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Dear Readers, 

Welcome to Ripperologist Magazine No. 174. This year we celebrate 

the 30th Anniversary of Ripperologist Magazine by opening up the time-

capsule and taking a look back at selections from some of the earliest 

issues.   

Ripperologist Magazine began its life as óThe Cloak and Dagger Club 

Newsletterô under the editorship of Mark Galloway. By Issue 4 the 

newsletter had been rechristened óRipperologistô but was still the 

óNewsletter of the Cloak and Dagger Clubô and increased to 20 pages. 

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 

Ripperologist, albeit óunder the auspices of Mark Gallowayô as Editor-in-

Chief. Effectively, Paul was the editor and in charge of production. It was 

still a stapled-together magazine of 32 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 

óGillemanô who was reported to have discovered the body of Elizabeth 

Stride. Paul Begg then wrote a piece for issue 11 about óGillemanô, arguing 

that it was a name used by or applied to Diemshutz, 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 would 

probably have gone on and on and on.  

Sometimes we really wish we could go back to the past, donôt we?  

But we must fast-forward to the present and youôll find that weôve added 

two new staff members,  and we welcome back a returning contributor. 

Debra Arif has agreed to be a much-needed research standards editor, and 

Michael Hawley will be aiding in the copy-editing department. Long-time 

columnist and fiction review editor David Green has returned to the pages 

the magazine and we are thrilled to have him back on board.  

Until next time, 

Jonathan Menges 

Editor -in-Chief 

Assisted by Paul Begg 
Ripperologist magazine is published by Casebook Productions (www.casebook.org). The views, conclusions and opinions expressed in signed articles, essays, letters 

and other items published in Ripperologist are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views, conclusions and opinions of Ripperologist, its editors or 

the publisher. The views, conclusions and opinions expressed in unsigned articles, essays, news reports, reviews and other items published in Ripperologist are the 

responsibility of Ripperologist and its editorial team, but do not necessarily reflect the opinions of the publisher. We occasionally use material we believe has been 

placed in the public domain. It is not always possible to identify and contact the copyright holder; if you claim ownership of something we have published we will 

be pleased to make a proper acknowledgement. The contents of Ripperologist No. 174, Autumn 2025, including the compilation of all materials and any unsigned 

articles, essays, news reports, reviews and other items are copyright É 2025 Casebook.org. The authors of signed articles, essays, letters, news reports, reviews and 
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system, transmitted or otherwise circulated in any form or by any means, including digital, electronic, printed, mechanical, photocopying, recording or any other, 
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Introduction 

If the decade-long search for Mary Jane Kelly has taught us one thing, it is that her name, as a starting 

point, has not aided to alleviate our frustrations as we struggle to make sense of the often self-conflicting 

accounts we have to work from. As anyone dedicated to the search knows all too well that this particular area 

of interest is one of utter scarcity, and the temptation to throw in the towel at times irresistible.  

The late great Christopher Scott has repeatedly pointed out that our failure to lift Kelly from historical 

obscurity is undoubtedly a result of our fixation on the name. After all, what are the chances of finding her out 

in, say, a Welsh marriage record, if the name was an assumed one, adopted by her at some point shortly before, 

during or after her move to London?  

The problem is further compounded by her alleged husbandôs surname "Davis" (or "Davies") successfully 

competing with ñEvansò and "Williams" for the number one and two positions most common Welsh surnames. 

As I have proposed on several occasions in the past, staring directly into the soft-glowing coals of history 

is unlikely to reveal to us the whereabouts of Kelly at any given time;. God knows people have tried. Permit 

me, therefore, to submit the proposition that our hopes of success are better served when we work to adopt a 

more oblique, squint eyed-approach to the subject, so to speak, hoping to increase our chances to uncover 

something hitherto overlooked in the historical record. Perhaps such an approach may provide us with some 

fresh leads to aid us in our efforts to reconstruct some of the likely paths a Mary Kelly-type immigrant may 

have traversed before finally ending up where she did. The following study is such an effort. 

I hasten to add that this probe should be viewed as strictly exploratory in nature, not with the aim of building 

a case in favour of any particular identification, but simply to weigh several options on the scale of 

probabilities. This may in turn enable us to widen the aperture of our endeavors.  

As I attempted to explain in my last written contribution to this esteemed publication, research into John 

Morgenstern and Elizabeth Boeckee has quite naturally moved the needle in a more easterly direction and 

towards a part of the East End we previously had little reason to explore in any depth. 

Before dragging the reader along with me as I plunge into this fast-flowing river of historical circumstance, 

I will first revisit some of the reasons why I believe such an effort is worth taking the trouble to undertake.  

Questions 

Although our reference point consists mainly of Joseph Barnettôs somewhat jumbled recollections, the 

association of Morganstone with a gasworks appears to have been one of just a few items he appeared to be 

fairly confident about. On the other hand, the question of which gasworks we are supposed to settle on is 

subject to confusion; some versions referring to "Commercial Gasworks" and others describing "Stepney Gas 

Works" instead. 

The how and the why of this proposed association, not to mention the when, appear to have been wholly 

unclear to the poor fellow as he struggled to recollect his former loverôs words during what must surely have 

been the most trying time of his life. If it was not for two additional statements collected from some of Kellyôs 

The All Hallows Exploration Project  

Perspectives on Mary Jane Kellyõs Pre -Dorset Street Dwellings  

Jurriaan Maessen  
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past acquaintances, independently provided by peripheral sources, the question of what came first 

Morgenstone or Fleming, would have remained forever unresolved.  

The first account mentioning Breezerôs Hill in relation to Kelly was provided by a ñMrs. Phoenix,ò who 

walked into Leman Street police station on the evening of the 11th to state that ñabout three years ago...the 

deceased resided at her brother-in-law's house, at Breezers-hill, Pennington-street...ò  

The other account we have to consider, is one attributed to the Press Association and printed by several 

newspapers on November 12th mentioning that Kelly ñappears to have lived with a woman named Buki.ò, 

adding that ñShe [Buki] appears to have received Kelly directly from her West End Home.ò 

ñThe two women shortly afterwards went to the house of the lady at Knightsbridge, and demanded her 

trunk, containing dresses of a costly description.ò 

The source goes on to place Kelly's time with Buki prior to her time at Breezer's Hill by stating that she, 

Kelly, ñnext resided with a Mrs M'Carthy, Pennington-street, which place she left about eighteen months ago, 

for her last residence in Dorset-square.ò 

The confusement arising from this account is due mainly to the statement that ñHer first experience of the 

East-end appear[s] to have commenced with Mrs Buki, who resided in one of the thoroughfares off Ratcliffe-

highway, now known as St Georges-street.ò 

If these accounts can be relied upon - and thatôs a pretty big óifô-, Kellyôs arrival at Pennington Street 

occurred somewhere in late 1885 and may have taken place after she had been received by Mrs. Buki ñdirectly 

from her West End Home.ò Around the time, in other words, before John Morgensternôs and Elizabeth 

Boeckeeôs first recorded presence at the address in October of that year.  

It is not surprising that Elizabeth Boeckeeôs and John Morgensternôs well-established association with 79 

Pennington Street has for obvious reasons been the focus of attention for most researchers interested in tracing 

Mary Kellyôs pre-Dorset Street whereabouts. After all, both surnames correspond beautifully with Joseph 

Barnettôs ñMorganstoneò as well as the Mrs. Buki mentioned by yet another source as Kellyôs purported post-

West-End benefactor. 

Additionally, it is in the adjacent 1 Breezerôs Hill that Kellyôs former landlady (Mrs. Carthy) has Kelly 

staying before she hooked up with the mason's plasterer Joseph Fleming prior to leaving Mrs. Carthyôs for 

good.  

As we can see from the 1887 Booth 

survey1, both 1 Breezerôs Hill and 79 

Pennington Street were heavily 

associated with the brothel business, 

adding the description ñreally a brothelò to the former, and "brothel" to the latter, leaving little room for doubt 

as to its designation in the previous couple of years. 

Although all of these accounts seem decidedly self-

contradictory, both in terms of location and association, we 

must concede that the reference to Mrs. Bukiôs residence 

does not automatically mean that Kelly actually resided with 

her in one of those thoroughfares before going to live at 

Breezerôs Hill. After all, as 79 Pennington Street and 1 

Breezerôs Hill actually consisted of one single property, the move cannot have involved much of a transfer 

anyway, which increases the probability that ñMrs. Bukiôs placeò might have been a reference to Elizabeth 

Boeckeeôs last documented abode prior to her giving birth to the twins in October of 1885. 

 
1 Notebook: St George's-in-the-East. School Board Visitors, Miss Martin (District F), Mr Golding (District E), Mr Dwane (District E), BOOTH/B/36, 1888- 

1889. 



RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  
 

It would seem the Barnett account, Phoenix statement and Mrs. Buki box retrieval-anecdote have the benefit 

of not being subject to cross-contamination and may therefore serve to bolster the suggestion that this 

association predated Kellyôs time at Breezerôs Hill. If we overlay the accounts by Mrs Carthy, Mrs Phoenix 

and Joseph Barnett on top of each other, like an evidentiary pancake of sorts, the picture emerges that Mary 

Jane Kelly may have first resided with John Morgenstern and Elizabeth Bouquet in Ettrick Street, only to 

transfer shortly thereafter to 1 Breezer's Hill in the late 1885-early 1886 timeframe. 

As a consequence it stands to reason to use Elizabeth Boeckeeôs three documented pre-Pennington Street 

residencies in the period from early 1881 to early 1885 as stepping stones as we proceed to follow the rushing 

river further along upstream. Before rushing off into a more or less in-depth exploration effort, however, I 

should first draw a clear distinction between what is and whatôs implied. 

What is 

On October 5th 1879, John 

Morgenstern and his wife appeared as 

witnesses on a marriage record of one 

of the Valk siblings2. On this record, J. 

F. Morgenstern gives his address as 4 

Peterborough Road, Chelsea. 

This is not too far removed from the addresses we have for John's brothers Marin and Adrian in Fulham, 

both of whom appear on the 1881 census. As far as we know by this time there is no known association of the 

Boeckee couple with either Fulham or Chelsea. 

Around the time John Morgenstern was apparently still 

stomping about in Fulham, Louis Boeckee is already recorded as 

living at 79 Pennington Street in the electoral register of 1880.3 

Because this register drew from data of the year prior, we can fix 

Louis to the address as early as 1879. 

 As the 18814 electoral register has him still registered at 

Pennington Street, Louisô association with the address remains 

unchanged. This is independently confirmed by a May 26th 1880 

complaint received by the Metropolitan Board of Works5 and issued by a ñMr. Bockeeò decrying the "flooding 

of his premises, No. 79 Pennington-street, St. 

George in the East" during a storm on the 3rd 

of that month. 

The association appears to have come to an 

end somewhere in the subsequent twelve 

months or so gas fitter Louis Boeckee (as 

ñLouis Bouqueò) emerges at 21 Portree 

Street, Bromley-by-Bow with his wife Elizabeth (36) and his children Louisa (12) and Louis (6) in the 1881 

census. 

 

 

 
2 England and Wales, Marriage Registration Index, 1837-2005, FamilySearch, Bernard Falks, 1879; from "England & Wales Marriages, 1837-2005 
3 London, England, Electoral Registers, 1832-1965, 1879/1880. 

4 London, England, Electoral Registers, 1832-1965, 1879/1880, Ibid. 

5 Minutes of proceedings of the Metropolitan Board of Works, January-June 1880, page 741/742 (paragraph 18). 
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Lodging with the couple is a 40-year-old skin dresser named "John Felix", as well as a 33-year-old 

dressmaker named Elizabeth Busman.  

From the regular mentions of the surname ñFelixò by the other London-based members of the Morgenstern 

family, the age attributed to this John Felix and his absence at any other address in the census, we may be 

confident that this is none other than John Morgenstern by this time already having made his acquaintance 

with the Boeckeeôs. 

Meanwhile, the 1881 census record for 79 Pennington Street records a John Miller at the address as head 

of a single household as well as a variety of young women. By August 1882, the Boeckeeôs appear to have 

moved from Portree Street to 50 Athol Street, hardly a stoneôs throw away, where Elizabeth Boeckee registered 

her husbandôs death on the 10th of that month. 

 

 

 

 

 

  

The next record for Elizabeth Boeckee (as E. Bockee) dates from September 15th 1884, this time on the 

death certificate of her daughter Louisa two days prior at 25 Ettrick Street. 

 

 

 

 

 

  

The next time Elizabeth reappears in the historical record is October 27th 1885, when Elizabeth no longer 

carries her deceased husbandôs surname, but adopted that of John (as Eliesabeth Morgenstern, late Boeku, 

formerly Bluma), both of whom residing at her late husbandôs former abode of 79 Pennington Street, at which 

location the birth of twin daughters is registered. 

By this time Elizabeth is recorded as common-law wife to John (as ñJohannò) Morgenstern.  

Unfortunately I have not been able to secure the certificate itself; instead Iôm relying on its accuracy by using 

the transcription provided by Neal and Jennifer Shelden. 

Some six months later, on April 4th 1886, gas stoker John Morgenstern (as John Morsten6, John 

Morganstein7 or George Morgenstein8) is involved in an incident at Gas Factory Lane (Fulham) with another 

gas stoker named George Zecher, who bites Johnôs finger after the latter had, allegedly, assaulted the formerôs 

wife.  

During the subsequent court proceedings, John gave his address as ñVictoria Road, Fulhamò.  

Just five months later, another death certificate9 was made up, this time for one of the twins (Elizabeth), who 

died at 79 Pennington Street on September 10th 1886.  

 
6 (1886) "Alleged Biting", West London Observer, 10 April. 
7 (1886) ñBiting a Manôs Finger Offò, Mid-Surrey Times, 17 April. 
8 (1886) "The Charge of Biting a Manôs Finger", West London Observer, 17 April. 
9 England & Wales Deaths, 1837-2006, St. George In The East, London, England, General Register Office, Southport, England. 
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This is the coupleôs last recorded association with the Pennington Street address. The next time we pick 

them up in the historical record10 is some three years later, when John attacks several young unfortunates at 

Jamaica Passage, Limehouse.  

For more information on John Morgensternôs whereabouts prior to October of 1879 and after September 

1886, my Morgenstern article published in the fall of 2024 provides a more or less detailed overview.  

Whatôs Implied 

Although previous research has understandably focused mainly on Pennington Street (where we find both 

Morgenstern and Boeckee associated with number 79 from October 1885 onward), their whereabouts in the 

five or so years prior has so far been subject to superficial glances only. 

We know that Mrs Boeckee moved from Bromley-by-

Bow to St. George in the East at some point between 

September 1884 and October 1885. That is quite consistent 

with the period - late 1884 or thereabouts - when Mary Kelly 

is purported to have arrived in London.  

For all of the dreadful gaps in our knowledge when it 

comes to Mary Kellyôs possible pre-Dorset Street 

whereabouts, the aforementioned timeline is clear in terms 

of three things. Or addresses, rather. 

The first to spell out the inevitable11 was researcher 

extraordinaire Chris Philips, who was moved to remark that 

ñAll three of those addresses - Portree Street, Athol Street 

and Ettrick Street - were in the shadow [probably literally at 

some times of the day] of the gasometers of Poplar Gas 

Works...ò 

 

That Philips was not exaggerating may be illustrated by this 

post-Blitz image of Ettrick Street12, sufficiently expelling any 

doubts we may have as to the veracity of his statement: 

ñ...we knowò, Philips continued, ñthat Johannes Morgenstern 

did live by a gas works before he went to Pennington Street.ò He 

was living [as John Felix] in the same house - 21 Portree Street, 

Bromley - as Louis and Elizabeth Bouquet at the date of the 1881 

census. Given that he later appeared in Pennington Street as 

Elizabeth's husband, we can guess that he was probably still with the family at the date of Louis Bockie's 
 

10 (1889) "Brutal assaults on women", East End Observer, 16 November. 
11 Chris Philips, May 28, 2022, Re: The Morgenstern brothers, Felix Family & 79 Pennington Street, https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/the-victims/mary- 
kelly/27698-the-morgenstern-brothers-felix-family-79-pennington-street?p=591689#post591689. 
12 Photograph by William Whiffin, 1955, Brunswick Road, Bromley-by-Bow; taken from the corner of Dee Street, looking north-east towards Poplar Gas Works. 

The houses on the left are on the north side of Ettrick Street. 

1. Portree Street 

2. Athol Street 

3. Ettrick Street 
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death in August 1882 - at 50 Athol Street, Bromley - and at the date of the death of Louis's and Elizabeth's 

daughter Louisa Bockee, in September 1884 - at 25 Ettrick Street, Bromley.ò 

I am very much inclined to agree, especially considering that the chronology is supplemented by peripheral 

statements with a large degree of consistency, namely an association with Morganstone near the gasworks, 

combined with the independently acquired statement about a Mrs. Buki accompanying the aggrieved Mary 

Kelly to a residency in Knightsbridge to reclaim the box of dresses confiscated by the French Lady after 

Kellyôs alleged return from France.  

As the aforementioned timeline provides us with a fairly well-documented paper trail for Elizabeth Boeckee 

and her whereabouts in the first half of the 1880s, it should be pointed out that the only documentation on 

John Morgenstern's presence in the area is the 1881 census, fixing him firmly as lodging with the Boeckeeôs 

at 21 Portree Street. More tenuous is the proposed connection when we consider Elizabethôs next Bromley-

by-Bow abodes of 50 Athol Street and 25 Ettrick Street. On the other hand, Johnôs absence from these 

certificates for Louis and Louisa, respectively in 1882 and 1884, does not argue either for or against him living 

at those addresses during that time; the nature of these particular records did not necessitate signatures by non-

family members.  

Assuming for the sake of argument that John did continue to cohabitate with Elizabeth after the 1881 

census, it is plausible that John had come to substitute for Elizabethôs deceased husband at some point between 

1882 and 1885 as manager of day-to-day operations of whatever business the deceased and his wife were 

engaged in during that time. The fact that John later appeared in Pennington Street as Elizabeth's husband 

when they registered the birth of their twin daughters, may be suggestive of a continued association in the 

years prior. But then again it may not. After all, counting the term of pregnancy from October 1885 backward, 

the twins have had to be conceived in the first few months of 1885, at which time itôs plausible Elizabeth was 

still residing at 25 Ettrick Street. The reason being that according to an advert published in the Builder13, the 

address was sold shortly before 18 May 1885, leaving enough time for John and Elizabeth to have settled into 

their 79 Pennington Street address sometime in the intermediate five months.  

There is also the possibility that Elizabeth Bouquet was managing day-to-day operations from Pennington 

Street for Louis from 1881/2 onward while John Morgenstern hung back in Bromley-by-Bow. Or vice versa.  

The April 1886 finger biting incident in Fulham involving John Morgenstern and his brother Marin, exactly 

within the period the historical record has him associated with the brothel in Pennington Street, might be 

suggestive of a more flexible role for John which allowed him to secure the coupleôs interests further afield as 

Elizabeth was holding the fort back home. 

Since recent findings14 have confirmed John and Elizabethôs involvement with the managing (or keeping) 

of disorderly houses in Limehouse some years later, as well as her and her deceased husbandôs confirmed 

association with 79 Pennington Street more than a decade earlier, I decided to initiate a probe of the area, with 

a special emphasis on the presence of disorderly houses in the time period 1880-1886. A probe few researchers 

have had any reason to attempt in the past. As it turns out, the amount of them was quite staggering.  

The Aberfeldy Estate 

From roughly 1881 to 1884 the area in a five-street block-radius around all of the known abodes of 

Elizabeth Bouquet and the gasworks adjacent to them was known as the Aberfeldy Estate and, at the time, of 

comparatively recent vintage.  

Geographically located between Limehouse in the west and West Ham to the east, this recent housing 

project was situated to the north of and parallel to the main artery connecting Bromley-by-Bow to the rest of 

the East End: the East India Dock Road. 

 
13 The Builder, 1885-05-30: Vol 48 Issue 2208, page 781. 
14 (1895) "Routing out Limehouse Pest Houses", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 2 October. 
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Developed in the 1860s by a Scottish builder named Mackintosh, the designated area and individual street 

names alphabetically corresponded to towns and cities in the architectôs home region: from Athol to Zetland, 

Culloden to Ettrick, the only exception being Abbott Road, which the builder named in tribute to his wife.  

There were, as it stood, three major centres of employment in the immediate vicinity, most notably the 

headquarters of the North Metropolitan Tramways as well as the London General Omnibus Corporation, both 

of which situated in Athol Street. Just south of Athol Street, at the corner of Brunswick Road and East India 

Dock Road, was Poplar Hospital.  

Not only was the area home to the stablemen, conductors, and drivers employed by the tramway, it also 

served to provide beds to sailors and shipyard workers labouring in the East India Docks, south of Poplar 

Hospital. In addition there was a notable match stick factory employing hundreds of workers at any given time 

in the early to mid-1880s.  

Lastly, the whole thing was properly sanctified by All Hallows Church, providing for the spiritual needs of 

the people. Over a decade after the relevant timeframe of this investigation a Boothôs surveyor provided a 

lively description of the area15:  

ñOn the East of the Abbott Road a block of streets lying between Oban Street and Abbott Road namely 

Portree Street, Moness Road and Oban Street. Portree Street Oban Street purple, Moness Road light blue- 

a poorer class come to Moness Road because the rents are lower than in the other two streets. Rents are 

lower because the street is on a lower level and houses risk being flooded. Things are better now and the 

sewers have been so improved that there is no longer any back flow. The north side of Oban Street is light 

blue on our map but there is no perceptible outward difference between the north and the south sides. Then 

north west up the Leven Road marked all dark blue in our maps. The south end may perhaps still be dark 

blue and there are a few mixed houses towards the centre, higher up it is distinctly better. Many house doors 

were open, oil cloth & coconut mats in the entrance passages, flowers in the windows, decent curtains, 

sometimes a case of stuffed birds on the top of a book or two, all pointed to greater respectability. Has the 

appearance of a street which is on the road upwards. At the north end is a large open waste which there is 

some talk of turning into a public garden. At present it is mostly full of heaps of gravel rubbish etc, but not 

fresh rubbish. Many gasworkers live in the Leven Road.ò 

As the last sentence indicates, there was a significant presence of gasworkers in the area, and that leads us 

to the last major employer in the area: the Commercial Gas Company-owned Poplar Gasworks located 

immediately adjacent to the Boeckeeôs first recorded address in the area, Portree Street, where John 

Morgenstern (as gas stoker ñJohn Felixò) cohabited with the couple in 1881.  

Later that year Portree Street featured in a court case report16 when a man named Cockle was charged by a 

linendraper for outstanding rent of No. 5 Portree Street. During the subsequent proceeding the defendantôs 

wife stated she and her husband did not occupy the house, adding that ñthey were only lodgers.ò The argument 

was summarily dismissed and the defendant deemed liable for the rent. 

By that time Elizabeth and Louis may have already moved on to 50 Athol Street, at which address she 

registered Louisô death in August of the following year. Perhaps the move was prompted by a recommendation 

submitted by Works Committee District No. 2 to the vestry in July of 1881, which saw fit to recommend17 

ñthat the carriage way of Athol Street [east end] be drained and made upò, adding furthermore that ñthe 

footpaths [be] curbed and paved [if necessary] at the expense of owners...ò 

The premises themselves do not seem to have been too comfortable. In an advertisement18 dated June 11th 

1889, the premises are described as "cheap", consisting of "7 rooms and scullery".  

 
15 George H. Duckworth's Notebook: Police District 11 [Poplar and Limehouse], District 12 [Bow and Bromley] and District 13 [South Hackney and  

Hackney], page 41-47. 
16 (1881) "Ridd v. Cockle", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 9 December. 
17 (1881) "Untitled", Tower Hamlet Independent and East End Local Advertiser, 16 July. 
18 (1889) "Advertisements", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 11 June. 
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The Gasworks divided Bromley-by-Bow and West Ham with state-of-the-art gasholders, gas-o-meters and 

giant chimney towers rising up above the dreary rows of houses as they belched up a continuous stream of 

black smoke blanketing the surrounding rooftops.  

Like any other area of concentrated employment, All Hallows Parish was home to a complimentary share 

of public- and disorderly houses providing some liquid relief from the hardships of everyday survival. In fact, 

the epicenter of the disorderly house nuisance, causing the local authorities the most concern, was located 

almost exactly around Boeckeeôs three subsequent residencies in the early to mid-1880s, clustered as they 

stood against the great towering gasometers and gasholders at the outer end of the parish in the east.  

For reasons that hardly need elaborated upon, it is this gasworks that commands our particular attention as we 

proceed to develop some understanding of its possible significance to Mary Kelly and her associates. Not with 

the objective of making a case for the area as a plausible landing spot for Mary Kelly, but simply as an attempt 

at reconstructing the conditions in the area. 

The Nuisance 

In the course of my investigations even a fairly cursory first glance betrayed the presence of no less than 

twenty disorderly houses in Ettrick Street, a dozen or so in Athol Street and five instances of related activities 

in Portree Street from 1880 to 1887, not to mention many other dens of infamy servicing laborers, stevedores 

and sailors alike. I have no doubt that a more in-depth inquiry will no doubt reveal an even more impressive 

amount, but we have to start somewhere.  

On July 30th 1881 the East London Observer published a volley of complaints19 expressed by the secretary 

of Poplar Hospital on behalf of vestry members decrying ñthe riot, the ribald noise, the brutal violence 

characterizing the immediate locality of the hospitalò.  

The vestry clerk, in response, rushed to confirm the hospital secretaryôs grievances, adding that ñthe scenes 

in the road were really alarming; marks of blood were repeatedly seen on the pavement.ò 

In an article titled "The Social Evil" from 1885 the Aberfeldy Estate area within Bromley-by-Bow was 

singled out as being especially worrisome, mentioning that "a general belief prevailed that Poplar, including 

Bromley- more especially the New Town- was becoming largely tainted by an increasing number of prostitutes 

and disorderly houses.  

In a letter addressed to the sitting magistrates of the Thames police court20 dated just four days after Louisô 

death at 50 Athol Street, T.D. Langdon, the vestry clerk expressed the concerns of "several parishioners of 

Bromley Saint Leonard" about the apparent increase of the nuisance: 

ñ...the inspectors were quite aware of the disorderly scenes, that many of the houses in the bye-streets out 

of the East India Dock-road, below Poplar Hospital, were brothels; and constables were afraid to go alone 

on account of the women's bullies; but, above all, did not get the support of the magistrates at the Thames 

police-court.ò 

As it turns out, the disorderly state of affairs was not restricted to the area below Poplar Hospital. In fact, 

the situation in pretty much all directions around Poplar Hospital was the source of similar concern from 

inhabitants within the parish.  

As an apparent example of the deplorable conditions in the area, Athol Street featured21 in August of 1882 

when "Annie Gray, a young woman, living at 60 Athol-street, Bromley, was charged at the Thames police-

court with attempting to commit suicide at ten minutes to two o'clock on the afternoon of the 4th inst." 

After the failed attempt at taking her own life by jumping off the wharf and into the water, she is reported 

to have pleaded insensibility at first, later on arguing for her defense she had been drunk when she made the 

plunge into the river Lea.  

 
19 (1881) "Where are the Police?", East London Observer, 30 July. 
20 (1882) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 5 September. 
21 (1882) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 29 August. 
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To the 21st century observer it seems almost inconceivable that people attempting suicide were brought 

before the magistrate for criminal sentencing, let alone children charged with frequenting brothels, but that is 

inverted late Victorian moralism for you. 

The historical record presents us with a never-ending parade of complaints, often in the form of letters 

submitted by concerned members decrying the vestry's inability to appropriately deal with the problem, as 

well as the failure of the police court magistrates to organize an effective crackdown. 

The September 5th letter of complaint22 voiced the vestry membersô concern quite clearly as well as their 

intention of keeping the Thames police court magistrates appraised of the situation and expressing their wish 

that they ñuse the power invested in them to put down ruffianism and disorder.ò 

ñ...the Vestrymen testified to the fact that horrible language was used, and disgraceful scenes were 

constantly taking place in Bromley, both in the East India Dock-road and in other thoroughfares.ò 

The letter was acknowledged by the magistrates on August 18th ñrespecting the turbulent and disorderly 

scenes alleged to have occurred lately in the East India Dock-roadò, adding that they, the magistrates, were 

ñmost fully alive to the duty which rests upon them...by all lawful means at their disposal.ò 

The Growing Evil 

The question of disorderly houses was brought forward consistently throughout the years, manifesting a 

deeply felt and widely experienced dissatisfaction on the part of parish members with the daily disorderly 

scenes with which they found themselves confronted, as well as the apparent lack of resolve on the part of the 

authorities to deal with them. This included disgruntled shop owners, ambitious lawmakers and reticent parish 

members all approaching the nuisance quite unapologetically through the lens of their own respective interests.  

Although the laments were usually greeted with general agreement, the concern appears not to have been 

of sufficient severity as to prompt any serious effort to put a stop to the nuisance. At least not before the 

problem first rose sufficiently high on the national priority list to prompt a dedicated effort to deal with the 

problem in any comprehensive way. 

Probing the relevant newspapers reveals a great passing of resolutions, often on a weekly basis. On July 

31st 1883 the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle reported23 on a letter by a representative of the 

London School Board, directing attention to several recent parliamentary decrees devoted to ñallowing the 

removal of young girls from the pernicious influences of residence in houses of ill-fame.ò 

On September 7th the vestryôs chairman expressed his commitment24 in plotting a course against the spread 

of disorderly and immoral houses, ending on the somewhat cryptic note that any public statement in regards 

to the disorderly houses ñwould frustrate the object in view; we therefore refrain from occupying space with 

the unsavoury subject.ò 

Meanwhile, Elizabeth Boeckee was presumably still residing in the very heart of all the squalor, at 50 Athol 

Street, when an incident was reported on occurring just two doors down. The East End News and Shipping 

Chronicle of September 14th 1883 reports25:  

ñWilliam George Oliver was charged, on remand, at the Thames police-court, with unlawfully breaking 

and entering the house 54, Athol-street, Bromley, and he was further charged with unlawfully damaging a 

quantity of furniture...the property of Margaret Adiar, the occupier of the said house.ò 

A few days later a memorial letter signed by 21 parties was drafted and read aloud26 before the vestrymen 

assembled "complaining of certain disorderly houses in Oban-street, stated to belong to the Property and 

House Agency Investment Company, Cannon-street...ò  

 
22 (1882), "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 5 September, Ibid. 
23 (1883) "The Industrial Schools Amendment Act", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 31 July. 
24 (1883) "The Jones' Specialite", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 7 September. 
25 (1883) "A Remarkably Lucky Prisoner", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 14 September. 
26 (1883) "Correspondence", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 18 September. 
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The agent of this company co-signed the letter. The vestry chairman instructed the clerk "to write to the 

owners to that effect, and that they should get rid of their tenants and be careful who they let their houses in 

[the] future."  

Perhaps unrelated to the chairmanôs instructions the East London Observer reported27 on the sale, by 

auction, of 26 to 50 Athol Street in February of 1884, prompting us to speculate on the early 1884 timeframe 

as a probable moving date for Elizabeth (and possibly John Morgenstern) before settling in their last known 

Bromley-by-Bow abode of 25 Ettrick Street. 

In April of 1883 Mr. Bradshaw Brown is reported28 to have sold by way of auction "nine valuable freehold 

houses in Blair-street and Aberfeldy-street, four in Athol-street, and two leasehold houses in Blair-street, East 

India-road." The notice goes on to add that "the property was arranged in twelve lots, to suit the convenience 

of purchasers..." 

On October 16th 188329 the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle has the vestry clerk once again 

voicing the general concerns from "persons residing in various parts of the parish" on the growing evil of 

disorderly houses, recommending the adoption of more vigorous measures, one gentleman even going so far 

as to contribute no less than a hundred pounds "to assist in the expenses of a prosecution".  

I would point to a case highlighted on August 8th 188430 concerning a 10-year-old girl named Louisa Hill, 

who was charged at the Thames police court with frequenting houses of ill-fame, in this case referencing such 

a house in Blair Street and mentioning the girl's father having died. The girl's mother was left to keep a brothel 

along Blair Street, the next street north running parallel to Athol Street. The police constable responsible for 

bringing the poor girl before the magistrate reported "the house where the child was found was one of the worst 

in East London." 

The case was referenced31 later that month in a letter to the editor of East End News and Shipping Chronicle 

as an illustration of the squalor experienced by people in the area: 

ñSeeing that action has been taken against a brother house-keeper carrying on her trade in Blair-street, 

would it not be well that our local authorities, having the legal power and responsibility of dealing with 

these evils, should bestir themselves? ...The new district of Bromley, known as Abbottôs Town, has a large 

proportion of most respectable tenants, but with no inconsiderable mixture of brothel house-keepers and 

prostitutes.ò 

Pointing to the fact that ñthere can be no difficulty in naming the houses occupiedò, the letter writer stresses 

the need for ñvigorousò steps to rescue underaged girls from the brothel keepers active in the area: 

ñFrom observation, I believe the yong ones are entrapped by the keepers of these brothels, and that if a 

vigorous move were made and successfully carried through, the root of the evil might be reached and 

removed.ò 

Although there was no shortage of resolutions passed, the root of the evil does not seem to have been 

reached, let alone removed. In reference to the many prostitutes frequenting the streets, one Mr. Richardson 

unceremoniously noted32 in a December 9th 1884 article titled ñThe Social Evilò that "only last week óa 

cartload of these creaturesô was brought into the district and deposited in a certain street".  

In March of the following year another letter of complaint was printed33 in the Eastern Post, expressing the 

concerns of ñthe inhabitants of Arnold Road and neighbourhood, complaining of the intolerable nuisance 

arising from the existing of certain disorderly houses in that road, and asking the vestryôs interference.ò 

 
27 (1884) "Advertisements", East London Observer, 9 February. 
28 (1883) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 10 April. 
29 (1883) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 16 October. 
30 (1884) "A Shocking Case", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 8 August. 
31 (1884) "The Social Evil at Bromley", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 26 August. 
32 (1884) "The Social Evil", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 9 December. 
33 (1885) "Disorderly House Again", Eastern Post, 28 March. 
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On April 7th34 1885 a number of ladies connected to the church mission made what's being described as "a 

noble attempt to rescue the most degraded from a life of sin and misery", adding that the majority of these 

ñdegraded womenò consisted of "prepossessing young girls, who had been induced to enter houses of ill-fame, 

under false pretences. Some had come up from the country, in answer to advertisements.ò 

On 16 November 1885 Athol Street featured yet again, this time within the pages of the Evening News, 

when it published a report35 on the case of one John Bailey (alias George Matthews) of 28, Athol-street, 

Bromley-by-Bow", being charged with the offence of facilitating a brothel on his premises. Some years later 

the Booth survey36 interestingly designates 48 Athol Street as a brothel, noting that a servant girl living at the 

address ñdoes her housework hereò. 

The tendency to subdivide 

premises into separate lots to 

accommodate more tenants is echoed 

by the same Booth's survey37 

highlighting the example of Wilson 

Street (one of the streets running a bit 

westward from Ettrick Street), where 

one particular residency was apparently accommodating up to three families. 

On the first of May 1886 Ettrick Street was the scene of another induction. As the London Evening Standard 

reported38 a couple of days later: 

ñBridget Ambrose was charged with stealing two purses and a sovereign from George Taylor, a sailor, 

living on board the ship Romania.- On Saturday night the Prosecutor met the Prisoner, and was induced 

by her to go to 50, Ettrick-street, Bromley. He then fell off to sleep, and on waking he missed a sovereign, 

two purses, and two discharges. George Carroll, 121 K, was called to the house, and the Prisoner was 

given into his custody.ò 

In October of the same year, and just four numbers up from Elizabeth Boeckeeôs 1884 address, 58 Ettrick 

Street was also mentioned in connection to a brothel, recording the presence of two unfortunate children 

charged with keeping the company of prostitutes at the premises.  

According to the Eastern Post of October 16th39 observation of the premises was kept by an officer of the 

Charing Cross-based Reformatory Rescue Union ñin consequence of information...received.ò The m other, 

purportedly also a prostitute, is reported as pleading to the officer to not send her children away.  

Ettrick Street featured yet again in February of the following year, when The People carried a complaint40 

by the mother of a 14-year-old girl who had been allowed into a public house in Ettrick Street. Apparently the 

mother, eliciting the help of a constable, had attempted to organize an intervention. Alas the historical record 

does not record a follow up account informing us what, if anything, came of it. 

In some instances however, there do seem to have been attempts at action, such as notices served on the 

keepers of several brothels, although generally the reaction was one of skeptical acknowledgement without 

subsequent resolve.  

The East End News and London Shipping Chronicle of September 27th 1887 published41 a letter of petition 

"signed by the Rev. Mr. Dalton, of All Hallows Church, East India Docks, and others, complaining of the 

disorderly state of 16 houses in Ettick-street then moved to propose...that any lessee, landlord, or their agents 

 
34 (1885) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 7 April. 
35 (1885) "Untitled", London Evening News, 16 November. 
36 Notebook: Poplar, Mile End Old Town and Stepney. School Board Visitors, Mr Trenoweth (District X3), Mr Burrows (District S1, S2). 
37 Notebook: Poplar, Mile End Old Town and Stepney. School Board Visitors, Mr Trenoweth (District X3), Mr Burrows (District S1, S2), 1887,  

BOOTH/B/14 (page 22). 
38 (1886) "Untitled", London Evening Standard, 3 May. 
39 (1886) "Untitled", Eastern Post, 16 October. 
40 (1887) "Alleged Attempt to Entrap a Girl", The People, 27 February. 
41 (1887) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 27 September. 
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who shall knowingly let, receive rents, &c., from the occupiers of such houses shall be liable, on summary 

conviction, to a penalty of 20 pounds, or may be imprisoned for three months with hard labour."  

On the 11th of the following month one Mr. Owen inquired42 into what had been done with regard to the 

16 houses in Ettrick-street, upon which the clerk rushed to assure him that "two of the houses would be cleared 

immediately." 

Interestingly the aforementioned reverent Dalton was named by Montagu Williams in his 1893 ñLater 

leavesò where he celebrates43 the Bridge of Hope mission and its efforts to ñsave...women from the horrors of 

a prostituteôs lifeò, specifically mentioning Dalton as an excellent recipient of funds from any merciful 

philanthropist who might ñpermit this gentlemanôs name to figure on their cheque-books.ò By 1888 the 

situation did not seem to have been resolved. 

As the London Evening Standard of September 15th of that year reported44, one Mary Woodman, "...a 

smart-looking, well-dressed woman, of Ettrick-street, Poplar, was charged by the Central Vigilance Society 

for keeping a disorderly house."  

In April of that year the Vigilance Committee is reported to have successfully prosecuted a woman named 

"Spink, otherwise Spearman, of 43, Ettrick-street, for keeping a disorderly house," after which she was 

sentenced to two months imprisonment with hard labour. Just two months earlier the East London Observer 

reported45 on an assault by a brothelkeeper residing at 43 Ettrick Street upon an unfortunate named Edith 

Brockwell who lodged at the address. According to the victim's statement, the accused had "punched her about 

the face, knocked her down, kicked her, and afterwards held her by the throat until she became exhausted." 

After hearing the witnesses however, the magistrate discharged the accused.  

In addition to the frequent mentions of Athol Street and Ettrick Street, Blair Street features quite heavily in 

the reports, not only recording several brothels there, but- interestingly- also discerning the presence of a 

Welsh Wesleyan chapel in the very heart of the Aberfeldy Estate, which in turn raises the tantalizing possibility 

of a Welsh immigrant presence in the area around the time of Mary Kellyôs purported arrival in the area. 

The Welsh Connection 

In June of 1882 the Caernarvon & Denbigh Herald reported46 on some of the activities developed by the 

chapel for some of the female Welsh inhabiting this part of the East End, stating that "a large and enthusiastic 

gathering of Welsh womenò was organised in the Welsh chapel located on the corner of Brunswick Road and 

Dee Street. 

In 1882 a Welsh methodist chapel was situated47 on the corner of Brunswick Road and Blair Street. In 

October of the following year we find another reference48 to it. In October of the year thereafter the Welsh 

Chapel on Blair Street was no more49.  

The Western Mail of January 3rd 1884 gave some insights50 on the matter. Speculating on the number of 

Welsh in the whole of the East End amounting to no more than 5000 there was but, "one city missionary. The 

Welsh Calvinistic Methodists have a small chapel in Poplar, and I believe services are held in a desultory 

fashion by the Welsh Wesleyans; and, so far as I can learn, that is all that is done by the Welsh for the spiritual 

and religious needs of their fellow-countrymen." 

The article goes on to state that this Welsh missionary, A Mr. David Thomas, "has 400 families on his 

visiting book, and has laboured in the East End for 25 years. He is now on the point of leaving this sphere of 

 
42 (1887) "Disorderly Houses Again", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 11 October. 
43 Williams, Montagu Stephen, ñLater leaves, being the further reminiscences of Montagu Williams, Q.Cò, 1893 (page 247). 
44 (1888) "Untitled", London Evening Standard, 15 September. 
45 (1888) "Fracas in a Brothel", East London Observer, 7 July. 
46 (1882) "Entertainment to Welsh Women in East London", Caernarvon & Denbigh Herald, 10 June. 
47 (1882) "Freehold Properties", East London Observer, 6 May. 
48 (1883) "Blair-street Band of Hope", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 2 October. 
49 (1884) "East London Tract Society and Christian Mission", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 10 October. 
50 (1884) "New Year's Eve Among the Poor Welsh of the East End of London", Western Mail, 3 January. 
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work, having been appointed to the charge of the Welsh poor in the City of London and in the Northern 

District." 

Indeed, the East End News & London Shipping Chronicle of August 5th 1884 mentions51 that earlier that 

week "a freehold chapel and school house, situated at the corner of Blair-street, Brunswick-road, Bromley 

[was] sold for 680 pounds".  

Apparently, meetings by the Welsh Wesleyans continued to be held in the area after the chapel had been 

sold. The London Daily Chronicle of September 13th 1884 mentioned52 one such meeting taking place at the 

"Assembly Rooms, Newby-place, East India-road, Poplar." 

The only reference to a Welsh chapel §fter March of 1884 was more than 18 months later when the same 

newspaper reported53 that "a grand concert was given in aid of the funds for building a Welsh Wesleyan Church 

in Poplar, to provide for the wants of the Welsh Wesleyans in the neighbourhood, the old building formerly 

used having been sold on the removal of the church to Stepney."  

So it seems that from March 1884 to late 1885 the rallying point for Welsh new arrivals in the East End 

was not available in the area. This might have left any new arrivals from Wales extra vulnerable to 

opportunistic brothel keepers on the lookout for new arrivals.  

It must however be pointed out that the Welsh, in contrast to East-European Jewish (or even Irish) 

immigrant communities, were not especially known to have clustered together in any significant way as to 

discern a convergence between Welsh new arrivals and the other immigrant residents living in the area. On 

the other hand there apparently did exist more or less coherent clusters of Welsh at specific geographical 

locations around particular centers of employment, as well as places of worship exclusively designed to 

accommodate the needs of the incoming Welsh. 

If the state-of-affairs persisted up until around the turn of the century, the example of Calavanistic 

methodists in the City54 has the Reverend John Davies of the New Jewin Welsh Church describing his centre 

as "the rallying-point for Welshmen coming to London." 

In Charles Booth's Labour and life of the people55 the Welsh example was mentioned specifically as a 

general example of how exactly this clustering mechanism worked: 

ñDoubtless cases of a similar kind could be multiplied,- where a country nucleus once established in any 

particular district in London, grows in geometric ratio by the importation of friends and relations. We find 

one village sending the flower of its youth to Finsbury, another to Hornsey, a third to a big establishment 

in Cheapside. So, if an employer is Welsh, we may find a Welsh colony near his works; if from Devon, a 

colony of Devonshire men. 

Probably one of the most powerful and efficient migration agencies is that supplied by the letters written 

home by the country girl settled in domestic service in the great town. But it is needless to labour the 

argument. The life history here traced offers at once a striking picture and a fair sample of the mode in 

which the influx from the country takes place.ò 

An already settled "enclave" of Welsh workers as point of landing for the newly arrived Kelly would be 

consistent with a commonly observed migration pattern, making it reasonable to contemplate the possibility 

of there having existed something of a Welsh rallying point for new arrivals during the time of Elizabeth 

Boeckee's possible cohabitation with John Morgenstern in the relevant timeframe. Considering the fact that 

the Welsh chapel of All Hallows was the only one to serve the entire Welsh population within the East End, it 

must be taken into consideration for whatever it's worth.  

 
51 (1884) "Evidence of Local Value", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 5 August. 
52 (1884) "Untitled", London Daily Chronicle, 13 September. 
53 (1885) "Untitled", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 18 December. 
54 BOOTH/B/247, Notebook: Nonconformist District 1 [The City], page 4. 
55 Life and Labour of the People in London: First Results of An Inquiry Based on the 1891 Census. Opening Address of Charles Booth, Esq., President of  

the Royal Statistical Society. Session 1893-94. 



RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  
 

If indeed she first landed in Bromley-by-Bow, it does seem rather striking that she just happened to surface 

near the only Welsh rallying point in the entire East End. Equally curious to consider that she appeared to have 

done so precisely at the time the chapel had just closed shop as a migrant magnet for the incoming Welsh.  

Personages & Pitfalls 

It almost goes without saying that any exploratory probe, however dispassionately undertaken, will 

inevitably include the researcher noticing names relevant to the ultimate objective of his endeavors. God 

knows I have. And as so often the case when impatience overtakes resolve, I was immediately let down. 

You can, for example, imagine my initial 

excitement when stumbling upon an incident56 that 

occurred in October 1887 in the immediate locality 

around Poplar Hospital, involving two unfortunate 

women (named Mary Kelly and Mary Williams) 

who were picked up and charged for ñbehaving in 

a disorderly and indecent manner in Brunswick 

Streetò, Kelly acting in a "screening" capacity 

whilst Williams improperly behaved with a 14-

year-old lad.  

The report proceeds to point out that ñfor some time past frequent complaints have been made of the conduct 

of unfortunate women like the Prisoners infesting the locality of Poplar Hospital...ò 

Although the late 1887 timeframe of the incident is not exactly consistent with Mary Kelly's presumed 

cohabitation with Joseph Barnett all the way over in Spitalfields at that time, the ñMary Jane Kelleyò who a 

year later had appeared before the Thames magistrate on a charge of being drunk and disorderly was initially 

dismissed by me and others as a false positive. Unjustly so, it turned out; after the confirmation of Edward 

Newberry's 1911 claim57 to have arrested Kelly "shortly before the murder", and actually finding his name on 

the Thames police court record as one of the arresting constables, it became clear that the the idea of Joe and 

Mary continuously living together from ñEaster 1887 until October 1888ò might be a little less continuous 

than Barnett would have it. 

The example of the Newberry Mary Kelly serves as a powerful reminder not to be too quick to summarily 

reject such items, even if they don't tally with what we think we know about the victim and her movements at 

any given time. As such I wasn't prepared to dismiss the Brunswick Street Mary Kelly out of hand.  

Because the report fails to mention an age for the Brunswick Road-Mary Kelly, I elicited the help of the 

extraordinary Jose Oranto, who curates an enormous amount of Thames court records, and it was not long 

before he proved my enthusiasm unjustified; the Brunswick Road-Mary Kelly's age (37) mentioned on the 

relevant record was way off to justify further inquiry58. 

 

In another example of the sudden appearance of a familiar name, allow me to mention an incident 

published59 in the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle on March 14 1884, describing an accident 

involving a baker named John Miller who was charged for running over an unfortunate girl whilst driving his 

 
56 (1887) "Untitled", London Evening Standard, 10 October. 
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58 PS/TH/A/02/007, Collection: Thames Magistrates Court 1887-1888 
59 (1884) "Untitled", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, March 14. 
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cart through Oban Street (two streets west of Portree Street; only a couple of turns away from Athol Street and 

Ettrick Street).  

Although the 79 Pennington Street John Miller was listed as an "Unemployed Tailor" in the 1881 census 

and "Skin Dyer" in the 1891 one, we do have him as a "baker" in 1885 on his daughter's birth record as well 

as "journeyman biscuit maker" on her death record the following year.  

Not an absolute definite of course, but a solid 'maybe' at this stage, possibly strengthening the possibility 

of a regular commute between Bromley-by-Bow and St. George in the East by members of what researcher 

Gary Barnett has coined ñThe Breezerôs Hill Mobò in or around the same period Elizabeth Boeckee and John 

Morgenstern might have commuted between these two locations in a similar overlap.  

The Servant Box Question 

In an interestingly illustrative report printed on 3rd 188560, we are being presented by a case somewhat 

reminiscent of the Mrs. Buki anecdote who, according to several accounts in the aftermath of the Kelly murder, 

accompanied Mary Kelly to the French ladyôs residence near Knightsbridge to assist her in retrieving the box 

of dresses.  

A young woman, who was reported to have just recently come over from Germany ñfor the purpose of 

getting a livelihoodò was ñpersuaded to go and live in a house at Poplar...This placeò, the article goes on to 

say, ñwas a house of ill-fame, and the unfortunate girl, whilst there, was seduced and compelled to live an 

immoral life.ò 

Shortly after the induction, the article goes on to explain, the girl decided to remove herself from the 

situation only to find the landlady had hijacked her servant box. 

ñWhen she demanded her box, containing all her things, the landlady of the house refused to give them up, 

saying that she should not have them at all. The young lady then got a friend to apply for the things 

belonging to her, but they were not given up.ò 

The magistrate before whom the case was submitted subsequently moved to summon the landlady for 

illegally detaining the things.  

In the following month a similar case61 was brought before the magistrate, describing a respectably dressed 

young woman named Isabella Smith, installed as a servant in Mile End, who discovered the house was ñone 

of ill-fameò, the landlady of which also refusing to give up the girlôs belongings.  

In order to adequately illustrate the magistrate's inability to exert influence in alleviating the hardships of 

the entrapped girls, this example published in the March 26th issue of the East End News and London Shipping 

Chronicle62 should suffice: 

This is just one out of countless similar such circumstances 

experienced by the victims of these practices as well as their 

parents.  

In the 1886 publication Purity Crusade63 Charrington is quoted 

as stating that during the previous week "three girls had been 

rescued from a house of ill-fame, near Victoria Park, but that their 

boxes had been detained by the keeper of the den of infamy for 

debt."  

In response one Mr. Wookey put forth the question who would go with him to demand the items, after 

which it would seem both Wookey and Charrington marched off to the brothel in question, followed by a 

procession that was several thousand strong.  

 
60 (1885) "English Traffic in Foreign Girls", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 3 July. 
61 (1885) "A Trap", East End News & London Shipping Chronicle, 28 August. 
62 (1886) "Sister Caroline Amy", East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, 26 March. 
63 Dyer, Frederick N, The Purity Crusade: its conflicts & triumph, Morgan & Scott, 1886. 
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After they confronted the agent of the property, assurance was immediately given that the boxes in question 

would be delivered at Charrington's Assembly Hall in the Mile End Road "by nine o'clock the next morning." 

There is an absolute wealth of similar such situations both within and beyond the confounds of the East 

End, oftentimes involving the confiscation of the possessions in exchange for room and board. Because such 

instances are too numerous to comprehensively cover here, Iôll wrap it up with a curiously familiar example, 

detail-wise, reminiscent of the situation Mary Kelly purportedly found herself confronted with. 

The London Evening Standard of 26 January 1886 titled ñA Welsh girl and her mistressò64, describes a 

servant girl of around 19 years of age and of "respectable appearanceò, taking a situation in Sloane Street 

(Chelsea) immediately after her arrival from Wales.  

ñThe applicant stated that she came up from Wales on the 4th inst., and entered a situation in Sloane-street, 

Chelsea, whither she went immediately upon her arrival in London. The second day after she had been in 

service she was allowed by her mistress to go to Bow to see the only friend, and that a female, she possessed 

in London.ò  

After detailing that the girl was forced to stay the night with her friend in Bow due to severe wintery weather 

conditions, the article goes on to state that her mistress had employed another girl in her absence, effectively 

ending her employment and turning her out on the streets in the bitter cold.  

ñHer mistress had also detained Applicantôs box, containing her clothing, and declined to give it up until 

she was reimbursed the 18s.ò 

Although the age is off for the presumed age of Mary Jane Kelly, of course, and the period does not exactly 

feel right, I do find the apparent similarities with the Mrs. Buki-story to be of some interest, especially the 

close proximity of Sloane Street to Knightsbridge, not to mention the box of dresses retained by the landlady. 

You can image my excitement when a follow-up article65, printed at the beginning of the following month in 

the Liverpool Daily Post, provided some additional detail about the Sloane-street landlady, describing her as 

a "French dressmaker". The article also mentions that another young woman had apparently issued a similar 

complaint against the same landlady. 

In her 1912 remembrances Opals from sand66 famous London based charity worker Mary Hannah Steer 

commented on the disorderly houses in the East End and her attempts at rescuing vulnerable young women 

from the hands of the brothel keepers, thus turning the tide of moral decline: 

ñMany a one had been first beguiled into Ratcliff Highway. Perhaps she had been met at the Docks as she 

landed from her journey from the North, and in her innocence taken into one of the bad houses, where she 

was ruined and rendered hopeless and ashamed. The poor women themselves are almost always willing to 

render us all the help they could in such a quest (perhaps naturally, for they could scarcely desire the 

importation of fresh young girls), but the keepers of the houses were enraged, and a sort of underground 

railway was established. We found houses in Ratcliff Highway which were in communication with the 

keepers of similar dens in King's Cross or Kennington or Camberwell, as well as other places.ò 

I couldn't help but think back to the phrasing used by the Associated Press in describing the Mrs. Buki 

situation, the significance of which had previously escaped my attention entirely. 

Joseph Barnett, quoted in the Star of November 12th, is reported to state that Kelly ñcame to London about 

four years agoò. In the same issue he states that ñafter leaving Cardiff she came to London, and was in a gay 

house in the West-end.ò 

In the same November 12th issue an unnamed source is quoted by a Press Association reporter who had 

made inquiries ñin Ratcliff-highway and other quarters of the East-endò the night previously, collecting 

statements from Kellyôs former acquaintances. Apparently one of those acquaintances was quoted as saying 

that the move to the West End occurred immediately upon arrival when, it is stated, ñshe suddenly drifted into 

 
64 (1886) "A Welsh Girl and her Mistress", London Evening Standard, 26 January. 
65 (1886) "A Welsh Girl in Trouble", Liverpool Daily Post, 2 February. 
66 Steer, Mary H, ñOpals from sand: a story of early days at the Bridge of Hopeò, 1912, Morgan & Scott (page 48/49). 
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the East-endò...after which ñher first experiences of the East-end appear to have commenced with Mrs. Buki, 

who resided in one of the thoroughfares off Ratcliff-highway, now known as St. George's-street.ò 

The Echo, also published on the 12th 67, withholds the Buki-name but elaborates somewhat to the ósuddenly 

driftedô-part by adding that ñthis person seems to have received Kelly directly from her West-end homeò. 

Additionally, the report goes on to say that she, Kelly, ñhad not been very long with her when, it is stated, 

that both women went to the French "lady's" residence, and demanded the box, which contained numerous 

dresses of a costly description.ò  

The references to ñreceived directlyò and ñsuddenly drifted into the East-endò both appear to explicitly 

preclude any intermediate period of time, suggesting the possibility that the transfer was indeed part of some 

sort of underground railway-style transaction between, say, Mrs. Buki and the French Lady in the 

neighbourhood of Knightsbridge. I always wondered why Mrs. Buki would accompany Kelly to a rival brothel 

keeper, purportedly one of some stature. The reason might be that it was Mrs. Buki who had initially 

transferred Kelly to the West-End, and was now keen on cashing in on a former investment. The detained box, 

if indeed it contained dresses of a costly description, may have been a prize item not only for Kelly herself, 

but also for her next procurer unwilling to give up valuable collateral. 

In any case the possible connection I think is worthy of further inquiry, and will undoubtedly be part of a 

future exploration project. That, and a probe into the possibility of a similar such underground railway-

construction that may have existed between Welsh methodists in South-Wales and those in the East End. 

 Looking ahead Iôm secretly hoping I have managed to do more than just excite my own interest. If I have 

succeeded in tempting just one or two fellow-researchers into a future collaboration, the All Hallows 

Exploration Project has not been in vain.  

Jurriaan Maessen is an author and researcher based in the Netherlands.  

  

 
67 (1888), ñVictimôs Life in the West-End. Her Visits to Paris. Good Scholar and an Artistò, Echo, 12 November. 

4ÈÅ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÏÆ ÆÏÕÒ ÅÖÏÃÁÔÉÖÅ ÄÒÁ×ÉÎÇÓ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ άάÎÄ 

3ÅÐÔÅÍÂÅÒ Ϋβββ ÅÄÉÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ )ÌÌÕÓÔÒÁÔÅÄ ,ÏÎÄÏÎ 

.Å×ÓȢ 4ÈÅ ÄÒÁ×ÉÎÇÓ ÁÃÃÏÍÐÁÎÉÅÄ ÁÎ ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ 

3ÐÉÔÁÌÆÉÅÌÄÓ ÌÏÄÇÉÎÇ ÈÏÕÓÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÉÎÈÁÂÉÔÁÎÔÓȢ 4ÈÉÓ 

ÏÎÅ ÉÓ ÏÆ Á ÄÅÐÕÔÙȟ ÎÁÍÅ ÕÎËÎÏ×ÎȢ 
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Researcher Discovers Dramatic New Stride Arresté 

Last July, while looking through the Morning Advertiser 

newspaper issues recently added to the British Newspaper Archive, 

researcher Jurriaan Maessen came upon a June, 1886 report of 

Elizabeth Stride being arrested in the East India Road in Poplar. The 

newspaper report misstated her age as 27, but through the work of fellow researcher Jose Oranto in examining 

the Thames court records, it was revealed that she actually gave her age as 50, which, as Debra Arif points out 

in a thread on JtRForums, is more in keeping with what we know of the Whitechapel murder victimôs routine 

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

disorderly, and using ñbad languageò. The report continues to describe that, while at the station, Stride again 

attacked PC Bartlett and it took five constables to subdue her. For this incident Stride was sentenced to one-

month hard labor. Itôs wonderful to see ongoing research collaboration and that there are still new details about 

the victims out there, just waiting to be unearthed.  

Adam Wood Announces óCrime Through Timeô 

Conferenceé 

Adam Wood, former long-time Editor of this magazine, has 

announced a two-day, historical true crime conference to take place 

at the Telegraph Hotel in Coventry in May 2026. The roster of 

speakers includes author Mark Russell on the murder of Julia 

Wallace, Sarah Wise on Victorian lunacy panics, and Paul Stickler on serial killer John Reginald Christie. 

Adam plans on having eight speakers in total, along with a walking tour and books for sale. Surely an event 

not to be missed. For more information visit truecrimeconference.com 

Ripperologist 31st Birthday Online Conferenceé 

     While weôre talking about conferences, weôve decided to mark the 10th 

anniversary of  2016s Ripperologist Magazine 21st Birthday Conference with a 

two-day online conference of our own. Scheduled for August, 2026 and  featuring 

a slate of guest speakers, roundtable discussions and interview segments. It will 

be free and take place entirely online with real-time audience participation. 

Similar to the Rippercast conferences that took place during the COVID years, 

but this time with a focus on the magazine. More details to come. 

 

 

 



RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The London Dungeon updates and revamps The Jack the Ripper Experience 

 

The Jack the Ripper Experience was a tourist attraction first opened at The London Dungeon in 1993. It 

was subsequently revamped and updated in 1995.  

We spoke with author, researcher, tour guide and former employee of The London Dungeon, Philip 

Hutchinson, about working at The Jack the Ripper Experience in the mid-1990sé  

óAt the London Dungeon, the public really were just herded around. For the guides, it was a case of óget 

everyone into one section and then push them through to the next oneô. Each section would last about five 

minutes before youôd move them on into the next.  

The Jack the Ripper Experience formed a large part of the exhibit. I have to say probably about a quarter 

to a third of it, which is an awful lot when you know how big the attraction was. When you reached The Jack 

the Ripper Experience section, youôd already be halfway through and you would have been through an entire 

walking section with a lot of fake torture devices and tableaus of various ways of killing people, and 

martyrdoms and things. Then youôd go into a courtroom where a judge would condemn you to death. Youôd 

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 stand 

in a long corridor, which led into the Ripper section, and you 

would be held there awaiting your turn. The next guide would 

then take you into a large room called Owens Yard. It had bits 

of décor around and barrels, staircases and windows with 

flickering lights behind them, and here the guide would give you 

some background about the Whitechapel murders. Very basic, 

and often erroneous. You then would be taken by another guide 

through a little passageway which had a reconstruction of the 

outside of the Ten Bells, which basically looked like some kind of Tudor house, with a couple of workers 

hanging out of the widows, talking to each other in a loop, saying óI had money eight times today and spent 

the lotô and that kind of stuff. And then youôd be brought into the first room which had the actual exhibits and 

information.  

So, the first room you entered into after Owenôs Yard had the mortuary photographs of the women above 

dummies of them, lying in various places on the ground. The reconstructions of the bodies, and there were just 

the canonical five, looked nothing like they did in reality. They were fairly generic, wearing grey dresses and 

lying on the ground with their intestines thrown everywhere. They werenôt done with any finesse. The guide 

would take you around each one. Polly, then Annie, then Elizabeth Stride. Next the tourists were led through 

to yet another room where they would then be left by themselves. The guide would shut the door on them and 

press a button which started an audio/video recording. This covered Catherine Eddowes, the apron, the 

Goulston Street Graffito and Mary Jane Kelly. 

Finally, youôd go through to the last room which was what they called the mortuary. Thereôd be some 

spooky music playing, wax dummies of Doctor Bond and Inspector Abberline, and lying on a mortuary table 

was supposedly the body of Mary Jane Kelly. It was quite gratuitous with her breasts on full display and a 

I Beg to Report - 1995 
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morticianôs incision up the front of her body. The tourists 

would stand on a tiered riser like you would see in a choir or 

a lecture hall, and a presentation would begin about óWho was 

Jack the Ripper?ô. It had the same narration as before. Slides 

would come up, and these slides never matched the 

accompanying audio narration. Like, while the audio was 

describing Aaron Kozminski, they would show you the 

promotional photograph of Richard Mansfield from Jekyll 

and Hyde. And it was the same for the rest of the suspects. 

They just used all kinds of weird things and never put them in 

any order.  

At the end of that, the piped-in audio says ñJack the Ripper is here!ò and then youôd hear people screaming, 

and shutters would then open and this massive ball of flame would go out towards the audience. This fire ball 

was controlled by the actors by pressing a button. So, if there were too many people in the room, you had to 

keep your finger off the button so the flame didnôt go off and injure anyone.  

The information that the actors had to recite about the Ripper came in a little information pack and it was 

bollocks. The biggest one that sticks in my mind is the mortuary image of Annie Chapman. You know how 

thereôs some kind of long, white, straight collar around her neck? Well, we were told to say that it was a 

mortician's card placed into a neck to show how deep the wound was. So it was all a load of nonsense. The 

actors would all work on shifts rather like a school timetable. Nobody stayed in one section for the entire day, 

weôd be moved around to various parts of the dungeon. If you stayed in the Ripper section youô usually be 

there for two hours.  

I used to get put in there an awful lot because most of the staff didnôt like being there. They found it creepy 

and it was quite cold there. But I enjoyed it, so I got put in The Jack the Ripper Experience far more than most 

people did. The pay was atrocious 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 sorts 

of disgusting things. 

 

Copyright Merlin Entertainment. Promotional image
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 This article follows on from my speculative The Ripperologist article in edition 173 entitled All Roads 

Lead from Mitre Square, and like that article it is based on and adapted from chapters from the upcoming book 

A Death in Mitre Square, Catherine Eddowes: An Analysis of Murder due to be published in 2026. 

Having looked at the possible escape routes from Mitre Square, the next question is where the killer met 

Catherine Eddowes, and therefore what was their most likely entry point into the square. Linked to this we 

will look at which route or routes Catherine could have taken from Bishopsgate Police Station to meet her 

killer. And finally we shall consider which route the killer may have taken to meet her, assuming that he was 

responsible for the murder of Elizabeth Stride and had thus come from Berner Street. Below is an overview 

map1 of the area we will be concentrating on:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Firstly, letôs look at the area around Mitre Square as shown on the 1890s OS map2. In general we will be 

using sketches of the area when looking at the possible routes taken, but the OS map gives a far better 

indication of the various place names involved: 

 

 
1 1:1056 scale series of maps-1895 reproduced with the permission of the National Library of Scotland 
2 Id 

All Roads Lead to Mitre Square  

Steven Blomer  

Figure 1 

Bishopsgate Police Station 

Mitre Square 

Dutfieldôs Yard and Berner Street 



RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  
 

 

Where the killer first met Catherine Eddowes is our first point to consider, and there are several possibilities 

which Iôve detailed in Figure 33. These assume, on the balance of probability, that Catherine met her killer 

relatively close to the square itself. We will therefore start with at or around Aldgate Station (teal). 

The next possibility that weôll consider is further west along Aldgate High Street (blue) up to or just after 

the junction with Mitre Street. Weôll then look at Houndsditch (mauve), followed by Duke Street (light blue). 

We must also look at the section of Duke Street running from Houndsditch into St Jamesôs Place (red). Thereôs 

also the possibility of meeting in Mitre Street, and finally we should consider a meeting in Mitre Square itself 

(golden). 

Looking at Aldgate Station, we do have reports of a man and a woman seen leaving the station towards 

Mitre Square4, and logistically it fits well with the killer having come from Berner Street. The report however 

must be treated with caution. 

Further along Aldgate High Street is another reasonable location, but one should note there are no reports 

to suggest this may have occurred. The same applies to Houndsditch and Mitre Street. We are left with two 

options in Duke Street, where we have the sighting by Lawende and his companions at Church Passage5, 

which, while not conclusively shown to be Eddowes and her probable killer, is generally accept as being likely.  

 
3 1:1056 scale series of maps-1895 reproduced with the permission of the National Library of Scotland. 
4 https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/the-victims/catherine-eddowes/11580-another-sighting-of-eddowes-prior-to-death,  

https://www.casebook.org/dissertations/rip-butchersrow  
5 Coronerôs inquest (L),1888,No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (Corporation of London Record Office) 

Figure 2 

Figure 3 

https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/the-victims/catherine-eddowes/11580-another-sighting-of-eddowes-prior-to-death
https://www.casebook.org/dissertations/rip-butchersrow
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We should also take some note of the account of Blenkinsop.6 There are some real questions about the 

timing and the reliability of this report, but it would be wrong to ignore it, and such may indicate a meeting in 

either Dukes Street, Houndsditch or the connecting Duke Street, now call Creechurch Lane.  

Finally one cannot completely disregard the possibility that the killer and victim actually met in the square 

itself, with the man sighted with Catherine in Church Passage presumably leaving and a new person meeting 

her afterwards.  

The first five of our possible routes are based around the probability of the killer and possibly Eddowes 

being at the junction of Houndsditch and Aldgate High Street (less than 60 yards from Aldgate Station) prior 

to the murder: 

 

 7 

 

 

 8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figures 6 and 7 consider the possibility of heading north along Houndsditch before turning left at Little 

Duke Street and heading west. Figure 6 goes via Duke Street south to Church Passage, aligning with Lawende, 

while Figure 7 instead enters via St Jamesôs Place and allows again for Blenkinsopôs story. 

 

 

But what if the killer did come from Berner Street but avoided, for whatever reason, the junction of 

Houndsditch and Aldgate High Street? Before we look into these possibilities we need to see how these routes 

 
6 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/general-discussion/1176-did-schwartz-and-lawende-describe-the-same-man?p=809693#post809693 
7 Coronerôs inquest (L),1888,No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888(Corporation of London Record Office) 
8 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/general-discussion/1176-did-schwartz-and-lawende-describe-the-same-man  

Figure 4 

     Here the killer meets Catherine on the junction of Houndsditch and 

Aldgate High Street and then enters the square via Duke Street and Church 

Passage, this fits very well the account given by Lawende and Levy7. 

Figure 5 

     In this scenario the pair walk along Duke Street, passing by Church 

Passage, turning left into St James's Place and entering the square via St 

Jamesôs Passage. This allows for Blenkinsopôs account.8 

 

Figure 7 Figure 6 

Figure 8 

     Entry via Mitre Street is in Figure 8, however there are no supporting 

accounts for this, unlike the previous scenarios. And finally, we have 

Catherine and her killer meeting in or around Mitre Square itself, which 

obviously doesnôt require a diagram. 

 

 

 

https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/general-discussion/1176-did-schwartz-and-lawende-describe-the-same-man
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would fit into Catherineôs movements following her release from Bishopsgate Police Station. We have it 

confirmed she left at around 1am9 and is reported to have turned left towards Houndsditch, rather than by the 

most obvious route back to her lodgings in Flower and Dean Street10 (Fig 9).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It should however be noted that leaving by turning left did not prevent her from heading back to Flower 

and Dean Street, it would just have been a longer route (Fig 10). 

From the evidence we have available it appears Catherine did not head towards Flower and Dean Street, 

for reasons beyond the scope of this article but which have been debated many times11. Instead, it seems she 

headed in the direction of Mitre Square and Aldgate High Street.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There are several routes she may have taken, in Figure 11 Catherine would have turned left out of the 

station, (assuming she left by the main entrance) or if she left via the side entrance she would have entered 

Rose Alley12. She would then head south-west along Bishopsgate, turning left into Devonshire Street and on 

via Devonshire Square. This assumes Stoney Lane was open, but if it wasnôt, the dotted line allows for it being 

closed and her arriving either at the junction of Little Duke Street and Duke Street or she heads to the junction 

of Houndsditch and Aldgate High Street. Figure 12 heads further south-west down Bishopsgate before turning 

left at Houndsditch and either then turning into Bevis Marks at St Mary Axe or heads on to the other end of 

Houndsditch.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
9 Coronerôs inquest (L),1888, 135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 Corporation of London Record Office) 
10 Coronerôs inquest (L),1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (Corporation of London Record Office) 
11 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  
12 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripper-discussions/victims/catherine-eddowes/752804-kates-missing-45-mins 

Figure 9 Figure 10 

Figure 12 Figure 11 

Figure 14 Figure 13 

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
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Figure 13 follows Figure 12, but instead of turning into Bevis Marks at St Mary Axe, it continues on to the 

junction of Little Duke Street. Figure 14 shows a route that continues on past the junction of Bishopsgate and 

Houndsditch and instead turns left onto Camomile Street leading into Bevis Marks and Duke Street. 

For completeness, at this stage we need to mention a theory suggested by author Trevor Marriott, that, after 

leaving Bishopsgate Police Station, Catherine went first to Goulston Street, dropping part of her apron, which 

the author suggests was used as a sanitary towel before then heading to Mitre Square13. 

14 

 

The next two maps look at the possible routes that Catherine could have gone back towards Mitre Square 

using Mr Marriottôs theory. Figure 16 assumes the most direct route using either Stoney or Gravel Lanes. 

Figure 17 goes with one of the routes suggested by Frederick Foster, when talking about possible escape routes 

from Mitre Square15. 

We can now consider possible routes from Berner Street, working on the assumption that the same 

individual responsible for the murder of Elizabeth Stride was also the killer of Catherine Eddowes. Figure 

1816 gives a clear view of the immediate area of Berner Street: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
13Jack the Ripper: The 21st Century Investigation 2007 and other publications 
14 Coronerôs inquest (L),1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (Corporation of London Record Office) 
15Ripperologist magazine 173, All Roads Lead from Mitre Square. Coronerôs inquest (L), 1888, No.135, Catherine Eddowes Inquest, 1888 (Corporation of London 

Record Office) 
161:1056 scale series of maps-1895 reproduced with the permission of the National Library of Scotland. 

Figure 15 

Figure 16 Figure 17 

Figure 18 

Figure 15 shows the most direct route that Catherine could have taken if 

she did head left out of the station as reported at the inquest by PC George 

Hutt 96814, and if she headed back towards her lodgings in Flower and Dean 

Street, passing close to the location the apron was found at, marked G. We 

should note that this proposed route involves Rose Alley, as mentioned 

earlier in the article. While the front entrance of the police station is used in 

Figure 15, a side entrance would work just as well.  
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We will now look at some other possible routes the killer could have taken from Berner Street towards 

Mitre Square, and some will not end up at the earlier proposed meeting place of the junction of Houndsditch 

and Aldgate High Street (for Aldgate Station).  

Figure 19 shows a direct route back up Berner Street, along Commercial Road, Whitechapel High Street and 

then Aldgate High Street. It passes both Aldgate Station and the junction of Houndsditch and allows for entry 

to the square via either Church or St Jamesôs Passages. Figure 20 initially goes the other way via Fairclough 

and Back Church Lane, before following the rest of the route suggested in 19. Both of these routes are the 

longest exposure the killer would have on any of the major roads. 

The route suggested in Figure 21 begins by duplicating the first section of 20 but then attempts to keep 

from the main thoroughfares by using both Little and Great Alie Streets, then Mansell Street before re-

emerging onto a main road. Figure 22 again uses Fairclough and Back Church Lane; however it then crosses 

Commercial Road and proceeds up Church Lane before entering onto Whitechapel High Street / Road. It must 

be said that whilst this route cuts out walking west along Commercial Street, it results in walking a very long 

stretch of Whitechapel High Street / Aldgate. 

The next possibility, Figure 23, is one suggested by author, researcher and tour guide M P (Mick) Priestley 

in his seminal work, One Autumn In Whitechapel17.  

The next two options avoid the main roads entirely except for the crossing of Aldgate High Street. Both 

routes go via Fairclough Street, Back Church Lane, Hopper Street and Great Prescot Street. Figure 24 then 

uses Goodmanôs Yard and turn north along Minories, to come out opposite our starting point of the junction 

of Houndsditch and Aldgate High Street. Figure 25 crosses Minories into John Street, Crutched Friars and 

Jewry Street to enter Aldgate High Street slightly further west, opposite Duke Street. 

 
17One Autumn in Whitechapel 2016, M P Priestley p441 

Figure 21 Figure 22 

Figure 23 

Figure 20 Figure 19 

     This route goes with Priestleyôs chosen suspect, Albert Bachert, 

returning home to 13 Newham Street (marked AB) after killing Stride to 

possibly change his clothes before proceeding to Mitre Square. 
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The final series of routes are ones that include shortcuts, be that via passages or courts. Figure 26 goes 

north along Berner Street before reaching the now long-gone Sander Street which ran from Berner Street to 

Back Church Lane. In using this route the killer would avoid the risk of being seen exiting the top of Berner 

Street. Figure 2718 shows the entrance of where Sander Street formerly stood, a few yards to the right of the 

driveway. 

Just like Sander Street, Battyôs Gardens is now long gone, covered over like Dutfieldôs Yard itself by the 

Harry Gosling Primary School. Figure 2919 shows the view today, with its entrance to the left of the two 

smaller gates, very close to the large gateway. 

 
18 Image courteous of Chris Maybank 
19 Image courteous of Chris Maybank 

Figure 28 

Figure 25 Figure 26 

Figure 29 

Figure 24 Figure 27 

     The next possible escape route (Fig 28) uses a shortcut which is less 

than 25 yards north of Dutfieldôs Yard. Battyôs Gardens (which again 

comes out in Back Church Lane) also has the advantage of avoiding the 

top of Berner Street. With both 26 and 28 it should be noted that the killer 

could, of course, escape in the other direction as in Figures 24 or 25. 

 

 

 



RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  
 

Between the second and third doorways from the left in Figure 31 is the approximate position of the 

entrance to Cherry Tree Passage in Back Church Lane. The footpath to the left of the main gate in Figure 32 

shows where Cherry Tree Passage exited onto Gowerôs Walk20. 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusions 

Drawing any conclusions from this is largely impossible. We cannot 

conclusively prove Catherineôs murderer was making his way from Berner 

Street as we are all aware there is disagreement amongst Ripperologists on 

whether Elizabeth Stride was a Ripper victim or not. And if Stride was not 

a Ripper victim we have even more options to consider, particularly from 

the north of Mitre Square.  

Nevertheless, we do have some parameters which we can work from. We have a solid starting point of 

Catherine leaving Bishopsgate Police Station at around 1am and turning left, and we have her body being 

found by PC Watkins at his stated time of 1.44am.  

What happened in between those times, or, at least, for part of that time, is our final aspect weôre going to 

look at. If Catherine did go home to her lodgings at Flower and Dean Street, Table 1 provides approximate 

timings for the route she may have taken. In doing so, it may assist in any assessment we choose to undertake 

regarding Catherineôs movements during that time. We donôt however, have any reliable means of assessing 

 
20 Figure 31 and 32 images are from the authorôs own collection 

Figure 31 

Figure 33 

Figure 32 

     In our final route, Figure 33 shows us the killer crossing Berner Street 

and exiting via Hampshire Court into Batty Street. 

  

 

 

 

Figure 30 

     The next possible route takes us via Cherry Tree Passage which ran from 

Back Church Lane to Gowerôs Walk. Again, this route has the advantage 

of taking the killer away from Dutfieldôs Yard almost immediately. While 

Figure 30 heads towards Commercial Road and then Whitechapel High 

Street, the killer could easily head in the other direction via Gowerôs Walk 

and use the routes shown in Figures 23, 24 and 25. 
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how fast Catherine was able to walk, and given she was probably still not absolutely sober, I have allowed for 

not only 3mph, but also 2.5mph and 2 mph. 

Route Approximate 

Distance in Yards 

Time At 3mph Time At 2.5mph Time At 2mph 

Fig 9 733 8ô20ôô 9ô59ôô 12ô25ôô 

Fig 10 807 9ô10ôô 11ô03ôô 13ô41ôô 

Fig 13 to Little Duke Street 533 6ô03ôô 7ô18ôô 9ô02ôô 

Fig 13 to Church Passage 609 6ô55ôô 8ô21ôô 10ô19ôô 

Fig 13 to Houndsditch / 

Aldgate 

743 8ô26ôô 10ô11ôô 12ô36ôô 

Fig 14 to Little Duke Street 550 6ô15ò 7ô32ôô 9ô19ôô 

Fig 14 to Church Passage 627 7ô08ò 8ô35ôô 10ô38ôô 

Fig 14 to the junction of 

Houndsditch / Aldgate 

781 8ô53ò 10ô42ôô 13ô14ôô 

Table 1 

Our second table (Table 2) takes into account Trevor Marriottôs theory that after leaving Bishopsgate Police 

Station Catherine went to Goulston Street. It then provides the various options once the apron had been 

dropped there including continuing on to Flower and Dean Street and returning to Mitre Square via either 

Stoney or Gravel Lanes.  

Route Approximate Distance 

in Yards 

Time At 

3mph 

Time At 

2.5mph 

Time At 

2mph 

Fig 15 1053 11ô58ôô 14ô25ò 17ô51ôô 

Fig 15 from Bishopsgate Police Station to 

Gravel Lane 
653 7ô25ôô 8ô57ôô 11ô04ôô 

Fig 16 via Stoney Lane 

Direct the junction of Houndsditch / Aldgate 

exclude Duke Street 
497 5ô39ôô 6ô48ôô 11ô04ôô 

To Little Duke Street 373 4ô14ôô 5ô06ò 6ô19ôô 

To Church Passage 450 5ô07ôô 6ô09ôô 7ô38ò 

To the junction of Houndsditch / Aldgate 583 6ô38ôô 7ô59ò 9ô53ò 

Fig 16 Via Gravel Lane 

Direct to the junction of Houndsditch / Aldgate 

exclude Duke Street 
487 5ô32ôô 6ô40ò 8ô15ôô 

To Little Duke Street 428 4ô52ôô 5ô52ò 7ô15ò 

To Church Passage 505 5ô44ôô 6ô55ôô 8ô34ôô 

To the junction of Houndsditch / Aldgate 638 7ô15ôô 8ô44ò 10ô49ôô 

Table 2 
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In our final table (Table 3) we see the timings relating to the various available routes from Dutfieldôs Yard 

to Mitre Square, should he have come from there. Assuming he was walking at an average to a brisker 3 ï 3.5 

mph, it seems almost certain he would have traversed the intersection of Houndsditch and Whitechapel High 

Street whichever route he took.  

Route 
Approximate Distance 

in Yards 
Time At 3mph Time At 3.5mph 

Fig 19 966 10ô58ôô 9ô25ôô 

Fig 20 1056 12ô00ò 10ô18ôô 

Fig 23 1262 14ô20ôô 12ô19ôô 

Fig 24 1223 13ô54ôô 11ô56ôô 

Fig 25 1476 16ô46ôô 14ô24ôô 

Fig 26 964 10ô57ôô 9ô24ôô 

Fig 28 983 11ô10ôô 9ô35ôô 

Fig 30 1001 11ô23ôô 9ô46ôô 

Fig 33 1057 12ô00ôô 10ô19ôô 

Table 3 

All the timings of course can never factor in the unknown, he may, for instance have paused for whatever 

reason, or doubled back on himself and changed his mind on where he was heading. We donôt know if he 

slowed down to avoid drawing attention on certain parts of the route, or if his visibility was impaired by the 

street lighting. We can never know how long he spoke to Catherine for before securing her services, nor can 

we rule out that he wasnôt distracted by anyone approaching him. These all affect the figures provided in the 

above tables, but even if we use them as a rough guide, I think the exercise has been a useful one. 

Steven Blomer is a full -time researcher, Admin of JTRForums.com, Admin on several Facebook Ripper related sites and the author of Inside Buckôs Row. 

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

 

 

 

 

 

Unjam the Anagram  

*sq ®k^«r~§« 

Clue: Police Station associated with Catherine Eddowes 

 

Answer at the end of this edition 
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H H Holmes 

There are cyclical patterns in Ripperology when it 

comes to suspects, and in recent times these cycles have 

generally revolved around a heavily promoted 

documentary or documentary series. The suspect in 

question becomes the man (or woman) of the moment, 

and the theorisers ride a crest of a wave in popularity 

before, inevitably, the yeah-but-no-but brigade spoil the 

party with their inconvenient and decidedly irritating 

yôknowéfacts.  

Such was the case for the candidature of Dr Henry Howard Holmes, or, to use his real name, Herman 

Webster Mudgett. In 2017 Jeff Mudgett, Holmesôs great great grandson presented an eight-part investigation 

into his belief that Jack the Ripper and Grampa Holmes were one and the same. American Ripper, as it was 

named, really put the theory on the map, although this wasnôt the first time Holmes had been mooted as a 

Ripper suspect, the idea had caught hold from 2010 onwards when Mark Potts first put forward the idea based 

on handwriting similarities between Holmes and some of the Ripper letters. Jeff Mudgett himself had also 

written a book on the subject in 2011. 

That Holmes was a serial killer is not in doubt, but his 

association with the Whitechapel murders is more 

tenuous. Born on the 16th May 1861 in Gilmanton, New 

Hampshire, USA, he was eventually hanged at 

Moyamensing Prison in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania on 

the 7th May 1896 for the murder of his former criminal 

partner, Benjamin Freelon Pitezel.  

Much has been written about Holmes and the murders 

he committed, but the level of embellishment we see in 

the accounts of his óMurder Castleô belies a man who ostensibly killed for financial reasons and convenience. 

None of the murders attributed to him, either during his confession or as postulated by contemporary and post-

contemporary researchers, display any noticeable similarities with any of the Whitechapel deaths. Holmes 

sought to hide his victims or destroy their remains, there were no elements of display following their deaths, 

and all his victims / proposed victims were previously known to him, either as employees, partners, guests or 

as part of his wider step-family. Proponents of the H H Holmesôs theory therefore are on a distinct backfoot 

before we even begin to consider the plausibility of him charging across the Atlantic in a homicidal rage.  

Adam Selzer, the well-regarded Holmes investigator, wrote The True History of the White City Devil in the 

same year the Jeff Mudgett History Channel series first came out. Selzerôs research concluded that as Holmesôs 

daughter Lucy was born on the 4th July 1889 her conception date would have been 

around the end of September 1888 (forty-weeks before the 4th July 1889 was the 29th 

September 1888). At its most basic level, this means Holmes must have been in the 

same place as Myrta Belknap, Lucyôs mother, in order for the impregnation to take 

place. We have no reason to doubt Holmes was Lucyôs father, although I havenôt been 

able to find any formal DNA confirmation online. Regardless of a proven genetic link, 

Holmes himself never claimed he wasnôt Lucyôs father, and looking at a photograph of 

her, you can clearly see the family resemblance. 

If we are to accept that Holmes and Myrta were at the same location at some point 

between mid-September 1888 to mid-October 1888 (the logical window when 

conception took place) we must establish Holmesôs whereabouts in comparison to the 

dates of the Whitechapel murders. And thatôs where things get complicated. A transatlantic trip would have 

taken between six to eight days then depending on the time of year and which ship you travelled on. We have 

H H Holmes ï public domain 

Lucy Theodate Holmes ï 

public domain 
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no record of a óHenry Howard Holmesô in any ship passenger logs for that time but that, of course, assumes 

he was using that name, he may well have been using a different moniker. 

 According to Englewood (Chicago, Illinois) electoral register, 

Holmes registered to vote on the 9th October 1888. Whilst the record 

displays no signature of the voter, there would be nothing to gain from 

either Holmes or the clerk incorrectly completing the entry. Levi 

Mudgett, Holmesôs father, is also on record as stating his son visited his 

family in New Hampshire at some point in October 1888. Again, he had 

no reason to lie. 

Then we must consider the various lawsuits Holmes was juggling 

during this period. Dependent on how you wish to interpret the evidence, 

this would make Holmes more likely to be held up in Chicago during late 1888, or, knowing Holmesôs 

penchant for doing a bunk in the face of an awkward situation, he may have been laying low elsewhere.  

 All this makes the theory, at best, ambiguous. It also asks the reader to accept Holmes was to-ing and fro-

ing across the Atlantic losing six to eight days at a time during the journey itself to then head for Whitechapel, 

a place he had no knowledge of, and succeed in stealthing his way around undetected within a catôs whisker 

of the murders taking place. Itôs a big ask, but can we conclusively rule it out? No. 

What we can rule out however is the supposedly damning existence of Holmesôs 

diaries, which Jeff Mudgett detailed extensively in his book, Bloodstains. It was via 

these ódiariesô that we see Holmesôs handwriting which can be favourably compared 

to the óDear Bossô letter, both stylistically and in its syntax. Holmes, it claims, had 

a companion in Whitechapel assisting him with the murders and not only was he 

Jack the Ripper, but he also escaped his execution in 1896 and skipped off into the 

sunset, never to be heard from again.  

Unfortunately for Jeff Mudgett, his enthusiasm in adhering to these claims 

resulted in Holmesôs body being exhumed from under a self-requested block of 

concrete it had been buried under. Holmesôs corpse was found remarkably well preserved, even to the point of 

his distinctive moustache remaining in situ. It was conclusively identified as him and any kudos previously 

attributed to the ódiariesô rapidly waned when it became clear they were, in fact, forgeries. 

For Mudgett it was a disastrous outcome and as quickly as Holmes rose as a popular suspect, he fell again, 

largely into obscurity. Today itôs regarded as a fringe theory and one that few take seriously, which is probably 

for the best. 

Suzanne Huntington is a modern history and human geography graduate, writer and researcher based in Shropshire, England. She is the author of óThe Thames 

Torso Murders Fact or Fiction?ô 

 

 

For this edition weôve invited our very own Steven Blomer to answer our five standardised questions. As 

regular readers will know, the answers can only contain a maximum of two words, so hereôs Stevenôs responses 

for you to cogitate over: 

1. How many people did óJack the Ripperô kill? Six 

2. Who is your preferred suspect? Andersonôs suspect 

3. Who has influenced you the most in this subject? Paul Begg 

4. Will the case ever be solved? Probably not 

5. How would you describe the current state of Ripperology? Suspect led 

H H Holmesôs skull. 

whyy.org/articles 

 

The 'Murder Castle' - public domain 

FIVE QUESTIONS WITH A RIPPEROLOGIST  
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The written history of our past is shaped and determined by our world view, politics, morality and 

understanding of the present. As a result, historical interpretation and emphasis continually evolves and 

changes, we who write today do so with a superior air of having better knowledge of those who wrote before 

us, the history writers of the next generation will do the same and what remains is a debated, much ploughed 

through set of sources and facts. What may have been considered important by one generation of writers may 

not be viewed so by the next. As such, the history of the Whitechapel murders 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 reinterpretation 

with a particular focus on whether they were, to use a modern term, ósex workersô, or to use a more base term 

óprostitutesô. A new feminist historical perspective of the victims of the murders has in many ways sought to 

disconnect them from this role in the belief that such a label somehow relegates their value as individuals and 

women. It is perhaps best expressed in the recent book The Five by author Hallie Rubenhold. Whilst writing 

a history of the period from the viewpoint of the women who lived it is most welcome, it is the authorôs belief 

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 quick to 

applaud it for focusing on the lives of the women killed rather than that of the killer. It is rather an absurd 

notion considering that to date we donôt not know anything about the life of the killer other than that proposed 

by theorists. Furthermore, what is so consistent about many suspect books is the sheer amount of knowledge, 

accumulated over the years by many passionate researchers on the lives of the women themselves. Secondly, 

to almost downgrade or relegate the women to homeless vagrants merely seeking shelter and a place to sleep 

denies them the truth of their story and, in many ways, their sheer doggedness and determination to survive. 

It renders them with a sense of helplessness and weakness that was not entirely true and, it must be pointed 

out here, óprostitutionô is not an issue of women, but one of men.  

However, as stated, the interpretation expressed in the book The Five is not entirely without merit. I have 

long listened and watched with unease documentaries on the Ripper and indeed, film portrayals such as From 

Hell (2001) which portray the victims as óprostitutesô in an entirely modern sense, the terms óclientsô and ósex 

workersô and óconducting/ looking for businessô are used liberally. Take a look at the Wikipedia entries for 

the victims today and you will see that all are described as prostitutes, even if the term ócasualô is inserted 

before the word in some cases. Yet, as contradictory as it may seem, it is the belief of the author that on the 

night of their murders (perhaps with one debatable exception), the victims were indeed selling themselves 

sexually. The word óprostituteô however, is entirely the wrong word to define them by, as it is too narrow a 

definition that denies them their individuality and the reality of their daily lives and back story. There is a far 

better, all embracing term for these women, and it was one that was used at the time in describing all the 

victims, they were named óunfortunatesô.  

This article will attempt to tell the story of a Victorian unfortunate and the lives and tales behind the often 

press quoted women who stated, ñI am an unfortunateò (In this case the words of Alice Graves who identified 

Rose Mylett, as reported in the Evening Mail 24th December 1888). It is a story of trafficking and abduction, 

of, to use a modern term, ógroomingô, and of the normalisation of promiscuity in the overcrowded slums of 

The Unfortunate Life of an 

Jonathan Tye  
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the East End. It is the story also of robbery, theft, deception and violence. A tale of victims and perpetrators. 

In the blackest streets of Boothôs description, it is about the world of gangs and exploitation, and the area of 

the docks and the coffee houses and brothels 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 of a 

source of income far greater than an average East End womanôs ability to achieve, the disembarked sailors. 

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 the 

canonical five, in order to see how appropriate that term óunfortunateô given to them by the contemporary 

press was, and as to whether it should be applied today. 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 I have 

narrowed sources, unless stated, to the local press. Primarily, the East London Observer, the Tower Hamlets 

and East End Local Advertiser, the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle, but I have also drawn 

upon the national press and the short lived but very insightful Toby. Let us then begin our discussion by looking 

at the descent into the abyss, how to become an óunfortunateô. 

There are obviously many reasons why a late Victorian womanôs life could tumble, falter, and fall into such 

a state that she described herself, and was regarded by those who knew her, as an óunfortunateô. Every 

individual had a story, but there are some broad trends that we can perhaps identify, and certainly some which 

were shared by most, if not all, of the Whitechapel murder 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 and 

blackest streets to the south of the Commercial Road leading down to the Ratcliffe Highway and the docks in 

St George in the East, stretching easterly to Limehouse and Bow. Streets of the area, roads such as Nelson 

Street, Devonshire Street, St Johnôs Place (known as óJackôs Holeô), Wellclose Square, Pennington Street and 

Artichoke Hill, were more than liberally peppered with brothels, some almost their entire length. It was here 

that the selling of sex, or at least the lucrative targeting of shore leaved sailors, was normalised and 

commonplace. In short, the area created the conditions whereby leading the life of an unfortunate, for those 

impoverished local girls and women at least, was normal.  

On the eve of the Whitechapel murders many of these brothels were being targeted, cleared and closed by 

the reforming efforts of Frederick Charrington. Coupled with this were actions as a result of the enforcement 

of the amended Industrial Schools Act (1874), often represented in the press by an officer named William 

Hiscocks and the benevolent actions of rescue officers from a Strand based reformatory organisation, namely 

two men named Stevens and Girling. As a consequence, as a result of legal actions on behalf of the children 

in the area we gain an insight into the women known as óunfortunatesô and can see clearly how young East 

End girls could easily drift into such a life.  

In July 1881, Sarah Mullenger, aged 12 was charged under the Industrials Schools Act after she was found 

to be sleeping in a brothel where her mother worked at 50 Betts Street (Tiger Bay) . In 1883, Ellen OôDonnell, 

aged 11, was charged under the same act after it was established that she was running errands between three 

brothels in Limehouse. In July 1883, nine-year-old Charlotte Richley was found in bed with two boys, one 

aged 14 in a óhouse for girlsô, at 7 Palmers Place, Shadwell. The young girl had no father, and her mother 

worked in the brothel within.  

Worse still is the case of Clara Pogandorn, aged 8, who was rescued by Richard Stevens and Constable 212 

H from 3 Breezerôs Hill. It was suspected that she had been outraged on at least two occasions, her father was 

absent in hospital and her mother possibly working in the brothel as a result. Indeed, many of the children 

rescued had mothers who were drawn into the world of the brothel because they had been separated or deserted. 

It was such a case for the mother of Annie and Elizabeth Spink (aged 8 and 9) in March 1885 who was living 

at 69 Ernest Street, Stepney. On this occasion the magistrate, Lushington, refused to separate her from the 

children.  

This was not to be the case for Annie Walker, aged 13, who begged to be able to stay with her mother after 

being removed from what was described as a óDen of Iniquityô at a brothel in Bromley by Bow. In October 
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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, who 

was separated, worked. The children were sent to a new life in Ashurst, Kent.  

Clearly, therefore, in an age before the welfare state and support for separated families, many women were 

drawn into the life of an unfortunate after being deserted or separated, or losing their partner. This certainly 

ticks a box with some of the Ripper victims. Some children were further vulnerable if they had no mother and 

father at all. In July 1885, Adelaide Nodding, aged just 5, was found in bed with two óprostitutesô at 5 Station 

Place, Shadwell. The brothel keeper was her aunt as both her parents were in prison. Elizabeth Lappage aged 

7 came from her family where both her mother and uncle were brothel keepers of well-known houses in Nelson 

Street, Jackôs Hole and Devonshire Street.  

Ultimately, therefore, the fate of many of these young girls, if they were not lucky enough to be rescued, 

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 grandmother, 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 Ann 

Gibbs aged 36 and Elizabeth Jay, just 15, who had ñbeen at the game a long timeò. In October 1885, Maurice 

Levy of 7, Eaton Place, Mile End, was convicted of taking 15-year-old Miriam Hart to a brothel in Maidment 

Street. She was said to have regularly stayed out all night with men whilst frequenting the Stepney Green 

Area. Even in cases where a vulnerable young girl had been rescued, many soon returned to the world of the 

brothel and the blackest Streets.  

Charlotte Wickens, a 15-year-old 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 Street 

by a local H division police inspector Marriot ( he lived in Nelson Street). Many unfortunates who walked the 

streets of St George in the East, walked also the long broad Whitechapel Road and could be found outside the 

London Hospital, or at the intersection of Sidney Street and Cambridge Heath Road.  

Not only sailors arrived in London with money to spend. Many ólivedô if it can be described as such, or 

stayed at the lodging houses in a few notorious streets east of Commercial Street. These were Thrawl Street, 

Flower and Dean Street, and George Street. Thus, in many parts of the districts of St George in the East, 

Whitechapel and Spitalfields, women selling 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 speech 

by Reverend R C Billing in November 1883 concerned the area of Spitalfields: 

òThe unfortunates of our streets are not always the children of dissolute and drunken parentsò [but a result 

of the] ñovercrowded habitations where decency cannot be observed, and where virtue is early destroyed.1ò 

 The many working-class 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 meant 

that, inevitably, the young were exposed at a very early age to sexual relations and acts between parents and 

in darker circumstances were subject to abuse by parents or siblings. With such exposure from an early age 

both in and out of the home it is possible that many local working-class girls drifted into the life of an 

unfortunate, as an attractive escape from the monotony of low paid factory work and suffocation at home. It 

is certainly in the case of a ógood looking girlô named Eliza Richardson, who we shall meet again later in this 

article. Eliza was born in the late 1850ôs, the youngest child of elderly couple William, a tailor and Frances. 

In 1881 they were living in Richard Street, Commercial Road, right in the heart of the district previously 

discussed. Frances Jones, the victim of Edward Buckley and described as an unfortunate in May 1888 (the 

Evening News 4th May) did not follow her parents into a shop or dressmaking career but lodged in one of the 

many coffee Shops in Whitechapel that were all but brothels in name. Perhaps too, this was the case for Frances 

Coles who shielded her father from her real way of life. 

So, locality certainly created many conditions that led to young girls and women leading the life of an 

unfortunate, as did desertion and separation from a husband, or sudden financial hardship. For a very few it 

 
1 East London Observer, 3rd November 1883 
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was a life choice. Another descent into the life of an unfortunate was one related more to deception, cruelty 

and exploitation, as can be found again in the local press as a result of the efforts of Frederick Carrington, in 

the wake of the sudden death of a notorious brothel keeper at 78, Nelson Street, a certain Mrs Blackley:  

ñ3 girls attached to the houses, all of whom relations of the deceased, who were induced to come over from 

Ireland to ply their shameful vocations in the street.2ò  

In short, trafficking, and in the opinion of the author it is certainly the story of at least one, possibly two, of 

the Whitechapel murder victims. 

On the 10th December 1888, the East London Observer reported on the ñWholesale trafficking of British 

girlsò in an article discussing the large number of Belgium girls, many of whom were unable to speak English 

who had been trafficked over to bogus situations in London and then frightened and intimidated into a life in 

the East End brothels. It reports on the value of British girls going the other way who were treated no better 

than packages valued at £8 or £10, where the young and ignorant were targeted and names and ages changed 

via Somerset house. It goes on to state:  

ñfrom the inquires we have made there can be little doubt but what many disappearances of girls and young 

women in east London are to be traced to the doors of these agents, who have been carrying out their 

terrible business for some time past.ò  

Perhaps girls like Mary McDonnell, aged 15, who was reported missing from her home in Goulston Street 

by her stepfather in March 1888. On the 9th October 1886, the East London Observer reported on a story of 

the arrest of Hannah Cebrow, 29, for a theft that had occurred some three years previously. She was arrested 

after being seen on the Commercial Road, by Clara Johnson in whose house she had previously lodged at 9, 

Artichoke Hill. She had absconded with two dresses and items to the value of £15 in August 1883. Before the 

magistrate Hannah stated, ñI took the things, I went to France with a man, and he took the things away from 

meò. I went to France with a man, words, of which have been attributed to Mary Kelly, and perhaps for many 

other East End unfortunates. Artichoke Hill was a side turning off Pennington Street, as was Breezerôs Hill of 

Mary Kelly fame.  

It was to a house of ill repute at 88, Pennington Street that Laura Pearce (or Pears) and Bertha 

Christopherson were accused of trafficking by false pretences 15-year-old Dorothea Dalhoff, a German girl 

from the port of Antwerp in April 1888. On the 23rd December 1882, the East End Observer reported on the 

arrest of Leonard Jesson, of no occupation and aged 28. Jesson had enticed Louisa Rivers Larson to accompany 

him over from Le Havre to live with him as his wife in Ship Alley, St George in the East. Within two weeks 

he had sent her back to France, to Paris to find some suitable girls in order to set up an óestablishmentô, 

providing instruction as to what type of girls he was seeking. Whilst she was abroad, she met another woman 

who had followed her out to France who informed her that in her absence, Jesson had taken her possessions 

including a watch and chain, two gold shirt studs and two 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 the 

world of the unfortunate. Another case in example is that of Jessie Franz who, in December 1882, told her 

story via an interpreter. She had been charged with wounding 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 the 

London Hospital.  

In her defence Jessie Franz said she had been defending herself after being attacked by a gang of girls and 

then told her story, she had been ñdecoyed from her home in Russia by a young man who promised her 

marriage, seduced her and left her in the streetsò.  

Ruin, another route into the life of an unfortunate but trafficking was not just between the East End and 

Ireland or the continent, it happened at home too whereby fresh-faced agricultural girls from English villages 

were brought to the East End in hope of a better life in domestic service. The Reynoldsôs Newspaper of 18th 

 
2 East London Observer, 22nd October 1887 
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March 1888 reported a story that illustrates the cruel methodology of the traffickers and brothel keepers. The 

story concerns the investigation by Inspector Edmund Reid of a 26-year-old married woman from Worcester 

named Eliza Ann Smith and an infamous brothel keeper named Eliza Millings who ran an establishment in 

Ernest Street, Stepney. Eliza had enticed from Worcester young Kate Spencer, aged 18, in order to become a 

prostitute for Millings. Upon arrival in Ernest Street Kateôs possessions were taken from her, she was plied 

with brandy and sent to the local music hall in order that she would no doubt be picked up by some man. 

Luckily for Kate she was rescued from the situation, as she is reported as saying ñI will not go back to that 

house where you took me today ï I am 120 miles from homeò3. The removal or custody of possessions like 

dresses, of travel documents and tickets, monies and subtle blackmail were all methods employed by women 

like Smith and Millings, who had already served 12 months for similar crimes.  

In all these trafficking stories there are some echoes or whispers of the tale of Mary Kellyôs life as told to 

Joseph Barnett. Sadly too, unfortunates were not always to play the role of victim as shown in the case of 22-

year-old Elizabeth Turner in September 1882. Turner took a ten-year-old blind girl of 9, St Johnôs Place (Jackôs 

Hole) after she had been standing listening to a street organ player, her gold earrings stolen, and she was later 

found sleeping in a common lodging house with Turner. It is dreadful to think what life Turner may have had 

in store for her had she not been apprehended and, it is a stark reveal of the darkest side of Victorian east 

London. 

The most common shared aspect that runs through the lives of unfortunates is the perceived abuse of alcohol 

or drunken behaviour. The question here perhaps should be how many of the unfortunates, as reported in the 

press and living in poverty in the East End, fell from grace as a result of alcoholism, or one of the results of 

such a life creating a dependency on drink? Alcohol 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 hear 

their own story, their version of events of the life they led before. Our picture is largely constructed by the 

men who they left or were abandoned by, or outlived 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 occurred 

first, but there are hints particularly in the life of Annie Chapman. Regardless, alcohol is a common theme in 

the life of all the unfortunates of the East End and 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 Whitechapel murder victims 

were living immediately prior to their deaths. For instance, as reported in the East London Observer on the 

26th August, Catherine Flannigan was charged with being drunk and disorderly and using foul language. At 

around 1:00 am she was seen by a H division constable 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, she 

spat at him. The London Hospital were where unfortunates were known to congregate and cause a 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 Dock 

Road had its fair share of issues. In March and April 1881 both Matilda Dace and 28-year-old Catherine 

Sawyer were charged with being drunk and disorderly and refusing to move on. As did Ann Morris when she 

was charged by Constable George Ball 345 H in the Commercial Road on the 18th August 1883 and Lilian 

King, aged 20, who took a bite at the palm of the hand of Constable Joseph Pierce, 385 H, in Russell Street, 

Stepney in April 1881. On the 24th January 1884 the London Evening Standard reported on the drunken 

behaviour of Elizabeth Smith who had been arrested in Sidney Street by Constable 397 K. He had been on his 

beat on the Commercial Road when his attention was drawn, to her arguing with a ñgentlemanò. When he 

tried to get her to go home, she threatened the officer, used bad language before laying on the floor screaming. 

Refusing to move on, drunken behaviour, threatening and bad language was all in a dayôs work but it could 

get worse for the constables of H and K division.  

 
3 East London Observer 16th December 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 face 

and then kicking him between the legs before turning on the assisting officer, 332 H. For her troubles Finn 

who, according to a local inspector Marriot, had a history of drunken violence was sentenced to six months 

hard labour. The East London News and Shipping Chronicle of July 1881 covered the story of Annie 

Williamson who had assaulted Constable 223 H in The 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 she 

is reported as saying ñthank you, I can do that lot in my headò, before addressing the arresting officer, ñwait 

till I come out, you shall have more.ò Her 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 other 

examples which illustrate how alcohol was a blight on such womenôs lives. Ellen Maria Allen of 8, Whiteôs 

Row, a 36-year-old widow and unfortunate was said to be of intemperate habits and at her inquest of her 

mysterious death at the Weavers Arms, Bakers Row on 11th September 1886, it was concluded that her death 

from violence had been accelerated by her alcoholism. The examples of the drunken and violent behaviour 

mentioned must therefore pose a question regarding the perpetrator of the Whitechapel Murders. The potential 

volatility of the victims must have added to the risk the killer was taking. Had he been attacked or turned on 

by a potential victim before? Or was such behaviour a trigger, part of the killerôs own profiling?  

It is possibly all the more interesting when one looks at a recent press find by Jurriaan Maesson from the 

Morning Advertiser on the 24th June 1886 which reports on an Elizabeth Stride charged with being disorderly 

and assaulting a Constable 182K in East India Dock Road, Poplar. She was said to be very drunk, using bad 

language and behaving in an indecent manner. Her reported behaviour included spitting and kicking at the 

officer who required assistance at the police station. This may or may not have been Ripper victim Elizabeth 

Stride, the news article reports her as being 27 years old, however, when one adds the Jose Oranto discovery 

of the official record which states she was 50, and the location in which it occurred, we could say that the odds 

of this being Stride the victim does increase considerably. Did the Whitechapel murderer have difficulty 

subduing Stride in Berner Street in 1888? Drunken 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 Wells 

Street in August 1881, they scratched and tore at the face of the landlord William Bishop. Elizabeth Creek, 

according to the East London Observer of 25th July 1888, was charged with stabbing a seaman named Samuel 

Rocardo who was left hospitalised with a wound to his left breast.  

On 17th July 1886, the East London Observer reported the story of 24-year-old 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 had 

caused her to be ejected by the coffee house keeper, John Tiddler but she was to return, forcing her entry at 

6:00 am on the following morning and when Tiddler tried for a second time to make her leave, took up a table 

knife and threatened him with it. Unfortunates also turned on each other, on the 1st February 1888, the London 

Evening Standard reported 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 Watney 

Street where, after ordering a pint of rum, Scully was struck on the head with a pewter pot. Revenge is the 

apparent motive in July 1887 for Ann Martin, Elizabeth and Mary Ann Ritchiesô assault on a notorious brothel 

keeper named Martha Lappidge who was beaten, bitten, stripped and left naked in Devonshire Street. It was a 

brothel keeper named Ellen Keith, who, in October 1881, assaulted Margaret Creamer at 1 Union Place, 

Limehouse with a glass when she ordered Creamer to go out and earn some money. In an incident reported in 

the East End News on Friday 5th October 1888 during the height of the Ripper terror, Mary McCarthy was 

charged at Worship Street after stabbing with a skewer into the neck of the deputy of Wilmotôs Lodging House. 

She had been refused entry on the night of Tuesday the 2nd October, 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 many 

unfortunates, not just a means of existence, their femininity combined with alcohol were weaponised for a far 

more lucrative aim ï robbery. It is here perhaps, 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 take 

advantage of the foolishness of men. Robbery, in its various forms whether pick pocketing, deception or a 
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direct act could certainly be profitable, although had a high degree of risk. On 21st October 1882, the East 

London Observer carried a story illustrating one such risk. Under the headline ñTrade Jealousyò, it reported 

on 19-year-old Ellen Connolly who had stolen a silver watch and chain plus 15 shillings off of the boss of a 

steamship, the Potama, only to be turned in or ógrassedô upon by some fellow unfortunates.  

The most common victim, particularly in the area closest to the docks in St 

George in the East were the recently disembarked sailors. In January 1881, a 

sailor named George Jarvis was robbed of a sovereign by Isabel Sargent from 

the notorious Betts Street, (eventually to become home to Mary Steers 

reforming houses for unfortunates) A black sailor named George Williams, of 

5 Ann Street, had his purse snatched and was assaulted in a public house off 

the Ratcliffe Highway on 23rd July 1881, by a 30-year-old Elizabeth Mack. In 

another story to be found in the East London Observer on 22nd September 

1882, under the heading, ñA Fool And His Moneyò, young Jemima Kelley 

must have felt she had hit the jackpot with sailor John Evans after she robbed 

him of £10 in gold in a brothel in Albert Square, Shadwell.  

On 6th December 1884, 45-year-old Mary Ann Robinson stole £12 from a 

seaman named Frank Head who she had taken home. The method was often 

quite simple, sailors, such as Charles Laves who had arrived ashore at the end 

of April 1885 after a long voyage, were picked up by an unfortunate and then 

taken to various public houses in the district. When suitably relaxed and drunk, the unfortunate, in this case 

Nellie Morris, would take them back to a house, in this instance to Cable Street, where they were robbed of 

their money whilst they slept off the excesses of the evening. Yet some sailors did attempt to resist the evident 

charms of the unfortunates who roamed the area, not that it deterred the inevitable. In August 1885, a sailor 

from 27, Jubilee Street, was struck three or four times around the eye with a key by 30-year-old Emma Evans 

in Cable Street, his gold chain and locket stolen, but she was unable to obtain his watch before disappearing 

down North East Passage. Victims were not only sailors, and in many cases, despite an arrest, prosecutions 

were not followed through because the victim either had returned to sea or there was an element of shame and 

embarrassment.  

In January 1881, Emma Anderson was accused of stealing £10 from a city lighterman in a brothel in Thrawl 

Street but despite being arrested by Constable 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 got 

him drunk in a public house before taking him to a house in Bridge Street. When he awoke his silver watch 

and gold locket had been stolen. In her defence Elizabeth Polter claimed the items were taken in lieu of money 

for her services and that they were brass, not gold or silver. Nevertheless, she was still sentenced to one 

monthôs hard labour. Watches, chains, lockets, gold, coin and even medals were targeted by the unfortunates 

of the area. In February 1881, the East London Observer reported that Mary Ann Holland had been sentenced 

to three months for stealing a silver medal from Private Patrick Kelly. Later in March 1884, Catherine 

Connolly aged 28 snatched the silver Egyptian campaign medal from a private of the Scots Guards 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 in the East End can be found in the gangs 

known as the óTrippers upô and it was possibly the activities of just such a gang that may have been behind 

the last murder to occur in the area on the eve of 1888, that of the mysterious John Brown. The óTrippers upô 

were not a gang as such, it was perhaps more a way of life and a loose methodology of criminal behaviour 

employed by men and women cooperating in the area. The London Evening News on Thursday 17th November 

1887 reported on the inquest of the murder/death of John Brown in St George in the East . Inspector Reid was 

asked by the coroner to explain what a óTripper upô was, his reported reply was that they were someone, ñwho 

will knock you down and rob you, and jump on you if you make a rowò.  

A typical example of such a robbery can be found in in the Echo of the 26th October 1887. Three women, 

Bridget Hearne 37, Margaret Carter 27, and Margaret Smith 38, were all charged at Thames police court with 

Toby 28th May 1887 
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stealing £8 from a sailor named Daniel Meddick. Two of them had accosted Meddick and Hearne asked, ñHave 

you heart enough to give us a drinkò. Meddick 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 Meddick 

leave whilst his pockets were rifled for a £5 note and three sovereigns that fell to the floor. Once Meddick was 

able to liberate himself from the clutches of the women, he escaped and eventually found Constable 429 H but 

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

On the 18th June 1887, two well-known trippers up, Margaret Welch and Ann Donavon were reported in 

the Tower Hamlets Independent and East End Local Advertiser after they stole money from a sailor named 

Lewis Anderson. They had approached Anderson in the Ratcliffe Highway 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 found 

inside the mouths and shawls of the two women. The reader may find it difficult to understand why well fed, 

and well-paid sailors of all nations were in many cases so wary and in fear of such women but wary they were. 

On the 22nd January 1888 the London Evening Standard reported 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 by 

Constable 115 H following a sailor who was forced to take shelter in a shop to elude them.  

As reported in the East London Observer in 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 to 

drinks. He was taken back to a house in Albert Street, Shadwell where he was robbed and then pushed into 

the street by a gang of women. Another sailor of the same home in Wells Street, Peter Murphy, had his 

pocketbook and £20 in shillings and cash stolen by Elizabeth Jones and Sarah Rowley in the Duke of 

Wellington public house in Cannon Street Road in the same month. On the 31st May 1884, 30-year-old Bridget 

White was described by the East London Observer as a ñTrippers upò and ña young lady of the unfortunate 

classò, when she robbed 30 shillings from a seaman named William Stokes of the ship Saxon. Newly arrived 

sailors were even more vulnerable, in July 1882, four women including two named in the East End News and 

London Shipping Chronicle as Jones and Larkin, managed to lift from John Ericksen £4 and £20 in five-pound 

notes from Frank Jones after they got them drunk. Perhaps unsurprisingly, the sailors failed to turn up to 

prosecute the women.  

It was not only drink and menacing behaviour employed by the trippers up, as on the 2nd September 1881 

the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle reported the story of two stylishly dressed women named 

Catherine Charles and Ellen Madden who William Kinch, a ships carpenter, claimed to have drugged him at 

the Sir John Franklin public house in Poplar. Kinch also failed to turn up to prosecute. These gangs were not 

always exclusively women, many worked in conjunction with male bullies and thugs who also pimped, 

controlled and punished many of the female members. On the 13th March 1886, the East London Observer 

under the headline, ñRobbing A Farmerò told the story of James Walker, a Texan farmer, who had been 

staying in the Commercial Road. He had been taken by 21-year-old Jessie Jewell to a brothel in Devonshire 

Street (very likely the same brothel where Edward Buckley had carried out a horrific attack on Frances Jones 

in October 1885). There he stripped and got into bed and when he did so the gas was suddenly put out and he 

was bundled and robbed by Jessie and 18-year-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 and 

gather, a trial was heard at the central criminal court, a transcript of which can be found at; 

http://www/oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?div=t18871212-142. On trial for murder was Charles Edward 

Hammond a 22-year-old allegedly Swedish sailor residing at the Sailors home in Wells Street. He had been 

accused of the murder of a fellow resident, Glaswegian John Brown. The principal witness in the case was 

Honora Cotton of 8, Artichoke Hill, a dark street we have already mentioned. According to Honora she had 

been drinking with Brown and some Spanish sailors in the Neptune Public House and, upon leaving and whilst 

standing on the corner of Wells Street, Brown had attempted 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 fatally 

stabbed in his side near his thigh. Cotton identified Hammond as the attacker, but the trial was to end in a not 

guilty verdict because the evidence and identification were not clear. Yet there was much more to this apparent 

http://www/oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?div=t18871212-142
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street brawl that ended in murder, it can be found succinctly in the words of Inspector Edmund Reid at the 

earlier coronerôs inquest and reported in the London Evening Standard on Thursday 17th November 1887: 

ñbeyond doubt the deceased was a native of Glasgow. He was in the company of Laura (Honora) Cotton 

and was in the Ratcliffe Highway, when he fell into the company of some ñTrippers upsò and was stabbedò. 

 Apparently too, Honora who was in fear of her life and was threatened at Leman Street police station not 

to provide any information or statement by two men, Jeremiah McCarthy of 3, Pennington Street but who 

certainly had at times lived in Artichoke Hill, and John Sullivan. McCarthy, no stranger to the press and a 

local thug and bully was there that night claiming that he had been in Wellclose Square as an innocent witness. 

The Eastern Post of Saturday 12th November states that he was there with three or four young men and women, 

one of whom was named Mary Ann Cameron. Therein lies the possible solution and answer to what happened 

on that confusing November night, McCarthy was a violent bully who operated and ruled with fear a small 

group of tripper 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, he had instructed 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, ultimately 

unfortunates were the victims. As much as they may have robbed, they 

were stolen from, as much as some of them were violent and volatile, 

many were subject to violence and assaults and set upon themselves and 

of course in 1888 and before, even murdered.  

On the 27th January 1882, The East End News and London Shipping 

Chronicle reported the rather comic case of two Chinese seaman, Hong 

Ching and Wang Hi who had been charged with stealing a pair of red 

leather shoes from Louisa Taylor of 4, St Johnôs Hill, Shadwell. They had 

stayed with her for six days during which they had paid her £2 10 shillings 

in cash, a pair of gold earrings, a pair of boots and more. Perhaps they had 

considered she had been overpaid. However, retribution and treatment at 

the hands of sailors could be far more violent. In September 1883, as 

reported in the East London Observer a seaman named Hugh Armstrong 

was charged with feloniously wounding Clara Sweeney, ñan unfortunate 

girlò. Armstrong had caught hold of her in the White Bear public house 

in Leman Street and pulled back her head to expose her throat when 

someone cried, ñmind yourself Clara heôs got a razorò. Sweeney was to be treated for her injuries in the 

London Hospital whilst Armstrong was reported as saying, ñyou shall never do anyone anymoreò. 

Unfortunates could even be vulnerable as they slept.  

In July 1882 Jane Levis engaged a room in a lodging house with respectably dressed 36-year-old George 

Cherubin. As she slept, Levis was stabbed in the face and her lip cut right through. Earlier on the 27th May 

1882, and also reported in the East London Observer, Elizabeth Mutton was savagely kicked in the abdomen, 

her attacker receiving a six-month sentence. Worse was to happen to Caroline Sears of 1, Back Alley, Bow 

when she suffered a violent assault at the hands of another ñrespectively dressedò man, 23-year-old Robert 

Cannovan, despite treatment at the London Hospital she was to lose an eye. Approaching men could be risky 

and unpredictable. Jane Brady was beaten around the head with a stick by a youth named John Coombes after 

midnight in the Mile End Road as reported on the 29th July 1882, the reason he gave was that she had ñbothered 

himò. On 9th August 1884 Margaret Cromer of Rich Street, Poplar was accosted by a violent carman named 

Andrew Pementa who forced her down and beat her knocking out six of her teeth. Emma Elizabeth Smith, 

first victim in the Whitechapel Murders file was to have allegedly said that she had been once thrown out of a 

window.  

Strange too, the incident reported by the East London Observer in May 1886, concerning Joseph Pimm, a 

23-year-old, who had wounded Caroline Douglas by stabbing her in the knee, in Bedford Street Stepney. The 

danger of strangers, but also the danger of men more familiar, the bullies, to use a modern term ï pimps. 

Toby 17th September 1887 



45 
 

RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  

Michael Ryan was one such individual. Reported in the London Evening Standard on the 4th October 1887, 

he had been living off the immoral earnings of Jane Morris of Flower and Dean Street, a married woman who 

he beat so badly it opened up a wound he had previously inflicted long before, all because she had not returned 

from Piccadilly with sufficient 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 mysterious deaths had occurred 

in lodging houses there.  

In April 1876 an inquest was heard into the death of Mary Connolly aged around 36 who had been brutally 

kicked to death. Later on, on 14th 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. On the 16th November 

1879 the Lloyds weekly reported on another case which featured a figure later to be associated with the 

Whitechapel Murders when Dr Phillips of 2, Spital Square was called to attend to Maria Burke in Flower and 

Dean Street. Her jaw had been broken, and she had been kicked, beaten and robbed by William Manger. On 

Sunday 14th March 1880 the Reynoldsôs Newspaper reported the case of Annie Fitzpatrick who had been 

passing along Brick Lane shortly before midnight when carman John Freeman rushed across the street and 

grabbed her by the neck and indecently assaulted her. When she struggled, she was struck to the ground and 

kicked in the stomach. We have already mentioned the death of Ellen Maria Allen in September 1886. She 

had been admitted into the Whitechapel infirmary from 8, Whiteôs Row on the 5th August complaining of pains 

in her side after being ill used by a man she did not know.  

On 12th April 1888, not long after the death of Emma Elizabeth Smith, Patrick Sullivan of Fashion Street 

followed Esther Hewet back to her lodgings in Brick Lane, at around 1:00 am in the morning he punched her 

to the ground and held her by the throat. Only the intervention Constable 451 H who found him kneeling on 

her, saved her from a worse fate. At 11:45 Friday evening, 15th July 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, Bishopsgate. 

She was the victim of an attempted murder suicide by an out of work journeyman tailor named William 

Robertson who later died in the Metropolitan free hospital. Alice, whose real name was Harriet, had only 

known Robertson for just over 5 weeks and this incident represents many themes of the life of an unfortunate, 

not least one of fake identity or the use of an alias as well as the ever-present danger of violence and control 

from brutal men. Despite such cases of violence, the death of unfortunates from murder or as a direct result of 

an attack was not a common occurrence prior to the horrific events of 1888.  

One case stands out before the now more familiar deaths of Emily Horsnail and Annie Millwood who are 

both citied as possible early Ripper crimes. It is an incident that should serve as a strong warning to all of us 

in our desire to seek answers and truth of who was behind the Whitechapel Murders in 1888 and beyond. On 

the 22nd March 1882 Deputy Coroner George Collier held an inquest into the death of an unfortunate known 

as óLong Kateô at the Bromley Sick Asylum in Bow. Long Kate, whose real name was Charlotte Spencer, had 

been found on the ground by fellow unfortunate Eliza Burrell outside the Duke of Cornwall public house in 

Rich Street, Limehouse. She had several wounds to her head, an incised wound over her right eye and her 

body was bruised ï she was to die a week after the attack. Although an attempt was made to place the blame 

for her assault on a woman named Minnie Hastings, shadowy figures remained in the background who had 

been witnessed on the night of the attack, in particular a carroty whiskered man, who may have struck the 

blows but who was never named. The incident is a dark reveal of the world of the unfortunate, a false identity 

or local pseudonym was used by Charlotte Spencer, just as it was likely to have been used by Mary Kelly and 

certainly was by Rose Mylett. Charlotte was also from the world of the Limehouse brothels, a world subject 

to the violence of not only brothel keepers, but customers and bullies. The incident, to the utter frustration of 

Deputy Coroner George Collier, was marked by confusion, untruths and a conspiracy of silence. How much 

of the later events of 1888 were distorted in a similar fashion we possibly will never know. Finally, óLong 

Kateô otherwise Charlotte Spencer was said, like so many of her fellow unfortunates, to be of intemperate 

habits. 

Ultimately, the life of many unfortunates was marked by an inescapable cycle of alcoholism, violence, 

crime, poverty and tragedy. Every unfortunate had a story to tell whether it contained a strong grain of truth 

or otherwise. There were some opportunities for a way out of course. The Bridge of Hope Mission, established 
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initially at 26 Princes Square by Mary Steer sought, ñTo rescue from a life of shame, any of the unfortunates 

who have the impulse towards a better mode of lifeò (East London Observer 26th November 1887). Yet for 

many more, such was the hopelessness and despair, their only escape beyond the oblivion of alcohol was to 

end life itself. Ironically the most common means to do so, was the same source of the rich pickings of the 

Trippers Up and the trade in vice in the East End, the River Thames. 

Despair, another aspect in the life of an unfortunate. On Friday 2nd January 1880, the East End News and 

London Shipping Chronicle reported that Emily Roberts had been arrested after being drunk and attempting 

suicide. At the old Gravel Lane Bridge in Shadwell, she had been about to hurl herself over the railings into 

the Thames when she was stopped and arrested by Constable William Travers 487 K. He reported her as 

saying, ñYou donôt know my deep troubles. I am going to sleep in the water tonightò. In 1882 on the 17th 

January Ellen Foster was prevented from throwing herself into the river by Constable Rendell 373 H. She had 

been heard shouting in Broad Street, Ratcliffe Highway. Old Gravel Lane Bridge seemed to be the destination 

for many local women who wished to end it all. In February 1882 34-year-old Mary Gibbons was grabbed at 

the bridge by Constable Bickerstaff 152 H before she entered the water. Annie Gray made a similar attempt 

on the 26th August 1882. Indeed, in an article written in the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle 

on the 9th June 1882 discussing dead bodies dragged from the Thames in the Metropolitan district, it noted 

548 corpses of women of which 122 were suicides, ñone more unfortunate, weary of breath, rashly 

importunate, gone to her deathò. Not just the river, on the 4th July 1884 under the headline ñVery Nearly 

Goneò the East End News and London Shipping Chronicle reported on 26-year-old Kate Morrisô attempt to 

take her own life in the Mile End Road by fastening a leather strap around her neck until the intervention of 

Constable Mecham 392 H.  

Even more determined was Charlotte McGinn who had tried to take her own life in Hungerford Street, St 

George in the East. McGinn 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 good-looking young unfortunate named Eliza Richardson. 

On Saturday the 5th August 1882, the East London Observer reported that she had been found wandering up 

and down Dempsey Street, Stepney after having taken a quantity of phosphor paste in order to take her own 

life. She had attempted to take more when she was arrested by Constable Walsh 319 H. Yet Elizaôs brief 

appearance in the local press did not end there, nor did her dalliance with suicide. In July 1883, whilst behaving 

in a drunk and disorderly manner on the Commercial Road, she claimed she would cut her own throat, and 

during Christmas 1883, she was observed by Constable Walter Cole making her way down to the tow path of 

the canal in Oak Lane where, according to the East London Observer, she said, ñI am going to make away 

with myselfò. Eliza Richardson, an unfortunate with a tortured soul like so many of her fellow women. The 

route of Elizaôs trouble may have one contributory factor, a stillborn child born to her in the workhouse 

infirmary back in 1878. 

This leads us on to our final look at the unfortunate lives of such women, that ultimately, they were also 

marked, if the river hadnôt claimed them first, by the tragedy of lost children, disease and early death. They 

were blighted by the ravages of alcohol, hunger, exposure, violence and ill treatment. The Whitechapel 

murderer savagely cut short the existence of several unfortunates in 1888 and 1889, but had he not done so it 

is sad and a cruel irony that their lives would have ended in anonymity, a barely traceable record and would 

most certainly not lived a long and healthy life. Annie Chapmanôs health is testimony to that, as were the many 

other unfortunates recorded in the workhouse infirmary books of the East End. A rough reckoning of the 

Whitechapel infirmary admission records for some of the months prior to the Whitechapel horrors is very 

telling. Whilst the use of the word óprostituteô is actually quite rare in the local press reports of the period, it 

is here that we do find the use of the word, almost entirely for women admitted with syphilis or gonorrhoea. 

In November 1887 for example there were six admissions for syphilis, and three for gonorrhoea. Five of the 

admissions were male all listed as labourers and aged between 24 and 40. The women, with one exception of 

ócharringô were all classed as prostitutes, their ages ranging from 17 to 48 years old. Anyone who reads these 

records cannot fail to notice the reoccurrence of some, all too familiar, addresses from amongst the lodging 

houses to the east of 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 one 48-year-old Sarah 
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Smith, from 18 George Street. The records for January and February 1888 illustrate the sad descent of many 

young women into the life of an unfortunate. Three women were admitted and gave birth to stillborn children 

or miscarried. There was an 18-year-old Kate Lyons of 16 Thrawl admitted with syphilis, an Eliza Cooling 

and Annie Smith, both just seventeen, of 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 Street, 

Flower and Dean Street, George Street, 30 Dorset Street and 8 Whiteôs Row addresses repeated endlessly in 

connection with sexual disease, pregnancy, stillbirth, and alcohol related illnesses. More subtle but evident 

was the signs of violence, Sophia Townsend, 33, was admitted with syphilis and a black eye, 27-year-old Mary 

Dunlop of 16 Thrawl Street admitted with an injury to the face, Frances Coleman of 18 Thrawl Street likewise, 

Eliza Hewet of 16 Thrawl Street with a scalp wound, Annie Millwoodé 

The purpose of this article was never to deny the reality of the final hours of the majority of the victims of 

the Whitechapel murderer. 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 are 

totally reliant upon the words of a single witness, Mary Ann Connolly (Pearly Poll) in the case of Martha 

Tabram, and Catherine Eddowes, the Mitre Square victim, must raise some doubts because of the evidence of 

her life as provided at her inquest. If, as traditionally believed she was led or taken by her killer to Mitre Square 

in order to sell sex, then she must be considered to be at the very edge of the definition of ósex workerô or 

óprostituteô. Herein lies the basis of this whole article, that the author is strongly of the opinion that the use of 

the term óprostituteô or ósex workerô, with all its modern and indeed some traditional associations, is not the 

best or most appropriate way to refer to the victims of the Whitechapel murderer. The five canonical victims 

did not stand together on the corner of Commercial Street asking each other, óhowôs business?ô before walking 

off into the fog with a ópunterô. 

This article has attempted to illustrate that the contemporary press term or word used as reported by the 

women themselves, óI am an unfortunateô, is far more all-encompassing and more respectful of the diversity 

and experiences of their own back stories. Let us therefore take look at the victims in relation to some of the 

themes discussed here concerning the life of an unfortunate. All had a close association or described behaviour 

as a result of alcohol or heavy drinking. Emma Smith was said to be drunk on the night/morning of her attack 

but not to the extent that she couldnôt state what had happened to her. Her character as discussed at the inquest 

talked of her behaviour when she had been drinking. Martha Tabram was drinking on the night of her death 

having been seen entering the White Swan by her sister-in-law. 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 evidence 

of drink being an issue with Elizabeth Stride, and Catherine Eddowes had been put into a city police cell to 

sleep off her drunken state. The last hours of Mary Kelly, whoever we decide to believe involve the óhorrors 

of drinkô. Alcohol therefore is a common thread. Martha Tabram, Polly Nichols, Annie Chapman, Elizabeth 

Stride and even Catherine Eddowes all had broken marriages or partnerships. In the case of the mysterious 

Mary Kelly, as previously stated, there is a hint her being part of the world of brothels and trafficking, an 

aspect that she, perhaps, shared or had more in common with the Swedish Elizabeth Stride. It is this that, to 

some extent, separates them from the other victims and reinforces the argument that óprostituteô is far too 

simple a term to describe them. There is nothing to tie the women 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 Street 

and Breezerôs Hill she would have been fully aware of such goings on if not part of it. Frances Coles and her 

last hours in the company of Sadler which included him being robbed could suggest she was part of a gang 

that operated that way. All the victims lived in an area where amongst the poverty of its lodging houses and 

the criminality of its streets, the selling of sex was normalised, part of a way of life. This was Dorset Street, 

Thrawl Street, Flower and Dean Street and Devonshire Street. Yet women like Martha Tabram, Polly Nichols, 

Annie Chapman and Alice Mckenzie were at the very fringes of this way of life. They sold items on the streets, 

they cleaned for the Jews, and when times were hard, 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 Chapman 

were, of all the victims, the most ill -equipped to deal with the ever-present dangers of drunk and violent men 

seeking to use their services or, indeed, the street bullies and gangs, and even fellow aggressive and volatile 
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unfortunates. Polly Nichols it may be remembered was relatively new to the area when she was murdered, 

Annie Chapman was weak, 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 across 

the unfortunates we have previously discussed, those that carried a knife or were capable of using such a small 

object as a key as a weapon, or even those who worked with others? Had the killer failed before or was he 

selective and careful in the victims he chose? There is maybe some evidence, in the case of Elizabeth Stride, 

a more experienced woman of the streets, who struggled and fought back and left the killer with his murderous 

desires unfulfilled. 

If you take anything from this short article, the next time you discuss the Jack the Ripperôs murders, whether 

with those who have little knowledge, or on a crime podcast, at a conference, or even giving your views in a 

documentary, pause before you call them what they were. They were what they regarded themselves to be, 

unfortunates.  
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For this edition we are going to focus our trawl on the incredible life of Thomas Power. A notorious 

troublemaker and local thug, Power had remarkably lost limbs in an industrial accident sometime in his youth. 

Although one record states he was born in Newcastle Upon Tyne, it is more likely he was born around 1866 

in Birmingham, Warwickshire, a place and area he returned back to despite a long association with the East 

End. 

 

Eastern Post - Saturday 21 January 1888 

At the Worship Street Police-court, on Tuesday, a man named Thomas Power, who had wooden legs and 

had lost his left arm, was charged with being drunk and disorderly, and further, with having assaulted a 

police-constable. The charge was proved, and the magistrate 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 Standard- Tuesday 30 October 1894 

Worship Street 

Thomas Power, 28, described as a labourer, was 

charged, on remand, with being concerned with others not 

in custody in violently assaulting a man named Malin, and 

robbing him of 15s.-óThe Prisoner is a man well known at 

this court for exceedingly violent conduct. He is badly 

crippled, both legs and one arm having been amputated; the 

sight of one eye is nearly gone, and his head is scarred with 

old wounds.- The evidence of the Prosecutor, Malin, was to 

the effect that he was attacked in the passage of a lodging 

house in Paternoster-court, Spitalfields, where he was 

about one oôclock in the morning of Sunday, the 21st. His 

head was cut open by a blow from the prisoners stick, and 

his pockets were rifled. The police quickly arrived when he 

raised cries of ñPolice!ò and Constable 6 H.R said that the 

prisoner attempted to strike him with the stick, and when 

seized threw him to the ground by twisting one of his 

wooden legs between the constables. The other officer was 

kicked at the pit of the stomach, and when the Prisoner was 

seized, he threw himself on his back and kicked out with his 

wooden legs. It was found necessary, as has been proved 

before, to remove the legs, send for the ambulance, and 

strap the prisoner down before he could be got to the 
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station. He denied any stealing, and nothing was found on him- Proof of previous convictions for assault were 

given, and Mr. Bushby committed the Prisoner for trial. 

 

Globe ï Thursday 04 February 1897 

Thomas Power, 28, hawker, who has been deprived of both of his legs and one arm, and has , as substitutes 

wooden limbs, pleaded guilty at the County of London sessions yesterday to maliciously damaging a quantity 

of glass to the value of £16 10s., at the beer house of Mr. Edward John Dearlove, the Horn of Plenty, Crispin-

street, Spitalfields, on the 30th of January. He was sentenced to 18 months hard labour.  

 

Eastern Post- Saturday 22 June 1901 

FIGHTING WITH HIS STUMPS ï Thomas Power, who had no legs and walked on wooden stumps, was 

charged with assaulting Henry Vine, barman at the ñBank of Friendship,ò Harford Street , Mile -end.- On 

Monday evening Power entered the house in a drunken condition, and in 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 him 

a violent blow to the neck. He also assaulted him on his return and fought everyone with his stumps. He was 

most violent all the way to the station.- Mr Mead imposed a penalty of 21s, or in default14 days hard labour. 

Just one month later on 22 July 1901, Thomas Power married Emily 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 St, 

Stratford, was charged on her own confession with feloniously marrying Thomas Power on 22 July 1901, her 

husband, Edward Charles Beadham, being then alive. Inspector Budge, of the K division, said that at a quarter 

past eleven on the 18th of June the prisoner went into West Ham Police Station and said that she wished to 

giver herself up for bigamy. She then made a statement to the effect that she married on the 29th of June,1891, 

Edward Charles Beadham at St Judes Church, Commercial Street, London. They resided together three days, 

when he left her, and she saw no more of him until about 18 months ago, when she came to a house at Ernest 

St, Stepney. He was then in the uniform of the North Lancashire Regiment. He remained ten minutes and went 

away again, and she had not seen him since. On 22 July ,1901 she married at Stepney Church Thomas Power, 

and gave her maiden name of Young. Mr. Gillespie said this was not sufficient evidence to detain her on, and 

he discharged her. Accused left the court with her ñsecond husbandò, a man with wooden legs and only one 

arm. 

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

 

Daily Mirror ï Monday 30 March 1908 

Among the six passengers who sustained injuries through an accident to a cable tramway-car at 

Birmingham, on Saturday, was a man named Thomas Power, who had two wooden legs and a wooden arm. 

One of the legs was broken. 
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The other day, I took some time out to really think about a few of the puzzling elements of the case. Having 

held an interest in all aspects of the óAutumn of Terrorô, I mused to myself that I have held a fascination, on 

and off, for some forty years now. Strangely, with no disrespect shown to any of the victims or their current 

families, one might well argue I am also just another victim of the fiend known to history as óJack the Ripperô. 

Nevertheless, I would laugh at anyone who would describe me as an expert, at a push maybe an enthusiastic 

amateur, but there are many facets of the case with which I still struggle hugely. If a straw poll were taken of 

all persons with an interest in the case, it is more than likely that all would have their own favourite ómystery 

within a mysteryô and as such, perhaps one could argue no true answer can ever be fully established on these 

specific questions. Given the challenge in obtaining and interpreting hard facts and evidence, one could also 

argue that modern Ripper studies are even more complex than those facing the challenge of dealing with them 

directly during 1888. Nevertheless, having dismantled testimony and studied the few remaining pieces of 

supposed evidence, attempting to link them to modern themes and thinking, one can readily have a go at 

challenging a few long-held beliefs. Some thought-provoking ideas, perhaps, as usual, from my ever-curious 

and ready-to-challenge mindset. I also understand that all the below is gleaned directly from press reports and 

witness testimony ï 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 themselves 

as a ómystery within a mystery.ô The first one is the conversation alleged to have been undertaken by Catherine 

Eddowes, held and explained best in this tantalising press snippet from the local East London Observer, dated 

13th October 1888: 

ñA report gleaned some curious information from the Casual Ward Superintendent of Mile End, regarding 

Kate Eddowes, the Mitre Square victim. She was formerly well-known in the casual wards there but had 

disappeared some considerable time until the Friday preceding 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 country 

óhoppingô. óBut,ô added the woman, óI have come back to earn the reward offered for the apprehension of 

the Whitechapel murderer. I think I know him.ô óMind, he doesnôt murder you tooô, replied the 

superintendent jocularly. óOh, no fear of thatô was the remark made by Kate Eddowes as she left. Within 

four and twenty hours afterwards, she was a mutilated corpse.ò4 

Now, on pure face value, this appears to be absolute nonsense. Having done an extremely basic piece of 

research, I note that many authors in their books fail to mention it at all, choosing instead to simply ignore, 

perhaps preferring a safer footing, to arguably avoid any ridicule. Sugden, in his book, briefly tackles the 

subject by saying:  

 
4 East London Observer, 13th October 1888 

Mrs Caroline Maxwell ð A Lone Dissenting Voice 
Chris Maybank 
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ñThis snippet is one of those scraps of evidence that surface occasionally to challenge our conventional 

view of the Whitechapel killings. However intriguing, as it stands, it is nothing more than a piece of 

unsupported hearsay.ò5 

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

probably correct in his original 1994 synopsis ï one only has an unsupported press report, which could well 

have been a clever piece of journalistic licence. But what if it was not? Over the intervening one hundred and 

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

pick at them. The question remains, did ótough-cookieô and óstreet-wiseô Eddowes really know, or think she 

knew, who the killer was? Whatever view is accepted by the reader, it is certainly something to consider, and 

this type of intriguing, investigative stance is what helps shape the rest of this article. 

The second item for me is 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 person in her own right, a stoic, dependable witness, and her 

story is difficult to dismiss. She just will not go awayé  

Mrs Caroline Maxwell was the wife of one Henry Maxwell (however, 

there is no actual evidence they were legally married), who was the lodging 

house deputy of 14 Dorset Street, Spitalfields during 1888. Her initial 

statement, possibly written by Abberline in his own writing, was taken on 

the 9th November 1888, and I quote directly here: 

ñI have known deceased woman during the past 4 [ñor 5ò ï deleted] months, 

she was known as Mary Jane and that since Joe Barnett left her she has 

obtained her living as an unfortunate. I was on speaking terms with her 

although I had not seen her for 3 weeks until Friday morning 9th * [here 

there is a marginal note ï ñabout half past 8 oôclock.ò] instant, she was then standing at the corner of 

Millerôs court in Dorset Street. I said to her, what brings you up so early, she said, I have the horrors of 

drink upon me, as I have been drinking for some days past. I said why donôt you go to Mrs. Ringers 

(meaning the Public House at the corner of Dorset Street called the Britannia) and have ½ pint of beer. 

She said she had been there and had it, but I have brought it all up again at the same time she pointed to 

some vomit in the roadway. I then passed on, and went to Bishopsgate on an errand, and returned to Dorset 

Street about 9 am I noticed deceased standing outside Ringers public 

house, she was talking to a man, age I think about 30, height about 5 foot 

5 inches, stout, dressed as a Market Porter, I was some distance away 

and I doubtful whether I could identify him. The deceased wore a dark 

dress black velvet body, and coloured wrapper round her neck.ò6 

     Just three days later, Mrs Maxwell was called as a witness to Shoreditch 

Town Hall to give her testimony in front of Roderick MacDonald, the 

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

ñCaroline Maxwell having been sworn deposed as follows: I [ñamò ï 

deleted] live at 14 Dorset street my husbandôs name is Henry Maxwell I 

also knew Joe Barnett, I believe she was an unfortunate girl. I never 

spoke to her except twice ï I took a deal of notice of deceased this evening 

seeing her standing at the corner of the Court on Friday from 8 to half 

past I know the time by taking the plates my husband had to care of from 

the house opposite. I am positive the time was between 8 & half past I am 

positive I saw the deceased I spoke to her I said Mary what brings you up so early she said Oh! I do feel 

 
5 The Complete Jack the Ripper by Philip Sugden, 1994 
6 Will the Real Mary Kelly? By Christopher Scott, 2005 

A contemporary view of Mrs Maxwell and her 

fateful 'meeting' with Kelly. This was early the 
following morning, after many believed Kelly 

had been murdered. Wikipedia.org 

Goad map of Dorset Street and number 14, 

shown in relation to Miller's Court opposite. 

Copyright British Library 
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so bad! Oh Carry I feel so bad! She knew my name ï [ñshe asò ï deleted] I asked her to have a drink, she 

said oh no I have just had a drink of ale and brought it all up, it was in the road I saw it ï as she said this 

she motioned with her head and I concluded she meant she had been to the Britannia at the corner, I kept 

saying I pitied her feelings ï I then went to Bishopsgate as I returned I saw her outside the Britiannia [sic] 

talking to a man ï the time was then about 20 minutes to half an hour later about a quarter to nine ï I could 

not describe the man I did not pass them I went into the my house and I saw them in the distance, I am 

certain it was deceased, the man was not a tall man ï he had on dark clothes and a sort of plaid coat ï I 

could not say what hat he had on ï Mary Jane had a dark skirt ï velvet body ï and maroon shawl & no hat 

ï I have seen deceased in drink but not really drunk ï  

By a Juror ï I did not notice whether deceased had on a high silk hat ï if it had been so I would have 

noticed it I think.ò7 

Even the most hostile and óanti-Maxwell believerô will be intrigued to learn 

that when you quietly compare these two statements, we have at least eight 

points of direct comparison. Read them again, I will waité  

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 

questions, usually at a subsequent interview, but with a greater, and planned, 

subtle variation to questioning ï one will then match the answers given across 

both interviews, to gauge the level of truthfulness or indeed any deviation. I 

understand we do not possess quite the same situation here in this example, but 

it is fascinating to see how, for me, Mrs Maxwell appears to pass this major 

test with óflying colours.ô  

I have little doubt that many will argue that not all the answers are exact 

matches, and to that end, I entirely agree. In the coronerôs court, doubtless able 

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, and 

often her only ómistakeô seems to be that she expands slightly on her answers within the coronerôs court 

statement. She could perhaps be forgiven for some nerves; she was just an ordinary East End woman, after all. 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Just to recap then, we have a strong, confident, ómarriedô witness, 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 be a 

witness led by publicity, or greed, or even a desire to have her ófive mins of fameô.  

 
7 The Ultimate Jack the Ripper Sourcebook by Stewart P Evans and Keith Skinner, 2000 ï quoted from Ref MJ/SPC NE1888, Box 3, Case Paper 19 (London 

Metropolitan Archives) 

The original Miller's Court entrance, 
pictured shortly before demolition. 

Copyright Leonard Matters, The Mystery 

of Jack the Ripper, 1929 

The inquest at Shoreditch Town Hall. Wikipedia.org Joe Barnett at the inquest from a 
contemporary sketch. 

Wikipedia.org 

Dr MacDonald, the coroner. 

Wikipedia.org 
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The next example may well be able to substantiate this statement. Despite being warned by Coroner 

Roderick MacDonald, ñYou must be very careful about your evidence, because it is different to other 

peopleôsò8. Despite this stance from the coroner, Maxwell was convinced she did not have the wrong date, the 

wrong person, or the fundamental question that she saw and spoke with woman known as Kelly on that fateful 

morning. I would suggest being embroiled as a witness in the worldôs greatest ówhodunnitô, even in early 

November 1888, would 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 1970s 

Yorkshire Ripper inquiry, where witnesses were not always taken seriously, especially if the witness was a 

woman. Have we here, in 1888, a case of men alone and perhaps even a vision of óall boys togetherô ï with a 

senior H Divisional Police Surgeon stating that the time of death is around 02:00 and thus, case closed - simple. 

An even stronger allegation might state that when evidence is potentially given to the contrary, was it now a 

case of closing ranks and not listening to all the evidence presented?  

I find it quite staggering that a coroner would make those comments in such a way, in an open court setting. 

Nevertheless, I concede it could easily be argued either way, and so the fundamental question is, was Coroner 

MacDonald genuinely querying her evidence 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 I have referred to Mrs Maxwell as married ï studying 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 as 

alluded to earlier, no record of their marriage can be located from the 1881 or 1891 census. It is feasible they 

were living together at 14 Dorset Street as a couple, but one would have expected to still see a record of this 

on a census. However, far from being a óbad markô against Maxwell, I suspect they werenôt married in a legal 

sense at all, but she nevertheless understood the concept of security and status that marriage in this situation 

would ultimately bring. Shrewd thinking, perhaps, from Mrs Maxwell, demonstrating she indeed had 

something ógoing on upstairsô. 

Walter Dew, who was, during 1888, a junior detective on the ground in Whitechapel, sums up this situation 

nicely, and he is certainly worth quoting directly from his autobiography, some fifty years later:  

ñIf Mrs Maxwell had been a sensation seeker ï one of those women who live for the limelight ï it would 

have been easy to discredit her story. She was not. She seemed a sane and sensible woman, and her 

reputation was excellent. In one way, at least her version fitted into the facts as known. We know that Marie 

had been drinking the previous night, and, as this is not a habit of hers, illness the next morning was just 

what might have been expected.ò9 

     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 Bengal, India, 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 

died of pneumonia on 24th May 1889. This research was 

conducted by Kristina Nordqvist in her eBook ï Jack the 

Ripper Uncovenanted. 

I trust that the reader will now at least agree that Mrs Maxwell cannot simply be pushed away into the long 

grass, but what of the potentially opposing 1888 police view on Kellyôs time of death?  

To start, I wish to quote part of a Times press report from 12th November 1888, regarding the Kelly murder 

scene: 

 
8 Daily Telegraph, 13th November 1888 
9 I Caught Crippen. Memoirs of Ex-Chief Inspector Walter Dew, C.I.D. of Scotland Yard by Walter Dew, 1938 

Walter Dew in later life. In 1888 he was a junior detective on the 

ground at Whitechapel. Wikipedia.org 
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ñé Against these statements is the opinion of Dr. George Bagster Phillips, the Divisional Surgeon of H 

Division, that when he was called to the deceased (at a quarter to 11) she had been dead for some five or 

six hours. There is no doubt that the body of a person who, to use Dr. Phillipôs own words, was ócut to 

piecesô, would get cold far more quickly than that of one who died simply 

from the cutting of the throat; and the room would have been very cold, 

as there were two broken panes of glass in the windows. Again, the body 

being entirely uncovered would very quickly get cold. It is the opinion of 

Mr. MôCarthy [McCarthy], the landlord of 26 Dorset-street, that the 

woman was murdered at a much earlier hour than 8ôclock, and that Mrs. 

Maxwell and the other person must have been mistaken.ò 

So here we have yet more evidence to suggest that the óall-

encompassingô doctor, with all the experience in the world, has made his 

statement and that the case was closed. However, for me, a few caveats 

must be discussed and set, to try and arrive at a fair, balanced 

conclusion.  

     Quoting again from Sugden: 

ñMillerôs Court was soon bustling with police personnel. Dr George Bagster Phillips, the divisional police 

surgeon, arrived at 11:15, Abberline was there by 11:30. Both must share some responsibility for the 

enduing fiasco. The door of Maryôs room was locked but, incredibly, no attempt was made to force it until 

01:30 in the afternoon.ò  

So, beyond an initial peer into the window, no doctor examined the body until approximately 13:30 (01:30) 

that afternoon. That fact needs to be ascertained, as many press reports suggest that doctors arrived during the 

morning, which they indeed did, but none were able to examine the body.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contemporary sketches of George Bagster Phillips. In 1888 Phillips was H Divisionôs experienced divisional surgeon. Jack the Ripper - Scotland Yard Investigates, 

Stewart P Evans and Donald Rumbelow, 2010 

Next is the key element to this police submission. Rigor Mortis. The limited research I have undertaken on 

this subject informs me of one key factor: on the question of rigor mortis, I am certain that nothing is certain!  

It would appear that the more research one undertakes, the differing degrees of answers one receives. I hate 

to generalise, but as an uneducated person on this subject, others may also struggle. Rigor mortis, also known 

as postmortem rigidity, is the stiffening of muscles after death. It is caused by chemical changes in the muscles 

due to the depletion of adenosine triphosphate (ATP), a molecule necessary for muscle relaxation. This 

stiffening typically begins within a few hours after death, progresses, and then gradually dissipates as the body 

decomposes. Warm temperatures can accelerate the process, whilst conversely, cold temperatures can slow it 

down. Equally, it does appear that alcohol consumption/presence in the body can speed up rigor mortis, but 

not in all cases. On top of this, some doctors understand that rigor mortis can occur almost instantly upon 

death, especially in the lips, eye area, and jaw, before the onset in the abdomen and legs.  

Photographing the body within Miller's Court. From 

a contemporary newspaper article. Wikipedia.org 
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Other medical professionals are adamant that rigor mortis only begins around two hours after death. Here, 

a modern four-stage process is widely employed by medical professionals to differentiate the phases and is 

worth quoting. The first stage is pallor mortis, where the skin pales due to blood pooling. Then, algor mortis, 

where the body cools over time. The third stage is rigor mortis, where muscles stiffen and contract. The fourth 

stage is livor mortis, where areas of pooled blood begin to take on a bruised-like discolouration. Despite this, 

there is still a great degree of difference of opinion within the medical profession, and despite those clearly 

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 earlier 

victims. So, by the time of the Mary Kelly murder, he was fully up to speed with the murders, and he arrived 

on scene at Millerôs Court - around 2 pm on that fateful afternoon. He drafted an extensive report the next day, 

detailing the harrowing murder scene in Millerôs Court, and then produced the first potential offender profile 

in history where he stated:  

ñIn the Dorset Street case the body was lying on the bed at the time of my visit, 2 oôclock, quite naked and 

mutilated as in the annexed report ï Rigor Mortis had set in, but increased during the progress of the 

examination. From this it is difficult to say with 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 cold 

at 2 oôclock and the remains of a recently taken meal were found in the stomach and intestines.ò  

     A quick perusal of the ever-helpful Casebook.org and we discover that on the 

night (early morning) of the Kelly murder in Whitechapel, it was cold. The 

temperature dropped to a chilly 3.8°C, that is 38.9°F 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 

ï strangely enough, to keep warm in a cold, stone room, with two panes of glass 

window missing, regardless of the measly rags stuffed in the holes to try and 

prevent the cold entering the room. It also rained that night, on and off, and 

continued throughout the morning, until about 11 am ï so definitely a cold, bleak, 

and miserable scene.  

We can also state with some confidence that rigor mortis is impacted by colder 

temperatures and now have: 

¶ Established beyond a reasonable doubt that Mrs Caroline Maxwell is a 

good witness. Indeed, if truth be told by 1888 standards, she was an excellent 

witness.  

¶ Mrs Caroline Maxwell has given two statements and reports, one being at an inquest, on oath, and they 

both stand up to some scrutiny and cross-reference. 

¶ Introduced by me, and I understand subject to challenge, but we may have seen some possible 

chauvinistic behaviour from the coroner when evidence is not in line with expectations, particularly if 

delivered by a woman. 

¶ 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.  

¶ Another assumption by me here ï Doctors Thomas Bond and George Bagster Phillips would have 

HAD TO BE SEEN to determine an accurate TOD for Kelly, because it was possibly more than their 

professional careers were worth to instead state, ówe just cannot say.?ô. In fairness however, Bond does go 

halfway to saying this in his report.  

Nevertheless, the medical information here is just one example, what we also need is another independent 

perspective. Enter a wonderful update from a Facebook post I added, concerning Divisional Surgeon Phillips, 

a few weeks before writing this piece. As I felt at the time, it is an intriguing point of history, with few concrete 

answers. But I did manage to glean one piece of information that may further help sway minds. It was supplied 

Dr Thomas Bond FRCS, MB BS 

(London). Considered by many to have 
written the first offender profiler report. 

He was 47 years of age in 1888 and at 

the peak of his career. Wikipedia.org 
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by Dusty Miller, replying to a thread about the rigor mortis question, and with his permission, I recount the 

document/post section here in full. It is a passage from a Dundee University of Forensic Science lecture notes 

and states:  

ñA medical witness who attempts to determine the time of death from temperature estimation in minutes or 

fractions of hours is exposing himself to a severe challenge to his expertise which may well amount to near 

ridiculeéit is extremely unsafe to use rigor at all in the estimation of time since death.ò  

Interesting statement there. And this is a modern document, so in 1888, it is certainly not going to be any 

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 have 

even been written with some prior knowledge from Bond or Phillips, such was their career standing and overall 

experience in such matters. Shared again, with permission, the source is an 1883 Studentsô Handbook of 

Forensic Medicine and Medical Police.  

ñTo ascertain the time which may have elapsed since death. This can scarcely be determined with precision, 

as so much depends upon the conditions under which the body may have been placed. The subject under 

consideration is, therefore, beset with difficulties, and its elucidation will require the greatest care on the 

part of the medical expert.ò  

     So, could we apply this to a 

stone-cold room, with window 

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 10:00 - 10:15 am 

that same morning, helping to 

reduce the onset of rigor mortis, 

until approximately 13:30, where a 

doctor finally commences a 

detailed examination and states in 

his own report subsequently that 

ñRigor Mortis had set in, but increased during the examinationéò 

If she were murdered at say, 10:00 -10:30 ï with rigor mortis setting in at say, around 13:30 ï I would 

hardly have expected our respected doctor duo to have said anything else during their examinationé 

But one last point on Maxwellôs claims. Many will rightly challenge all of the above and state that the body 

left within Millerôs Court was not the woman known as Kelly. She perhaps found the corpse and saw an 

opportunity to leave her life in the East End, owing rent, and had ideas of starting a new life somewhere else. 

Long before fingerprints, DNA, and forensic dental testing, the principal method for body identification 

was simply facial recognition, and then any distinguishing marks. Now, it is true to state that problems can 

certainly arise from any identification in this manner and one can quote the somewhat legendary case of 

Strideôs initial botched identification, when Mrs Mary Malcolm, following a dream that her sister Elizabeth 

Watts had died, viewed Strideôs body in the St George in the East mortuary and was adamant it was her sister. 

Bizarrely, Malcolm confirmed the identification, from all things, a supposed adder bite on her leg ï apparently 

received when Watts was a young child. Nevertheless, this is a good example to demonstrate just how quickly 

the police ócottoned onô to the false identification from Malcolm - seeing through her story, as nothing more 

than a fantasistôs tale.  

In the case of Kellyôs identification, Joe Barnett had said in his police statement that he had lived with Kelly 

for some eighteen months. Barnettôs inquest testimony stated ñI have seen the body of the deceased, and I 

Photograph of the 1883 Forensic Medicine Journal - with kind permission from Dusty Miller 
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identify it by the ear and eyes. I am positive that the deceased was the woman with whom I lived, and that her 

name was Marie.ò10  

I turn again to the late, great Christopher Scott here, as the following paragraph is intriguing in his 

wonderfully entitled book, Will the Real Mary Kelly?:  

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

remembered that the facial disfigurement carried out on the corpse found at Millerôs Court was so gross 

and so extensive as to render any identification less than certain. However, we must remember that Barnett 

had been Kellyôs companion and lover for eighteen months, so if anyone were well placed to recognise her 

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

But of course, partner Joe Barnett was not the only person who saw Kellyôs body after death. There are two 

more, one well-known and the other perhaps less so. Landlord John McCarthy also quoted in his inquest 

testimony. ñI knew the deceased as Mary Jane Kelly; I have seen her alive, and dead and have no doubt about 

her identity.ò11 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 access. 

Given the small size of the room and the police activity thereafter, it is unlikely a ócivilianô would be allowed 

immediate access to the room; therefore, we can perhaps conclude he did not have a formal look at the body 

in the room on that afternoon, whilst doctors and police officials were busy examining. Conversely, his 

statement does state, ñI have seen the bodyò ï and thus the obvious inference to draw from this would be that 

McCarthy went to Shoreditch Mortuary to formally identify her, presumably sometime later on, or the next 

day. 

The less well-known person was George Hutchinson. But George did observe Maryôs corpse, and Abberline 

makes this very point in his report:  

ñThe final act in his (Hutchinsonôs) participation was attending the mortuary to view the body. Abberline 

says in his report that Hutchinson had been asked to do this, and he himself confirms it in his press interview 

ï ñI went down to the Shoreditch Mortuary today and recognised the body as being that of the woman 

Kelly, whom I saw at 2ôclock on Friday morningò. The purpose of this was obviously not formal 

identification of the deceased, as the inquest was already over, but to confirm that the woman he was talking 

about in his statement and the deceased were one and the same.ò12  

There we have it then, three separate and independent persons viewed the body of Kelly after the murder, 

and all three have identified her as the woman they knew as Kelly. Her partner of eighteen months, her landlord 

McCarthy, who knew her by sight, and also an independent witness, George Hutchison, who knew her by her 

name and certainly conversed with her on occasion. It is highly likely that George may have had some form 

of intimate relationship with her or may even have sought refuge within Millerôs Court on occasion. Whatever 

the truth, it does not really matter too greatly; the established link that the two knew each other well is there. 

Well enough, of course, for Hutchinson to be asked to attend the mortuary and identify her. One could argue 

that if Joseph Barnett had been left to identify her solely from her ear or her eyes, then it is feasible that the 

body in Shoreditch could have been misidentified, but three independent witnesses viewed the remains, and 

all stated that those remains were of the woman they knew to be Mary Kelly.  

Where does this leave us? Well, for me, I believe a clear thought process with Maxwell and the medical 

evidence has been established, which can challenge and question the long-held medical view that Mary Kelly 

was murdered between 02:00 and 04:00 on that cold, November morning. It could, of course, still be the case, 

supporting evidence from those within Millerôs Court attests to the noise of the door closing, footsteps, and 

the cry of óOh, Murder!ô It could well be that Hutchinsonôs suspect was genuine and left the premises with 

Kelly still alive. Moreover, it might now give more credence to another witness who purported to see Kelly 

alive on that Friday morning. Morris (sometimes spelt Maurice) Lewis claimed to see Mary drinking in the 

Britannia pub around 10 am on the morning of the murder. His statement suggested he had known Kelly for 

 
10 London Evening Standard, 13th November 1888 
11 The Scotsman, 13th November 1888 
12 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 knew 

Kelly before she lived in the Spitalfields area. But if Lewis had his timings slightly wrong and it were indeed 

closer to 09:00 than say 10:00, then again, applying what has been gleaned from the article might make one 

think. 

It is still likely that the woman known as Mary Kelly was sadly murdered within Millerôs Court sometime 

between 02:00 and 04:00 on that dreadful morning, now some one hundred and thirty-seven years ago. 

Nevertheless, I do hope that this article may now suggest that there is also a reasonable argument to suggest 

that she may have been murdered much later that same morning, possibly turning on its head what we thought 

we knew about the entire Kelly case.  

Chris Maybank is an amateur social historian based in Hertfordshire, having held a lifetime fascination with Ripper studies and wider Victorian social history. 
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¶ Second surname of the author who wrote Jack the Ripper: The Definitive Casebook in 2013 (4) 

¶ Surname of the author who wrote Death of a Prince: Jack the Ripper and Other Souls in 2001 (3) 
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2017 (4) 

Answers at the end of this edition 

 

 

G

V

F

R

L

The Ripperologist  Lechmere  Cross Word  

 



60 
 

RIPPEROLOGIST 174  AUTUMN 2025  

For this edition weôre going to focus on the changing role of the Victorian working-class housewife. 

It may be surprising for some people to learn that Victorian women weren't always reliant on their husbandôs 

income, and for working class families it was normal to work together to bring in the money.  

Before the 19th century, wives played an integral part in the success of cottage 

industries and farming. Although housekeeping and the raising of children was 

always the woman's domain, she could also be seen alongside her husband 

weaving, at the shop front, looking after the farmyard animals and selling the 

produce sheôd made.  

Children were expected to do their share too and help where they could, so 

for many it was very much a family enterprise. It wasnôt until the Industrial 

Revolution that things began to change, slowly at first, but by the 1830s as 

machines took over labouring jobs people started to flock to the cities with 

promises of better pay in the factories and mills.  

For the first time the roles of men and women separated. Suddenly the wife 

found herself at home while her husband went off to work. No longer was she part of bringing in the money, 

instead she was now reliant on what he earned. Wages were much better for men and boys and although 

unmarried women and girls did work they often earned less than half of what the men did. Simple economics 

dictated that the women stayed at home and the men and boys went out to earn as much as they could possibly 

muster. 

This shift of power changed men's attitudes, they were the breadwinners, the head of the household, they 

had more disposable income and controlled the purse strings. A good husband would hand his wages to his 

wife and she would hand back his beer and tobacco money but often this was not the case. For many women, 

it was a matter of having to hang around outside their husbandôs place of work or the local pub on payday in 

an attempt to get some money before it was all spent on drink. 

As a result of this power struggle, increasing amounts of women 

sought out additional income to provide for themselves and their ever-

expanding families. Children came along at an alarming rate and it was 

not unheard of for a woman to produce a child every year. 

Many took in laundry or other work which they could do at home, on 

top of their own long list of housewifely duties. Housework was 

extremely labour intensive, floors had to be scrubbed, carpets beaten, 

food had to be prepared and 

cooked, and just their own family laundry could take up three days of the 

week.  

Monday was always wash day, Tuesday was for drying the clothes and 

Wednesday for ironing. Washing, like housework, was hard work. Water 

had to be fetched from a communal well or a standpipe on the street or 

backyard. Depending on how fortunate you were, the clothes would be 

washed in hot or cold soapy water using a scrubbing board or a dolly to 

Fig 27 Engraving by Lavasseur and 

Claessens after A Fragonard after Le 

Nain. From the Wellcome Collection 

Fig 28 family-action.org.uk 

Fig 29 Stock Image 
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beat the clothes clean. Most of the clothes were made out of cotton and all of it needed ironing. It is not 

surprising that families only changed their clothes once a week! 

The use of child labour also had an impact on housewives. It was at its highest around 1850, and as factories 

expanded so did the demand for small bodies and hands to keep the machines clear. Both boys and girls were 

employed from the age of five and upwards and with increases to the population, it meant wages were kept 

low. Conversely, there was a shortage of housing so rents became very expensive and so many families now 

had to rely on their children for the extra income.  

As a consequence, the burden of housework chores, cooking and child rearing fell more and more onto the 

shoulders of the housewife. No longer were older siblings around to help with the younger ones. Even children 

were expected to work long days. Ten or twelve hours, six days a week was normal.  

The other impact was on gender roles, which were never more strict than during Queen Victoria's reign. 

The man was the breadwinner, head of the household and across all classes appearances mattered. Many places 

only employed single or widowed women and girls. The married housewife 

was expected to run the home and bear children and to all appearances she 

did, despite the extra sewing and laundry or any other work she could do 

from home to supplement the family income. 

óHomeô could mean a small one up and down but most commonly 

families could only afford to rent one or, at most, two rooms, so large 

families would live, eat and sleep all together. With such a grim picture of 

life for the poor housewife and indeed for all the family, things did gradually 

improve towards the end of the 19th century. Philanthropists, churches and 

charities became concerned about child labour and the severe lack of education among the poor. Churches 

started running schools and charged a small fee but that was even too much for the poorest of families. By 

1870 most parishes had a school or a 'raggedô school. Ragged schools had sprung up from around the 1840s 

and were aimed at children from the lowest backgrounds, who were often turned away from church schools 

because of their óraggedô appearance. Unfortunately, many families could not afford the loss of income so 

many of the children most in need failed to attend.  

The government was under pressure to do something about it and finally in 1880 school attendance became 

compulsory for all five- to ten-year-olds. Their education was split along gender lines, and although all were 

taught to read, write and learn arithmetic (the three óRôsô as it was colloquially known) boys were taught the 

sciences, history and geography, whilst the girls learnt to cook, clean and sew in preparation of their role as a 

housewife.  

Whilst in todayôs terms it would be viewed as highly sexist, it was a start, with young girls now being given 

the opportunities a formal education gave them. Itôs interesting to note that Elizabeth Garrett Anderson, the 

first female physician and surgeon in the United Kingdom, qualified during this period, in 1865, having been 

born at 1 Commercial Road, Whitechapel in 1836. The idea that a female, especially from the working class 

(her father ran a pawnbrokers at her birth and her mother was the daughter of an innkeeper) could become a 

member of the medical profession would have been unheard of fifty years earlier, but we see, in the nuanced 

role women had then, and how it evolved, a glimmer of hope in the otherwise day-to-day drudgery Victorian 

life gave them.  

Amanda Lloyd is the creator of the RBAM Award for Ripperology related non-fiction content. She enjoys researching and is the Admin to several Ripperology 

related social media groups. 
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     Parts one, two, and three, of this article covered the first two and a half years of young Francis 

Tumbletyôs chosen occupation as a deceptive quack doctor, beginning in the spring of 1856 and ending in the 

fall of 1858 as he practiced in two of the four Canadian 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 anatomical 

knowledge, surgical skill, and even human organs. The significance of this is it begins a path to the very 

reasons why Scotland Yard red-flagged 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, New 

Brunswick. His time in the US was from January 1859 to July 1860, and he practiced in three major US cities, 

Buffalo, New York, Detroit, Michigan, and Boston, Massachusetts. Having anatomical knowledge and a desire 

to acquire human organs is also evident during this óAmerican interludeô and even having the habit of walking 

city slums at night, but there is more. The subject of part four is his American interlude, because a new 

connection to the Whitechapel murders emerges; the first hint of Tumblety having a personality disorder found 

in many serial killers. Experts explain that these kinds of personality disorders manifest themselves by the age 

of fifteen or earlier. If so, then this twenty-plus-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 advertised 

that he would be in town for four months with the intention of returning to Toronto, ñThe doctor will remain 

in Buffalo from 12th January to 12th April, 1859, when he will return to his office in Toronto, C.W.ò1 

Throughout January up to February 8, 1859, while physically in Buffalo, Tumblety was advertising in multiple 

newspapers across Canada West, such as the Hamilton Spectator, February 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 Upper 

Canada, aka, Canada West (now Ontario, Canada) and is just a few hours train ride to Toronto. Tumbletyôs 

Indian herb doctor mentor, R.J. Lyons had recently moved his operation out of western New York south to 

western Ohio, headquartering in Cleveland. This meant that Tumblety did not encroach upon his mentorôs 

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 made 

excellent business sense. Instead of claiming he was from the neighboring western New York city of Rochester 

(his hometown), he stated he was from ñToronto, Canada West.ò In a future court case in New York City in 

April 1861, he told the court that he left Canada for Buffalo because ñtimes were hard.ò2 The State of New 

York allowed doctors of all flavors to practice medicine without a license, so Tumblety had the opportunity 

to work his lucrative quack magic to full effect.  

 
1 Buffalo Courier Express, January 29, 1859 

2 New York Evening Express, April 1, 1861 

The Great American Doctor and Anatomical 
Knowledge ð Part 4 

Attempted the Life of a Boy 
 

Michael L Hawley 
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Just as Tumblety conned patients in the Canadian Provinces, he continued the very same business practices 

in Buffalo. He would lure them into his office with deceitful cure-all advertising and supposed testimonials, 

diagnose them with a life-ending or life-altering disease, prescribe an herbal medicine of his creation, then 

claim the patient was cured after two weeks. According to the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual for Mental 

Disorders Fifth Edition Text Revision (DSM-5-TR), someone with antisocial personality behavior (APSD) is 

deceitful, lies repeatedly, uses aliases, and cons for pleasure or personal profit. Further, they often manipulate 

others for personal gain, lack empathy, and seldom feel remorse for their actions. Tumblety fits every one of 

these signs. Not only did Tumblety lie repeatedly, claiming he has cured nearly all diseases known to man, 

including cancer, and his methods of deceitful business practices never changed. In the Buffalo Courier 

Express, January 31, 1859, he proclaims: 

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

of the Lungs, Heart, Liver and Throat. Also, Dropsy, Dyspepsia, Fits, St. Vitusô Dance, Rheumatism, 

Diseases of the Kidneys and Bladder, and all Diseases arising form Impurity of the Blood, such as Scrofula 

or Kingôs Evil, Erysipelas, St. Anthonyôs Fire, Cancers, fever Sores of however long standing. Also, all 

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

Calomel doctors referred to physicians with qualified 

medical diplomas, since in the mid-19th century they were 

still prescribing mercury. When Tumblety realized that his 

reputation was preceding him, he began to omit his name 

and even use aliases. In 1863, his name vanished from his 

advertisements in Brooklyn, New York, opting for ñThe 

Indian Herb Doctor.ò3  

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

ñPhysicians and Surgeonsò category was ñBlackburn, J. & 

Co.ò:  

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 ñMedical 

Instituteò and claimed to be the principal for what 

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 knowledge and clinical experience. There is evidence that this 

medical institute was acting as a true medical school. A very successful Cleveland medical examiner named 

Dr. Charles P. Jones did indeed claim to have been an 1859 graduate of Tumbletyôs Toronto Medical Institute.4 

A medical school would not only require their instructors to have medical and anatomical knowledge and skill 

at running clinical labs operating on cadavers, but they would also have to lecture. A very credible eyewitness 

and life-long resident of Buffalo, Police Captain Thomas Cavanaugh, in May 1914 sat alongside ex-Chief of 

Police David Reynolds, Captain Samuel Notter, ex-Chief Wolfe, Detective Jerry Donovan, and Detective 

Patrick Mack, and reminisced Civil War stories to a Buffalo Courier correspondent.5 Their discussion focused 

primarily upon when John Wilkes Booth was in the city performing at Buffaloôs Metropolitan Theater in July 

1863. Cavanaugh recalled when Booth palled around with none other than Francis Tumblety: 

ñBooth made a very singular acquaintance while in Buffalo. In fact quite an intimacy sprang up between 

him and a Dr. Tumblety -or Tumulty. He drove around selling cure-alls for everything, giving 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 

Brooklyn Eagle, October 3, 1863  

 










































































































































































































































































