwhenyou know how big the attraction was. When you readrezlJack
the Ripper Experiencgectiony oud6d al r eady dndyouwadldfhava heentthhougb anghtire
walking section with a lot of fake torture devices and tableaus of various ways of killing people, an
martyrdoms and things. Then youdd go i mteatd .c oru
be seated in a boat and take a dark ride until you washed up from the sewers and arrive in Whitechapel.

At that point a guide would pick you up and take you to st
in a long corridor, which led into the Ripper section, and
would be held there awaiting your turn. The next guide wo
then take you into a large room called Owens Yard. It had
of déca around and barrels, staircases and windows
flickering lights behind them, and here the guide would give
some background about the Whitechapel murders. Very b
and often erroneous. You then would be taken by another g
through a little pasageway which had a reconstruction of tfe
outside of the Ten Bells, which basically looked like some kind of Tudor house, with a couple of worker
hanging out of the widows, talking to each ot he
the | otdé and t hatoukbidn d eo fb rsotuwgfhft. i And tthheen fyi r st
information.

So, the first room yYau hae the reortumrg photogtaphs & the woomen @benve r
dummies of them, lying in various places on the ground. The reconstructions of the bodies, and there were
the canonical five, looked nothing like thei in reality They were fairly generic, wearing grey dresses and
l ying on the ground with their intestines throw
would take you around each one. Polly, then Annie, then Elizabeth Stride. Next the tourisésl we@ugh
to yet another room knere they would then be left by themselves. The guide would shut the door on them ar
press a button which started an audio/video recording. This covered Catherine Eddowes, the apron,
Goulston Street Graffito and Mary Jane Kelly.

Finally, yowb djo throughto thel a s t room which was what they c:
spooky music playing, wax dummies of Doctor Bond and Inspector Abberline, and lying on a mortuary tab
was supposedly the body of Mary Jane Kelly. It was quite gratuitous with her lyedsisdisplay and a
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morticiands incision up t
would stand on a tiered riser like you would see in a choif§
a |l ecture hall, and a pr es
Jack the Ripper ?6. 't had !
would cane up, and these slides never matched
accompanying audio narration. Like, while the audio w
describing Aaron Kozminski, they would show you tl =
promotional photograph of Richard Mansfield from Jek
and Hyde. And it was the same for the rest ofdhgpects.
They just used all kinds of weird things and never put ther
any order.

At the end of that, the pipgdn audi o says fAJack the Ripper i s
and shutters would then open and this massive ball of flame would go out towards the audience. This fire |
was controlled by the actors by pregsa button. So, if there were too many people in the roomhgduo
keepyour finger off the button so the fl|l ame didnbo

The information that the actors had to recite about the Ripper came in a little information pack and it w
bollocks. The biggest one that sticks in my mind is the mortuary image of Annie Chapman. You know ho
t hereds some ki nd daf ardura ey neck® Wellt we \weres told ta sayg that it veas &
mortician's card placed into a neck to show how deep the wound was. So it was all a load of nonsense.
actors would all work on shifts rather like a school timetable. Nobody stayed in cine $eccthe entire day,
webd be moved around to various parts of t e d
there for two hours.

I used to get put in there an awful | ot becaus
and it was quite cold there. But | enjoyed it, so | got put in The Jack the Ripper Experience far more than m
people did. The pay was atrog®at only £4.50 an hour. It just paid for my train fare and not much else, but
the work was so much fun. You were basically paid to be rude to people, shout at them and tell them all st
of disgusting things.

Copyright Merlin Entertainment. Promotional i mage
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This article foll owd$ieomi ppaermntoihcyl ges pienc ud daittiiviRkio a
Lead from ,Mianrde I|Sigkueartehat article it i
A Death in Mitre Square, Catbdeei ne
Having | ooked at the possible escape
Catherine Eddowes, and therefore what
wi | | |l ook at whichcoobtdehaver bakes
killer. And finally we shall consider
responsi ble for the murder of EII
malmf the area we will be concentrating

6 gl i
J ¥l j,.

Bi shopsgate

I

based
Béedpwbsi sAed

rout es
CabmeBi sdop

z abelt hw Sits i adre

ot N
Mitre \b“* gy - T B
| - i ' - ~ : /
T ' Dutfieldobs Yard
Firstly, et 6s | ook at the area
using sketches of the area when | ooki
i ndication of he various place names

11:1056 scale series of maft895 reproduced with the permission of the National Library of Scotland

21d
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"k,{‘ "\,\‘ ’,/;;:’ ‘ 5 7
4 ﬁn/ e
.-' ’ L1 y ' & : ‘\;\;“-. %%-‘Oq,: ¢ / / A; oA k
"“PORTSOKEN . "V
< 4 sl ;» vt oy, ¥ : ,":<‘ ‘ N = ‘
i )y 2 ST
)7 e, s % - - v
"\y i e F. b s i
2 5 ’F.'. .t“ : W X-.“q”ﬁ"r T - ""
Figre ]
Where the killer first met Catherine Eddowes i
which I 6vé&Eidge’ ralfTBedei assume, on the balance of
relatively close to the square itself. We wil/|
The next possibility that weodoll consider is f
the junction with Mitre Street. Wedll then | ook
We must also | DakeatStrieretseaminomgoff rom Houndsdi
al so the possibility of meeting in Mitre Street
(gol den) .
e
< s,
307
P 3
/R &
|
FigBr‘e —
Looking at Al dgate Station, we do have report
Mitre#Sqaunad el ogi stically it fits well with the I
must be treated with cauti on.
Further along Al dgate High Street iIs another r
to suggest this may have occurred. The same apf
options in Duke Stigétjnghéye Lawehdeeanhtdeh®s c
which, while not conclusively shown to be Eddow

81:1056 scale series of mafi895 reproduced with the permission of the National Library of Scotland.
4 https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/théctims/catherineeddowes/1158@nothersightingof-eddowesprior-to-death

https://www.casebook.org/dissertationsfbiptchersrow
Coronerdés inquest (L), 1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888

(C
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https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/the-victims/catherine-eddowes/11580-another-sighting-of-eddowes-prior-to-death
https://www.casebook.org/dissertations/rip-butchersrow

We should also take some HhToheer eofarteh es oantec oruena |

timing and the reliability of this report, but
either Dukes Street, Houndsditch or the connect
Finally one cannot completely disregard the po

[
itself, with the man sighted with Catherine in
her afterwards.

The first ive of our possible routes are bas

f
being at the junction of Houndsditch and Al dgat
to the murder:
Here the killer meets Cather.i
Al dgate High Street and then er
PN Passage, this fits very well t1l
Figdare
I n this scenario the pair wal
Passage, turning left into St
Q.'\/. | Jamesdos Passage. This allows f¢
Fighre
Figuare Figére
Figurmaemc ®nsi der the possibility of heading nor

Duke Street &ndugeasi ngawbske Street south to CI
whiHieguirrest’ead enters via St Jamesodés Place and a

EntrWMi vrai SFi geathew8mnherneneo s up,|
account s for t hi s, uAhdkdei nhel
Catherine and her kil l er meet i
S0 f obviously doesnét require a di ¢
Figare
But wh at i f t he kill er di d come from Berner

Houndsditch and Al dgate High Street? Before we

5 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/rippdiscussions/generaliscussion/1174glid-schwartzand-lawendedescribethe-sameman?p=809693#post809693
‘Coronerdés inquest (L), 1888, No. 135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 ( Col
8 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/rippdiscussions/generaliscussion/11 7glid-schwartzandlawendedescribethe-sameman
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https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/general-discussion/1176-did-schwartz-and-lawende-describe-the-same-man

woul d fit into Catherineds movements foll owing
confirmed she aedti astr apoumnmed ltaon have turned | e
most obvious route back to WEi §gl.d8dgings in FIl ow
Fighoe Figare
It should however be noted that | eaving by tu
and Dean Street, i1t wouHIidg)jlusst have been a | ong
From the evidence we have available it appear:
for reasons beyond the scope of thils lamdtiedd, biu
headed in the direction of Mitre Square and Al d
’ A
\(/ \\
\\ W
N )\
Figlbte Figl2e
There are sever al robit@gsrCahbhle magye hwoel d akane
stati on, (assuming she | eft by the main entran:
Rose Al ISy woul d -wehsetn elearndg sBiushopsgate, turnin
via Devonshire Square. This assumes Stoney Lane
closed and her arrikingleiDhlkee Streébde aundcbubae
of Houndsditch anFd gAuhdegaati 2e fHu-vwgehk €Srt dresevced t. Bi s hop s g
|l eft at Houndsditch and either then turning int
Houndsditch.
FiglLuB8e Figlbde
°Coronero6és inquest (L), 1888, 135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 Cor p:¢
“Coronerdés inquest (L), 1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (
1 https:/iwww.jtrforums.com/forum/theactims/catherineeddowes/29508ept30th-rain-catherineeddowesdast-half-hour
https://forum.casebook.org/forum/rippdiscussions/victims/catherireeldowes/7388vhereis-catherine
12 https:/fforum.casebook.org/forum/rippdiscussions/victims/catherireeidowes/75280katesmissing45-mins
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https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/the-victims/catherine-eddowes/29500-sept-30th-rain-catherine-eddowes-last-half-hour
https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/victims/catherine-eddowes/7388-where-is-catherine

Figufrel IFRwsiyeb@®2 instead of turning into Bevi :
junction of IFiitgtulse odwék ea Storueteet .t hat conti nues or
Houndsditch and instead turns | eft onto Camomil
For compl eteness, at this stage we need to men
|l eaving Bishopsgate Police Station, Catherine w
the author sugouesttasr ywasowes ed eafsorae $ahen heading
FiguseoWws the most direct rout
she did head |l eft out of the st
Hut t'49@a&d if she headed back to
6 Street, passing close to theG | &
should note that this proposed
earlier in the article. While t
Fi gurae slibdde entrance would work
14
Fi glbe
Figbve Figh6e
The next two maps | ook at the possible routes

using Mr MarFriigatrdedsluGhense otrtye most direct

rout e (

Figugees7with one of the routes suggested by Fr
from Mitlye Square

We <can now consider possi ble routes
ndi vi dual responsible for the murder of

from Ber
FB | gi uzr ael

1®gives a clear view of the i mmediate area of B

G e L &

¥Jack the Ripper: The 21st Century Investigation 2007 and other publ i c
“Coronerdés inquest (L), 1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (
“Ri pperol ogi st magazine 173, Al Roads Lead from Mitr el88q8u a(r@o r pCoorreatniea n
Record Office)

61: 1056 scal el 89¢er ireesp rofd umeepds wi th the permi ssion of the National Librar
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We wi | | now | ook at some other possible route
Mitre Square, and some wil |l not end up at the e
and Al dgate High Street (for Aldgate Station).

N M 1B Nt X LE

Figaoe Figlu®9e
Figuseéhow® a direct route back up Berner Street,
then Al dgate High Street. |1t passes both Al dgat

to the square via ei apds . gQhwri@l® adrl yStg oJeasmetshdes oF
and Back Church Lane, bef ore f oll9 oBwitnhg otfh et hreesse

|l ongest exposure the killer would have on any o
- X(1B gty
Figate FigRee

The route Fsiuggugrees gdelds i my duplicazdog thenfiat sel
from the main thoroughfares by wusing both Litt
emerging ontFo gal ramaai2rh rucsaeds. Fai r c IL@aunledhweawnar Biatc kt |
Commer ci al Road and proceeds up Church Lane bef
be said that whilst this route cuts out wal king

stret cthewobapwhli Hi gh Street [/ Al dgate.

The next Fpogugiieb i203n,é¢ ysuggested by author, resea
i n his semienalutwarnk,I'n Whitechapel

Thi s rout e goes wi t h Priest|l
returning home to 1BBNawham &t

n
/\/\‘ possibly change his clothes bet
\\LIT |
|2 3r

FigRBe

The next two options avoid the main roads ent
routes go via Fairclough Street, Back FChywrtehhe 2l4:
uses Goodmands Yard and turn north along Minor.
of Houndsditch anBi aducg aBsB8eldi ¢ nStri est i nto Joh
Jewry Street to enter Al dgate High Street sligh

"One Autumn in Whitechapel 2016, M P Priestley p441
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Fignée Figabe
The final series of rout etshaatr evioan epsa $tshapgt eged adsd
north along Berner Stregedne eJaomdcke rr etcrha entg whiiec h
Back Church Lane. I n using this route the Kkille
Streiequttseh@Ws the entrance of where Sander tSter e

dri veway.

"t X1

Figde

The next possiFblge 28sesapa sbat
than 25 vyards north of Dut fi el

/\Lcomes out in Back Church Lane)
top of Berner2@na8&etetshovuktt bett

coul d, of cour se, es cRaipgeu ricefs5 t2h4

Fi gwre 2

Fignoe

Just | i ke Sander Street, Battyods Gardens 1S ni
Harry GoslingFPgumMahg&#Schbel view today, with i
smal |l er gates, very close to the | arge gateway.
¥l mage courteous of Chris Maybank

19 1mage courteous of Chris Maybank

RI PPEROLOG4 ST AUTUMN 202



The next possible route takes
Back Church Lane to Gower 0s Wa
of taking the killer away from
J Fi gurheeal3d® t owards Commerci al F
Street, the killer could easi|l
and use the Frigwtres n@Bqwrmr 4i n

Figaoe

Bet ween the second and tFhigrudied Btdmevagpp f ¢ imma th
entrance to Cherry Tree Passage i n Back Fihgurcen
shows where Cherry Tree Plhssage exited onto Gow

Figate Figae2e

I n our fFilgalsdro®uwdt eu,s t he kil | ¢
and exiting via Hampshire Court

Figase

Concl usi ons

Drawing any <conclusions from

conclusively prove Catherineos ma k
Street as we are all aware ther ! e men
whet her Elizabeth nStorri dneotwa sAnad i f’\ls n
a Ripper victim we have even mc 0O C
the north of Mitre Square. STevenBlomQr

Nevertheless, we do have some parameters whic
Catherine |l eaving Bishopsgate Police Station af
found by PC Watkins at his stated time of 1. 44a
What happened in between those times, or, at |
l ook at. I f Catherine did go honmabipa olive rd elso dagpipl
timings for the route she may have taken. Il n do

regarding Catherinebés movements during that tin

X®Fjgure 31 and 32 images are from the authordés own collection
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how fast Catherine was able to walk, and given
not only 3mph, but also 2.5mph and 2 mph.

Rout e Appr oxi Ti me At Ti me At Ti me At

Di stance
Fig 9 733 8620066 96590660 12625606
Fig 10 807 9610066 11603606 1364160
Fig 13 to Li 5 3 3 6603066 7618066 9602066
Fig 13 to Ch 609 6065500 8621066 10619606
Fig 13 to Ho 743 862606606 1061166 126360606
Al dgat e
Fig 14 to Li 550 606150 76320660 9619066
Fig 14 to Ch 627 76080 8635066 10638066
Fig 14 to th 781 86530 10064206606 13614606
Houndsditch
Table 1
OQur secomd2)teatbd kee § Tirnetvoo racMaocruntott 6s t heory t ha
Station Catherine went to Goul ston Street. It
dropped there including continuing onquar &l wviwva
Stoney or Gravel Lanes.
Rout e Approxi mate¢ Ti me Ti me Ti me
i n Yardg 3mph| 2. 5mp 2mph
Fig 15 1053 11658 140625 17651
clg LB hrem Blshepst 653 76254 8065706 11604
Gr avel Lane
Fig 16 via Stoney Lane
Direct the junction . N N N
T I T 497 506394 60604806, 110604
To Little Duke Str esg 373 40144 506060 606194
To Church Passage 450 56074 66096 7 06 3 8 (
To the junction of | 583 6 63 8¢ 76590 9065 3 (
Fig 16 Via Gravel Lane

Direct to the juncti N | N R . )
exclude Duke Street 487 503 2( 60400 8015
To Little Duke Str ed 428 406524 56520 70615 (
To Church Passage 505 56444 665506 806 34¢
To the junction of K 638 76154 86440 100649
Tabl e 2
RI PPEROLDG4 ST AUTUMN 202



Il n our fTiam3)e weabdee (the ti mings relating to th

to Mitre Square, should he have come from it3hebr e
mph, it seems al most certachi e owbuHduhmasvei tclhav
Street whichever route he took.
A roxi mat ¢ . .
Rout e PP TI me At 3 TI me At 3
i n Yar ds

Fig 19 966 10658060 9625006
Fig 20 1056 126000 106180660
Fig 23 1262 14620060 12619060
Fig 24 1223 13654060 1165600
Fig 25 1476 16646060 146240660
Fig 26 964 10657060 962406
Fig 28 983 1161066 96350606
Fig 30 1001 11623606 964600
Fig 33 1057 126000606 10619060
Tabl e 3
Al | the timings of course can never factor in
reason, or doubled back on himself and changed
sl owed down to avoi d pgaratwd ngf atth e nrt o wthe ,0 norc eir ft &
street |l ighting. We can never know how | ong he
we rule out that he wasnodét distractieglurbggs amrymwnie
above tabl es, but even i f we use them as a roug
Steven Blomer is dull-timer esear cher , Admin of JTRForums. com, Admin on sever al Face

Outside of Ripperology his interests include Egyptology, naval history and politics.

Unjamithe! = Anagram

L - P

*sqQ ®KM«r ~ 8«

Cl uROl i ce Station associated wi

Answatr the end of this ed
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i H H Hol mes

There are cyclical patt e

(’r}@ ntrOduCIng comes to suspects, and in

4 i WA generally revol ved aroun

tz.u; .em 3% Aok Vi documentary or document ar

it Kt 7‘0-«-4“‘-“" guestion becomes the man

SU§E’E “ ad the theorisers ride a

""*"77‘"«‘}?‘*/'**"‘”‘“ before,_lne-burtd?bty.b_r'i g'adyef

b Dbty Foeer diven ® party with thedr deocdetdét

e yokebwct s.

Such was the case for the candidature of Dr

Webster Mudgett. I n 2017 Jeff Mudget tparHo!l imewses

into his belief that maskweéhe &n eAoneenrdi acnaldhe @Gssapmpees

namece,al |l y put the theory on the map, although

Ri pper suspect, the idea had caught hold from 2

on handwriting similaraea tofest tbetRiepme Holl enetse ras.d
written a book on the S Usbsmtec

That Hol mes was a seri e oub
association wi t h t he WI S
tenuous. B'dMany oln8 6tlh ei nl 6G

Hampshire, USA, he wa s at
Moyamensing Prison in P van
t heMa@y 1896 for the mur N iomi
partner, Benjamin Freelo 2

Much has been written & E M mur
he committed, but t he Ie*vFeHdbmbfbicembneilnlishment W ¢
the accounts of his O6Murder Castled belies a ma

None of the murders attributed to him, either d
contemporary regeamntherabl ei splmay aanti es with

sought to hide his victims or desptay fobéiowraenp
and all his victims / proposed victims were pre
as part of-famsl wi derogpoeents of the H H Hol mesd¢
befwe eeven begin to condiadgn ntghecplodwnit bicl ii thy ao

Adam Sel zeregatride dwdlloll mesTh e vErsu e ghit otrq r ywn anft et hhe

same year the Jeff Mudgett History Channel ser.i
daughter Lucy 'Wausl yb olr8i8 90 nh etrh ec o4nc e p t PETIRESERERITE: W (
around the end ofw&Selps eknn@tfé]murla/SBLI&eS(QHh,","" |29
September 1888). At its most basic || ':his
same place as Myrta Bel knap, Lucyos|! ® in
pl ace. We have no reason to doubt Hc? l L u
abl i bhd any for mal DNA confirmation | 'Reg
Hol mes hi msel fwaskvidetryadesh e@fi meand el ooki| | ‘pho
her, you can clearly see the family i' nce
I f we are to accept that Hol mes anjf«_ - .r “Ayer

bet wee®epntiednb er 1Bc8& 8 b e o hig 8 8 (the amwin
conception took place) we must estabiPi'schd°odd | me s
dates of the Whitechapel mur ders. And thatos wt
taken bet weent sdaxpdmdieng hdn dtatys t i me of year an
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no record of a OHenry Howard Hol mesd in any shi
he was wusing that name, he may wel l have been u

_ According t o Engl ewood (Chi cac
" Hol mes register'dcttodbevotlédd88n Wh i
di splays no signature of the wvot

! Mu rdpm b IC|atstdi@ma|

either Hol mes or t he cl erk i Nnc
Mudgett, Hol mesdés father, i s als
fami Ngwi Hampshire at some point
no reason to | ie.
Then we mu st c

[

onsi der the wvari
0

during this per d. Dependent on
this woul d nmoarkee k ¢dlloy mee be held up i n Chicago
penchant for doing a bunk in the face of an awk
All this makes the theory, at best, ambng uarnud .
ing across the Atlantic losing six to eight day
a place he hadndos kanoevd e digre tfealat hi ng his way
of the murders taking pl ace. | t 6s bu
Whatcamul e out however 1is the suppgp mn i
di aries, which Jeff MudgeBtltooddtitaiiwm vel
these o0diariesd6d that we see Hol mes{ tin
to the o6Dear Bossod6 |l etter, bot h st y a
a companion in Whitechapel assishe h
Jack the Ripper, but he al so escap cut
sunset ,benehveearr dd of rom agai n.
Unfortunately for Jef f Mudgett, i ac

resulted in Hol mesobs bodyrbqlu&gtemhmmwkarftmblm u

concrete it had been buried under. Hol mesds <cor
his distinctive moustache remaining in situ. It
attributed to tded Whemrittslbecamedtlyeawant hey wer
For Mudgett it was a disastrous outcome and as
| argely into obscurity. Today itds regarded as

for the best.

Suzanne Humioidndgitrmta il yyh @ama n ggreaodgwaaipetheyr and researcher based in Shropshir
Torso Murders Fact or Fiction?6

ROLOGIST

For t hiwe OGevdei tiinovni t ed our very own Steven Bl omer
regul ar readers will know, the answers can only
for you to cogitate over:

1. How many people di dikJack the Ripperdé kill?

2. Who is your pArdenrsendds usypserd?t

3. Who has influenced yBauk hBegqgst in this subj
4. Wi | | the casPrebebl pbenebl ved?

5. How woul d you describe tShespaatr elnégd st ate of
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The written history of our past is shaped and determined by our world view, politics, morality anc
understanding of the present. As a result, historical interpretation and emphasis continually evolves &
changes, we who write today do so with a superiasfehaving better knowledge of those who wrote before
us, the history writers of the next generation will do the samasvhat remains is a debated, much ploughed
through set of sources and facts. What may have been considered important by one gehendtios may
not be viewed so by the next. As such, the history of the Whitechmypders is no different from any other
historical subject.

In recent years it is our view of the victims that has fallen under the spotlight of historical reinterpretatio
with a particular focus on whether they were, t
Oprostitut es 0 toricl persgettivefofetha viatimssof thetmurders has in many ways sought to
disconnect them from this role in the belief that such a label somehow relegates their value as individuals
women. It is perhaps best expressed in the recent hoelEiveby author Hallie Rubenhold. Whilst writing
a history of the period from the viewpoint of t
that to disconnect them from the reality of their situation is mistaken, but not entirely so.

Firstly, it must be stated, that occasional readers of the subject who have read the book are very quicl
applaud it for focusing on the lives of the women killed rather than that of the killer. It is rather an absur
notion considering thattodatewe & 6t not know anything about the
by theorists. Furthermore, what is so consistent about many suspect books is the sheer amount of knowle
accumulated over the years by many passionate researchers on tbetheewomen themselves. Secondly,
to almost downgrade or relegate the women to homeless vagrants merely seeking shelter and a place to
denies them the truth of their story and, in many ways, their sheer doggedness and determination to sury
It renders them with a sense of helplessness and weakness that was not entirely true and, it must be pol
out here, Oprostitutioné is not an issue of wom

However, as stated, the interpretation expressed in theTdmokiveis not entirely without merit. | have
long listened and watched with unease documentaries on the Ripper and indeed, film portrayalreuth as
Hell( 2001) which portray the victims as o6prostitu
wor kersd and 6conducting/ | ooking for business¢©
the victims today and you will see tha a | | are described as prostitu
before the word in some cases. Yet, as contradictory as it may seem, it is the belief of the author that on
night of their murders (perhaps with one debatable exception), timwiwere indeed selling themselves
sexually. The word O6éprostituted howeasitdsrtqo narrew ae nt
definition that denies them their individuality and the reality of their daily lives and back story. There is a fe
better, all embracing term for these women, and it was one that was used at the time in describing all
victims,theywer e named o6éunfortunatesé.

This article will attempt to tell the story of a Victorian unfortunate and the lives and tales behind the ofte
press quoted women who statBidam an unfortunat@ (In this case the words of Alice Graves who identified
Rose Mylett, as reported in tivening Mail24" December 1888). It is a story of trafficking and abduction,
of, to use a modern ter m, 6grooming?é6, and of tl
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the EastEnd. It is the story also of robbery, theft, deception and violence. A tale of victims and perpetrator
I n the blackest streets of Boothoés description,
the docks and the coffee houses andhais within its environ. It is a world in which the unfortunate was not
always the victim despite their original descent into the abyss, in many ways it is about the exploitation o
source of income far greater than an aveleggEn d womandés abil ity to achi
Ultimately it is a story of despair, of desertion, alcohol, misery, disease and suicide.

In concluding this article, we shall weigh up the Whitechapel victims from 1888 and beyond, not just th
canoni cal five, i n order to see how appropriat
press was, and as to whether it should béegpday. An understanding of unfortunates of the area in general
also perhaps has implications for the profiling of the killer which we shall discuss. In writing this article | hav
narrowed sources, unless stated, to the local press. Printagiyag London Observethe Tower Hamlets
and East End Local Advertisghe East End Newand London Shipping Chronicléut | have also drawn
upon the national press and the short lived but very insightfay Let us then begin our discussion by looking

at the descent into the abyss, how to become an
There are obviously many reasons why a | ate Vi
a state that she described herself, and was r €

individual had a story, but there are someslortrends that we can perhaps identify, and certainly some which
were shared by most, if not all, of the Whitechapetder victims, of which alcohol abuse was one of them.

Firstly, it was in the very nature of the area itself, more specifically the poverty stricken, overcrowded ar
blackest streets to the south of the Commercial Road leading down to the Rdightfieny and the docks in
St George in the East, stretching easterly to Limehouse and Bow. Streets of the area, roads such as Ne
Street, Devonshire Street, St J&hRlacdk n o wn @s Hypadmkse Square, Pennington Street and
Artichoke Hill, were more than liberally peppered with brothels, some aliineistentire length. It was here
that the selling of sex, or at least the lucrative targeting of shore leaved sailors, was normalised &
commonplace. In short, the area created the conditions whereby leading the life of an unfortunate, for th
impoverided local girls and women at least, was normal.

On the eve of the Whitechapelrders many of these brothels were being targeted, cleared and closed b
the reforming efforts of Frederick Charrington. Coupled with this were actions as a result of the enforceme
of the amended Industrial Schools Act (1874), often represented ineb® Ipy an officer namedilliam
Hiscocks and the benevolent actions of rescue officers from a Strand based reformatory organisation, nan
two men named Stevens and Girling. As a consequence, as a result of legal adbeimalfoof the children
in the area we gain an insight into the wobBasn |
Endgirls could easily drift into such a life.

In July 1881, Sarah Mullenger, aged 12 was charged under the Industrials Schools Act after she was fo
to be sleeping in a brothel where her mother wo
aged 11, was charged under the samaféet it was established that she was running errands between three
brothels in Limehouse. In July 1883, nipearold Charlotte Richley was found in bed with two boys, one
aged 14 in a O6house for girl sé, a t father, Bral henmother P
worked in the brothel within.

Worse still is the case of Clara Pogandorn, aged 8, who was rescued by Richard Stevens and Constable
Hfrom 3B r e e Hib. ft Wwas suspected that she had been outraged on at least two occasions, her father v
absent in hospital and her mother possibly working in the brothel as a result. Indeed, many of the childt
rescued had mothers who were drawn into the worldedtbthel because they had been separated or deserted
It was such a case for the mother of Annie and Elizabeth Spink (aged 8iaMd&@th 1885 who was living
at 69 Ernest Street, Stepney. On this occasion the magistrate, Lushington, refused tolsapioatethe
children.

This was not to be the case for Annie Walker, aged 13, who begged to be able to stay with her mother a
being removed from what was described as a ODer
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1884, William Girling, Rescue officer of the Refuge and Reformatory Union found Elizabeth Louise Godley
aged 9, and her younger brother sleeping in a bundle of rags in a house of ill repute where their mother, \
was separated, worked. The children wsaet to a new life in Ashurst, Kent.

Clearly, therefore, in an age before the welfare state and support for separated families, many women w
drawn into the life of an unfortunate after being deserted or separated, or losing their partner. This certai
ticks a box with some of the Rippactims. Some children were further vulnerable if they had no mother and
father at alll . Il n July 1885, Adel ai de Noddi ng,
Place, Shadwell. The brothel keeper was her aunt as both her pagsnis wrison. Elizabeth Lappage aged
7 came from her family where both her mother and uncle were brothel keeperslofavall houses in Nelson
Street, Jaals Hole and Devonshire Street.

Ultimately, therefore, the fate of many of these young girls, if they were not lucky enough to be rescue
was to drift into a life they were all too familiar with. In March 1885, Sarah Mclaughlin, 12, was said to be
supporting her only guardian, her gramather, by getting money on the Ratcliffe Highway. When 36, Lady
Lakes Grove was subject of a Charrington closure, two unfortunates were mentioned in the press, Mary A
Gibbs aged 36 and Elizabeth Jay, just 15, whofbadn at the gamelang time. In October 1885, Maurice
Levy of 7, Eaton Place, Mile End, was convicted of takinggd&rold Miriam Hart to a brothel in Maidment
Street. She was said to have regularly stayed out all night with men whilst frequenting the Stepney Gre
Area. Even in cases wle a vulnerable young girl had been rescued, many soon returned to the world of tt
brothel and the blackest Streets.

Charlotte Wickens, a X$earold orphan absconded from a home for fallen women at 27, Blakesley Street
Shadwell, after stealing drawers and 6d only to be found back in a notorious brothel at 4, Devonshire Str
by a local H division police inspector Mat ( he lived in Nelson Street). Many unfortunates who walked the
streets of St George in tiig@ast, walked also the long broad Whitechapel Road and could be found outside th
London Hospital, or at the intersection of Sidney Street and Cambridge Heath Roa

Not only sailors arrived in London with money
stayed at the lodging houses in a few notorious streets east of Commercial Street. These were Thrawl St
Flower and Dean Street, and George Street. Thus, in many parts of the districts of St George in the E
Whitechapel and Spitalfields, women s&l sex to men was normalised, but it was not only in the world of
the brothels and the blackest streets that this was the case, another aspect which was touched upon in a s
by Reveend R CBilling in November 1883 concerned the area of Spitalfields

oThe unfortunates of our streets are not always the children of dissolute and drunkengdjéneresresult
of thg fiovercrowded habitations where decency cannot be obsemddyhere virtue is earlgestroyedo

The many workingclass families who were able to rent their own rooms or houses did so still in extremely
crowded conditions, large and growing Victorian families in one or two affordable rooms must have mea
that, inevitably, the young were exposed a&tgey early age to sexual relations and acts between parents anc
in darker circumstances were subject to abuse by parents or siblings. With such exposure from an early
both in and out of the home it is possible that many local wortiags girls drifed into the life of an
unfortunate, as an attractive escape from the monotony of low paid factory work and suffocation at home
is certainly in the case of a 6good | ooking gir
article. Elim was born in the | ate 18506s, the younges
In 1881 they were living in Richard Street, Commercial Road, right in the heart of the district previousl
discussed. Frances Jones, the victim of EdwarkiByand described as an unfortunate in May 1888 (
Evening Newd™" May) did not follow her parents into a shop or dressmaking career but lodged in one of th
many coffee Shops in Whitechapel that were all but brothels in name. Perhaps too, this was the case for Fra
Coles who shielded her father from her real wayfef |

So, locality certainly created many conditions that led to young girls and women leading the life of a
unfortunate, as did desertion and separation from a husband, or sudden financial hardship. For a very fe

! East London Observer“November 1883
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was a life choice. Another descent into the life of an unfortunate was one related more to deception, crue
and exploitation, as can be found again in the local press as a result of the efforts of Frederick Carrington
the wake of the sudden deathaofiotorious brothel keeper at 78, Nelson Street, a certain Mrs Blackley

fi3 girls attached to the houses, all of whom relations of the deceased, who were induced to come over fi
Ireland to ply their shameful vocations in the str@et

In short, trafficking, and in the opinion of the author it is certainly the story of at least one, possibly two, ¢
the Whitechapel murder victims.

On the 18 December 1888, thEast London Observeeported on théWholesale trafficking of British
girlsoin an article discussing the large number of Belgium girls, many of whom were unable to speak Engli
who had been trafficked over to bogus situations in London and then frightened and intimidated into a life
the East Endbrothels. It reports on the value of British girls going the other way who were treated no bette
than packages valued at £8 or £10, where the young and ignorant were targeted and names and ages ch
via Somerset house. It goes on to state

fifrom the inquires we have made there can be little doubt but what many disappearances of girls and yot
women in east London are to be traced to the doors of these agents, who have been carrying out tf
terrible business for some time pasi

Perhaps girls like Mary McDonnell, aged 15, who was reported missing from her home in Goulston Stre
by her stepfather in March 1888. On tHeQ®ctober 1886, th&ast London Observeeported on a story of
the arrest of Hannah Cebrow, 29, for a theft that had occurred some three years previously. She was arre
after being seen on the Commercial Road, by Clara Johnson in whose house she had previously lodged
Artichoke Hill. Ste had absconded with two dresses and items to the value of £15 in ABgBsBefore the
magistrate Hannah statdil took the things, | went to France with a man, and he took the things away from
med. | went to France with a man, words, of which haventstibuted to Mary Kelly, and perhaps for many
otherEast Endunfortunates. Artichoke Hill was a side turning off Pennington Street, as was Bseeitlenf
Mary Kelly fame.

It was to a house of ill repute at 88, Pennington Street that Laura Pearce (or Pears) and Ber
Christopherson were accused of trafficking by false pretencgsdmld Dorothea Dalhoff, a German girl
from the port of Antwerp in April 1888. On the '2Becember 1882, theast End Observeeported on the
arrest of Leonard Jesson, of no occupation and aged 28. Jesson had enticed Louisa Rivers Larson to accon
him over from Le Havre to live with him as his wife in Ship Alley, St George in the East.n\¥itbiweeks
he had sent her back to France, to Paris to fi
providing instruction as to what type of girls he was seeking. Whilst she was abroad, she met another won
who had followed her out to France who informed her that in her absence, Jesson had taken her posses:
including a watch and chaitwo gold shirt studs antivo gold rings. Jesson was ultimately discharged by the
magistrate.

So many young women from home and abroad were deceived and duped into a life that led them to
world of the unfortunate. Another case in example is that of Jessie Franz who, in December 1882, told
story via an interpreter. She had been chargedwotimding Elizabeth Hill of 7, Ship Alley. They had been
fighting in the street and Hill was struck twice in the face, possibly with a key and as result attended tl
London Hospital.

In her defence Jessie Franz said she had been defending herself after being attacked by a gang of girls
then told her story, she had be@ecoyed from her home in Russia by a young man who promised her
marriage, seduced her and left her in the stre@ets

Ruin, another route into the life of an unfortunate but trafficking was not just between the East End at
Ireland or the continent, it happened at home too whereby-flaesd agricultural girls from English villages
were brought to thE&ast Endn hope of a better life in domestic service. Reynoldé dlewspapeof 18"

2 East London Observer, 2Xctober 1887
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March 1888 reported a story that illustrates the cruel methodology of the traffickers and brothel keepers. 1
story concerns the investigation by Inspector Edmund Reid ofya@&ld married woman from Worcester
named Eliza Ann Smith and an infamousthebkeeper named Eliza Millings who ran an establishment in
Ernest Street, Stepney. Eliza had enticed from Worcester young Kate Spencer, aged 18, in order to becol
prostitute for Millings. Upon arr i v alherishe wasmled s t
with brandy and sent to the local music hall in order that she would no doubt be picked up by some m:
Luckily for Kate she was rescued from the situation, as she is reported asi$ayithgnot go back to that
house where you took me todayam 120 miles from horbe The removal or custody of possessions like
dresses, of travel documents and tickets, monies and subtle blackmail were all methods employed by wor
like Smith and Millings, who had already served 12 months for similar crimes.

I n all these trafficking stories there are sor
Joseph Barnett. Sadly too, unfortunates were not always to play the role of victim as shown in the ease of
yearold Elizabeth Turner in Septdrar 1882. Turner took a terearold blind girl of 9, St Johis Place (Jacés
Hole) after she had been standing listening to a street organ player, her gold earrings stolen, and she was
found sleeping in a common lodging house with Turner. It is dreadful to think what life Turner may have he
in store for her had she not Ibeapprehended and, it is a stark reveal of the darkest side of Victorian eas
London.

The most common shared aspect that runs through the lives of unfortunates is the perceived abuse of alc
or drunken behaviour. The question here perhaps should be how many of the unfortunates, as reported ir
press and living in poverty in theast Endfell from grace as a result of alcoholism, or one of the results of
such a life creating a dependency on driAlcdhol was a relatively cheap escape from the misery and horrors
of life in the abyss.

Regarding the victims of the Whitechapel murders, and their appetite for alcohol, we do not get to he
their own story, their version of events of the life they led before. Our picture is largely constructed by tt
men who they left or were abandoneddryputlived them, whether that be William Nichols, Thomas Conway,
John Kelly, Joseph Barnett or Michael Kidney. It is perhaps, rather a chicken and egg story of what occuri
first, but there are hints particularly in the life of Annie Chapman. Regardlestol is a common theme in
the life of all the unfortunates of tiigast Endand certainly features in the last known hours of most, if not all,
of the victims of the Whitechapel murders.

The press is full of examples, many of which add to the picture of the lives the Whiteohagel victims
were living immediately prior to their deaths. For instance, as reported Eagtd.ondon Observem the
26" August, Catherine Flannigan was charged with being drunk and disorderly and using foul language.
around 1:00 am she was seen by a H divisanstable outside the entrance to the London hospital behaving
in the manor described and quarrelling with other unfortunates. When the constable tried to move her on,
spat at him. The London Hospital were where unfortunates were known to congregediessne nuisance,
and the direction of travel of Polly Nichols on that fateful night in August 1888.

It was not only the London Hospital that had such a problem, the Poplar hospital, in the East India Do
Road had its fair share of issues. In March and April 1881 both Matilda Dace amhr8d Catherine
Sawyer were charged with being drunk and distydend refusing to move on. As did Ann Morris when she
was charged bZonstable George Ball 345 H in the Commercial Road on tRé\t§ust 1883 and Lilian
King, aged 20, who took a bite at the palm of the hardooistable Joseph Pierce, 385 H, in RusSeeket,
Stepney in April 1881. On the $4anuary 1884 theondon Evening Standangported on the drunken
behaviour of Elizabeth Smith who had been arrested in Sidney Str€enbtable 397 K. He had been on his
beat on the Commercial Road when his attention was drawn, to her arguingfigéhti@man. When he
tried to get her to go home, she threatened the officer, used bad language before laying on the floor screan
Refusing to move on, drunken behaviour, t hreate
get worse for the constaklef H and K division.

% East London Observer T®ecember 1882
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In July 1881 a drunk Elizabeth Finn aged 22 assaulted William Moon 281 H hitting him 3 times in the fac
and then kicking him between the legs before turning on the assisting officer, 332 H. For her troubles Fi
who, according to a local inspector Marribad a history of drunken violence was sentenceiktmonths
hard labour. TheEast London News and Shipping ChroniolieJuly 1881 covered the story of Annie
Williamson who had assaulte@onstable 223 H imThe Bear public house in Leman Street. She had spat,
punched and abused him and was given 21 days by the magistrate, Lushington, for her behaviour. In reply
is reported as sayinfihank you, | can do that lot in my headeforeaddressing the arresting officéwyait
till | come out, you shall have morebler sentence was of course increased as a result.

Where drunken behaviour is not brought to our attention by the press in regards of an arrest, there are o
examples which illustrate how al cohol wa sWhiges b | i
Row, a 36yearold widow and unfortunate was said to be of intemperate habits and at her inquest of ht
mysterious death at the Weavers Arms, Bakers RoBiSeptember 1886, it was concluded that her death
from violence had been accelerated by her alcoholism. The examples of the drunkesesmid&haviour
mentioned must therefore pose a question regarding the perpetrator of the Whitechapel Murders. The potel
volatility of the victims must have added to the risk the killer was taking. Had he been attacked or turned
by a potentialvist m bef ore? Or was such behaviour a trigg

It is possibly all the more interesting when one looks at a recent press find by Jurriaan Maesson from |
Morning Advertiseon the 24 June 1886 which reports on an Elizabeth Stride charged with being disorderly
and assaulting @onstable 182K in East India Dock Road, Poplar. She was said to be very drunk, using bz
language and behaving in an indecent manner. Her reported behaviour included spitting and kicking at
officer who required assistance at the police station. Thisaneyay not have been Ripper victim Elizabeth
Stride, the news article reports her as being 27 years old, however, when one adds the Jose Oranto discc
of theofficial record which states she was 50, and the location in which it occurred, we could say that the oc
of this being Stride the victim does increase considerably. Did the Whitechapel murderer have difficul
subduing Stride in Berner Street in 18882iiken violence amongst unfortunates did not just extend to the
police, when Catherine Power and Charlotte Walsh refused to quit the Royal Standard public house in W
Street in August 1881, they scratched and tore at the face of the landlord Williaop Bdizabeth Creek,
according to th&ast London Observef 25" July 1888, was charged with stabbing a seaman named Samue
Rocardo who was left hospitalised with a wound to his left breast.

On 17" July 1886, theEast London Observeeported the story of 2¢earold Annie Sayers who, along
with a man, had engaged a room at a coffee House at 35 White Horse Street. Her quarrelling with the man
caused her to be ejected by the coffee house keeper, John Tiddler but she was foreetgrier entry at
6:00 am on the following morning and when Tiddler tried for a second time to make her leave, took up a tal
knife and threatened him with it. Unfortunates also turned on each other, rRlerdary 1888, theondon
Evening Standardeported on Margaret Kennedy who had violently assaulted Mary Scully of Star Street
Commercial Road. The assault had occurred outside the Victory Arms public house at the corner of Watr
Street where, after ordering a pint of rum, Scully was struckherhéad with a pewter pot. Revenge is the
apparent motive in July 1887 for Ann Martin, El
keeper named Martha Lappidge who was beaten, bitten, stampddft naked in Devonshire Street. It was a
brothel keeper named Ellen Keith, who, in October 1881, assaulted Margaret Creamer at Pladaipon
Limehouse with a glass when she ordered Creamer to go out and earn some money. In an incident report
the East End Newsn Friday %' October 1888 during the height of the Ripper terror, Mary McCarthy was
charged at Worship Street after stabbing with a
She had been refused entry on the night of Tuesday'ti@c®ber, just two days after the double event, her
desperation to secure a bed perhaps unsurprising.

The abuse of alcohol, and menacing behaviour coupled with the promise of sexual services was, for m.
unfortunates, not just a means of existence, their femininity combined with alcohol were weaponised for a
more lucrative aini robbery. It is here phaps, that we find examples of a different kind of unfortunate,
women who were not always helpless victims but in control and prepared to coordinate with others to ta
advantage of the foolishness of men. Robbery, in its various forms whether pickimmpotteception or a
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direct act could certainly be profitable, although had a high degree of risk.0Dc#dber 1882the East
London Observecarried a story illustrating one such risk. Under the headlinede Jealousy, it reported
on 19yearold Ellen Connolly who had stolen a silver watch and chain plus 15 shillings off of the boss of

steamship, thfotama only to be turned in or égrassedd up
The most common victim, particularly in the area closest to the docks o

George in the East were the recently disembarked sailors. In January 1
sailor named George Jarvis was robbed of a sovereign by Isabel Sarger] &&*
the notorious Betts Stree(eventually to become home to Mary Stee
reforming houses for unfortunates) A black sailor named George William
5 Ann Street, had his purse snatched and was assaulted in a public ho
the Ratcliffe Highway o239 July 1881, by a 3§earold Elizabeth Mack. In =
another story to be found in thigast London Observesn 22 September £ §
1882, under the headingA Fool And His Money, young Jemima Kelley:
must have felt she had hit the jackpot with sailor John Evans after she r¢ 4
him of £10 in gold in a brothel in Albert Square, Shadwell. S

On 6™ December 1884, 4gearold Mary Ann Robinson stole £12 from |
seaman named Frank Head who she had taken home. The method wal_
quite simple, sailors, such as Charles Laves who had arrived ashore at t7 by 28 Ma y 1887
of April 1885 after a long voyage, were picked up by an unfortunate and wen
taken to various public houses in the district. When suitably relaxed and drunk, the unfortunate, in this c:
Nellie Morris, would take them back to a house, in this instance to Cable Street, where they were robbec
theirmoney whilst they slept off the excesses of the evening. Yet some sailors did attempt to resist the evid
charms of the unfortunates who roamed the area, not that it deterred the inevitable. In August 1885, a s¢
from 27, Jubilee Street, was strucketh or four times around the eye with a key byy&arold Emma Evans
in Cable Street, his gold chain and locket stolen, but she was unable to obtain his watch before disappea
down North East Passage. Victims were not only sailors, and in many casgite @n arrest, prosecutions
were not followed through because the victim either had returned to sea or there was an element of shame
embarrassment.

W N gﬁ“{f
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In January 1881, Emma Anderson was accused of stealing £10 from a city lighterman in a brothel in Thre
Street but despite being arresteddmnstable Nicholas 381 H, was not prosecuted. In October 1882, William
Taylor a drapers assistant who lived just off the Commercial Road was accosted by Elizabeth Polter, who
him drunk in a public house before taking him to a house in Bridge Streeh Méhawoke his silver watch
and gold locket had been stolen. In her defence Elizabeth Polter claimed the itertekem in lieu of money
for her services and that they were brass, not gold or silver. Nevertheless, she was still sentenced to
mont hés hard | abour. Watches, chains, | ocket s,
of the area.n February 1881, theast London Observeeported that Mary Ann Holland had been sentenced
to three months for stealing a silver medal from Private Patrick Kelly. Later in March 1884, Catherin
Connolly aged 28 snatched the silver Egyptian campaign niredala private of the ScoGuards named
Charles Telfer, who had refused to treat her for a drink in the Ratcliffe Highway.

Perhaps the ultimate expression of the robbery and thievery BateEndcan be found in the gangs
known as the O0Trippers up6 and it was possibly
the | ast murder to occur in the area on the eve
were not ggang as such, it was perhaps more a way of life and a loose methodology of criminal behavio
employed by men and women cooperating in the area.ditmon Evening Newsn Thursday 17 November
1887 reported on the inquest of the murder/death of JohnrBro®t George in the East . Inspector Reid was
asked by the coroner to explain what a &6Trihiwpoper
will knock you down and rob you, and jump on you if you make @.row

A typical example of such a robbery can be found in irBtieoof the 28" October 1887. Three women,
Bridget Hearne 37, Margaret Carter 27, and Margaret Smith 38, were all charged at Thames police court v
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stealing £8 from a sailor named Daniel Meddick. Two of them had accosted Meddick and Hearrilasked,
you heart enough to give us a drinkMeddick obligingly treated the women at a local public house before
moving on to a house to have rum. There the two women were joined by Smith who refused to let Meddi
leave whilst his pockets were rifled for a £5 note and three sovereigns thattelflmotr. Once Meddick was
able to liberate himself from the clutches of the women, he escaped and eventualydostatble 429 H but

of course the women had long flown the scene when they returned to the house.

On the 18 June 1887, two weknowntrippers up, Margaret Welch and Ann Donavon were reported in
the Tower Hamlets Independent akadst EndLocal Advertiserafter they stole money from a sailor named
Lewis Anderson. They had approached Anderson in the Ratdidtevay after midnight when he had been
seen talking to a friend, within a few minutes they had taken his money, only half of which was later four
inside the mouths and shawls of the two women. The reader may find it difficult to understand why well fe
and wellpaid sailors of all nations were in many cases so wary and in fear of such women but wary they we
On the 229January 1888 theondon Eveimg Standardeported the arrest for disorderly conduct of a young
woman named Mary Sullivan. She had been part of a gang of six trippers up who had been observed
Constable 115 H following a sailor who was forced to take shelter in a shop to elude them.

As reported in thé&ast London Observen February 1881, Mary Ann Arnold was able to steal a silver
watch to the value of £2 from Andrew Maxwell of the sailors home in Wells Street after he had treated her
drinks. He was taken back to a house in Albert Street, Shadwell where he was rablieehgoushed into
the street by a gang of women. Another sailor of the same home in Wells Street, Peter Murphy, had
pocketbook and £20 ishillings and cash stolen by Elizabeth Jones and Sarah Rowley in thedDuke
Wellington public house in Caon Street Road in the same month. On tHé\&dy 1884, 3eyearold Bridget
White was described by thgast London Observers afiTrippers up andiia young lady of the unfortunate
clas®, when she robbed 30 shillings from a seaman named William Stokes of ttf&agbipNewly arrived
sailors were even more vulnerable, in July 188ar women including two named in tligastEnd News and
London Shippinghronicleas Jones and Larkin, managed to lift from John Ericksen £4 and £20-pofinel
notes from Frank Jones after they got them drunk. Perhaps unsurprisingly, the sailors failed to turn up
prosecute the women.

It was not only drink and menacing behaviour employed byripgers up, as on thé®September 1881
theEastEnd News antlondon Shippinghroniclereported the story of two stylishly dressed women named
Catherine Charles and Ellen Madden who William Kinch, a ships carpenter, claimed to have drugged him
the Sir John Franklin public house in Poplar. Kinch also failed to turn up to prosecuteg@hgsevere not
always exclusively women, many worked in conjunction with male bullies and thugs whoirajsedp
controlled and punished many of the female members. On tha®h 1886, th&East London Observer
under the headlindjRobbing A Farmey told the story of James Walker, a Texan farmer, who had been
staying in the Commercial Road. He had been taken fpeddold Jessie Jewell to a brothel in Devonshire
Street (very likely the same brothel where Edward Buckley had carried out a horrdicatt&rances Jones
in October 1885). There he stripped and got into bed and when he did so the gas wdg gutldet and he
was bundled and robbed by Jessie anglel-old Charles Johnson and others.

As 1887 drew to a close and the dark clouds of the horrific events to come in 1888 began to form a
gather, a trial was heard at the central criminal court, a transcript of which can be found a
http://wwwi/oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?div=t188712142 On trial for murder was Charles Edward
Hammond a 23earold allegedly Swedish sailor residing at the Sailors home in Wells Street. He had bee
accused of the murder of a fellow resident, Glaswegian John Brown. The principal witness in the case v
Honora Cotton of 8, Artichoke Hill, a dark street we have already mentioned. According to Honora she he
been drinking with Brown and some Spanish sailors in the Neptune Public House and, upon leaving and wr
standing on the corner of Wells Street, Brown h#tdmpted to assist another Spanish sailor who had been
hurt in a street fight. As he helped the Spaniard who was bleeding from a head wound, Brown was fate
stabbed in his side near his thigh. Cotton identified Hammond as the attacker, but thes tiiaémcin a not
guilty verdict because the evidence and identification were not clear. Yet there was much more to this appal
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street brawl that ended in murder, it can be found succinctly in the words of Inspector Edmund Reid at t
earlier coronds inquest and reported in thendon Evening Standaah Thursday 17 November 1887

fibeyond doubt the deceased was a native of Glasgow. He was in the company of Laura (Honora) Cot
and was in the Ratcliffe Highway, when he bel]l

Apparently too, Honora who was in fear of her life and was threatened at Leman Street police station 1
to provide any information or statement by two men, Jeremiah McCarthy of 3, Pennington Street but wil
certainly had at times lived in Artichokdill, and John Sullivan. McCarthy, no stranger to the press and a
local thug and bully was there that night claiming that he had been inl®elSquare as an innocent witness.
The Eastern Post of Saturday 12th November states that he was there with three or four young men and wo
one of whom was named Mary Ann Cameron. Therein lies the possible solution and answer to what happe
on that onfusing November night, McCarthy was a violent bully who operated and ruled with fear a sma
group oftripper ups, including Margaret Sullivan who he had violently assaulted in April 1887. If he did not
plunge the knife into the side of John Brown, hd hestructed it, but fear of reprisal and violent retribution
caused a conspiracy of silence, perhaps a lesson for our understanding of the Autumn of Terror itself.

Men like Jeremiah McCarthy, men like Edward Buckley, ultimat
unfortunates were the victims. As much as they may have robbed,
were stolen from, as much as some of them were violent and vol
many were subject to violence and assaults and setthpmselves an
of course in 1888 and before, even murdered.

On the 2% January 1882, ThEastEnd News and.ondon Shipping
Chroniclereported the rather comic casetwb Chinese seaman, Hon
Ching and Wang Hi who had been charged with stealing a pair o
leather shoes from Louisa Taylor ofStJohrés Hill, Shadwell. They ha
stayed with her fosix days during which they had paid her £2silllings
in cash, a pair of gold earrings, a pair of boots and more. Perhaps th
considered she had been overpaid. However, retribution and treat
the hands of sailors could be far more violent. In September 188
reported in théeast London Observer seaman named Hio Armstrong
was charged with feloniously wounding Clara Sweefiag,unfortunate
girl0. Armstrong had caught hold of her in the White Bear public h
in Leman Street and pulled back her head to expose her throat Tody'Se pt elndbgerr
someone criedimind yourself Clara h&s got a razob. Sweeney was to be treated for her injuries in the
London Hospital whilst Armstrong was reported as sayimgu shall never do anyone anymore
Unfortunates could even be vulnerable as they slept.

In July 1882 Jane Levis engaged a room in a lodging house with respectably dregsaeo86 George
Cherubin. As she slept, Levis was stabbed in the face and her lip cut right through. Earlier dhMag 27
1882, and also reported in tBast London ObserveElizabeth Mutton was savagely kicked in the abdomen,
her attacker receiving a smonth sentence. Worse was to happen to Caroline Sears of 1, Back Alley, Bov
when she suffered a violent assault at the hands of arfotegectively dressédman, 23yearold Robert
Cannovan, despite treatment at the London Hospital she was to lose an eye. Approaching men could be r
and unpredictable. Jane Brady was beaten around the head with a stick by a youth named John Coombes
midnight in the Mie End Road azported on the 2@July 1882, the reason he gave was that shélattiered
himo. On 9" August 1884 Margaret Cromer of Rich Street, Poplar was accosted by a violent carman nam
Andrew Pementa who forced her down and beat her knocking out six of her teeth. Emma Elizabeth Smi
first victim in the Whitechapel Murders file was to have allégedid that she had been once thrown out of a
window.

Strange too, the incident reported by Heest London Observen May 1886, concerning Joseph Pimm, a
23yearold, who had wounded Caroline Douglas by stabbing her in the knee, in Bedford Street Stepney. T
danger of strangers, but also the danger of men more familiar, the bullies, to use a modérpirgos
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Michael Ryan was one such individual. Reported inLitvedon Evening Standah the 4' October 1887,

he had been living off the immoral earnings of Jane Morris of Flower and Dean Street, a married woman w
he beat so badly it opened up a wound he had previously inflicted long before, all because she had not retu
from Piccadilly with suficient money. The lodging houses of Flower and Dean Street, home to many
unfortunates, was the scene of much violence to women. As early as 1876, two mysterisusadeathurred

in lodging houses there.

In April 1876 an inquest was heard into the death of Mary Connolly aged around 36 who had been bruta
kicked to death. Later omn 14" May 1876, in a case investigated by the famous Frederick Abberline, a
woman known as Curly Kate was found dead from a fractured skull in a lodging house. OhNuwd@ber
1879 the Lloyds weekly reported on another case which featured a figure later to be associated with
Whitechapel Murders when Dr Phillips of 2, Spital Square was called to attend to MariaBEl&eer and
Dean Street. Her jaw had been broken, and she had been kicked, beaten and robbed by William Manger
Sunday 1% March 1880 theReynoldé $Sewspapereported the case of Annie Fitzpatrick who had been
passing along Brick Lane shortly before midnight when carman John Freeman rushed across the street
grabbed her by the neck and indecently assaulted her. When she struggled, she was struck tal thedyrou
kicked in the stomach. We have already mentioned the death of Ellen Maria AllertémBep1886. She
had been admitted into the Whitechapel infirmary from 8, V@ Row on the BAugust complaining of pains
in her side after being ill used by a man she did not know.

On 12" April 1888, not long after the death of Emma Elizabeth Smith, Patrick Sullivan of Fashion Stree
followed Esther Hewet back to her lodgings in Brick Lane, at around 1:00 am in the morning he punched |
to the ground and held her by the throat. Only titervention Constable 451 H who found him kneeling on
her, saved her from a worse fate. At 11:45 Friday evetBiyjuly 1881, Alice Watkins life was to be changed
forever after she was shot through the face and jaw outside a coffee house in Brushfield Street, Bishopsc
She was the victim of an attempted murder suicide by an out of work journeyman tailor namea Willia
Robertson who later died in the Metropolitan free hospital. Alice, whose real name was Harriet, had or
known Robertson for just over 5 weeks and this incident represents many themes of the life of an unfortun:
not least one of fake identity or theeuof an alias as well as the epeesent danger of violence and control
from brutal men. Despite such cases of violence, the death of unfortunates from murder or as a direct resu
an attack was not a common occurrence prior to the horrific eveh838f

One case stands out before the now more familiar deaths of Emily Horsnail and Annie Millwood who a
both citied as possible early Ripper crimes. It is an incident that should serve as a strong warning to all of
in our desire to seek answers and trdtivioo was behind the Whitechapel Murders in 1888 and beyond. On
the 229March 1882 Deputy Coroner George Collier held an inquest into the death of an unfortunate know
as OLong Katedo at the Bromley Sick Asytte Spencar,hadB o
been found on the ground by fellow unfortunate Eliza Burrell outside the Duke of Cornwall public house i
Rich Street, Limehouse. She had several wounds to her head, an incised wound over her right eye anc
body was bruised she was talie a week after the attack. Although an attempt was made to place the blam
for her assault on a woman named Minnie Hastings, shadowy figures remained in the background who |
been witnessed on the night of the attack, in particular a carroty whiskemrgdwho may have struck the
blows but who was never named. The incident is a dark reveal of the world of the unfortunate, a false iden
or local pseudonym was used by Charlotte Spencer, just as it was likely to have been used by Mary Kelly :
certainly was by Rose Mylett. Charlotte was also from the world of the Limehouse brothels, a world subje:
to the violence of not only brothel keepers, but customers and bullies. The incident, to the utter frustration
Deputy Coroner George Collier, was markgdcbnfusion, untruths and a conspiracy of silence. How much
of the | ater events of 1888 were distorted 1in
Kated otherwise Charl otte Spencer wa e ofiatengeratel i |
habits.

Ultimately, the life of many unfortunates was marked by an inescapable cycle of alcoholism, violenc
crime, poverty and tragedy. Every unfortunate had a story to tell whether it contained a strong grain of tr
or otherwise. There were some opportunifies way out of course. The Bridge of Hope Mission, established
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initially at 26 Princes Square by Mary Steer soufjhig, rescue from a life of shame, any of the unfortunates
who have the impulse towards a better mode dJ [fieast London Observé6" November 1887). Yet for
many more, such was the hopelessness and despair, their only escape beyond the oblivion of alcohol w:
end life itself. Ironically the most common means to do so, was the same source of the rich pickings of t
Trippers Up and thtrade in vice in the East End, fRver Thames.

Despair, another aspect in the life of an unfortunate. On Fritfala@uary 1880, thEastEnd News and
London ShippingChroniclereported that Emily Roberts had been arrested after being drunk and attemptin
suicide. At the old Gravel Lane Bridge in Shadwell, she had been about to hurl herself over the railings ir
the Thames when she was stopped and arrested by Constable Wiihaens 487 K. He reported her as
sayinggiYou dondét know my deep troubl e so.In1882@mthegl® i n ¢
January Ellen Foster was prevented from throwing herself into the river by Constable Rendell 373 H. She |
been heat shouting in Broad Street, Ratcliffegghway. Old Gravel Lane Bridge seemed to be the destination
for many local women who wished to end it all. In Febru®§2 34yearold Mary Gibbons was grabbed at
the bridge byConstable Bickerstaff 152 H before she entered the water. Annie Gray made a similar attem
on the 28 August 1882. Indeed, in an article written in f&stEnd News andlondon Shippinghronicle
on the 9" June 1882 discussing dead bodies dragged from the Thames in the Metropolitan district, it not
548 corpses of women of which 122 were suicid&se more unfortunate, weary of breath, rashly
importunate, gone to her de@thNot just the river, on the"™July 1884 under the headlii®ery Nearly
Gone the EastEnd News andlondon Shippinghroniclereported on 2§earo | d Kat e Mor r i
take her own life in the Mile End Road by fastening a leather strap around her neck until the intervention
Constable Mecham 392 H.

Even more determined was Charlotte@iten who had tried to take her own life in Hungerford Street, St
George in the East. MBinn was found in her police cell with a band tied tightly around her throat. At the
beginning of this article, we were introduced to a glmmking young unfortunate named Eliza Richardson.
On Saturday the™August 1882, th&ast London Observeeported that she had been found wandering up
and down Dempsey Street, Stepney after having taken a quantity of phosphor paste intakdendoown
life. She had attempted to take more when she was arrested hyst abl e Wal sh 319 |
appearance in the local press did not end there, nor did her dalliance with suicide. In July 1883, whilst behay
in a drunk and disorderly manner on the Commercial Road, she claimed she would cut her own throat, ¢
during Christmas 1883, she was observe@ystable Walter Cole making her way down to the tow path of
the canal in Oak Lane where, according toHast London Observeshe sal, il am going to make away
with myselb. Eliza Richardson, an unfortunate with a tortured soul like so many of her fellow women. The
route of Eli zadbs trouble may have one contri bu
infirmary back in 1878.

This leads us on to our final look at the unfortunate lives of such women, that ultimately, they were al:
mar ked, if the river hadndét cl ai med them first,
were blighted by the ravages of alcghlounger, exposureyiolence and ill treatment. The Whitechapel
murderer savagely cut short the existence of several unfortunates in 1888 and 1889, but had he not done
is sad and a cruel irony that their lives would have ended in anonymity, a tbacelgble record and would
most certainly not |ived a |l ong and healthy | if
other unfortunates recorded in the workhouse infirmary books of the East End. A rough reckoning of tl
Whitechapel mfirmary admission records for some of the months prior to the Whitechapel horrors is venr
telling. Whilst the use of the word Oprostitute
is here that we do find the use of the word,@dtrentirely for women admitted with syphilis or gonorrhoea.

In November 1887 for example there were six admissions for syphilis, and three for gonorrhoea. Five of t
admissions were male all listed as labourers and aged between 24 and 40. The wornee, exitleption of
6charringé were al/l classed as prostitutes, the
records cannot fail to notice the reoccurrence of some, all too familiar, addresses from amongst the lodg
houses to the easf Commercial Street and with close associations to the Whitechapel victims. Of the
November admissions four came from 16 Thrawl Street, one from 18 Thrawl Street, and/eaeci® Sarah
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Smith, from 18 George Street. The records for January and February 1888 illustrate the sad descent of r
young women into the life of an unfortunate. Three women agn@tted andjave birth to stillborn children

or miscarried. There was an-¥8arold Kate Lyons of 16 Thrawl admitted with syphilis, an Eliza Cooling
and Annie Smith, both jusieventeenof George Street and Flower and Dean Street likewise admitted. Annie
Harris of 12 Thrawl Street was admitted whilst pregnant and with gonorrhoea. 16 and 18, Thrawl Stre
Flower and Dean Street, George Street, 30 Dorset Street\Athités Row addresses repeated endlessly in
connection with sexual disease, pregnancy, stillbirtd, aloohol related illnesses. More subtle but evident
was the signs of violence, Sophia Townsend, 33, was admitted with syphilis and a blackyexe oY Mary
Dunlop of 16 Thrawl Street admitted with an injury to the face, Frances Coleman of 18 Tieslilsewise,
Eliza Hewet of 16 Thrawl Street with a scalp wo

The purpose of this article was never to deny the reality of the final hours of the majority of the victims
the Whitechapemurderer. On the night they had their lives brutally taken from them, they were in some
capacity selling sex in order to pay for shelter, food or drink. There are some possible exceptions but we
totally reliant upon the words of a single witness, MannAConnolly (Pearly Poll) in the case of Martha
Tabram, and Catherine Eddowes, the Mitre Square victim, must raise some @caltselnf the evidence of
her life as provided at her inquest. If, as traditionally believed she was led or taken by her killer to Mitre Sque

in order to sell sex, then she must be consi de
0 mpo st iHeraintlies ¢he basis of this whole article, that the author is strongly of the opinion that the use
the term O6prostituted or Obésex workerd, with all/l

best or most appropriate way refer to the victims of the Whitechapelrderer. The five canonical victims
did not stand together on the corner of Commerc
of f into the fog with a o6punterd.

This article has attempted to illustrate that the contemporary press term or word used as reported by
women t hemsel ves,,isdar maaemHerecompassing and marenrespeetfal of the diversity
and experiences of their own back stories. Let us therefore take look at the victims in relation to some of-
themes discussed here concerning the life of an unfortunate. All had assloseton or described behaviour
as a result of alcohol or heavy drinking. Emma Smith was said to be dnihk aight/morning of her attack
but not to the extent that she couldndot state w
talked of her behaviour when she had been drinking. Martha Tabram was drinking on the night of her de
havng been seen entering the White Swan by her sistamw. Polly Nichols had a history with drink, and it
is evident in the actions of her last known hours and movement, likewise Annie Chapman. There is evider
of drink being an issue with Elizabeth 8&j and Catherine Eddowes had been put into a city police cell to
sl eep off her drunken state. The |l ast hours of
of drinkdéd. Al cohol therefore i s a wmeGhapwman, Etizabete a o
Stride and even Catherine Eddowes all had broken marriages or partnerships. In the case of the myster
Mary Kelly, as previously stated, there is a hint her being part of the world of brothels and trafficking, a
aspect that she@erhaps, shared or had more in common with the Swedish Elizabeth Stride. It is this that,
some extent, separates them from the other vic
simple a term to describe them. There is nothing tthéevomen to the robbery and activity of the Trippers
up gangs of St George in the East, but it has to be said that if Mary Kelly was connected to Pennington St
andB r e e Hi# shéwgould have been fully aware of such goings on if not part ofahdes Coles and her
last hours in the company of Sadler which included him being robbed could suggest she was part of a g
that operated that way. All the victims lived in an area where amongst the poverty of its lodging houses a
the criminality of itsstreets, the selling of sex was normalised, part of a way of life. This was Dorset Stree
Thrawl Street, Flower and Dean Street and Devonshire Street. Yet women like Martha Tabram, Polly Nichc
Annie Chapman and Alice Mckenzie were at the very frimdéisis way of life. They sold items on the streets
they cleaned for the Jeyand when timewerehard, and they were forced by necessity, they sold themselves.
Is this perhaps, a clue to why these victims were selected? Martha Tabram, Polly Nichols and Annie Chapr
were, of all the victims, the mosit-equippedo deal with the evepresent dangers of drunk and violent men
seeking to use their services or, indeed, the street bullies and gangs, and even fellow aggressive and vo
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unfortunates. Polly Nichols it may be remembered was relatively new to the area when she was murdelr
Annie Chapman was wealk, ill, tired and hungry.

What implications does this have for our profiling of the killer? Far from the strong mythical killer of legend
did he merely seek out, or was lucky with, the inexperienced, desperate and frail? What if he had come aci
the unfortunates we have previoudiscussed, those that carried a knife or were capable of using such a sma
object as a key as a weapon, or even those who worked with others? Had the killer failed before or was
selective and careful in the victims he chose? There is maybe someceyintethe case of Elizabeth Stride,

a more experienced woman of the streets, who struggled and fought back and left the killer with his murder:
desires unfulfilled.

I f you take anything from this short article,
with those who have little knowledge, or on a crime podcast, at a conference, or even giving your views ir
documentary, pause before you chirm what they were. They were what they regarded themselves to be
unfortunates

Sources/References

East London Observer Jaf880- July 1888

East End News and London Shipping Chronicle Jan 1880uly 1888

Tower Hamlets and East End Local Advertiser Jan 1880uly 1888

Toby 1887

(the above sources were all searched using one keyivdrd n f or t unat e 6)

Evening Mail 24thDecember 1888

Evening News 4tiMay 1888

Reynold® Blewspaper 18tiMarch 1888
London Evening Standard 24tanuary 1884
Morning Advertiser 24thJune 1886

www.ancestry.co.ukondon, England, Workhouse Admission and discharge records, 17821 / Tower Hamlet$StepneyWorkhouse and institutions,1887
and 18871888.

Jonathan Tye is a researcher and writer who graduated in History from the University of Kent. His book on Edward Bucklehe®ipper murders will be
published by Pen & Sword in November 2025.
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For this editionwe are going to focus ourawl on the incredible life of Thomas Power. A notorious
troublemaker and local thug, Powexdremarkably lost limbs in an industrial@dentsometime in his youth.
Although one record states he was born in Newcastle Upon Tyaendtrelikely he was born around 1866
in Birmingham,Warwickshire,a place and area heturnedback to despite a long association with the East
End.

Eastern Post Saturday 21 January 1888

At the Worship Street Poligmurt, on Tuesday, a man named Thomas Power, who had woodamdegs
had lost his left arm, was charged with being drunk and disorderly, and further, with having assaulted
police-constable. The charge was proved, and the stage sentenced him to 10 days hard labour. It would
be interesting to know what would be the hard labour for a man with no legs and one arm!

London Evening StandardTuesday 30 October 1894
Worship Street Tuesday 30 Odober 1894 ~ \/\/ors}\if: Streel

Thomas Power, 28, described as a labourer, v [
charged, on remand, with being concerned with others |-
in custody in violently assaulting a man named Malin, &
robbing himof 15s6 The Pri soner i s
this court for exceedingly violent duct. He is badly .
crippled, both legs and one arm having been amputated; |
sight of one eye is nearly gone, and his head is scarred |
old wounds. The evidence of the Prosecutor, Malin, was =
the effect that he was attacked in the passage of arigd = §
house in Paternosterourt, Spitalfields, where he wa
about one o6clock in # His
head was cut open by a blow from the prisoners stick, &
his pockets were rifled. The police quickly arrived when |
rai sed cries of APol icel! 0.7
prisoner attempted to strike him with the stick, and w”
seized threw im to the ground by twisting one of hi.
wooden legs between the constables. The other officer
kicked at the pit of the stomach, and when theoRer was
seized, he threw himself on his back and kicked out witt
wooden legs. It was found necessary, as has been pr
before, to remove the legs, send for the ambulance, ;\FNODRSETE?[;ETEE’EJJ%&%NDL(%&
strap the prisoner down before he could be got to ...

IT WAS FOUND NECESSARY
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station. He denied any stealing, and nothing was found onRmoof of previous convictions for assawiere
given, and Mr. Bushby committed the Prisoner for trial.

Globei Thursday 04 February 1897

Thomas Power, 28, hawker, who has been deprived of both of his legs and one arm, and has , as substi
wooden limbs, pleaded guilty at the County of London sessions yesterday to maliciously damaging a quar
of glass to the value of £16 10s., at teerhouse of Mr. Edward John Dearlove, the Horn of Plenty, CHspin
street, Spitalfields, on the 80' January. He was sentenced to 18 months hard labour.

Eastern PostSaturday 22 June 1901

FIGHTING WITH HIS STUMP$ Thomas Power, who had no legs and walked on wooden stumps, wa:
charged with assaulting Henry Vine, bar mend-Omat t
Monday evening Power entered the house in a drunken conditidrin consequence was not served. As he
refused to go away the barman went to fetch a constable, and while passing out of the house Power dealt
a violent blow to the neck. He also assaulted him on his return and fought everyone with his stumpgs. He \
most violent all the way to the statioMr Mead imposed a penalty of 21s, or in defaultl4 days hard labour.

Justonemonth later on 23uly 1901 Thomas Power marrid@mily Florence Jane Young in Stepney, but
the marriage was far from straightforward.

Morning Leader Friday 20 June 1902

STRANGE BIGAMY STORY. At West Ham yesterday, Emily Florence Jane Beadham, 31 of New
Stratford, was charged on her own confession with feloniously marrying Thomas Power on 22 July 1901, t
husband, Edward Charles Beadham, being then alive. InspeatigeBaf the K division, said that at a quarter
past eleven on the 8" June the prisoner went into West Ham Police Station and said that she wished t
giver herself up for bigamy. She then made a statement to the effect that she married 8f' thm@4d891,
Edward Charles Beadham at St Judes Church, Commercial Street, London. They resided together three d
when he left her, and she saw no more of him until about 18 months ago, when she came to a house at E|
St, Stepney. He was then in theformn of the North Lancashire Regiment. He remained ten minutes and wen
away again, and she had not seen him since. On 22 July ,1901 she married at Stepney Church Thomas Pc
and gave her maiden name of Young. Mr. Gillespie said this was not sufficterice to detain her on, and
he discharged her. Accused |l eft the court with
arm.

It would appear that after this event Thomas Power, alone or othgheested to the Midlands.

Daily Mirror i Monday 30 March 1908

Among the six passengevbo sustained injuries through an accident to a cable tramveayat
Birmingham, on Saturday, was a man named Thomas Power, who had two wooden legs and a wooden :
One of the legs was broken.
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The other day, | took some time out to really think about a few of the puzzling elements of the case. Havi
held an interest in all aspects of theA ut u mn d musddeormyself tidat | have held a fascination, on
and off, for some forty years now. Strangely, with no disrespect shown to any of the victims or their curre
families, one might well argue | am also just another victim of the fiend known to hist@gck the Rippér

Nevertheless, | would laugh at anyone who would describe me as an expert, at a push maybe an enthusi
amateur, but there are many facets of the case with which I still struggle hugely. If a straw poll were taken
all persons with an interest in thase, it is more than likely that all would have their own favodritey st e r
wi t hi n andrayssidh,gerhads one could argue no true answer can ever be fully established on tr
specific questions. Given the challenge in obtaining and interptegirtgfacts and evidence, one could also
argue that modern Ripper studies are even more complex than those facing the challenge of dealing with tl
directly during 1888. Nevertheless, having dismantled testimony and studied the few remaining pieces
supmsed evidence, attempting to link them to modern themes and thinking, one can readily have a gc
challenging a few londpeld beliefs. Some thougbtovoking ideas, perhaps, as usual, from my-eueious
and readyto-challenge mindset. | also understahdt all the below is gleaned directly frgress reports and
witness testimonyi but with little else to employ, they will always help form the basis of any wider
discussions, albeit I am fully aware they can easily be manipulated to suit certain criteria and arguments.

Having thought about the case, two elements instantly leap out of the 1888 scene and present themse
asadnystery within a mystergThe first one is the conversation alleged to have been undertaken by Catherin
Eddowes, held and explained best in this tantalising press snippet from tHedsichbndon Observedated
13" October 1888

A report gleaned some curious information from the Casual Ward Superintendent of Mile End, regardir
Kate Eddowes, the Mitre Square victim. She was formerlykmeWn in the casual wards there but had
disappeared some considerable time until the Fridaceding her murder. Asking the woman where she
had been in the interval, the superintendent was met with the reply that she had been in the cour

Ohoppingé. O6But, 6 added the woman, 6l have cor
the Whi techapel murderer . I t hi nk I know him. 6
superintendent jocularlyo O h , no fear of thaté was the remar

four and twenty hours afterwards, she was a mutilated carpse

Now, on pure face value, this appears to be absolute nonsense. Having done an extremely basic piec
research, | note that many authors in their books fail to mention it at all, choosing instead to simply igno
perhaps preferring a safer footing, t@uwably avoid any ridicule. Sugden, in his book, briefly tackles the
subject by saying

4 East London Observer, $®ctober 1888
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fiThis snippet is one of those scraps of evidence that surface occasionally to challenge our conventio
view of the Whitechapel killings. However intriguing, as it stands, it is nothing more than a piece ¢
unsupported hearsay

Nevertheless, imagine just for a moment that there was some truth in the story. In this instance, Sugde

probably correct in his original 1994 synopiiene only has an unsupported press report, which could well
have been a clever piece of journalisitence. But what if it was not? Over the intervening one hundred and

thi

rty-seven years, researchers and amateur sleuths have had ample opportunity to delve into these report

pick at them. The question remains, did o-a g b ki e 6 -win s dddvweeally kenow, orthink she

kn

thi

To

Coroner for Middlesex, and his thirteen stolid and stern jurors.

ew,who the killer was? Whatever view is accepted by the reader, it is certainly something to consider, a
S type of mtngumg, investigative stance is what helps shape the rest of this article.

The second item for me THE most fascinating of witnesses in the entire
1888 saga, namely Mrs Caroline Maxwell. Quite a statement when one
considers witnesses with the calibre of Lechmere, Paul, Mrs Long,
Schwartz, and Lawende. To my eye, Mrs Maxwell remains a hugely
remarkable pem in her own right, a stoic, dependable witness, and her
story is difficult to dismissSh e j ust wi | | not go a

Mrs Caroline Maxwell was the wife of one Henry Maxwglbwever,
there is no actual evidence they were legally marriedd was the lodging
house deputy of 14 Dorset Street, Spitalfields during 1888. Her initial
statement, possiblyritten by Abberline in his own writing, was taken on
the 9" November 1888, and | quote directly here:

fil have known deceased woman during the p@sfido i delgetedjmonths,

contemporary Vview .

teful 'meeting' w She was known as Mary Jane and that since Joe Barnett left her she ha:
Il owing morning, . .. . .

d Bosn B HoHt Ce o obtained her living as an unfortunate. | was on speaking terms with her

although | had not seen her for 3 weeks until Friday mornifig $here

there is a marginal notefia b o u t hal f OJpirestant, she was thenl stardikg at the corner of

Mil |l erds court i n Dorset Street. I said to heil
drink upon me, as | have been drinking for some days past. | said whytdony ou go t o |
(meaning the Public House at the corner of Dorset Street called the Britannia) and have %2 pint of bee
She said she had been there and had it, but | have brought it afaip at the same time she pointed to

some vomit in the roadway. | then passed on, and went to Bishopsgate on an errand, and returned to Do
Street about 9 am | noticed deceased standing outside Ringers [ s
house, she was talking to a man, age | think about 30, height about %&f
5 inches, stout, dressed a Market Porter, | was some distance a
and | doubtful whether | could identify hiffhe deceased wore a da
dress black velvet body, and coloured wrapper round her.aeck

wn Hall to give her testimony in front of Roderick MacDonald,

fiCaroline Maxwell having been sworn deposed as follovs:fil a im | O

deleted] i ve at 14 Dorset street m\w,‘ S e o 8 »q.-a me
also knew Joe Barnett, | believe she was an unfortunate girl. | nm a | R 5 bl
spoke to her except twice took a deal of notice of deceased this even Y G

seeing her standing at the corner of the CamtFriday from 8 to haIfGO ad map of Dorset
past | know the time by taking the plates my husband had to care ofs hown i nore latio n t
the house opposite. | am positive the time was between 8 & half pasc 22" F oMt British t

positive | saw the deceased | spoke to her | said Mary what brings you up seheadggid Oh! | do feel

°Th
Wi

R

e Complete Jack the Ripper by Philip Sugden, 1994
Il the Real Mary Kelly? By Christopher Scott, 2005

PPEROLODG4 ST AUT U MNO52



53

so bad! Oh Carry | feel so bad! She knew my nainei s h edelatsdp asked her to have a drink, she
said oh no | have just had a drink of ale and brought it all up, it was in the road | $aas ishe said this

she motioned with her head and | concluded she meant she had been to the Britannia at the corner, | k
sayirg | pitied her feeling$ | then went to Bishopsgate as | returned | saw her outside the Britigsicja
talking to a man the time was then about 20 minutes to half an hour latentedoquarter to niné | could

not describe the man | did not pass them | went into the my house and | saw them in the distance, |
certain it was deceased, the man was not a tall mhe had on dark clothes and a sort of plaid coat
could not say wdtt hat he had oih Mary Jane had a dark skittvelvet body and maroon shawl & no hat

T | have seen deceased in drink but not really diunk

By a Jurori | did not notice whether deceased had on a high silk h&it had been so | would have
noticed it | thinko

Even the most-Manoweéeil ebahdevamnd i wi l
that when you quietly compare these two statements, we have at least eigl
points of direct comparisoRe ad t hem agai n, I wi ||

This one facet of our witness Maxwell is totally engrossing and quite
compelling in my humble view. One way in which modern policing operates
is to always treat any person initially as a witness and then ask the same
guestions, usually at a subsequentrinésv, but with a greater, and planned,
subtle variation to questionirigone will then match the answers given across
both interviews, to gauge the level of truthfulness or indeed any deviation. |
understand we do not possess quite the same situatioin ti@seexample, but
it is fascinating to see how, for me, Mrs Maxwell appears to pass this major

A

testwithf |l yi ng col ours. o

=
Z.hit sol e 'y ' | have little doubt that many will argue that not all the answers are exact
C? pyr.i g ht ) Leonar d matches, and to that end, | entirely agree. Ircthe o nceurt,@cubtless able
o] Jac the Rippe

to speak for herself and more importantly freely, Maxwell is allowed to discuss
the sighting- and give fuller answers. But the key is Maxwell does not once deviate from any answer, ar
often her onlyémistakés eems t o be that she expands sl ight!l
statementShe could perhaps be forgiven for some nervesyakgust an ordinary East End woman, after all.

THE iNpossy ,

7

DITon ToWN HALL

o

CORONER

The inquest at .ShWirkeidp etdci Joe Barnett at Dr MacDonal d, t
contemporary sl Wi ki pedi a. org
Wi ki pedi a. org

Just to recap then, we have a strong, confident,a r wiinessl \Who has given two statements about three
days apart, which largely match and verify each other. On the face of it, Mrs Maxwell does not appear to b
witness led by publicity, or greed, or even a desire to havéivhemins of famé

7 The Ultimate Jack the Ripper Sourcebook by Stewart P Evans and Keith Skinnérgpo@&d fronRef MJ/SPC NE1888, Box 3, Case Paper 19 (London
Metropolitan Archives)
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The next example may well be able to substantiate this statement. Despite being warned by Coro
Roder i ck Mdoo bhoshlzelvery caréful about your evidence, because it is different to othe
p e o p i =$paedhis stance from the coroner, Maxwell was convinced smethdve the wrong date, the
wrong person, or the fundamental question that she saw and spoke with woman known as Kelly on that fat:
mor ning. I would suggest being embroiled as a
November 1888, wdd have been enough to have focused her mind. It certainly would mine!

A slightly controversial view from me on this aspect, but this all feels very reminiscent of the 1970:
Yorkshire Ripper inquiry, where witnesses were not always taken seriously, especially if the witness wa:s
woman. Have we here, in 1888, a case of meneahnd perhaps even a visafraall boys togethdi with a
senior H Divisional Police Surgeon stating that the time of death is around 02:00 and thus, cassicipsed
An even stronger allegation might state that when evidence is potentiallytgitles contrarywas itnow a
case of closing ranks and not listening to all the evidence presented?

| find it quite staggering that a coroner would make those comments in such a way, in an open court setti
Nevertheless, | concede it could easily be argued either way, and so the fundamental question is, was Cor
MacDonald genuinely querying her egitte and offering some form of support to avoid her appearing foolish,
or, for want of a better phrase, was he simply displaying a level of patronising behaviour towards Maxwell’

This is also why | have referred to Mrs Maxwell as marristudying some of the wider underbelly of the
case, it does seem to impact, and sadly, in 1888, it would have had some really positive influence. But
alludedto earlier, no record of their marriage can be located from the 1881 or 1891 census. It is feasible th
were living together at 14 Dorset Street as a couple, but one would have expected to still see a record of
onacensus. However, far from being &a headwemamkbd a
sense at all, but she nevertheless understood the concept of security and status that marriage in this situ
would ultimately bring. Shrewd thinking, perhaps, from Mrs Maxwell, demonstrating she indeed hat
somethingggoi ng on upstairs®o

Walter Dewwho wasduring 1888, a junior detective on the ground in Whitechapel, sums up this situatior
nicely, and he is certainly worth quoting directly from his autobiography, some fifty years later:

filf Mrs Maxwell had been a sensation seekene of those women who live for the limeliglhit would

have been easy to discredit her story. She was not. She seemed a sane and sensible woman, an
reputation was excellent. In one way, at least her varsited into the facts as known. We know that Marie
had been drinking the previous night, and, as this is not a habit of hers, iliness the next morning was jt
what might have been expected.

It is worth adding that at one time, a few years ago, Henry
Maxwell was accused of being Jack the Ripper and named as
Henry Maxwell Reily. Apparently born in Bengahdia, by
1888 he was called to the Royal Courts of Justice, London,
where his wife had apparently filed for a petition for judicial
separation against him. Interestingly, as stated earlier, no
marriage details can be found on the census listings. The
interesting forum report goes on to state that Henry Maxwell

ot 1N died of pneumonia on $4May 18®. This research was
Walter Dew in later 1ife. 1 n conducted by Kristina Nordgvist in heBeok i Jack the
ground at Whitechapel . Wi kip RipperUncovenanted

| trust that the reader will now at least agree that Mrs Maxwell cannot simply be pushed away into the lo
grass, but what of the potenjegb pposi ng 1888 police view on Kell\

To start, | wish to quote part offamespress report from #2November 1888, gardingthe Kelly murder
scene:

8 Daily Telegraph, 18 November 1888
9] Caught Crippen. Memoirs of E2hief Inspector Walter Dew, C.1.D. of Scotland Yard by Walter Dew, 1938
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fié Against these statements is the opinion of Dr. George Bagster Phillips, the Divisional Surgeon of
Division, that when he was called to the deceased (at a quarter to 11) she had been dead for some five
six hours. There is no doubt that the body ofe peo n wh o, to use Dr. Phi l
PHOTOGR AP ING piecesd6, would get cold far more
1 ~ HE B0oy, from the cutting of the throat; and the room would have been very cold,

; ) "/'| as there were two broken panes of glass in the windbgesn, the body
being entirely uncovered would very quickly get cold. It is the opinion of
Mr . MO (eCatthly]ythe landlord of 26 Dorsedtreet, that the
woman was murdered at a much ear
Maxwell and the other person must have been mistaken.

So here we have yet more evidence to suggest thataihe
- encompassingdoctor, with all the experience in the world, has made his
R 12 WP S statement and th&te case waslosed. However, for me, a few caveats
' ' . ) must be discussed and set, to try and arrive at a fair, balanced
Photographing the body )
a contemporary newspajf conclusion.

Quoting again from Sugden

iMi | | er 6s Court was soon bustling with police |
surgeon, arrived at 11:15, Abberline was there by 11:30. Both must share some responsibility for tt
enduing fiasco. The ddbatrincredibly,Maattgmptsvasrmade o forca isuntil ©
01:30 in the afternoan

So, beyond an initial peer into the window,doztor examined the body until approximately 13:30 (01:30)
that afternoon. That fact needs to be ascertained, as many press reports sugipesbthairived during the
morning, which they indeed did, but none were able to examine the body.

Cont emporeasfy Geeertgeceh Bd s t18B 8P Pihli llil pps w
St ewar t P Evans and Donald Rumbel ow, 20

as H Di viJdsda okt 6tsh-@ xitep p ech c €alr d i lvr
10

Next is thekeyelement to this police submission. Rigor Mortis. The limited research | have undertaken o
this subject informs me of one key facton the question aiigor mortis, | am certain thatothing is certaih

It would appear that the more research one undertakes, the differing degrees of answers one receives. |
to generalise, but as an uneducated person on this subject, others may also strugghertgalso known
aspostmortem rigidityis the stiffening of muscles after death. It is caused by chemical changes in the muscle
due to the depletion of adenosine triphosphate (ATP), a molecule necessary for muscle relaxation. T
stiffening typically begins within a few hours after deatlogoesses, arttien gradually dissipates as the body
decomposes. Warm temperatures can accelerate the process, whilst conversely, cold temperatures can s
down. Equally, it does appear that alcohol consumption/presence in the body can spgedngrtis, but
not in all casesOn top of this, somdoctors understand thagor mortis can occur almost instantly upon
death, especially in the lips, eye area, and jaw, before the onset in the abdomen and legs.
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Other medical professionals are adamantrilgat mortis only begins around two hours after death. Here,
a modern foustage process is widely employed by medical professionals to differentiate the phases and
worth quoting. The first stage jmllor mortis, where the skin pales due to blood pooling. Tlaggr mortis,
where the body cools over time. The third stag&is mortis, where muscles stiffen and contract. The fourth
stage idivor mortis, where areas of pooled blood begin to take on a brdilsedliscolouration. Despite this,
there is still a great degree of difference of opinion within the medical profession, and despite those clea
defined stages, they can differ hugely in timings.

Earlier that autumn, Swanson had already asked Dr Thomas Bond to study the medical notes of the ea
victims. So, by the time of the Mary Kelly murder, he was fully up to speed with the murders, and he arrive
on scene at-arbund 2 pe otbasfatelubaitarnbon. He drafted an extensive report the next day,
detailing the harrowing murder scene in Millero
in history where he stated:

il n the Dorset Street case the body was |l ying
mutilated as in the annexed repdrtRigor Mortis had set in, but increased during the progress of the
examination. From this it is difficult to sayith any degree of certainty the exact time that had elapsed
since death as the period varies from 6 to 12 hours before rigidity sets in. The body was comparatively c
at 2 o6clock and the remains of a megsmedtl|ly tak

A quick perusal of the evdrelpful Casebook.orgnd we discover that on the
night (early morning) of the Kelly murder in Whitechapel, it was cold. The
temperature dropped to a chiBy8’C, that is38.9F in old money. Certainly cold
enough for a fire to be lit, irrespective of what light it may, or may not, have
afforded our murderer. Of course, it could well have been Mary herself who lit it
i strangely enough, to keep warm in a cold, stone room, witlpames of glass
window missing, regardless of the measly rags stuffed in the holes to try anc
prewent the cold entering the rooih.also rained that night, on and off, and
continued throughout the morning, until about 11iaso definitely a cold, bleak,
and miserable scene.

We can also state with some confidence tiigat- mortis is impacted by colder

Dr Thomas Bond F temperatures and now have:

(London). Consid i i .
written the firs q Established beyond a reasonable doubt that Mrs Caroline Maxwell is a
He was 47 years
f

the peak wikhped 900d witness. Indeed, if truth be told by 1888 standards, she wascaltent
witness.

T Mrs Caroline Maxwell has given two statements and reports, one being at an inquest, on oath, and t
both stand up to some scrutiny and cnefsrence.

1 Introduced by meand | understand subject to challendgaut we may have seen some possible
chauvinistic behaviour from the coroner when evidence is not in line with expectations, particularly i
delivered by a woman

1 Rigor mortis for calculating TOD (time of death) is extremely difficult to gauge, and it is certainly
NOT an exact science, even today, and especially not during 1888.

1 Another assumption by me hereDoctors Thomas Bond and George Bagster Philipsld have
HAD TO BE SEENto determine an accurate TOD for Kellgecause it wapossibly more than their
professional careers were worth to instead statw,e | u st .dnafairmesshoweves Bond?ddes go
halfway to saying this in his report.

Nevertheless, the medical information here is just one examlpé wealsoneed is another independent
perspective. Enter a wonderful update from a Facebook post | added, concerning Divisional Surgeon Philli
a few weeks before writing this piece. As | felt at the time, it is an intriguing point of history, with few concretc
arswers. But | did manage to glean one piece of information that may further help sway minds. It was suppli

RI PPEROLOG4 ST AUT U MNO52



57

by Dusty Miller, replying to a thread about thgor mortis question, and withis permission, | recount the
document/post section here in full. It is a passage from a Dundee University of Forensic Science lecture nc
and states

fiA medical withess who attempts to determine the time of death from temperature estimation in minutes
fractions of hours is exposing himself to a severe challenge to his expertise which may well amount to n
ridiculeéit is extatalméehé gstimatiorsodtime sinceodeaths e r i gor

Interesting statement there. And this is a modern document, so in 1888, it is certainly not going to be ¢
more advanced; indeed, one could easily argue much less so.

But we have further documentation to study, and on this occasion, directly from 1883, where it may ha
even been written with some prior knowledge from Bond or Phillips, such was their career standing and ovel
experience in such matters. Shared again,t h per mi ssi on, the source i
Forensic Medicine and Medical Police.

fTo ascertain the time which may have elapsed since death. This can scarcely be determined with precis
as so much depends upon the conditions under which the body may have been placed. The subject u
consideration is, therefore, beset with difficedti and its elucidation will require the greatest care on the
part of the medical exped.

F;g,.».t»—v, G v— = . ‘ So, could we apply this to a
‘;mm';mmi. e, | UTTRES stonecold room, with window

FORENSIC MEDICINE,
Ao

panes missing, raining and very
chilly - where a fire has long since
died out and a badly mutilated,
uncovered body has been left
exposed since 10:0010:15 am

that same morning, helping to
reduce the onset afgor mortis,

until approximately 13:30, where a
doctor finally commences a
Photograph of the 1883wiRohr eknisnidc pMerdniicsisnieo nJ of 7detailedexamination and states in
his own reportsubsequentlythat

fiRigor Mortis had set in, but increased during the examinaté®m

If she were murdered at say, 10:0M:307 with rigor mortis setting in at say, around 13:80 would
hardly have expected our respealedc t or duo t o have said anything

But one | ast point on Maxwell 6s cl aims. Many w
l eft within Millerés Court was not the woman Kk
opportunity to leave her life in the East Endjing rent, and had ideas of starting a new life somewhere else.

Long before fingerprints, DNA, and forensic dental testing, the principal method for body identificatior
was simply facial recognition, and then any distinguishing marks. Now, it is true to state that problems c
certainly arise from any identification this manner and one can quote the somewhat legendary case o
Stridebs initial hebnMrs Manydvidicoimdfe@lowing d dream that lwensjsterviglizabeth
Watts had diedy i e we d St rthebteGameirbtte Bagt mortuary and was adant it was her sister
Bizarrely, Malcolm confirmed the identification, from all things, a supposed adder bite on haplegrently
received when Watts was a young child. Nevertheless, this is a good example to demonstrate just how qui
the policed ¢ o t t ota thedfalse identification from Malcolmseeing through her story, as nothing more
than a fantasistos tale.

I n the case of Kellydés identification, Joe Bar
for some eighteen mont hs . flBae seentthe boghf the maereased, andt e ¢
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identifyit by the ear and eyes. | am positthiat the deceased was the woman with whom | lived, and that her
name was Mari@w

| turn again to the late, great Christopher Scott here, as the following paragraph is intriguing in h
wonderfully entitled bookWill the Real Mary Kellg:

filt may seem odd that Barnett felt the need to say he was positive it was Kelly. However, it must

remembered that the facial di sfigurement carr.i
and so extensive as to render any identificatios tkan certain. However, we must remember that Barnett
had been Kellybés companion and | over for eight

from just one single feature, he would presumably have been best qualified t6 do so.

But of course, partner Joe Barnett was not the
more, one welknown and the other perhaps less so. Landlord John McCarthy also quoted in his inque
testimony fil knew the deceased as Mary Jane Kelly; | have keealive, and deadnd have no doubtmut
her identityo» We know that McCarthy was able to initially observe the body at a distance, through the
window, and we also know that McCarthy broke down the door with an axe around 13:30 to gain acce
Given the small size of the room and the police activity theredftennlikely a6 ¢ i v wduld lze mlbwed
immediate access to the room; therefore, we can perhaps conclude he did not have a formal look at the &
in the room on that afternoon, whilst doctors and police officials were busy examining. Conversely, h
statement does stafd,have seen the body and thus the obvious inference to draw from this would be that
McCarthy went to Shoreditchlortuary to formally identify her, presumaldpmetimeater on, or the next
day.

Thelesswetlk nown person was George Hutchinson. But (
makes this very point in his report

irtThe final act in his (Hutchinsondés) participa
says in his report that Hutchinson had been asked to do this, and he himself confirms it in his press intervi
T Al went down t o tyhoday &t ecogndad the bodyMs eingitlhat of the woman
Kel | vy, whom | saw at 26cl ock on Friday morni
identification of the deceased, as the inquest was already over, but to confirm that the womatalkengas
about in his statement and the deceased were one and thé&same.

There we have it then, three separate and independent persons viewed the body of Kelly after the mur
and all three have identified her as the woman they knew as Kelly. Her partner of eighteen mdatindioner
McCarthy, who knew her by sight, and also an independent witness, George Hutchison, who knew her by
name and certainly conversed with her on occasion. It is highly likely that George may have had some fo
of intimate relationship with herorany even have s oug Cbutonedcasigre Whateverh i
the truth, it does not really matter too greatly; the established link that the two knew each other well is the
Well enough, of course, for Hutchinson to be asked to attend the mortuary and identify her. One could arg
that if bseph Barnett had been left to identify her solely from her ear or her eyes, then it is feasible that t
body in Shoreditch could have been misidentifiad three independent witnesses viewed the remains, and
all stated that those remains were of thenao they knew to be Mary Kelly.

Where does this leave ug#ell, for me, | believe a clear thought process with Maxwell and the medical
evidence has been established, which can challenge and question theltbmgedical view that Mary Kelly
was murdered between 02:00 and 04:00 on thldt 8lovember morning. It could, of course, still be the case,
supporting evidence from those within Millerads
the cry of 60Oh, Murder! o |t coul d wedtlthe prémesestwitha t
Kelly still alive. Moreover, it might now give more credence to another witness who purported to see Kell
alive on that Friday morning. Morris (sometimes spelt Maurice) Lewis claimed to see Mary drinking in th
Britannia pub around0 am on the morning of the murder. His statement suggested he had known Kelly fc

9 London Evening Standard, 1 8lovember 1888
1 The Scotsman, T3November 1888
2 The Ultimate Jack the Ripper Sourcebook by Stewart P Evans and Keith Skinner, 2000
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some five years, which is odd, as it would be longer than Hutchinson and Barnett, and even suggests he k
Kelly before she lived in the Spitalfields area. But if Lewis had his timings slightly wrong and it were indeet
closer to 09:00 than say 10:00, tregain, applying what has been gleaned from the article might make one
think.

't is stildl l i kely that the woman known as Mar
between 02:00 and 04:00 on that dreadful morning, now some one hundred anrsettartyyears ago.
Nevertheless, | do hope that this article may nowgsesgthat there is alsoreasonableargument to suggest
that she may have been murdered much later that same morning, possibly turning owiteaheedthought
we knewabout the entire Kelly case.

Chris Maybank is an amateur soci al hi storian based imd Hweirdé€ror\ischtiorei,a rh

—techmere— Cross Word

The Ripperologist

Cl ues:

f Surname of adthkroM™Mywherwr oife JAFX9t he Ripper
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Ans wetr st he end of this edition
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A Column on Daily Life - {2 oy
By Amanda Lloyd _ - 2 4R
For this edition wedre going to f coasshousewifet he ch
It may be surprising for some people to | earn
i ncome, and for working class families it was n
Beforédteneut9, wives played an i t
industries and farming. Although g a
al ways the woman's domai n, she ¢ e s
weaving, at the shopeffanmyat doh el |
produce shedd made.
Chil dren were expected to do th 0
for many it was very much a f ami se.
Revolution that things began to wl y
machines took over l abouri ng | obSEEEeag art
promi ses of better pay in the facé}?ﬁl%éi‘é";?ty Limi |
For the first time the roles of "2 2. Fromtihe *hen
found herself at home while her husband went of
instead she was now reliant on what he earned.
unmarried women and gned sl edssd twoark hahlefy ooff tvemna te
dictated that the women stayed at home and the
muster.
This shift of power changed men's attitudes,
had more di sposable income and controlled the j
wi fe and she woul d hcaonndmdmeaeyk bhuts ddfetean atnhdi & ovbaasc
it was a matter of having to hang around out sid
an attempt to get some money before it was all
Rk ' ‘] As a result of this power str.t
sought out additional l ncome-to
expanding families. Children can
not unheard of for a wecman to pr
Many took in | aundry or other v
top of their own l ong | i st of
= extremely | abour intensive, fl ocf
Fiyg amacd¢tyi on. org. uk food had t o b d
cooked, and just their own fam ul d
we ek .
Monday was al ways wash day, dr
Wednesday for i1ironing. Washing rk,
had to be fetched from a comm st
backyard. Depending or kowthes re,
washed in hot or cold soapy WarFiygstock Image T Zruk
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beat the clothes <c¢cl ean. Most of the clothes we
surprising that families only changed their <clo
The use of child I abour also had an i mpact on

expanded so did the demand for small bodi es and
empl oyed from thedaganaodfwifti vei mande apevart o t he p
|l ow. Conversely, there was a shortage of housin
had to rely on their children for the extra inc
As a consequence, the burden of housework chor
Sshoul ders of the housewife. No | onger were ol de
were expected to weolrvke l|hoonugr sd,a yssi.x Tdeany sora twe e k w:
The other i mpact was on gender roles, which w
The man was the breadwinner, head of the househ
only employed single or widowed _ ' “rl s
was expected to run the home an |, ‘ en
di d, despite the extra sewing afmW ra
from home to suppimement the fam

OHomedé could mean a small one b
families could only afford to at
families would Iive, eat and sl cher
|l ife for the poor hbestawmikeyandl. .Jgocu: uovy:, wtlba
i mprove towards the end of the Ff'9 4 Stock Image — php
charities became concerned about child | abour
started running scheel buandhabhawged eaesmalolo mu.
1870 most parishes had a school or a 'raggedd s
and were aimed at children from the | ocvweusrtc hb ascck
because of their O6raggeddé appearance. Unf ort une:e
many of the children most in need failed to att
The government was under pressure to do someth
compul sor yt 6 eyrecaalldls .f iTvheei r educati on was spl it

taught to read, wr{({tbeahdréteadbtROadi admeti was co
sciences, history and geography, whilst the gir
housewi fe.

Whil st in todayodés terms it would be viewed as

the opportunities a for mal education gave them.
first female pmhydihei d&miard Kurmgeaeaom,i qualified
born at 1 Commerci al Road, Whitechapel i n 1836.
(her father ran a pawnbrokers atanhernnkkieretpheran d
member of the medical profession would have bee

role women had then, and how it e«xalawe d,r ua geelriyn
Il i fe egrave th

Amanda Lloyd is the creator of the RBAM Award for Ripperology related #farion content. She enjoys researching and is the Admin to several Ripperology
related social media groups.
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Neat, Meal!” cried
the Cot's-Meat Man

Submissions:

We welcome your contributions. To submit an article please contact Ripperologist@casebook.org in the first
instance where we can discuss your idea further. Your subject must be relevant to the topics covered here and be
roughly 3,000 to 6,000 words in length. Assistance will be given by our editors and staff writers.
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Y e . ge . ,

Attempted the L|fe of a

MichaelL Haw/ey

e e O -'-M,__,, e PR

Parts one, two, and three, of this article covered the first two and a half years of young Franc
Tumbl etyds chosen occupation as a deceptive qua
fall of 1858 as he practiced in two of the fowar@dian Provinces, Upper Canada, or Canada West, and Lower
Canada, or Canada East. It was during this time we see Tumblety develop an interest in acquiring anatomn
knowledge, surgical skill, and even human organs. The significance of this is it begatis ta the very
reasons why Scotland Yard rdgged Tumblety after having been arrested on suspicion for Whitechapel
murders, a target of interest found in Scotland Yard files with the right means, motive, and opportunity.

Tumblety then left Canada for a full year and a half before returning and practicing in St. John, Ne
Brunswick. His time in the US was from January 1859 to July 1860, and he practiced in three major US citit
Buffalo, New York, Detroit, Michigan, and B, Massachusetts. Having anatomical knowledge and a desire
to acquire human organs is also evident duringdiserican interludéand even having the habit of walking
city slums at night, but there is more. The subject of part four is his Americaludietebecause a new
connection to the Whitechapel murders emerges; the first hint of Tumblety having a personality disorder fou
in many serial killers. Experts explain that these kinds of personality disorders manifest themselves by the
of fifteen a earlier. If so, then this twenglus-year old and future Jack the Ripper suspect might show signs
of having a personality disorder, and that is what we see.

Tumblety left Toronto and first opened an office in Buffalo, New York, on January 12, 1859. He advertise
that he vould be in town for four months with the intention of returning to Torofitd, he doct or w
in Buffalo from 1% January to 1 Apri |, 1859, when he will retu
Throughout January up to February 8, 1859, while physically in Buffalo, Tumblety was advertising in multipl.
newspapers across Canada West, such asldna@lton SpectatqrFebruary 8, 1859, mail order for his
medicines. Curiously, Tumblety never practiced in Toronto again.

Buffalo was situated on the westernmost point of Western New York bordering with the Province of Upp:

Canadaagka Canada Wesnp w Ont ar i o, Canada) and is just a f
Indian herb doctor mentor, R.J. Lyohadrecently moved his operation outwéstern New York south to
western Ohio, headquartering in Cleveland. This

territory when he began practicing in Buffalo.

At the time, Buffalo was nearly twice as large as Toronto with a population of 81,000 residents, so it ma:
excellent business sense. Instead of claiming he was from the neighbesiegn New York city of Rochester
(his hometown), he stated he was fronT or ont o, Cla afatuteacowVeaset in New York City in
April 1861, he told the court that he left Canada for Buffalo becAuse me s  w#lhecState af Nelv. 0
York allowed doctors of all flavors to practice medicine without a license, so Tumblety had the opportunit
to work his lucrative quack magic to full effect.

1 Buffalo Courier Express, January 29, 1859
2 New York Evening Express, April 1, 1861
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Just as Tumblety conned patients in the Canadian Provinces, he continued the very same business prac
in Buffalo. He would lure them into his office with deceitful caleadvertising and supposed testimonials,
diagnose them with a lifending or lifealtering disease, prescribe an herbal medicine of his creation, then
claim the patient was cured after two weeks. According t@thgnostic and Statistical Manual for Mental
Disorders Fifth Edition Text Revision (DSBATR), someone with antisocial persality behavior (APSD) is
deceitful, lies repeatedly, uses aliases, and cons for pleasure or personal profit. Further, they often manipt
others for personal gain, lack empathy, and seldom feel remorse for their actions. Tumblety fits every one
thesesigns. Not only did Tumblety lie repeatedly, claiming he has cured nearly all diseases known to ma
including cancer, and his methods of deceitful business practices never changedBurffalwe Courier
ExpressJanuary 31, 1859, he proclaims:

ANThe following Diseases can be cured by Dr. T. in the most obstinate stage of their existence, viz: Disea

of the Lungs, Heart , Liver and Throat. Al s o,
Diseases of the Kidneys and Bladder, and aleBses arising form Impurity of the Blood, such as Scrofula
or Kingds Evil , Erysipel as, St . Ant honyoés Fir

other Chronic complaints, which have baffled the science and skill of calomel doctors.

€30 Eewanp 1r Tue Ixpmaxy Here DocToR Calomel doctors referred to physicians with qualified
falls to descrihe dineaaes and Lol e et e Makree. Medical diplomas, since in the mil@" century they were

o o e, O e I asonaultation o7 3VI%% il prescribing mercury. When Tumblety realized that his

e ves dnck 1,2.3’;‘,:{,"_322;, strlfe, reputation was preceding him, he began to omit his name

A R i e R T and even use aliases. In 1863, his name vanished from his

Nor poison men to ease their paln. . .

Qur Father—whom ol goodness lis, advertisements in Brookl yn
e ] ure . H N

Tbev:;n.;;ieklgg:%ene:th our feet, IndanHeb Doetor . 0O

Weil used, relieve our pains complete, . . _ . . .

o gl e In the 1865 St. Louis City Directory, his office in the

SEen Lhest S SNt T ooty poiwes AiPhysicians and Surgeonso

5,000 certificates can be seen at the Doctor's office, Co:. O

Brookl yn Eagle, October 3, 186

As discussed in part two, instead of operating the

usual Indian herb doctor office in Toronto six months

before practicing in Buffalo, he opened a AMed
|l nstituted and claimed to be the principal for
ostensibly was a private medical school. It was

clearly a move to convince the Toronto medical

establishment that he was a qualified physician with

a medical diploma and deserving of a medical license.

The problem was, he never went to medical school,

so he did not come to Canada with anatomical knaydexhd clinical experience. There is evidence that this
medical institute was acting as a true medical school. A very successful Cleveland medical examiner nan
Dr. Charles P. Jones did indeed claim t callistawee b
A medical school would not only require their instructors to have medical and anatomical knowledge and sk
at running clinical labs operating on cadavers, but they would also have to lecture. A very credible eyewitne
and lifelong resident of BuffaloPolice Captain Thomas Cavanaugh, in May 1914 sat alongsi@aiekof
Police David Reynolds, Captain Samuel NotterCénef Wolfe, Detective Jerry Donovan, and Detective
Patrick Mack, and reminisced Civil War stories tBudfalo CouriercorresponderiTheir discussion focused
primarily upon when John Wil kes Booth was in th
1863. Cavanaugh recalled when Booth palled around with none other than Francis Tumblety:

ABooth made a very singular acquaintance whil e
him and a Dr. Tumbletyor Tumulty. He drove around selling ceadéls for everythinggiving lectures with

3 Brooklyn Eagle, December 28, 1863
4 Biographical Sketches section of the History of Wyndot County, Ohio, Chicago: Leggett, Conaway & Co., 1884, p. 709
5 Buffalo Courier, May 31, 1914
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