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0 wingdlouder than that?

But on a serious note, these past months have been very hard on too many of our friends and colleagues in
Ripperology. We at the Rip hope that, starting $preng, all of uscanbe restored in health, energy and life.

Yours truly,

Edi t or 0s

Dear Reader s,

Welcome to Ripperologist Magazine L5 pr i ng i s
season of rebirth. A ti me

winter and reset for the
ngriofg as the actual start
t is to repent past sins and
ieties welcome the arrival of
eswoinh df | ower s, fresh rreodotesntasn dar
pare medicinal &éspring tonicsb®é
nesses and r ej uvidhreateewidsher hmi anrd
ect ofs prhien gs efasswenr .
ng di seaseavh oa fsfuldid tem cevdistaa miom sd e
winter. It caused fatigue, ]
Du'rfcienngt utrlye DbD®bsaeived wasdhaj
.h eHoewdeivtearr,y as t he det
conditions gai ned re
acknowledged as contri buting ffalchte
poor people worry about their chil
Tin fact, about al most al | mort al
of diver sivwmi,ch,i vile hwapye Ycecu agpprl 6 e,
social and economic spectrum.
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Many of these themes run through tising edition of Ripperologist. Michael
Banksd new col umn, ORi pperol ogi st
theories and ideas discussed in previous issues of the magazine. Rath
criticizing, the col umn ai ms t oown
over time. We welcome back Debra Arif and Roger Palmer in our features s¢
Both have revisited topics from the past and provide us with magnificent
discoveries. W rirdrodudng another newcolumn, this time by Professor d
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Psychology Chad Galuska, whose maiden topic concerns errors of the humah min

T memory, blocking, blindness, bias and mavhich might have played &
significant part in the Ripper investigation. Reconciling differing accounts of
same event , this time in Buckos R
contributor Jeff Hamm. Additionally, we present two features focusmghe
O0Pol i ce Kuspechithaosyk RirétMark Kennedy provides us with

the
ow,

detailed overiew of the arguments for and against the asylum inmate A@ron

Kozminski (who had a personally dreadful late wirgarly spring in 1891&and
this is follbwed by Steve Blomer witaha c hr onol ogy of .
Mi chael Hawl ey also returns with

favorite herb doctor and his quest for human organs, both to help establi
professional bone fides, and perhapsd$iéeing physical rejuvenation. What sa
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Pa
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On 19 October 1888, Chief I nspector Donal d [Sws¢
i n turn, investigations into the murders off N
result of these inquiries?dpaibll & ewhe®@ad mEwgn$ hmd

must have been crippling, the timing idsansdugigtelswe
answers. Swanson outlined several | i nesbxof cleeael|qs
sl aughterers were questioned, as were three o0\

OAsi Abuogbng in opium dé3rse eakn dj yapt bireengptt eerd Lt con d|orc
Of fice thought of this unfocused mi shmash went
Of fice suggested some of these |ines of inquilry

One of t he few,a§
was amteof ftaratc e :3.
=
&
=
§

student s wh o h
London Hospital

b ot Pots

This evidently
to any speci fi
the student s, e
rational . Pol | y, ™8
murdered a mer e S
the hospital 6s

familiar with ti
i ma ¢’i Fuer.t her ,
barbarity of th

in the Chapman| s R
someone Obl i Vi OllbSdotnOHolk hiet aid @&n goyk S

he was runni ng (as a madman

mi ght be) as well as someone with a morbid falsc
mur der weapon may have been a small amputatirng
And what was the result of thisiAiTwaveshwards amoinwi
tersefoyne goHe g@édveawoofurther details.

Yet, in the margin, an uniwoown riEFisvypeensier at hasg s
Even now, one can hear the whirl of meefttan @ nriecch

1 Report of Donald Swanson, HO 144/221/A49301C, ff.-133.
2As measured with a surveyacBlstiwbeBRIl ppgr 6(00Bp.&dwamMdgi csRBRet uall s
3 Report of Donald Swanson, op. cit.
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rdeacs? eilad he somehow caught wind of th@hi;l)@l

mu
embarrassing possibility must have made the | ou
iWTBDent a note to Home Of$halel ctllee kP Clhiac ¢ else |Mais
t hed 8sane Medi cal Student from the Le)rdtome rHe fips:
deal of gossi®p in circulation?o
Gossip this high up the | adderdiads ku nweel cpoonhe ,c fea nf
for on 60 dolvye nfbeeur days bef odMett e@ammii gi din esr |r R
responded personally.

Aél have to state that searching enquires |we

Wo o d, the | ast known address of the insanpke |

only i nformation that could be dobteasiided wivd $

at No. 20, but Il eft that ad®ddress to go abdar
Here I s a rare peek behind the curtain. Yet, a
highest | evel s. Equally astonishing, this migdgin
No. 20 Aberdeen Place, St. Johndés Wood was noft
ther e. Nor had Sanders gone abroad.
The medi cal studeh@ ASwmerrdcearsn hRalda d ea,v eRitma t Jaa h rs @jsu n\
half a mile away. Although at | east two aut holrs
error (Il nspector Abberline had used the same |wr
berue The investigating officer had simply F[Fhe
if the officer had gone to the kdorhacé fddne $Sa
Laura, stildl l iving there and she would have]|ha
he son fro

i

u
r m ntdheeeidr, itnhgeu iSainedse.r s family had belen
Sander s |l i sted in Abercorn Place in both {he
gar bdietdy. di rectories show that she continued pt

in her residencyf,oranld8 8t ee wdre cltiosrtalJ ahon IRRegi nhl c
on { heew rtoloims . bl under occurred is unknown, b
at No. 20 Aberdeen Pldcs.i Sbhad mleidv edet pod é cer g Wni

@D
o
=

Contemporary <city directories from 1885 and 188
Sanders, nor was such a coincidence |ikely.
Consider, for a moment ,h6 tdhaec k mpldtahciRst ghpewusn.d eHa ¢ 0
fat al for a desperate woman trudging the strpet
know it) John Sanders was no |l onger at | arge.

Research undertalRempreyMNMd olgd s®gane (Slkeierd Mano)| t
army surgeon who had committed suicide) to a| me

February 1887, Sanders was transferred to Hlojl I
institutionalized wuntil his death in Exeter |Lu
sever al years of ment al i I'l ness ,pathieenn tShentdees ig i
to the point that he attacked friends and f ajmi |
ishy and®Ogetni,r iwhg.léee aware that Philip Sugden]| he
West Malling Place for February 1888 and 1889|,

been a gap i n Sander 6s cowmfiince et w{ whi ¢ fh emany r ic

but this was based on misinformation sent t ol hi

4 See Evans & SkinneThe Ultimate Jack the Ripper Companjo2 0 0 0 ) p . 132. CodHome OffivéTIBrio, Willidome 7/ WP B 0
Patrick Byrne?

5HO 144/221/A49301C, ff. 113

6 Report of Charles Warren, 6 November 1888, HO 144/221/A49301C, f2@D0Emphasis added].
”The Register of Persons Eligible to Vote, Borough of MaxBone(Western Division) 1888, p. 162. For Laura Sanders see UK Census 1B81
& 1891; London City Directories, 1874895.

8Jon Ogan, i T hRappefologistNd. 8 {acendberild96), availalba www.casebook.org
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| - l unacy record¢g;
- of all the rellev
t hat Sander s re
| ock anal Ikeg/l djoer
s@wal l ed OWhitegch
of 11838981 .
Even s o, t he C ¢
William Smith [Sa
his full name) r
Yarddés willinglne
hunt for t he n
ViRaINIA WATER, BERKS. murderers into t
Hol l oway' s Al manac and Family Friend, 18 Sander s had en|te
Hospital 0s Medi c
far back asiAerihed@®79e buisi IIlati&h udsuhe. dthoer e i 9 n
Donald Swansondés two unmreamBeddmedHoapWhialua sthiued|erw:
have never been established, ther€&EheaaReppeen8sy
Keith Skinner (working from an earlier sugges|ti
Hospital to see i f the suspect Montague John| Dt
career path toi gmw¥ ThHiem.e was no s
A second suggestion was ment i onTehde iFna cptassisnign gt| hier
unnamed medical student from London HEmMI It vwd Blevd
13 Apr¥The8Boman wvEansi, yi,mBafsaaiteveal ed in the fdec
CoulfAtn. ent husi astic member of t-ihre Bail v aat oNo Ar &
part of the clutter of residenti al Hesuts elso dd ajre c
didndét give the offending medical student 6s han
George Goss Borrett, a |l odger in the same houlse.
three insane seubdehess Wwatthg D6 o0on scrutiny f
Born in Bengeo, Hertfordshire in 1864 to the |Re
|l eft fatherless on what was the first anni vejlrs
mot her marri ed a asrukmgaemnwha merde Ad maleldy Pi nf Il uejhc e
attending Epsom Coll ege in Surrey (where he 4ach
Coll ege at the age of 19, taking a hper icvoanttei nrpoeoc
student of great promi se. Borrett also occasl|i o
1884, during a celebration of the hospital ds|hu
to studenxselwhed hadbdere the previous term. Thel| hi
other than Ge¥rge Goss Borrett.
And yet, | ess than four years | ater this star| p
athlete and volunteer in the Victoria Rifles, S
what soeveruthay. he was g
Exploiting the absence of his | andlord and | and
his room. He then attacked her.
AAt t he Thames Court, on Friday, Georg-e Bo|rr
9 Admissions, Holloway Sanatorium, Virginia Water, 18B%90; Admission Number 1000; Reference Number 3237/5/1; Surrey History
Centre, Woking.
10 Qgan, op. cit.
11 Martin Howells and Keith SkinneT,he Ripper Legacy: The Life and Death of Jack the Ri#$88) p. 150.
12 paul Begg,Jack the Ripper: The Fac(2004) p.107.
130ld Bailey Proceeding®nline fvww.oldbaileyonline.orgversion 90) April 1888. Trial of GEORGE BORRETT (t188804280).
4 East London Observer 4 Oct ober 1884, p. 6. Much of George Goss Borreft o:
birth, military, and death records.
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street, Stepney, was summoned for committi|ng
106, Gatnrneoceatd, St hEBeesotr.geT he compl ai nant st ht e
3, she was in senrRetendan®t 3| Phed poher e, apd
S 0 At the time her master and mistress welre
the only persons in the house. At that ti me ¢
and kmdclked endaaltlbsd dowtr M@ome Iin. o0 Wi tnegs
defendant asked Wher ¢olhids hi mmbkewawasn t he u
when he said he had Wobkhkedsasdi doshd koewfihh
sai d, ACome acr osSheanwo ufledt crhoti tdo tshe,n. and| d
hi msel f, when DBDédfeendamtedgoto heladeof her byl t
room, and refused to | et her | eave.shW twaess$
very strong, and she replied, AYes,; and wpi |
Witness asked sever al ti mesHe ot hen dragged
the $he®ostruggled, and made the excuse thadt
when defendant, finding he could not accompl
out of the room, got her hat anads jfaacskte ta,s agnhde
to Miss Aireson at the St. Geogeds Chapell,
St . Georgeds Chapel, incidentally, i's on Canron
i snét possible to conclusively identify Bevahp,
Emily Ava Bevan) bnobrenr i1n8 6S8t,e pnmaekyi nign hDeerc eni netjlee
years |l ater, the same Emily Bevan woul d® be a |dr
As for her friend Miss Sarah Aireson, she brgve
AThat | ady went-sbaekttoa68, sBwi dpbendant, whe
had them face to face. Mi ss Aireson asked]| wi
knows what happened, and ought twhael i yog. a
|t 6s for them to say no. o0 Witness then saild,
of shouting when there was nobody in the hlou
to Eastbourne, and haadrietethe d nt it ehte e rreaed | He
should have done. Witness |l ocked herself [in
came home made a complaint to him, and thn
Morri son, wh o fuwiusnadd .h elrn scerveesrse |l egx dmi nat i onj, 1
this occurrence she was under notice to e e
attending reThgimughimept enigesus def endant clam
swear s hfer iwaosl onuwost t©d war ds hi méo
Dr . Morrison was John Reid Morrison, whose suyrg
Street FEtalsd ,saSnteE address given f-ageBHmahyg Beavane
medimiaslsi onary, and he and his wife quite natjur
Ar my member, and offered Bevan | odgings.
A potentially significant aspect of the case]|i s
the attempted rape on a prolonged dWe nwiilnlg rsqptrw
momentaril y.
As for Emily Bevan, as an assault wvictim she| h:
friend,; she was examined by a physician who ¢ou
confession in froma rmdt iaf ivead nkecstsh MNeerxtl,andl or|d
|l ooked to be aThei Malyo stomaviectMron.Lushington |fo

15 East London ObserveR1 April 1888, p. 7.
161871 and 1881 UK Census

17East London Observeop. cit.
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remanded Borrett for a week ¥hut agreed to acd(

Yet , unsurprisingly for the Victorian Whan B
appeared before Justice Smith at AOind tBlatl ewa g

It was as if the severe bruises on Emily Bev
London Hospital and was not even thrown out
the end of 1889) 68t Phi | po thtd&Svhernsi entigd dMei dNo vasnb e
announce that George Goss Borrett had been aw
The foll owing year he would pass an examinat
sixth highest in a relatively smal/l group of

Borrettdos slender claim to fame during his sulb

martial of Staff Commandemt. WM. ISl i dwmhg&mn leimo mwa ® f
after ramming a colliery during a steam tri al
Bul moreds drunkenness at the time of the colll
streidpmf five Yearsd seniority.

Whil e Borrettodés successful medi cal career sh
students, this I ong digression has not been
the dates. Borrestlbesudmenkeok spraeei oan EBank H
return to LonddBApmi It heo intnheeih dfeadt fawi2tshe x ual as s
victim in the WhEmetyaBel\/aMUhddrt’eslte£1ed t h

= Averyo drunken C
exactly, she did
attacked on Osbor
at about 1.30 a. m.
from Borrettods | od
a t-ern f i-nfiitneuetne st a
close enough that
referred to the |0
London Hospitalo
mur &@&i ght hours |
was sl owing dying
still shaki ng etfifi
to rape Emily Bevsd

g
(0

A coincidence? Pr
e, of t en assumed tha
Assault on Emma S'-I';’Itho Ottubetral%88‘wayl a! d by a S
descri bed her as S
|l nspector West merely reported there wE&eBcr rtent
t we-hhyee. Rai sed in Hertfordshire, he had no

D I K€
nt

B N ¢

of Rochester, hi s brotbeont was was Oxhotde Snodr a

probabl e theaxpedist iboonozticonga seasi de resort i n
Hol i day to ubsustasl osotsuedent s stil IBrcaaftoo dtobi KRAd
trains rumbling into London Bridge Station f
London Bridge to
if Borrett and his fellow students continued

18\Weekly DispatcifLondon) 15 April 1888, p. 4.

19 SeeThe StandardLondon) 12 December 1895. An article on the accident and resulting trial can also be found at
https://www.historyofwar.org/articles/weapons_ HMS_ Lightning_1895.html

20 London Municipal Archives, St. B.G./Wh/123/19. See also Evans & Skinner, op. cit. p. 4.

'Ll oy dos We e k8lAgril 1888 vpslpMomiag Advertiser, 9 April 1888, p. 7.

Whitechapel U%Idterigs oallnld Sd rajt|d

2Br adf or d6s ,R&88, multialy tim&abiesd e
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|l anded quite close to whertEe e8 mivdedh | smalsd eanstssa,u | |d e
drunk, might beat and rob an unfort-anadtenfoobpace
up her -pasudageoust as | i kelyl alses agtetnrt il Ipuniaa® s ta @ a &
roughés cudgel We wi | | soon examine a second
Hospital students wused his wal kifFmgstsitatcikngloy c|oB
exawhlBporrett stumbled home that night or morjpni
Many me n have described a
phenomenonHamg@gaownedAmlsHboogh |th
I's pounding, their body dghy
with an insatiabl e | ustoidds
aniaraAll t hough t he mechani g ms
physicians believe It I s r e
brought about as the body |ri
after the final drink, *#*Thess
I's hardly an explanation f|or
sensation contributed to |Bo
Bevan at 2.30 the foll owing
drinking until as | ate as| 2
bei ng one of Swansonds i nsj|lan
can decide I f he might not] b
the Smith <case. No doubt t h
Whi techapel t hat Bank Hol d e
only onefwe akdWdoweocommi tte¢d
hours | ater.
Before we | eave George Bofre
Whi techapel Mur der s, but it
Royal Navy Surgeon capoa RObert Ander somml f amouse1rys eyrw
nonsense that was tal ked J[an
woul d sink a aDrreeafdemroengchetotcobathel 88Fi p that wag t
On what ship did Borrett Hseaw. vVSe as.22m dmawngrhasiur|le
during these years survives in the National Ma
insight into his personality, but 6K odmar rfyairnaq, |swe
di sti necntgi oonh,r ereaidsaiught ers, and dying peaceful |y
None of this get us any closer to identifying S
assumption that their names can be recovered)| a
student i n the 188HapUK ,Cedhts.usGeoorrgeWhiin etche [Ea-:s
Li mehouse, H#Hadkneay,d Miolwe on the principle thpat
easy commuteThi stlhe mospiguak ant eed, Saasn dweer sh aivhe ¢
Wo o d , but 1t is a start.
This effort generated sever al dozen names, and
al | students who were dul-whl cheasasdrandspngt|yi
Only a handf ul of names failed to mbhkhkiesthiemeleg:
surviving lunacy records. While there is stil]l
|l ook promising: Walter Reginald Sceolgé ngwams o|Wd
suspect s?
A word of warning before we proceed. Sever al au
sz_Iexa Lardieri, fAExperts Reveal Sur palyiMail, 18 ylarch@®4 on Peopl e G¢t t
29 Il\ll)z:t%al & Military Record and Royal Dockyards Gazeté December 1917, p. 14.
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e xt

%Scogingds |ife has been pieced together using
admissions to mental institutions, see Harriet R. Scoging and William R. Scoging, National Archives, Commissiomaicsy 18451913,
Lunacy Patients Admission Registe®eries MH 94, piece: 5; piece: 25; and piece: 30.

27 Sporting Life 11 October 1882, p.1.
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28 Echo(London), 2 August 1882, p.2.
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ACruelty to a Cat.

Wal ter Scoging, 24, a-rmoedi,c dila csktnuedyednt @ raoef ¢ nAo «
was charged at Clerkenwel | Police Court onmp T
it on the head and back seveasnaleeti més| winighf oa
mor niMar.y Ann Day, a mar-gt reae svyown@lnk r kod a iPde|nd |
wal king homestaleng Whgper she saw a cat run| ol
The prisoner, who was witthhe sammemalt hae rh esaowy| gb

back with his wal ki ng Istt icrkawlfeodr innot or etahseo

struck it again severdlt triohds domvtehe la@@ira
dragged it back DbyA tcloensda arbd ei, ntwd ot thea dg wstetedr .t
the prisoner, came upPoarnd etsd @kl tei Boiffteq QPBHt
was taken to the Islington Police Station W
kil Tlkee.prjswabBr snt oxi caledgave tthltee tnamee off
staon, but it was ascert alihnee dp rtihsaotn elri, s i mg nae
charge, simply said that hset uhdaedn tbse.e nMrd r iHwoDkgianc
him to fourteen days with h%rd | abour, wit|lho
Newspapers all over Engl and, Wal es, and Scot]|l a
sentence, but what was not i mmediately reportled
AHEScodqiamngbeen for several year Riaket ufdemd giafg dh
sent to prison his prof eRisdkoetatls cahlasnac erse pveoauth gld
anagul | explanati on: Scogiahdpbdadmenet ymepammet e fl ki
mi sdiHya.vi ng struck the cat once, and finding |[th
di spatAghaiint. domewhat predictably, the couri® pul
The Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to]Ar
there can be | ittl e ddaulsteltyh atn da Reek pesysde d eh|tGa
of many.
Al was glad to see that a ruffian named Wqgl t
was convicted of gross cruebuyttohadcaeeat|l sk
Mr. Hosack to fourteen dayso hMy ds dtaibsofuacgt ijwo
was changed to disgust when | read in Satydgrd
revoked the sentence of |imprisonment, and]|or
represented that $ihweulpdobessubnadtocThhtenrtee | we
was no sort of excuse except that he had |be
profession would be well rid of such a br lut e
Mr. Hosackods | enity’owas altogether mispl ac|ed
One of the truisms of offender profiling is |th:
statistics vary, but one study, | ed by Cynthila
far as to claim ematwidl0l% alf sanhanam @pdap!l e, arnd
abused ®ni mal s.
Il n the end, it would not be prisoh whathrsei mgdt
Mo st of the relevant documentation is now | ofst
currently wunknown, but UK Lunacy Patients Admi
Lunatic Asylum, Bet h¥tranli sGreeseam,b|dm hdmeMaty, 1wshdisc.h a
as pauper |l unatics, had a | ong and sordid his|to

29 Hackney and Kingsland Gazette8 August 1886, p.3.

30The Evening New@.ondon) 13 August 1886, p.4.

31 Paisely andRenfrewshire Gazett@1 August 1886.

32 The Link: Cruelty to Animals and Violence Towards People | Animal Legal & Historical Center

33 Commissioners in Lunacy, 1848921. Lunacy Patients Admission Registers, Series MH 94. Piece: 6.
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records show Scoging was discharged on 7 Feb
merely transferred to the London & County Asy
new establishment o6brthéaei hsmaee Theateleavtant
survived, but Scoging died in Claybury on 1
family plot (Grave 2636) at*Sooegirn H@asnl cce st IC ean
of demBExxhawsti on of wleineh,aladfawal wislils,loat er s
stage terPAartyhisyphhsdalsl,y takes many years tdg
| ong befAlrteh olu8g88 .a medi c al student can contr
infected patient, It iI's somewhat more | ikely
Whitechapel Road.

So here we have a student enrolled at the Lo
and ended his Iife in an asylum. The hospita
but whether this lies mnot Sgegi kgéwnexWhhasi oni
|l i sted himself as a medical student in the 18
and never appears in any UK or Iy erleafnlde onte dwicsa
than anything

Our second St M

Thomas Hodsol |}

Cross on 13 Se

was baptized t h3

in the magnifi

church, Deptf orj

surveyor (i.e.

i nsurance comp

inveshugdoédd ir

Al t hough t he-offd

Hodsol |l 6s chil d

hi s parents d

successi on wh e N

seven, and he a = o . - St
sisters were afctagbwar dSspiSt@@B.t Weld€drd Bridge, Lon
among vari ous relatives i n

London and Kent, with Hodsoll l anding with hi
469 Kingsland Road, Hackney. His grandfather
at | east one freehol de dWied tl a rniga n Aesr tat,aesn\cdodm ngormyg
for several years but entered the workforcle
On 9 June 1877 Hodsol |, now seventeen, mar ri
Newi ngt on. Somet hing about this union is dod
t we-onhg and his briher,s iamet rast ke, ghheemasw onl vy
was none other than the bridebds father, a co
been the proverbial Ashotguno wedduplbgedd&fnanlky
Wal ter Davidge Hodsoll would be bdrn | ess tha
The newlyweds apparently moved into Hodsoll 6%

eIt t
e @ |

ac:

w a
L rHIn
U h i

address in Octobemddr88t0hd hma Nalodardbd @t | | &a Lto - §t t

34 Ancestry.com: London, England, Tower Hamlets Cemetery Registers, CTHC/01/028 Register of Private Graves, Walter Regigald Sq
Burial Date 6 August 1896.

35 England, death certificate of Walter Reginald Scoging, 1 August 1896, Essex, 4a/233

36 william Thomas Hodsoll, 1861, 1871, and 1881 UK Census; birth and baptismal records.

SFor Hodsoll 6s marriage see LMA; London Church of England P

o0

baptism, see LMA; London Church of England Parish Registers; Reference Number: P94/Fai/001
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t hat
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| sl i ngTlins awas thestCepydown I
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cl ean
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h e
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uncl ear®
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dat ed

mo v e d

Hodsol | 6s

nstruments.

wa s

house.
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der

i f

ent i

Wh e n

3§ Tnhsep i rcewdp lbey ahlis
ng,

Hodsol I-twas nfiig
c*®Bryt infoiwe d
grandf ath

James

wid |

|y

Hods ol
rely

returned

of
Hods ol
es.

, Hodsol |

cat

nort hwest
January

desperate i
house

behaoneori

t hat
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Ho dshoedclamemp luameengh | oy edh er a &t
a Lfosnidtowna tEiveemfi wynagn Se ehenrdaatr din i

DESI[RESch&lr T W AT, ONj;o coadg b 0Dk K e e
TseH. to4BroKer ber t*

slightly
family
CityoRobddi |l di ngdddagdsolslitdd It rsdajaect ory

reet
t hi
aga
now

satt
hi

!

th hi

f ofira 2q uMianrtci ht

ended wi arrest

Gui l dhall

overpowering that it

On the charge sheet at
instruments, value 4| 11s, belonging to Mess
of Al detrrség@ttredbempor ary advertisements show th
medi cal supplies as well as surgical I nstrur
downf al | came when he enteredptshe bshomst dnebu
i mpl ements came <cl atteringieaut icnfsBhumepbsé ke
frequently visited the shop while dressed a
extraordi naelyl Ady @0 0A150, 00Me s snr st.o ddayw,s Saurmr,r
subsequently contacted by a clergyman who, a
reqguested that he be chargead.
Hodsol | borrowed his clericdalt astdéemrattd ,t dow
her husbandbés recent bizarre behavior and ad
had taken him to saeveai she vaenrdablu t cealc fiha vse r bivkar akv.doe r

S a I

38 Hackney and Kingsland Gazet®? October 1880, p.2.

39 Hackney and Kingsland Gazetf) February 1880, p.2.

40 Hackney and Kingsland Gazetf) April 1881 p.3.

41 James Knott Davidge, 1 March 1882, Principal Probate Registry; London, England; Calendar of the Grants of Probate ahd Letters
Administration made in the Probate Registries of the High Court of Justice in England

42 |slington Gazettel3 March 1889, p.3.

43 bid.

44 London Evening Standar@7, 28, and 29 November 1888, p.1

|
00

h g t
o \d

D ¢
b C €

an
or
b
vV et
al

ed
L fomn
] S C
e
D W S

yl 8
rs
at
ne n
Wor
$1 ¢
e annt
f t €

hThitorgl, ebgy mah@s o

S @ I
mi t
h &

45 Morning Advertise#t March 1889The People10 March 1889.
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came to an end, Hodsoll was remande® so a prilso
Hodsol | 6s use of t he

o Che Ziedical Zyess and Civenlay Advertiser. My 3, 10 not ewort h y . | t wi | | b
MAW'S CATALOGUE October 1888, a Iittfie

A NEW EDITION OF

S MAW AND SON'S murder of Kate Eddowe:
SURGEONS’ INSTRUMENTS AND APPLIANCES sl erleal costume entjer:
GREATLY IENI;AIRIQED IAND‘ rn{orr\{lell..?{ [ILLUST.P.A‘_TF?| ) of Frederi ck Wil | & amlSMe
hllf)w“‘"ﬂ"“ A::ED‘E‘I‘{S(‘}XTI‘:-B’I‘.‘REET LONI?ON ]‘.IOPl ! MI I e E n d . T h e m a n b 3 h a
TRUSSES\_,_ referring to the relwa
@I wi ndow, requested thle
the head of the | ocall
ys | ater, when it w a
ceivediagt hree dtee C O

man ki dney, Mar s hgs

called the strange| v

Single Patent Trusses on Salmon end Ody's expired Patent Principle, per dozen <oz 0
Double 218 0

’lhee'l‘ruesm are 1|nl1 of I cing lengthene l or shortenad, ml are furnishe l\mh an extra Spring to i,
crease the strength if necessary

Common Single Trusses, cirenlar form, od with basil and 1 s leather, » . . £ 00
\l d best springs, pe l/r

da
re
hu
re
have bee
(n
as
ni
t o
i

nt for Maw & Sons, 11 podd.
)

Il n the e

n Hodsol | | How

nd,

i ckEBarn@® d/est i mat ed |t h
ffdrvtey and Hodsol |I-|ha
ne. Further, the man
be an I
f el ong? Stoinldlonet he |co

ri sh accelnt

Wil liam]|Th

deemed -noasabeg prison authorities, but by Cit}y ¢
who had played such an i mportant rioffl eDn.n Gdired Ki
invol vement in the affair is tantalizing, it |ma
Str-eadtat i s, within the City of London Police| j-

the City of London Asylum at Stone,
Poor Law Union for ASowelLeéomat a ,i ©Shhwilr weu pieshcs d | it b

on Hodsoll 6s settl ement papers, but
ra®®aend on 30 August 1889 he was sent
Decenboedrs.ol | 6s symptoms could have d

from active eccentricity to a tor

near | Pdrtjbo

this mustl b
to Banst|ea
evel oped pve

pid stupor |Ias
demi se to Gener al Patatybysundaairshowti bg 1 mp¢Vi

stage ter®iary syphilis.
PN &:{/‘ 7 T . S | e ",_/""..-.'
u. il e . J 5y i ; J}M/&# . E o O f T /-
./Lf‘[nm g /ﬁtfw /‘ﬁﬂmx/{ﬂ J“ ..-o’rmr_l(.,/ﬁtf A’, -/ /O"/

/p**%{;,d, 4;’ ' /émiw//

fa//f'..‘u-r' '%j'm“;

m/j/% IR 7 DY, é./,. ';w J;fz_[( /ﬂ_.,/j/}/ A ;;{Z‘;.;’,?j;'ﬂ.—
. witd| LM A s

A .

. zﬁ‘?'{{%‘:‘{-’l . I k | L i# I = | ) pa——r) J.'_ 1

Death Certificate of W I liam Thomas Hodsol | , 19 December 1
Gener al Paralysis of the Insane (G. PHI sj)ohiadpr.
Wal lis has noted that bet ween 1878

and 1i8y%2n,¢ r m

par aloynsiasdomi ssi on to asylums throughoutdaEnwhuthd

still only reflect the | ast stage

46 Morning Advertiseop. cit. See alshondon Evening Standar@ March 1889.

47 Echo(London) 20 October 1888, p. 3

48 London Metropolitan Archived;ondon Poor Law RegisterReference: Shbg/127/012

49 England, death certificate of William Thomas Hodsoll, 19 December 1889, Epsom, 2a/13.

of

t he di selas
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enough to eve@yswkede ft HGatP

syphilis, though cert a4 i| s

It is perhaps none too p e
students attending Londoa 10s
would use | ocal prostit i n
syphil i s. We can only g H 0 ¢
ot her bizarr e .syndtl amsn

the Superintendent of L Als y
gives a terrifying desc els s
di se&deaermal Paral(iys8&6)if

believed there were fou gli n
mi | d tiathenal t erationso (S [
speech) t hat nfeme n t @rl o gar

where t he sufiifperrererisn duwnl

sensaei@ch as t heffde b aluyhheed

camement al wfheairleurtelve gr «

gradually | ost control me n
may became violent. The rlal
which often | eft t he pa dde
Scoging and Hodsol |l died gt

deatnm amr oaortic (ahneemir(yssmr A T S

not unheard of, whil e other patients, havi nig

ability to swall ow, woUYedt ,dilei koef naosspth yoxfi ah iwsh i[l oer
understand how Gener al Paralysis could stem r c
syphilis invariably includes a | ong |l atgeynt¢umpeld]
instead attributed GPI to heredity, temper amgnt
until 1899 that Dr. Frederick Mott convinced |[th
of gengrsdls mardalits acé®mpaMyckygesymptomsentall vy,
had refused I nspect ortiJnoes eRihp pHeerl ssouns paécccte sJsa ctodb ol
Coincidentally, Hodsoll died I ess than 24 hour s
(Cohendos death i1is |isted as 20 December) and]| | i
removed tofindMarabyHaBrBi9ioof t he fol kl ore of the ¢as
Lady Ander son, once said that Jae&nd hteh &t ,p pte¢ o !
Still, this candét be anyHtoldisrod | movraes thraard | oyd d elpa (=
|l ndeed, it cannot yet be shown that W IIliam Hoc
unnamed in Swansonds October 1888 Hoespporimal Socaeogg it
presented the necessary signs wascutnwarnd Ity ibrys|armB
candét yet be conclusively lIlinked to London Hg¢gsp
research in the London Metropolitasi RAlre ht Wats| on
London medi cal students may stil]l be awaiting d
This is an ongoing iInvestigation.

NotTehe aut hor would I i ke to thank Joseph Chetj|cu"
R. J. Pal mer is a retired researcher currently |iving in Oregon,

50 Jennifer WallisJnvestigating the Body in the Victorian Asyl@@917) p. 1612; 199; 211
51 william Julius Mickle,General Paralysis of the Insarf&886 edition) p. 29; 105106.
52].D. Oriel, The Scars of Veni{$994) p. 5556.

53 Report of Inspector Joseph Helson, 19 September 1888, MEPO 3/14631f. 29
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Hyam Hyams {4

here is a compl o d o

surrounds Hymank iH CP}G ntro uCIHg
a difficult suspe
lingeringt hjue stt @ b va "’c/’“‘"‘“
- ge g Cp. a m . .’M‘f
i demtel are i mmedi a
plausibility deba f" ""“'”""““4“‘““‘
established 1|ife S |
background. Any a
regarsdeirnigas muksittlalker ; {}'L"" M"“l‘tj
consideration such f
birth, parents, m .
| ocation, and i f we are unebiVeramgl| ¢o atl hmg 3 fogqn |iwi i
compr omi sed
For Ripperologists, the Hyam Hyams journey hdgs
andn many hwayevolution runs parall elunde rtithekag ropf
and post internet age.
| 6m not going to det ahdbe cdausnel ntuhd aei rod u mshtea|nttt
complicated and this col umn oh dtsehranne vaen dweermv iilenw
investigate further I f they so wish.
Hyam Hyamsdsasndma vasb |lrosnt ameanrtei,oned by TMar Crlnm
Detection and Deiamn hi1o9F7 daoachrtikd |IRi ppearsi der ed |hi
for 6Andersonds Suspectd before moving on to |[Da
of Colney Hatch asylum, the records mpt who chg&n
person described in Andersonds memoirs. Hy amg t
he was Jewi s h, l i ved in the Whitechanel ar ea, W
right age and exhibited s : nes
excluded him for more favc 400
produced anRiapp & ctoiletellgeamdnt Ky
and this is where Hyams f ple c
right
King i1identified Hyams as 3| Fe
to Sol omon and Fanny Hyams ul t
a long |list of census recc, - & mi
and around Mitre Square a ing
Hyams <coWwbleenhdawe person 1 ¢
Eddowes in Church Passage was
and that Joseph Hyam Levy, me r
across them, recogni sed h olr e
provide an i dentification.
Further | ayering consi ste a
strange man who enquired D W I
father, there, he asked En. . % ‘ B els s
who was, at the ti me, ChalHWEmTaM(ymebpmkeOWHlteckap
1 Published by George Weidenfeld & Nicols Ltd
2 Ripperologist #35 June 2001
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Commi ttee.

The shop was | ocated at 218 Jubilee Street, N
address three months | ater except he wasFuagdjhsi
specul ation ensued with the discovery that Cath
had previously been a cigar manufacturing cornce

King completes his article by pointing out Hyar
where his records i ndwaahlies hwei fhea da nsch omont hveiro | agsn c
in general following epileptic seizures.

Scott Nelson expandRidp pearaKl toigu@sdaPtoH @ csrhy JJeeww IhupWi €
Connection: Some ifmurMalje rZTORipie ctuil md ,i oMesl son e x p|l i

of O0Kosminski 6 (as detailed in the MacNaghtEPEn
Swansonds marginalia) being the Hyam Hyams bdgrn
I n the Apri IRi2QPEFWaeNditteVssomd eorfl i nden Ky a@ameHwams|fr t |
of a WYhepecthe questions the wvalidity of Hyams
previously. He points out that the man seen bly
much emphasis on the | oda8ibdntoé ESttbeatri bedaube

nearly twenty years previously and momorien rtehfee a
done on the subject.

Despite his plea, nothing really materialised u
to qguestion whether the Hyam Hyams Mar k King| i
Colney Ha't chheepeseéasrch evolved on several thire
then expanded to the identity of Hyamsdés wifd,
S —— Finally, in 2023, SnréarhmeBdawi aHcokr ttohpe p

t heomynelsescuspect book. Horton wused r

2XxG grandfather, Harry Garrett, a|se

t hat witness descriptions matched| H\y
there was sagma dcmnigt icoindmrmati on pi &
evidence from which to support tlh e
published to generally positive revi

And thatoés as far as wwetddhvsep ugtoet owidirh
and di spute over his famiilnfjgos imagpR t i

the theory, particularly with regard
rr we have, definitively, ascertaineg v
Bersh Fax Horton make any further assessmentsrasewi ltd

interpretations.

Suzanne Huntington is an author and researcher from Shropshir
Fiction?thaaadihg editor of Ripperologist magazine.

Sources
Hy am HiyMaamsk Ki ng Ri pperol ogist #35 June 2001(via Casebook. orlg)
The Pol i shiJleew sShusWidgmtess Connect iioSc:otSoinfee [pFpuermt ohleor g i Sspte c#ud 3a t M goyn s
Hyam Hyams: PoritWwoaift VahidRir bpepdedot es #27 April 2007 (via Cagebo
Casebook.org
Jtrforums. com

On-Ar medi Sarckh Bax Horton Michael ObMara Books Ltd 2023

3 Ripperologist #53 May 2004
“https://forum. c a sdeibsocouks.sairogn/ sftlosyuasmpitedcidfnp/ahime a fosfas iuts g d Ot
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AMrs. Gamp had in the
her chair, from whence, turning up her
The M rS overflowing eyes, and clasping her hands, she
delivered the following lamentation:
f 60h, Mr. Sweedlepipes,
m p O also, if my eyes do not deceive, and a friend
not havin' the pleasure of bein' beknown, wot
I r I have took from Betsey Prig this blessed
' : night, no mortial creetur knows! If she had
I abuged me, bein' in liquor, whichtHought |
smelt her wen she come, but could not so
rt n believe, not --tMesiGamp, us e
by the way, was pretty far gone, and the
. fragrance of the teapot was strong in the
D@braAr/f roomi 6 | could have bore
art. But the words she spokeMfs. Harris,
| ambs could not foragi
Mrs. Gamp, in a violent burst of feeling, “nor
wor ms fi Margne€huzzlewitCharles
Dickens(1844)
ost people who have an interest in the Whitechapel Murders will have heard of the laundressg
Maria Harvey. Mar i a, by her own admission
brutally murdered in her own home at room 13,
1888. According to her statement to police, Maria was one of the last people to spend time with Ma
before her death and because of this,avaswi t ness at Mary Jane Kelly

Maria gave her address as 3 New Court, another court off Dorset Street, that she had recently ma

me

narn

\

M

Iry Je
0s

ved i

Maria told the inquest that she arddubesdayté dlgvener.iSipe N

al so claimed that she had spent all day i n M4
Mary Janeds ex partner, Joseph Barnett, call ¢

There are some conflicting reports that it Wy, R
Mary Jane who visited {M ‘
Court that Thursday. There is also some ot " ““‘
confusion around the events of that Thursd{EESSSII B
caused by the fact that Joseph Barnett said th
was a woman named2zie Allbrook who was in
Mary Janeds room whe
know little else about Maria Harvey apart from h
reported antics at the inquest that prompted
reporter to dub her
Mrs. Sarah Gamp, fictional character @harles
Dickens' novel Martin Chuzzlewit was famous f (s
her comedic miscommunications. Maria causge- o«
.. . orset St(re
similar amusement when she told the hearing she

had left some clothing to be washed at room 13. She said the items intlodede man' s t wo

d®m@ai n)

bel onging to a chi Thecoromenimquirad Wa sa ctkh aotv etrwaoo ast h ior
ma n Tawhich Mariarepliedi No, sir. One man's two shirts. o
Maria may al so have been in Joseph Barnettoés

ry
d

Ay .
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two women he described as prostitutes, that Mary Jane had compassionately allowed to stay in th
Barnett and Mary Jane had parted company at the end of October over the issue, apparently after
exchange where a window was smashed.

Bir ro
a he

This very topic, the broken window, was being discussed on a long and meandering thread on Casgbook

back in 2015 when the topic wandered on to the subject of the presence (or not) of a child aged six
said to have been staying with Mary Jaredl¥Kin her little room. A poster on that threagentioned that they
had recently found a newspaper account dated June 1888, reporting thgtarsld boy named Johr
Harvey, of Dorset Court, Dorset Street had been run over by a cart in Commercial Street and takg

DI SEY

N to

London Hospitaland had wondered if this child connected to Maria Harvey at all. As looking for the witnesse:

and locals that are less easy to identify in official records is a research hobby of mine,-stgtaingg interest
in Maria Harvey was well and truly piquedaag!

If

FL"’/ Sometime before the revelation about the f
John Harvey, | had been looking for Man
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ARLES srag

y
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success. Frustratingly, a suitable candid
di dndét appear on any
death records apart from one waml kept

4~ Harvey in the available records with "ttIE
te

oy
a

c

returning to. | came across this woman of
given as Mary) Harvey who regularl

East workhouse and infirmary. This wom
was said to be a widow, born c.185md
interestingly, she gave her occupation as
laundress. So far so good. The only proble
or so | thought at the time, was that th
particular Maria Harvey had two childre
according to the workhouse records, John b
€.1882 and William born c.1884As there

- A, posee
RN .
W :
‘ ’:\ ] B
Lo \

v

v,

www.workhouses.5rg.uk positive identification. There were, howeve
St Gooe ln e Eastworioise i, 1013 several reports that claimed either Mary Jg
had a son of her owrving with her, or that she was minding a child for a friend.

Researcher Wolf Vanderlinden pointed me to newspaper articles stating that the boy staying in room
Mary Jane was actually the son of a woman who was staying withus¢éras Maria Harvey had been. No
suddenly, this woman from the workhouse records was looking much more promising. Was she the
Was the mention of Dorset Court, Dorset Str eg
overinJme 1888 have been the witnesses Maria Ha

in the workhouse records? Researchers Gary Barnett and Jose Oranto both went independently and
the original records of the London Hospital, confirgpiin J o hn Har vey 6s admi ssi
paper, his age and address and added that he

address as 2 Dorset Court, off Dorset Street, a court that did not exist. It was reseabbeneCRck, along
with Jose, who both noted that at the time o
editions of various newspapers reported that the crime had occurred in Dorset Court, Dorset Str¢
presented a real possibilitigat rather than Dorset Court being named in error, it was perhaps an alte

56 R o s btthst/fréim.casebook.org/forum/rippaiscussions/scenaf-the-crimes/9495he-brokenwindow?p=497633#post497633
6 Lloyd's Weekly Newspap& June 1888
“"Her name was Mary Jane Kelly, she waentyeightyears of age, of medium height, plump, dark, good tempered, and not ill fateataes.

E:; were no known reports that mentioned MaJi
_ij : Harvey, the witness, had any children liviy
- with her, this seemed like an obstacle tg

he

name Maria (on one occasion her name was

appeared in the records for St George in fhe

n

Her little room was shared with a boy, eight years of age, and his m@héolk and Essex Free Presd/ednesday 14 November
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| ocal name f o rUnfokunatdlygthe g

easy! | was aware of another problem with t
identification. If it was Maria Harvey and her son Jo
from the workhouse records that were involved
Mary Janeos story, wh ¢
William during this time? My efforts to findut more

continued.A Maria Harvey appeared in the Rai
Street workhouse register of admissions 4
discharges on four separate occasions in Febry
March, April and July 1887. She was identified in t
records as a destitute washerwoman and gavd

I n t he wor khouse cCree
religion was given as Roman Catholic. Station Pl
was inthe parish of St George in the East, just
Cornwdl Street and may béamiliar to readers of
JTRFoums.com as both Gary Barnett and Jose Or|
had conducted very interesting research on some s
characters that inhabited that place. | also come ad
some settlement records for the Harvey family trig
the same St George the East poor law records

Mar}’ T’d'ﬂe KE Y’ ﬂ’ye ”’QH O-F These notes provided little nuggets of information
ef‘ mMUTaer ; the form of jottings originally taken to determir

II/,

which board of guardians footed the bill for @n

i ndividual 6s infirmary or workhouse stay. Det
was usually taken down as evidence to be used in the adjudication of the parish and poor law union s¢
I n Mari a Har v emeldtsotes @\veaed selieeal peeddus dddresses; 18 Station Place
largely in those records, asepiously mentioned, as well as 25 Mary Street, 6 Back Church Lane and 2
Alley. The length of time she had spent at each address varied between the different settlement inqui
as though Maria had been unable to remember what exactly shaithtabstime she had been asked.

Was a chl sTaymg w»Th Loncn sl s 1t e e e

of

NisS
hn

about Maria and her two sons, John and Willigm

e
Ind
ary,
ne
an

address of 18 Statioridee. This address was repeated

d
hce
Off

ANto
hady
ross
in

n
e

ali

pttlen
igure
| Gul
[y ent

Curiously, Gary Barnett informed me that 6, Back Church Lane was in fact little more than a shed being us

to operate a catodés meat business, and again,
though Maria gave false informatioba@ut living at that specific addreddsually, the kind of information
provided in the settlement records gives just enough extra clues to help track someone in the official
but despite my initial optimism, Maria and her two sons John and WilHlanaey continued to completel
evade identification in any other records beyond the workhouse.

After months of scratching my head and going around in circles, | decided to look for other possible
for Maria Harvey or her sons after 1887. | checked for workhouse and infirmary entries for 1888, 19
1890. In the admissions for St Georgethie Eastinfirmary, | finally found what | needed to crack th

h a

recol
4

recor
89 al
S

identification. Admitted on the 11 February 1890 was the same Maria Harvey | had been tracking. Bo

c. 1855, a |l aundress and a Roman Cat hol iMeanwhilen
admitted to the workhouse on the same date of 11 February was John Harvey born ¢.1882. He ente
Street Workhouse from 3 North East Passage, again some people may recognise this address frorj
into other characters in the story of the Whitechapel Murders, including that of Pearly Poll. This a
which was actually 3 and 4 North East Passage, was a large lodging house, number 3 reserved for w
apparently their children, number 4 for malesthe records for another feneah the same workhouse, a M

t
red R
N res
Hdres
pbmer
(S

8 St/BG/SG 98/23 Settlement Reports, Recording Those Entering St George in the East Workhouse, 1887
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Satchel | was mentioned in connection with nurhbe
with number 4. I n the comments section of thdg w
infirmary. Thi s cdmissi@ $opghe mfonead onttre sakha day. htltes checked the |birth
register index to see if |1 could find a chil ddods

in 1890 and found one that fitted well. A girl, Mary Ann Harvey was lmrnll February 1890 at the
workhouse Infirmary, Princes Street. Her father was named as John Harvey, dock labourer, decegsed,
mother as Maria Harvey formerly Santrey, of 3 North East Passage. Maria Harvey made her mark as
informant. This birth waghe record | needed to trace both Maria Harvey in the census entries and hersons
the birth registers. | now knew her maiden name.

Looking at the birth index for a Maria Santry born ¢.1855 drew a blank, but | did find a close match in a gi
named Hannah Maria Santry, born on the 18 Junle
Santry, a coal whipper, and o t h as dobana Santry, formerly Dacey. Excitingly, Hannah Maria Sgntry
was born at 7 Dorset Street, Christchurch, Spitalfields. | had enough information to trace the family fhrou
sever al census entries in 1851, @yl Whatetliapel/ Homd of v i
Wiltonds Music Hall and Cooper Court Whitechape
had two older siblings, John and Mary, and two younger siblings William and Emily. Emily, the youndest c
the childrendiedshiot | y after the 1861 census was taken]| |
Bandon, West Cork and her mother in Douglas, which is also in County Cork. In both the 1871 arjd 18
census Hannah Maria appeared as Hannah M. Santry. In the 188&hentvgs living away from the famil
at Station Place, St George in the East, one of the addresses given for Maria Harvey in the settlemerjt rec
While tracking Hannah Maria in the census and other records, | noticed another girl named Hannah $antn
asimilar age, living in Whitechapel. Born on the 20 July 1851, her parents were William and Mary $antr
formerly Connor. William was a tailor by trade and also born in West Cork. | wondered if these two fgmilie
may have been related but it also crossgdmind that | may have been following the wrong Santry whén |

noticed that Hannah, daughter of William and Mary Santry was living at 61 Backchurch Lane in 1871

As | previously mentioned, one settlement record for Maria Harvey and her sons gave her addregses
Backchurch Lane, which was not a residential address. | was left wondering if the house numbdr in t
settlement record should have been 61 and notd&. Wauld, rather puzzlingly, connect both Hannah Mdria
Santry b1854 and Hannah Santry born 1851 to ar
a dilemma. If Hannah Santry (1851) was Maria Harvey and not Hannah Maria Santry (1854)tthesattt
there was no early connection to Dorset Street although both girls and their families had connedtions
Whitechapel growing up. The two separate Santry families also had similar naming patterns amopg th
children as well as both families origtimay from West Cork. It seemed highly likely that the two Sarjtry
families were related in some way.

Further researcito the family of Hannah Santry (1851) and her parents William Santry and Mary Cennor
revealed a quite surprising and intriguing possible connection to &«m®iin character already mentioned,
that person was Mary Ann Co n ooasin)Jylia @heen, néedveCatthy| | P
discovered that the oldest children of William Santry and Mary Connor were all baptised in the connect:
rural coastal parishes of Ardfield and Rathbarry, in West Cork, IrelAnféw yearsago,| discovered Mary
Ann Connollyés parents and some of her siblinfpgs
during that research that Julia Sheen, nee McC
members of her family weralso baptised in the same Ardfield and Rathbarry locatilliam Santry, father
of Hannah Maria was also born very close by in the nearby parish of Bandon.

Detailed research on the two Santry families is currently ongoing to determine if they were related agd wh
they left Ireland for London. At present | favour Hannah Maria Santry (1854) as being the woman ngmed
workhouse records as Maria Harvey, given 8tation Place address in 1881, the fact that she was knojvn to

9 Cate Santry baptised 8 Jan 1836, Ellen 10 November 1841, Timothy 5 November 1843, all children baptised at ArdfieldsandrRathb § C M
children of William Santry and Mary Connor CPR.08/0007/04771/03

10 My detailed research confirming that Mary Ann Connolly and Jitiaennee McCarthy were cousins posts #36 to #38
https://www.jtrforums.com/forum/otheippernotables/pearhpoll/17363mrs-shearof-4-fuller-s-courtdrury-lane/page3#post614710
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go by the name Maria and was closer in age.

As for sons John Harvey born c¢c. 1882 and Willian
found in the birth registers was because unlike their younger sister Mary Ann Harvey, both boys we
regi stered with t hei iy JohoSabnegywasbormenithe &7rDecerabere 881 & than
workhouse infirmary Princes street so would have been six years and eleven months old in Novemier 1¢&
No father's name is given on his birth entry and his mother is named as Maria Sauntry, demestiof 23
Mary Street. Maria, the informant, signed with her mark at Princes Street workhouse infirmary. Nearly thre
years later on 22 August 1884 at the workhouse infirmary a boy named William Percy Santry was borr]. Aga
no father's name is givemé Maria Santry left her mark as informant of the birth, a washerwoman ¢f 21
Lower Gun Street. | looked for a marriage between Hannah Maria Santry, with various spellingg| of tt
surname, and a John Harvey, or any Harvey, but turned up nothing. Givenatiit\s claiming to be &
widow named Harvey in 1887 in various workhouse records and was still claiming to be widow Hajvey i

1890 when her daughter Mary Ann was born, it |se
Finally, to answer thguestion of where William Percy was in June or November of 1888 if Maria and|John
Harvey were the people documented at Millerdos$ C

the witness; William had sadly in died in the months between his apmeain the family settlement recorgls
in 1887 and the accident report involving John Harvey in June 1888. It was on 18 February 1888 at f
workhouse infirmary Princes Street that William, aged 3 years, son of Maria Harvey, laundress of 18| Stati
Place sucumbed to pneumonia.

Il n concl usi on, I propose that [ Hannah] Mar i a S
Gamp6é and oO6great frienddé of Mary Jane Kell vy, a
also suggest that the boy named John Harvey, ageaf ®orset Court, knocked down in Commercial Strget
in June 1888 was Mari abs <aractthed dobsnthis alsof throwlomes the ¢
possibility that the reports about Mary Jane Kelly having a child at her house on the neyhinoider could
be based in truth? Amongst them reports that allege Mary Jane sent the boy to a neighbour to be looked &

after acquiring a client on the night of 9 Nqve
eéand even that tthe boy saw the killer
I 61 | |l eave that question with you.

My grateful thanks to Robert Clack, Jose Oranto and Tom Wescott for their help and for encouraging me
start writing up my research and to Gary Barnett for sharing all his knowledge.

Debra Arif is awriter and researcherwho lives in Yorkshire She has had an interest in the Whitechapel murders and the Thames Torso cases for over tl
five years.

rty

UnjamthelAnagram/ M

Cromwellian axle

Clule:dondt think Mary Jane Kelly di
mor ni ngeé
Answer at the end of this

' Western Morning NewSaturday November 10 188&Reports that a little boy at 13 Miller's Court was taken to a neighbours house wheh
Mary Jane received a respectably dressed client. The boy returned to room 13 in the morning and saw the man with Fie mzthesent
him off on an errand. As this waaid to have happened on the morning of 9 November, this would make that man her killer.
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Missing
Echo (London) - Saturday 4 September 1880

A Missing Daughteii At the Thames Polieeourt, today, a respectable looking woman applied to
Lushington for his advice respecting the sudden disappearance of her daughter, Mary Watts, aged ]

Mr.
7 ye

of 107, Couttgoad. Stepney, who left home on therning of Monday week to try to obtain a situation gnd

had been missing since. She is described as having dark hair and eyes, and as being attired in a @
dress, with a deep flounce; a similar coloured hat, bound round with dark velvet, andlddokgacket.

Islington Gazette- Monday 6 June 1881

A Missing Daughteri Amongst applicants for advice and assistance, at Clerkenwell Rudiog, on
Thursday, Mrs Parsons, the wife of a boot clicker, of 18, Pédiers St, Johnstreet, Clerkenwell, who state)

ark d

0

that, upon May 24, her daughter Sophia, aged 16 years of age, after having tea, left her home to go ipto tF

Strand, and that she had not seen her since, and that upon making inquires as to her whereabouts,
that she had been seen in the Strand, and that shewveasih some house nearby, but where it was she c
not say. She had received the following letter from her daugfiter;De ar mo t h Ehope gon will
forgive me for leaving home, but | can truly say | was driven to it. | am very well anthgattvery well. |
am going to the continent to travel with a company; so, then, hope you will not trouble. I will write
soon. 0 She ( applicant) thought that her daug
do in the matter. Thdescription of her daughter wag:eight 5ft. 2 in., complexion fair, dark eyes, broy
hair, dress violet, with kilting, side hat , ribbed coat. Mr. Barstow said that he was afraid he could ng
the applicant; she had better got to the police and mftliem about it. The applicant, on leaving the co
was referred to the Associate institute for the protection of women. Coeksig@t Charing Cross, to see
the institute could not assist in the matter.

Croydon Express - Saturday 10 February 1883

The Missing DaughterWe learn that Rose Chapman, age 17, who left her home, 15,Brocktuadt
Mitchumroad, on the 18°" January, having undoubtedly been decoyed away, has not yet been discov
her mother, Mrs. Card, notwithstanding the efforts of her friends and the police. Mrs. Card has appe
us to again notice her case, and intimate to Rose Chapman thatl déviorgiven if she will return home t
her brokenhearted mother. The following is the description of the gitkight, 4ft.1@.; complexion, fair;
hair, black, with short fringe on forehead; eyes, blue and large; dress, black, Newmarket jacket, blg
tri mmed with | ace and feathers, bl ue petti cosd

Morning Advertiser - Wednesday 06 February 1884
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Mrs. Sunderland, of 53, Wood Street, Westminster, applied to the court in the hope that publicity woujd as:
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her to obtain tidings of her missing daughter Annie, aged 14, who disappeared from home §mtheAb8l
not been heard of, although every inquiry had been made privately and by the Poéamissing child was

described as exceptionally tall, being 5ft.2in. in height, fair ,grey eyes. {hlesk skirt, grey body, black

Gainsborough hat trimmedith velvet and black beads ; lace up boots.

Islington Gazette- Monday 21 April 1884

A Missing Daughtef A woman, apparently in great distress, applied to Mr. Barstow, at Clerkenwell Pq

lice

court, on Thursday, for advice. She said her daughter, Hannah Drew, had been missing from her hope si

Friday, the & inst., when she left her home at about ten in the morning to go out to work. She lived V

ith tF

applicant at 38 Compteastreet, Brunswick Square, St Pancras. Describing her daughter, the applicant saic

she was fifteen years old, tall, fair, and a rathdime-looking girl; hair, light brown, she was wearing wheg

n

she left home a black dress with a deep flounce, a black alpaca tight fitting jacket, a black velvet hgt witf

black feather, and high sprirgjde boots with buttons. Mr Barstow recommended the applicant to ask th
of the press, who were generally willing to give assistance in these matters.

Tower Hamlets Independent and East End Local Advertisei Saturday 13 March 1886

A Missing Daughter- An elderly woman applied to Mr. Lushington for his advice respecting
disappearance of her daughter, Elizabeth Gale, aged 18, of 17 Lucas Street , Cormadcizast. She lef
home at a quarter to 8 ,tkngadldbea kew dathesloff, ansl dtiirigg henself
old articles. She was of fair complexion, light hair blue eyes, and was attired in a pompadour dress

small red flower, a black jacket, black straw hat, and lace up boots. Mr. Lushingtomesha#ti no doubt the

press would kindly notice the application.

Hampstead and Highgate Express Saturday 11 June 1887

b helf

the

im i
with

A Missing Daughter Mrs. Chaplin, a respectable looking woman, wife of a police constable livifg at

Oakleighroad, Whetstone, applied to the bench to assist her to gain tidings of her missing daughter,

Y years, who left home on the™®May, and not since been heard of by her parents. The girl left I
without hat or jacket and had in her possession twes@lkereigns at the time. The bench requested the H
to notice the application. The young woman is described as 5ft.5in. irt,hesghpleion fair, hair and eyes
brown, smallpox mark on right side of the nose, and was wearing a black dress and black stocking

boots with | ow heel s, and | inen marked AA.S. C.

Woolwich Gazette- Friday 01 July 1887

A Missing DaughteMrs. Cook, of 64, Ainstgtreet, Rotherhithe , applied to his worship with referencs
her missing daughter, Mary Jane Cook, aged 15, but looking older, whom she had not seen since

week, when she left her in the street. Theimgsgirl was described as tall with blue eyes and was weari
drab dress trimmed with maroon velvet, drab hat and grey ulster.

Pall Mall Gazette- Friday 4 November 1887

A very curious point of law was raised yesterday at Westminster jpolicé A Mrs. Davy apprenticed hg
daughter to a French Milliner, who is intimately acquainted with a-kediwn procuress, and does work f
her and women of bad repute. This millifiest lied as to the whereabouts of the girl and then faad she
had been sent to Italy. The mother swore an information yesterday that the child had been decoyed to
abroad; but this, of course, she could not prove by legal evidence. Mr.idg@rtsaid that as she ha
apprenticed her child to the milliner, the milliner could not be charged with unlawfully decoying or t

hged
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away the child from her lawful guardian. Seeing that by the indentures she became the lawful guardid
girl. I f this be so, then all procuressodos f ol
friend, and the parents and theuwts are powerless.

Weekly Dispatch ( London)- Sunday 16 September 1888

In Search of a Lost Daughtér At Marlborough Street, on Friday, Margaret EImore was charged w
behaving in a disorderly manner at Berners r e e t at three o00cl ock

N of |

th
i n

behaviour, 0 accordi ng t obletwowd seem toadansistirequietlfy sleeging on@m o

doorstep. The prisoner admitted that she was so sleeping, adding that the policeman shook her and
handled her very roughly. She was in the habit of going into the streets late at night,apehbadt she migh
find her daughter, who had been taken to Belgium, and was now back in London, walking the streetg

pthen

. Poli

constable Olding, 269 D, before he took her into custody, suggested that she should got to the wdrkhot

That was quite unnecesyags she was in receipt of an income of some £40 per year. The magistrate,
heard her sad story, at once discharged her.

hese are just a very few of the many in the late Victorian press. The abduction and disappearang
and young children is a dark and hidden history in the period. Many of these missing were dest

havir

e of (
ned

the semiimprisonment of the brothels of France and Belgium others the vice and squalor of the Egst El

brothels off the Highway. The younger children, horrifically were often the target of the West End b
which catered for the tastes ofrauel ancevil section of male society exposed by the Bf€@ad investigation
60The Maiden Tributer of Modern Babyl oné.

Jonathan Tye is a researcher and writer who graduated time HRI
mur deas pubRiO2bBed in

SUGGESTIONS? COMMENTS? QUESTIONS?
COMPLAINTS?

RIPPEROLOGIST MAGAZINE WANT TO HEAR FROM YOU!

CORRESPONDENCE SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO RIPPEROLOGIST@CASEBOOK.ORG . PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR
LOCATION AND COUNTRY. ALL LETTERS MAYBE SUBJECT TO EDITING PRIOR TO PUBLICATION. DO NOT INCLUDE
ANY ATTACHMENTS.
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- All the news that’s fit to print... vV »d

I Beg to Report " 2 by Joriatlian Menges

Change.org petition is launched to install a statue of Catherine
Eddowes in Wolverhampton

uke Reader, a Wolverhampton artist and designer, has started a Change.org petition to presgnt to
Wolverhampton City Council, asking them to consider installing a memorial statue to Catherine Eddowe
sothatshe s Aproperly recognized and remembered. o

According to the petition (which can be found héitgs://www.change.org/p/remembeack-theripper
victim-catherineeddowesyive-hera-memorialin-wolverhamptoh the statue would be placed on Victolfia
Street, surrounded by historical architecture in a bustling shopping district. Eddowes herself was |born
Wolverhampton on Merridale Street and spent a portion of her young adulthood living on Bilston/Stieet.
; bl ue plague acknowl edg|i n
the area was placed on the backside of Hosgnna
House Christian Centre on Merridale Street in 2015.

The Change.org petition
repeating what has come to be a familiar maiptra

since the publication]| of
The Five
ARToo often, the story|of

the killer rather than the women whose lives we¢re
taken. In doing so, the victims are denied their own
voice and identity, remembered only through the
man who murdered them. Catherine Eddowes yvas
more tha a victim she was a woman from our cify
with her own life, story and connection {o
Wol ver hampt on. o

Site of existing blue plaque

Readers may be reminded of the difficulty that faced the campaign to erect a statue of Joseph Merrick in
hometown of Leicester. While receiving some local and national publicity and enlisting a sculptor for th
work, the appeal ultimately had to be Isleel due to lack of interest and the failure to secure the alrg¢ady
massively reducegrice tag of £70,000 necessary to fabricate the statue.

As of this writing, nearly a month has passed since the petition for a statue of Eddowes went live on Chpnge.
and it has received coverage on the BBC, inDhdy ExpressandThe Starand theDaily Mail, but still the
petition has yet to break 200 signatures. The ultimate cost of such a statue, and who would pay for i, has
been determined as far as we can tell.

The petition ends by stating, almost as an afterthought

AThe memori al could also stand as a tribufe
historrensuring their stories are remembered, | ar
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In that spirit, let us remember two recent prostitt
murders connected to Wolverhampton that rem
unsolved to this day. The victims were friends. Bc
women leave families behind seeking answers i
closure. Parents are without their child; children «
without their mothers. We hope that the city
Wolverhampton has provided all of the funds
required and given every resource available to i :
authorities so that one day soon they are able =
bring these womends m

On the night of 3 September 1990, twetityee |
yearold Gail Whitehouse, a Wolverhampto
mother of two, was soliciting prostitution. She w
seen shortly after 10
on Jenner Street, less than a mile from wh
Catherine Eddowés bl ue pl aque
body was discovereitthreedays later lying in some
bushes onlyone hundred/ards away from where§
she was last seen. She had been sexually assag#
and strangled. Press accounts described her as
known and weHiked, but despite traffic ; e : ok
checkpoints, undercover duties and house to habsé ' st ' s impression of the sta
inquiries, the police came up empty handed.

Five months later, on 1 February 1991,-y#&rold Janine
Downes, mother of three, and a friend of Gail Whitehoy
disappeared after leaving The Harp Inn pub on Walsall St
Wolverhampton. Her last known location, like that of G
Whitehouse, was roidy one mile from where Catherin
Eddowes was born. A few days prior to this she had written a |
to her father, promising to leave sex work and rely on

young children. While at theup on the night of her murder sh
told friends that she was leaving Wolverhampton for Londor
soon as she earneg
enough money forl®
her fare. And earlier,l"
Janine had said that she knew the identity of the man who k
Gail Whitehouse, but did not give his name. Her body was fo|
the following morning 13 miles away in Shifnal. Like Gail,
had been beaten, raped and strangled before being dumg
somebushes along the side of the road. No one has been ch:
with her murder.

Gai | Whi t ehouse

Catherine Eddowes has gained posthumous notoriety due t
fact that her murder, along with many others, have gone unsd
for 140 years. Letds hope t
more women from this community.

fanine Downes

If you have any information about the murders of Gai

se,
eet,
Al

D

btter
his

assistance, rather than work the streets, to feed and clothe her

€
as

Whitehouseor Janine Downes, please call Crimestoppers at 0800 555111. You can remain anonymous
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The final part of this article wildl begin by e
in the Canadian provinces, specifically, S|t .
sojourn to the Whitechapel mur der s. Just as |in
collecting human organs. While a known Jack tlhe

the Ripper did tbodtilkersee iafe.hi s ovil etcg manfgh ehruemains
The London murders happened nearly three fulll

American Paper Stainers in Exile, we have corjfro
Tumbl ety t agamast ami daolndoon in 1888, when they| h
history.

St. John, New Brunswick

After |l eaving Boston in June 1860, Francis Tulmb
St. John, New Brunswick. In 1860, St. John wal|s
resi deimtcse. Toronto and the surrounding area i|n
the potential to nearly double his fortune. Hut
so why there? As attegrtapmhibes , hiTsu mbul neetryo ulso vaeugit ot
peopl e, i ncluding royalty. I n the spring of 186

freomtge attention to British royalty viusiictoivedgd et
Canadian historian Gerard Keith from Deputy MNin
Barber in St. John?Sdnatténd hRec evolr kre dl ,wi ¥ $ 18 8.ar bler

reminded Barber of Tumbletyébés time in St. John
which is a harbor town | ocated northeast of $t.
AMy dear Barber. ... Do you recollect Dr. Tpmt
used to ride on a beautiful white horse with
after him? Do you recollect howHdewas edon | @e¢
by Dr. Bayard and othersHaniadvéart maer whmowd w@
London three weeks ago as the Whitechapel mu
as he Il eft St. John abeouna nl 8a6n0d. aHWhemaaust! iafwgla ||
in Eastport in 1860 detained by a storm, | -
He was very agreeable and intelligent. I d o
now spells his name Twombl ety. I bl[eAu tehveer | hi

emphasi® added]

1 Statistics Canada. (2010). The Canada Yearbt@&7. swww.statcan.gc.ca
2 Johnson, D.F. Jack the Quack. MyNewBrunswick.tatps:/mynewbrunswick.ca/folklore/jagke-quack/>.
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|l nci dentall vy, the source of Tumbl et yNew nYaonela h\&o
newspaper which cabled its articles to dozenpk
Smith read the recent information on Tumbl ety| f
to an old St. Jlammef nifend. sTipe i-hivaamder al cectotuenrt .i 4S n®
Tumbl etybs experiences in St. JolstaodtheSmeg¢al
point to comment wupon Tumbl ety being intelliglen
can also infer that Smith believed Tumbl ety as
Ssincerheesseexd hi s beliefiathatheTwmbltetny wd-blkdagewdi
to 60.
The date of Wi lliam Smith happening upon Tumpl e
arguably have been the evening of July 22 or |23
of international sigdaifmarcawice winl whl &the MTuaoihéaigimy
the opportunity to socialize with the future |Ki
el dest son of Queen Victori a, arri vedontnp SGUQ Wea
1860:
ASt . Johns, N. F., July 23. Torrents of raifn
|l and at |t en &adbcuto 2tkhle, | andi ng was postponged
weat her.-dAty nden Pronce and suite | anded frlom
governor, Alexander Banner man, met Hi s Roylal
him toga,cahenae through triumphal arches |to
i mmense concourse of smpeacectvatidresdd.and great |en
On the evening of July 25, 1860, there was a| di
Prince of Wales soon |l eft then traveled by tr]ai
He then visited tkRe uUmitngdt®t £€nhgd amelf ond Tumbhl e
New Brunswick, and was present when the Pringe
Bel f asltetNeews| v 30, 1860:
AThe squadron, with his Royal Hi ghness andq s
about "% hiter2e3, while the vessels coal, the [Pr
foll owing day the squadron sails for the Bay
the Prince disembarks and proceeldal ibfyaxai Af ta
a stay of nearly two days at Hal i fax he pro
JohnhdNeJw, Brunswica¢chspbppeng whoke day at e
Ilim‘.f\’ﬂisﬁ "1 Longitude Eus{ from \\'nsﬁi‘ﬁgon
‘ / iA L7
so_,*/ ‘,Z’,AX_)I g_,‘
.C“
o By . = PO = | St. Johns,
St. John, : = ( Newfoundland
New Brunswick 5o N
: CANADA, NEWFOUNDLAND, i
R 4 | Halifax, I NEW BRUNSWICK & NOVA SCOTIA.
Longitude (;::';?"Jli,!i""" "J‘“:’J!‘l':it"':'__,.(_i::{). 68 __ Nova Scotia ______tu 56
Modified Charles A. Goodrich, History of the United States for Schools (Boston, MA: Hickling,
Swan, and Brewer, 1859) Courtesy of the private collection of Roy Winkelman.
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When Tumbl ety arrived in St. John, he boarded a
Estey. As wusual , Tumbl ety rented out t wo r o¢ms
Tumbl ety appropriatelrypcappki ad t de %&OGnmiohaen sakgept !l
Tumbl ety claimed to be a native of Ireland, 248

that when the application wasfidel wasrddctdedfhe:
Her b Doctor and subsltti twitlel tdheomwobae idmpagrgti ang ot
word druggist for I ndian Herb Doctor and i f Tum
record was destroyed in the Great Fire of Jurne
Il n nor mal fashion, Tumbl ety vi si tteldleop henabk s c fald
campaign. Tumbl etyds business was in full S Wi n
successful busi ness pl an awei nucseesd. iHe tshteardtefder
advertisement, followed Dbylll arg@etri, monnil ali € ol Hims

swamping the city with his secret di seaseuspta fapsh
Toronto and Montraadll, aldiveragen engs icmenp@au rgenr quil c k
John medi cal establ i shment. It was apparent tlo
and mani pulatonvewlmasae ksaloe purpose was to mak]e

As confirmed by W lliam Smith, the New Brunswic
guack, so it makes sense that they quickly wgnt
of Wales. On Jul vy d31hi ms8e6l0Of, iTnu nfbrloentty ofo utnhe mnag
with violating the Province “fheNegw oBrewcrug wiomk |sNe
waBfal sely and willfully assuming titles whil|ch
physi tThanpoosecution used Tumbl etyds applicat]io
Tumbl ety applied to practice as a druggi st or
Tumbl ety applied as a ohkrmsawli eeathge amfd tThuenbwen ¢ d
then their argument is weaker. On Augutsitngl OT, § mib
was g uiialstsyu noifng t haen dt iwtalse foifn eMiD ,AReOw B\rcwcmos Wh mkge w
very first time someone was chaYged with viollat
Tumbl ety i mmediately appealed and Supreme Cofrt
the medical community, on or about September| 11
judge stated that t hteedi mangiismplaytiengwatshantott hwealrd e
name and title of Doctor of Medicine meant t o] a:
of New Brunswick ®™Medical Act of 1859. 0

There is an i mportant distinction. Newspaperg r
assuming the title of MD. Even though he nevgr

prosecuted in New iBmad stwh atk. TWOhblietiyal was | @ar ag¢t i
t herefore, he was in violation of the Medical |
medi cine without dhleirdbe donalt ®wa s nhing WDb ey ft &@mglha
Tumbl ety merely assumed he was eligible, so he
herb doctor offiatcée amdi adwer taissé oaagr @as his off f
They had od abdwbotalumpmbbdbety was il l egally practl]ic
in Toront o, and the judge realized this. The|ju
directives of t he New Brruends wwvictkh Meldle chbc @lct §amn
Tumbl ety clearly | earned from his mistakes i1 T
Tumbl ety registered with the mayor, but he wpul
appropriate | egal aut hority per the Medical A C |
chain of command ubetChwteomhforce The thevinee off

3ibid.

4 New BrunswickerJuly 31, 1860.

5 New BrunswickerAugust 11, 1860.

6 The Morning FreemarBeptember 13, 1860.
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passed their own Medical Act in 1859, which G
in accorda#andtces wift h htth&ener al Assembly ofnHeef
to the Medi al Act of 1859,

@ ©
bMa

We al so see Tumblety operating outside of soc|i a
mol esting a young man. The St. John resident |st
AThe vile character o f Tumbl ety was full y s
attempted on a young drug &l erk who came t|lo
Since Tumblety wil!.l have sexually molested y¢un
the Atlantic, there is I|little doubt that thip ¢
medi cal counci | td puwlel r Bygmisit eftagyruyis| bireyec racef s @ nhf ea] moe
professi onadhle rvegpecfti.rost ti me we see any eviden
poorly is during his time in New Brmbnsewiyc ka nidn| r le:
him claiming he was an eclectic physician:
nAfter a while the more intelligent peopl el g
and soon afterward stori es [bsetgragna ttnoe ngto orfo ugnodn
| ady patients. o
St. Johnés medical establishment | ost round q9ne
t he magistratebs deci si on, but they only had]|to
force Tumblety t®eiacl dsed ilgihs ,ddamb.l eTy ttlound |hi
death of a patient. |l f convicted, this would g
el ements of the Medical Act of 18509r. e mlaanme sd {Pead
Tumbl etybds care on Wednesday, Sept emvoerni 2@, ,F1 &
September 29, 1860. Port moreds gravestone at| tth
September 15, 1860. The 1851 census has his tjra
On Thursday morning, September 27, 1860, the]| Ma
requesting an inquest be held. A jury was surhmo
Port moreds home t hen sadj oTurnmbel de ttyo wtahse pQC cewsretn t|H adt
day and ewxami ceds Mr s. Port mome.nt AOH wheeng 1 0]p
proceedings | asted until Friday, September W8,
the writing on the wall and rushed out of thg <c
Tumbl ety had two young men working for him i .
coroner <called both to testify in front of tlhe
Tumbl ety for thirteeghweaksabodts@8@wmhi mumbhbket|n
l eft . That was the |l ast time he had seen Tumbl
Tumbl ety three weeks earlier as a cleyklasmeen|i gl
10 and 11pm on iShkey oAndd rtelwess Ruwldgoministi @m dontdigrep ec
Tumbl ety rode his white horse and wore his c|l o
Hami |l ton showed Tumbl ety thenWhyg Gat GaBei 8ge dygea.
he went to knock the Doctor told him to tell t h
he had been sent for Thet atR&erepemdtal @ wgin pjh n
guarter of a mil e, Tumbl ety asked Hamilton aloli
would ride to Calais and then have Hamilton |[$1:
Hami |l keaeptbis office running until he returneld.
him in order for Hamilton to send him his trjunl
him, he could come too.
7 Simpson, J. (1859). Acts of til@e ner al Assembly of Her Majestyo6s Province of |[New

Legislative Database. 178867. <https://bnald.lib.unb.ca/legislation/sourdecuments/63?page=1
8 San Francisco CallDecember 27, 1888.

9 Boston HeraldNov 25, 1888.
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The sig
on the
Franci g
sear che
hours b
AnDur
hear
dead
Il n | at e
Ri pper
Avenue.
Burr 6s
with Tu
was a ¢c
Mc Cel | a
his fav
nHe
and
so t
war d
gl as
spec
matr
wi t h
Dunhamoé
At firs
see he
London
Examini
became
reason
1880s.

exactly
three o
ut erus

ni ficance of examining Tumbparttyodar ti olele i
evening of September 27, 1860. | n DSacpe m
nd eCalilewed el derly residents about Tupmbl
d the archives of old newspapers and |di
efore Tumblety siUSakdheacrepos tteme shan gar

ing the inquest[,Framd i IseffTaermd) | tehhgo]slzo cptrders
i ng were horrified at the nearly succpks:
man from the re€eptacle in which they I

NovNeemb eYrork@ o r t ®@r was seeking anyone]|in
suspect Francis Tumblety and found Manha
He then hunted down fellow Manhé&ttaenwasts
of fice but found BDohbhamatohdsthemeepar i

mbl ety in Washington DC in August 1861 a
ol onel and Tumblety invited him, his .I|ie
nés command, to a medical | ecture in whi
ored coll ection of wuterus speci mens.
then broke into a homily on the sin and
especially fallen womené Then he invit|ed
o speak. One side of tases,roowmt warsdleytn
robes. When the doors wer<t-ioepresn eodf qsuhieglev
s jars and cases, some round and sotche|r s
i mens. The '"doctenm'ormplmacrea joar a damtlae| na
ices of every class of women. Nearly g h
t heste speci mens.

s story took place | ess than one year |af
t, Tumbl ety owning such a | arge coll edqt]i
operatedTarmeptdocplustnatf éewtegeans earlifjer
1888

ng Tumblety in his travels and experilen
Il nterested in collecting human organs]j |
for him having huweman sor gainse rmaskt eesd S enn sqec Q
Still, it does give one pause knowing |t h,
what theiWWbhliltecthapemahi enganscdt Edrtbé¢t h
rgans that the killer took, the wuter uls,

collection to Union othiecgrari oTuhbhEe thaumn

aTor ontroe pvaari tl efirw atsh astufhfeer i ng from ki dney and Hea

dread o

Thi sy ea&
about h

Did Sco
in Lond
1913 th
t hough
Littl ec
t here |

f s¥ddden death. o

gap might al so be an il lusion. Tumbl]et
i s private affairs.

tland Yard have evidence that Francis |Tu
on in 18887? Chief Inspector John G. Liltt
at thereswapeat| &argamcdessJiuenbl @eny at Scot
the file i s gone, we can be confChdeht !l |nhh|j{
hil d. Even though wge TWomhbhloéet Wave poai qmi
s evidence to the affirmative. Enter tlhe

10St. Louis Globédemocrat.January 5, 1889.
11 Rochester Democrat & ChroniclBecember 3, 1888.
12 Toronto Mail.November 23, 1888
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New York Assg$oc

reporter
| ecttion ¢ga sk
somet i es
and t hle

In théftleatar $9 t he
City newspdBmpmer 0,n asslred gtinteed
were responsible for <col
London correspondent s,

foreign correspondent s,

this assignment to tHei rl8Mdst |[thre
correspondent for the Associhdwd
Yor k w&snArt hur BNewb¥amrrkwalsoir®etolireg
Smal |l eyNewoYorntihae®WoEL d ( Edwi n) Trac
New Yorwasdlhikamsol d FNeewd eYroirchy alfeo®d Ik
Hal I , aBdstf onwHae&ldd Perry wunt.i
replaced by Arthur Warren ( Splf
These London correspondents C d
respective newsgathering organ
newspaper s, taking advantage o
also tirelessly sol i ciintgedn ebwosn,d
especially with the Whitechape
papers. For exampl e, E. Tracy (
1888, news cable of a New Yor Kk
arrested on suspicion, rel eased
on a |l esser charge. He al so broke
ofihawifng hee &, | ast Pseen n Havr e,

h

of

Art hur
Gutenberg.

-QMaunmrtasy
org

rarrested
sneaking

According to Zel

[ Fr
izer et al in print journa
where and when the®hfewshestmews watsorcy awasdcr af
London murders, ifiBwatddn odhat newsssampegd was cCI

articl wa s fl Torceanttioonn, sN.aJmpoe d

®

The Dr. Jokyll and Mr. Hyde Theory Meets
His Jdens Exnetly.

[SPRCIAL TO THE EVENING WORLD, | -

[#PREOIAL TO THE EVENING WORLD,)
TrextoN, N. J., Nov. 14—The big browa
walled bullding in the Third Ward, just below

Bosrox, Nov. 14 —*‘I don't know how Jesse
Pomeroy came 10 learn of tho Whitechapel mur-
ders,” romarked a Charl man yesterday,
“but I understand that he has given opinions in
regard to the subject.”

‘“Willeyou favor me with an idea of what he
bo ul ulﬂ" saked an EvENiNG WORLD corre-

Otﬁ%llx‘ c.o l. beea reading Dr, Joli.

has formed some th
n hat

of accumulated

Broad street, s the Now Jersey State Prison.

It contains & population of about nine hundred
souls, who, under the stern rules of the institn.
tiom, are supposed never to exochange & word with
one another. The same rule of silence exists be.
tween the convicts and the keepers, exoept when
thers is absolute neceasity for conversation.

These 900 conviols, therefore, can be expectad
10 know little or nothing concerning the dolngs of
the great world outside the four prison walls

Tohrough & friendly deputy keeper, however,
some knowledge of the Whitechapel murders was

communicated to half a dosen of the more notable
oriminals and their views on the subjeos were re-
turped through the same source.

Mu&' 1\"‘ tance nu. u'l‘ou::;

lie dormant in the system from one -
muoo 10 another. e

| f t he
organi

new
zati on

story
had

wa s

a Lond

13 Crawford, T.C. (1889). English Life. Lovell & Co.

14 New York TimesThe Reminiscences of a Colleag@etober 23, 1898.

15 Rochester Democrat & Chronicl®ecember 3, 1888. op. cit.

16 Zelizer, Barbie; Allan, Stuart. (2010). Keywords in News and Journalism Studies. Milton Keynes: Open University Press. p. 29.

craftedLbdbndamcadaiof,

h &
t hey

t

on correspondent,
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Rothsehild Offers a Reward for Tondenera Huottin Lilndatone.
the u“rdel’er-A Ne' En‘. [rroM THE| EVEXING WORLD'S LONDON
lish Cutter. Loxpox| Oct, 7.—Gladstone is not usually
a hard man to find, but many thousand Lon-
[THE NEW YORK WORLD CARLE SFERVICE; doners are looking for him just now—in the
g:;:’;:::';“' I~ AENCRAT TO WS above puzzle. You may think you can see
LoNDoN, November 17.—Just to think the Grand Old Man's * phiz " in the group,
of one of the Prince of Wales’ own exclu- but you ean't unless you fold it exnctly right.
sive set, a member of the household cav-
alry, and one of the best known of the
many swells about town, who glory in the
The two ways London cbtersponpdenaasmnttdéde hawe
respective home offices were by telegraph, or| t
steamshi/Neswsr tih@aea. was det er mi-areidt it oalbe Sisplkcqdal
cabl e, but this Whengeft atinvel ycekpemmsstveries |[we
that the contents of news would be just over |a
by E. Tracy Greaves demonstrates hdwsLdrmdomugdho
steamship service, and it may very well be al s
suspicion for the WhitechaBpedt amyr @Neovieembletr W&F ¢
sent by Greaves on October 30:
ANew Yorvke.mber 9. The Worl d pub
following: LohHdhher.wdrcd ofbWlhri
passed as a verb into the the
Wel | | at this writing no o "est
up omi csiuen and on delirium sli o
di scharged. A man from New yl tr
came into the World office w a |
that he was fAon a | ark. o We ufn,
court eviseewee méldeée he uns @ he
so far it has al/l amount t @& her
this letter reaches the Wor: ~dou
Note wWlmeg wWérhferenNewb¥o weaewe w & i
to the aBostode( Gdoodmbeer 9) anc._‘ ;"rac
Greaves placed in the article 548 e B Fu
clearly infers a time differehacel dbferteweren hi s| i
home office. T an
QS Nl ot calery q transmissions W e |
o mermonaconys B o whi ch makes | he
e : nonsensi cal i f Gr
A S [PREEE news cable tr an|smi
NY World London [T———=—>« o ’s _
Office in 1888 near | % " wwondofice N Al though competfin
Trafalgar Square just e “Mhertang o e t o get scoops, t
300 hundred yards | o, e i journalists welr e
from Scotland Yard — >t o socialized witt
e - ’°’v°<:w,o : H members of thel ¢
~ According t o an
Remi ni scences iof
t héew Yor kOcTiome|s,
1898, ArthuriWmaemnm eln wdmtt etdg London at the end o
7FTL Design. (2014). The Atlantic Cablewww.atlanticcable.corm.
18 Crawford, T.C. (1889). Op. cit.
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Herald, [Harold] Frederic was the first man t]|o
i n Exkdedc®dri c was once an advisor for Preside|nt

Correspondent in 1884 through Clevelanddés i njfl
written by Cleveland for the specific purpo%dg t

r These London corr-esppaeadeadsi webLel|na

‘ connections i nTrSaccoyt | Grneda vweas di. n EOdt o

upon his Scotland Yard informant Jon

6, 1888, news c&LhlieapgoblTOsbheder n|71

"agai nNew Ydrek OMtrdkder Woro fi8i88e Wae o

300 yards from Scotl and Yard, so |di

 Theew Yokbd&n&oam correspondent Arthuyr

g/ Commi ssi oner Anderson in his offiflce

: g 4 J ust five days after Thiee SiNeolvieymbreur

/\ % Bri sbane states:

rtln;’T‘riba‘n(ﬁThough extremely busy, Dr. Andef s
Metropolitan Police, has been kihpd
representative of The Sun, to give |me

time. o Brisbane then initlea vDre.welhiDIr|. i

Di visional Surgeon of the Police for|] W

the murderer is a foreigner, an Amepf i c

AHow can | know? | have v IN. O

Anot her exampl e of Brisbane rece p| f
deals with supposed eyewitness G nl|s o
Mary Kelly bring a man with a Je nce
tri mmed i n ast rsakvheang ocladr rcyhian gn a ¢ qm

o f her ®* Hutdbainson stated that he
nei ghborhood and saw him in Pet rfec

seems to have initially taken H rfi o

report, Abberline statemparey dHu tjs fli c

around the ?nlenngehdbiocarthecloyd . af t er t [}|i%s Hu
name i s no | onger discussed, as Yar
seriously. Arthur Brisbané&tmay T hl e
November 18, 1888, published Bri st

il Copyright, 1888, by the New,ﬁt gr:p B;fpsnb:—-HEI,H-'eub [

London.  1[N®wecildl. Cable to the TRIBUNE.] | n| Ei

i's not much interest i n anythMagy jaknedt | dpeptva bl us

surrounding ité Some clever individual hayin

wal king about with Mary Kelly jJjust before]sh

usual salary to wal k abtolue mad hageaeien.pol i cqd a

I f true, knowing the police paid Hutchinson fliv
from a police source with knowledge of thi g.

Hut chinsonds eyewitnesscorersinmedyhaglai @ad. They w

Specific to human organs, Art hur Brisbane magde
Sspeci mens i npaag emaasrstiivcelTdf aupl BN vsehnelde ri n2 5, 18 8 8]|.

steamship transit was just over a week to tern d

¥ Rogers, R. (2003). Biography of Harold Frederic (:t858 9 8 ) . Ha r dhedantatiencdfeTheron Ware
<http://helios.acomp.usf.edu/~rrogers/biooffrederic.html
20The Morning PostNovember 14, 1888.

2lEvans, S. P., Rumbelow, Dack the Ripper, Scotland Yard Investigat@806). Sutton Publishing Limited. P. 193.
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meeting

NnSco
Two m
Amer
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There |
already
5 | 1888

AnThe
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Stre
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The St,a

AThe
whi c
of fi
t heo
[ Cor

't make
transmi
foreign
physici

A resol
There i
f amous
put for

AT h e
a yo
and
t wo
remo

George W
Courtesy

with Ander son. Il n the section dealindg w

res of arrests have been made and hundf e«
bl ety is now held bechesaule omeamheomnygt
ican medi cal i nstitution, wavihti €« hspecihmprmps
the Ripper often takAhst hioomemhleadiosi a@dd

s a probl em. The story about an Ameri|ca
resolved by early Oct olBemr.miAghemt rDaatit] tye
, States:

Centr al News says the announcement o [
ved for a time the theory put forward| b
et case. The British MedicalsiXxauwmnnavh,o |B®
urchase specimens was a gentl eman of |t h
e price, and that he | eft London eight|lee

mOdca rod e r 5 . 1888, further states:

re was never any real foundation for {he
h the public has been | ed to believe, ]| we
ci al of a question which hephapdwaveghgganm
ry may be at once dismissed, and i s, v e
oner Wynne Baxter].o

S no sense that Brisbane would connec}f T
tted the story to hDme ,hK kit obd efrint eiagl BBr8y

physician inquired a year ago as to |th
an in question is of the highest respdgct

ution to this problem is his London sour
s evidence that some officials in Scot]l a
journal $ swr Geer gel | &rytdSc nvee?d km it thNee vnse. me|n t |

th by Coroner Wynne Baxter just after |th
ot her theory in support of which | haypye
ung American medical student who was n
who, according to statementsewlf he¢enr,t anignl e
occasions an endeavour to obtain a cer|ta
ved from, as he poat it, "the al most || i|vi
Baxter made it clear at the
the Ameri can medi cal studer
ut erus speci mens, but mojr e
hi mself to acquire andTlhsegl |
Daily T&Slepdreapwler 29fiasds8Brfed

t hat S ome abandoned wr et ¢ h
knowl edge that a demand eKi ¢

Simms then continued:

ADr Wy nne Baxter, the cofqon
2 t he jury in the case of Anfni
smalley Reportin gjgnjficance of the fact |th

of History.net

22| loyds Weekly NewsMy Criminal Museuni Who Was Jack the Ripper? September 22, 1907.
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been removed. But against this f o
with remarkable details and so nlg
contention, there is one great A me
| eading the | i fne loofnganafaredi ntahrey rjdet
to an end. o
Baxterodés theory was not that the A dli c
abandoned wretch. |t | ooks as i f Clot |
somet hing that the sourceBsdma ¢« i ¢
evidence. 0
Yet a second member of the Brothe me r
George W Small ey, connected Tumbl ol |
According to Arthur Wariirséeén, | Gedr gt RENE— /O N\
ADean of tBenaFdeyl thmdodeen a Lond %% ojn d
the others, having been assigned Slma
assignment because he made his nagrﬁtégggg qg’ofﬁadg“ethe
witnessing t he f amous Battlas ofh Amtrietam- ih
correspondent and authoring highly details stor
the Brotherhood of American Paper Stainers i|n
Portland SundlegptTeinkegrBas2t,o nl 8Hefr ddtdhéesor r espondgen
Aln the old times the London correspondent of a
W. Smal |l ey, for many years the reprebenbatitvipoi
i nformation concerning European politics. 0
Note what Smalley transmittedefworfoti betn@ecembgr

ADR. TUMBLETY ARROREKS | N NEW
DETECTI VES KEEPI NG THEI'R EYE ON HI M
-HI'S ARREST I N LONDON HAS EXCITED PEOPLIE |

Doctor Francis Tumblety or, as he&or&. Kewwart
arrested on suspicion of bei ngHea nhpasi cbhaeteend ¢ihna
with a fondness for collecting anatomical |sp

the Whitechapel at [ Aaitthioes eaphmasi spradidail {.

Concl usi on

Parts one, t wo, -mardt tarrteiec loef ctohviesr efdi viene bepir
profession as an herbal guack doctor from thp ¢
what I's now t he Can aadnida nQuperboevci.n cAess aorfg u@mndt, a rai |[og u
Toronto court found against Francis Tumblety]|fo
seismic event. Hi s actions show he changeadrBi{ $ c
now on strategies to attain the I|icense. The| re
Canadi an pr owl 9ceenst uirny tphreo vmiidded t he medi cal blo a
weed out probl ematic guack doctors from qual.
examinati ons. For Tumbl ety to convince WwWbel ¢ phime
convince them he was not a gquack. dad tdo ddaip a3
knowl edge of both human anatomy and surgery. He
he would have to prove it. Part four of this Jar
human od@§&0s and 1861 and discuss 'ttleemtluirkel y t|r ev
practice for surgeons with exceptional reputdgt.i

organs of tHFdinr 18WM, mavkei 1g.nd Tumbl ety perfor mir

2Bates, A.W. il ndecent and Demor al i si n g-VieteripmrEaglardn Meditali Hstorg. ¥.:52 (P)d b | i
1-22, Jan 1, 2008. T
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when he temporarily moved his quack doctor bpsi
Buffalo while poTacsi owiasg cmediobiomated by the |re
Thomas Cav aBiwfufgahl a n@®adirei3elr, 19-handwhHoa mbawtfyi ggltvi
Thespian emphasis. o In St. John, New Brunswi ¢k,
to steal internal organs from the téodcacgguyrdege
speci mens. Less than one year | ater, Tumbl etly
Tumbl etyds huge coll ection of anatomi cal-f asrpwea|ri dn
January 18BBewwenollfdma Toronto reporter he w@as
kidney and heart disease. Note that Tumbl ety]|is
out of the body of thr eethoaft hScso tvliacntd n¥Ysa.r dl tk nig¢sw
as far back as 1861, yet we have corroboratilng
human organs. The London correspondents to US

Lodon and one or more had Scotl and Yard sour des

Michael L Hawleyisth e aut hor of Dr. Francis Tumblety & the Rail way Ri
and The Ripperdés Haunts (2016) and has published over tagin

Whi tpehaSociety Journal, and The New Independent Review. HBeMWlis
Jack the Ripper: The I nterviews (2020), and He Bspalstobcapaocohogt

House of Mystery with Allen R. Warren.

The Ripperologisttechinere Cross Word '

T First name of 061J
Sergeant
T First n aamemeod LlOioz
Morris (5)
f Location of the 1 E
rum: _e__ _ _ Ya
fessor of the
Al fred Napier
sistantdé to T

H______ (7)

T First name of t

corner o f We nt wd

Smith (4)

T Witness at Mary

Thomas E__ (3)

T Surname of Samuel, a witness at Frances Cg
1T East End stage star and daughter of one of
(3)

T Had a quarrel with Annie Chapman over a basa
T Detective, first name Baxter: _un_ (4)

T Sail or who accompanied Frances Coles on th

Answer s at the end of this edition

24 Buffalo Courier.May 4, 1859.
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Ripper Minds ~§

Remembering Jack the Ripper: The
Seven Sins of Memory

-
o,

have the unusual pleasure pf
I teaching psychology through one pf
_ hi storyos mo st I n
W Chad Galu‘_sl(a murder series. As a professor pf
— B psychology at the College df
Charleston, | teach a firgear seminar,
that uses the Jack the Ripper investigation to explore core ideas in psychology. | also teach abropd in

British Studies Program through the University of Southern Mississippi, where classroom discussipns &

paired with a tour of the East End. In taidumn, Iwill be approacing the Whitechapel murders the same
way | do with my studends using them to illustrate key ideas in psychology.

One of the foundational topics in psychology is memory. We often think of memory as a recording de:liece th

accurately preserves events. However, memory works differently. Rather than faithfully storing t
memory is reconstructive and prone to pceable errors. Psychologist Daniel L. Schacter termed thes
Seven Sins of Memaengchacter grouped them into two categories. The first are sins of omission, in
memories fail to appear during an attempt at recall. The second are sins of commission, in which m
appear but are distorted in some way. The Jack the Ripper gatesti is welsuited to demonstrate theg
memory errors because it relies heavily on recollections recorded in inquests, police reports, mem
newspapers.

The first memory sintransience refers to the gradual fading c
memory over time. As time passes, details become increas
difficult to access. A good example appears in the memoir
Detective Walter Dew, who was a young officer at the time of
murders. Much later, he describétk case in Caught Crippen
published half a century after the murdeiSome details of the
investigation had clearly fadeBor example, he admitted he could t
|l onger remember exactly when
into use, and he partially and incorrectlyi attributed it to wall
chalking. In another passage describing the attack on Emma S
Dew wrote that she was found lying injured in the street and tha
police and a doctor were summoned. Contemporary accounts cl
state that Smith managed to whkkck to her lodging house following
her attack Such discrepancies are typical of transience. As memc
age, specific details fade, and later recollections may contain ga ,
reconstructed elements in an otherwise intact memory. A young Wal tewi kDepve diir

The second sin of memory asentmindedneswhich occurs when
information is not properly encoded because attention is elsewhere. Rgssatmarily have little reason tq
pay much attention to others on the stréewell-known example comes from the testimony of Jos

pa:
b the
which
emol
e
DII'S,

h e

D
eph

Lawende, who saw Catherine Eddowes speakiitiya man near Mitre Square moments before her muider.

Although he could describe his dress, Lawende statedithat d oubt whet her | “Is
other words, he had seen the man but had not paid enough attention to remember identifying details

! Daniel L. SchacteiThe Seven Sins of Memory: How the Mind Forgets and Reme(Bbstsn: Houghton Mifflin, 2001). Definitions of all
seven memory sins are from this source.

2Walter Dew,l Caught Crippe{ London : Bl ackie & Son, 1938), chapter AThe Hu
3 Testimony of Mary Russell, Emma Smith inquest, reportéthie Times9 April 1888.

N O L

n t

4 Testimony of Joseph Lawende, Catherine Eddowes inquest (Corporation of London Record Office, 1888).
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A similar possibility arises in the discover

Charles Lechmere standing near the bodydandterestinglyd did not report hearing anyone walking ahejad

of him in the streetSome modern commentators argue that this suggests Lechmere must have been
some time, indicative of his guilBut this assumes Paul was carefully listening to sounds around him
walked to work. It is plausible that, already late, Paul was more focused on getting to work on time 3
aware of the usual sounds around himd this is closely related tanattentional blindnessin which
individuals fail to perceive a stimulus when attention is directed elsewAdr®ugh inattentional blindnes
is technically a perceptual rather than a memory failure, the practical consequence is similar: if som¢
not attended to, it is unlikely to be remembered.

The third sin idblocking the temporary inability to retrieve information accompanied by the feeling tha
nonetheless know it. Most people have experiencetifod-the-tonguesensation in which a name feels jy
out of reach but refuses to come to mind. Proper names are especially prone to this problem bec;
function largely as arbitrary labels with few associations to help cue recall.

Once in class, | was describing the witness who saw the beginning of the assault on Elizabeth Strids
name suddenly escaped me. Instead, the name of Louis Diethgshitzz man who di s @o
kept intruding into my thoughts, though | knekis was wrong. | quickly ran through the names of ot
witnesses from that night, but none were correct. Suddenly, the name popped into my head. | told
that the witness was named Israel Lipski! A student quickly correctediiiéa s n 6 t slurithatsthe
attacker directed at Qopge witness, | srael Schy

The remaining sins involve distortion rather than forgetting. The firsigattribution which occurs when 4
memory is assigned to the wrong source, person, or time. A good example comes from Sir Henry S

there
as he
ind |e

5

pthing

it we
st
huse

. but
V €T
her
he cl
:
bar

L
mith,

years later, Smitbescribed the withess who saw Catherine Eddowes with a man shortly before her d
police officer. In fact, the witness was most likely Joseph Lawende. One possible explanation is th
conflated this encounter with another incident in which PC William Smith saw Elizabeth Stride with

City of London Police official responsible for the investigation into the murder of Catherine Eddowes.%riting

shortly before her murdeHenry Smith clearly remembered the edetitat someone had seen the victim

with a man shortly before the mur@ebut misremembered the source.

A more vividi yet contentiou$ example appears in the testimony of Caroline Maxwell at the inques
the death of Mary Kelly. Maxwell stated that she saw Kelly alive in Dorset Street around 8:30 a.m.

th a
Smi
0 ma

into
a fe

hours before her body was discoveretihis testimony has long puzzled investigators, as other evidence

suggests Kelly was probably deceased at that time. One possibility, mentioned contemporangdaty
Maxwell saw Kelly on a previous morning and misremembered the day.

The next memory sirsuggestibility occurs when memories are influenced by information provided by o

hers

d_eather Aprod Immediately following the Nichols murder, rumors began circulating that a local Jewislhp mar

after an event. A widecale example occurred during the panic surrounding the mysterious suspect kr’l‘own a
I

by that nickname had been threatening women in thez.afesathe rumors spread, people began reca
encounters with a man whotétithe description, and suspicion eventually fell on a bootmaker named
Pizer, who was | ater cleared after providing
recollection of the man she saw with Annie Chapman outside 29 HaShest, whom she described as
i f or &,egen thaugh she had only seen him briefly from behind

5 Testimony of Robert Paul, Mary Ann Nichols inquest, reportethia Times18 September 1888.

6 Holmgren, ChristerCutting Point: Solving the Jack the Ripper and the Thames Torso MuBterkholm: Timaios Press, 2021. See also
Stow, Edward, Jack the RippeEye-Witness to MurderThe House of Lechmerg9 January 2024.

‘Dani el J. Simons and Christopher F. Chabri s, i Gor i | Pemeption 28 (
(1999): 10591074.

8 Henry Smith,From Constable to Commissiong910).

9 Testimony of PC William Smith, Elizabeth Stride inquest, reportéhim Times6 October 1888.

10 Testimony of Caroline Maxwell, Mary Kelly inquest, London Metropolitan Archives, MJ/SPC/NE1888/3/19.

11 The Buckingham Expresk7 November 1888.

12The Sunderland Daily Echo Sat ur day, 1 September 1888. The TheStaF6Septedger o
1888.

ing
Johr
a
a

ur

13 Testimony of Elizabeth Long, Annie Chapman inquest, reportétiénTimes20 September 1888.
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eyewitness account of MattheRacker, who claimed to sell grapes
Elizabeth Stride and a man on

seemingly changed with each new newspaper account of the m
Al t hough many commentators dis

the enormous press attention the case was receiving.

Another sin of distortion idias the tendency for present beliefs a
expectations to shape how we remember the past. A notable ex

of the Metropolitan Police during the Whitechapel murders investiga
In late years, Anderson became convinced that the murderer was a
Jew, a belief that shaped his retrospective accounts of the case. Wri
Bl ac k wo o d 6irs1894,adhg asserted that the Whitechapel murd

91 e

f\\\n ’ name the suspect

\“"\-“ e -‘ By the time of his memoifhe Lighter Side of My Official Lifim 1910,
Mat t hew-cPanctkeemrpor ar A

‘casebook.org Andersonbés account had become

TR

motivated byattention or reward moneyit is possible that he sold graps
to a couple that night, and his memory was subsequently contaminafed by

wasamawho hadbeeii saf el y c¢ a g e thoughrhe didnot

A more contentious example of suggestibility might have occurred in the

to
It h
irder
mi
bS

nd
hmple

appears in the writings of Sir Robert Anderson, Assistant Commissjoner

on.
Polist
ing ir
brer

as;

MO I

as a Polish Jew and claimed that the only witness who had a good view o

themurderefunhesi tatingly identified the ssuspect

This confidence was not universally shared. Sir Melville Macnaghten, writing in 1894, identified s
suspects and did not present the case as definitively splwbade Sir Henry Smith later dismissed the id
that the murderer had been conclusively identfied One possi bi l ity is that
egocentric bias, i n which memories are resha
recollections may have come to reflect a more successful investigation than theesiggportsOf course,
Sir Robert Andersonbds recollections may be cq

t h

bvere
ba

A
D e 0

rr

Kelly, and Matthew Packer may have been lying outright. The point here is not to settle these questjons,

to illustrate theseven sins of memory using plausible examples.

The seventh and final sipersistencerepresents the opposite problem from transience. Some menpories

remain vivid long after the event, particularly when the experience was emotionally powerful. Writing d

after the crimes, Walter Dew claimed that the memory of the Kelly murder sceamee deeply disturbing}

His account demonstrates that emotionally intense memories can persist intrusively for many years.
these memories are not immune to error, reminding us that the persistence of g doasoot guarantee if
accuracy.

In summary, the Whitechapel murders provide memorable examples of the dynamics of human memo
memories fade with time, others fail to form because attention was elsewhere, and still others become

bcad

Yet e
5

Y. SC
disto

by suggestion, belief, or confusion abdwit source. At the same time, certain experiences remain seenfingly

unforgettable. In future columns, | will explore other psychological principles through the lens
Whitechapel murders.
Chad Galuska is a professor of psychology at the College of Charleston. He has taught-gdasseminar that uses the Jack the Ripper ca

to explore psychological science and has led students on tours of Whitechapel through the University of SouthesrsM s s i ppi 6 s
program.

Df the

be

YFor a skeptical anal ysi s Thd CoRpetelHistoryo$ Jack theRipEew BoekeCarkolh & Graf, R00B,u g ¢ e n ,

219228.

BRobert Anderson, #fAThe L iBylhatcekrwoSoi ddées oF d i MyfAugusyfli8OEMIESRRG6zLii nf ee , 105 8
16 Robert AndersoriThe Lighter Side of My Official Lif@@910), 138.

17 Macnaghten memorandum (1894), in Stewart P. Evans and Keith SKihegd|timate Jack the Ripper Sourcebdoéndon: Robinson,
2000).

18 Henry Smith,From Constable to Commissiong@mondon: Cassell, 1910).
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VicToma DoMES
A Column on Deuly Life
By Amanda Lloyd

The Victorian Pound Cake

Cake was a rare treat for most of the working poor. Ingredients

expensivend tomakeit at homewas difficult as mangid not have
the cooking facilitiesavailable. ®, if they did have themoney,they
relied onstreet food and shepought items Bakerssold avariety of
cakes either whole or by the slice. Homemade cakes, often in si &
were also sold on market stalisaking it, & course much more =%
affordable. ‘

-o '9 Pound cake originated as far back as the early 18th century and was
popular during the Victorian period, probably because it was an easy reg

agents were available, cakes reliedWly on lengthy beating to allow as mu
air into the mixture but bwards the end of the 19th centlrgking powder
was inventedalleviaing much of theprevioushard workandproducing &ar
lighter cake

Pound cake got its name because the main four ingredients weighed exactly:dlpogyraligar, butter ang
eggs. Flavouring and dried fruit were addedvaration,but the basic cake remained the same.
| decided to make the original, basic version published by Mrs Beeton in 1861.

You will need two 2lb loaf tins or a large cake tin, greased well. A large mixing bowl, a wooden spoon
or rotary beater, and most importantly, scales. If you want to skip the hard beating, an electric mixer
same job and in a fraction of the time!

Ingredients:

1lb softenedbutter
1lb castor sugar
1lb plain flour

1lb eggs

Preheat oven to 150°%@n (170 C / 325 F) or gas mark.

1. In a bowl addhe1lb of softened butter tthe 11b of castor sugar. Beat well until soft and creamy.
2. Sievein the plain flour and fold into the mixture, make a well and add the eggs. Here you aq
teaspoons of vanilla extract if desired a more modern take on the recipe.

1 Mrs Beeton does not state whether it is salted or unsalted butter, but salted was the norm in Victorian times

very
ipe tc

remember and it went a long way, being quite heavy and dense. Before ffaisin

th

whis
Hoes

d twi

2Because of the inexact nature of range cooking at that ti m¢g,

)Y
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3. Beat well with a spoon until all ingredients are combined. Us
a wooden spoon or metal whisk, beat for a good twenty min g
allowing as much air into the mixture as you can. Alternati
you can do as | did after an exhausting ten minutes and grass
electric mixer!

4. Make sure the batter is smooth and creamy, let it stand f
minute and then pour evenly into the greased or lined cake t

5. Cook for one and a half hours or until the knife test comes 8 3
clean.

6. Cool and store in an airtight tin or container, either whole or in
slices.

Enjoy!

A RIPPEROLOGIST

For thiwe@wdeéeti owni t eAdn doruerw tvied rratntsowenr  our f i ve
regul ar readers wil/l kKknow, the answers <can
responses for you to cogitate over:

How many people di didrack the Ripperdé kil
Who is your pAadfenmrkKas miuspleict ?
Who has influenced yBPault hBegost in this s
Will the casBHoever be solved?
How would you describe thkhreagmenteend st at e

ohkowbhpPE

vdz2iSa 02 [ 2

“The core of a killer's imprint will never change. Unlike the characteristics of an
offender’s MO, the core remains constant. However, a signature may evolve over
time, such as in cases where a necrophilic killer performs more and more
postmortem mutilation from one murder to the next. The FBI's behavioral
scientists say that the signature elements of the original personal expression
don'’t change, they just become more fully developed.”

Birnes, William J.; Keppel, Robert. Signature Killers (p. 5). Random House. Kindle
Edition.

q

St
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For over a century, the confident
assertions of senior Metropolit
Police officials have anchored the
late  police tradition concernin
fiKosminskd .But when those claims
are tested against the survivirlg
administrative record, something fails
to reconcile. The problem is not merely
one of identity, but of evidentiary
method: how should a small set ¢f
retrospective police assertions, repeajed
with confidence decades after the evept,
be read against surviving administratiye
records that are partial, uneven and sometimes silent where procedure would ordinarily be expecteq to le
traces?

Modern discussion typically proceeds in the opposite direction: beginning with a named historical individu:
( most often Aaron Kosminski) and then attempt.i
chronology with the police tradition. Theréstt i s a | i terature i n whidh

introduced at precisely the points where the record diverggshifting dates, reordering events, or treatjng

institutional references as approximate. This paper reverses that prodebegns by reconstructing the
remembered suspect profile from the police sources themselves and only then asks whether arly na
candidate fits the profile without distortion.

Anderson went public in 19A8&,peil fae i Iny . awhresenikhigad i
subordinate, added marginalia to Anotbethasﬁbediﬁ@etaiﬂoo
Anderson had left vague. Macnaghten, writing in 1894 while closer to the events, hedged where the oghers
not, and in at last one reported draft wording appeared to back away from the certainty his colleagugs lat
asserted. These are not interchangeable witnesses. They wrdterahtddistances from the events, with
different access, and with different degrees of confidence.

Senior officials- most notably Anderson and Swanson, with Macnaghten supplying an overlapping ut nc
identical account spoke as if their case had effectively been closed by the removal and containmgnt of
suspect remembered @osminski Yet the surviving administrative record, when read as an administrative
record, does not naturally yield a matching figure without adjustment. The reader is therefore asked to h
two propositions in view at once: a tradition of late certainty, andcardentary landscape in which the
expected traces are, at key points, missing or misaligned. The framework developed in the sections tHat fol
is designed to | et the reader i1identify exact]y

daing the work when reconciliation is attempted, and what conclusions remain admissible once thosg mov
are disallowed.

Taken together, senior police certainty and administrativernenc overy pl ace O0Pql i

unusual evidentiary superposition. Il n Ander sjon

supplying an overlapping but not identical versith)js treated as the solution: an identified individual whpse

removal from circulation effectively closed the case. Yet the surviving record does not allow that claifn to t
tested. No individual can be securely located in the administrative archive tigliesaéhe core institutiona]
and temporal elements of those accounts, and Anderson and Swanson do not preserve the evidenfiary ¢
behind their certainty. The result is a suspect who remains simultaneously asserted as culpable wit
retrospectivepoie memory and unproven on recoverable]l]do
Kosminski 6 not as a resolved historical pers¢n,
whose status cannot be collapsed into either culpabiliexculpation on the evidence presently availabld.
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The surviving police accounts are fragmentary, retrospective, and uneven in detail. They do not cor
single narrative, and they differ in emphasis and certainty. Yet they are not mutually contradictory
points that matter for administrativesting. Read together, they outline a broadly coherent sequence: a s
under surveillance, an identification episode that did not culminate in prosecution, subsequent inst
custody through the podaw/asylum system, and an asserted seihsdd at least by some senior officialg
that this containment effectively closed the case. The central task is to separate what is directly attes
is later tradition, and what can be tested against the record that survives.

stitut
on tl
uspe
tutior

fed, \

To make that separation possible, the paper adopts a simple principle: it treats the police tradition neithe

dispositive proof nor as mere memoir. Instead, it extracts only those elements that are directly state
or more officers and not contiated by others, and it distinguishes administrative claims (dates, institu
custody endpoints, outcomes) from narrative claims (circumstances of identificatiornataedabels, and
retrospective certainty). Where synthesis is requiredpeciallywith respect to chronologyit is flagged
explicitly as inference, not as attested fact.

A key step in that process is the introduction of a temporal constraint used throughout the analysi
introduce what | cal l the 6Macnaghten Anc hlane
1889 window with limited montthevel elastity. This is not offered as a rhetorical preference, but §
methodological rule: it determines which interpretations remain admissible and which requiseaje:
displacement that the sources cannot sustain without collapsing their administraigve val

With that constraint in place, the paper proceeds in five stages: controlled administrative recon
consolidation of the police statements into a working profile; application of that profile to the pri
candidates in modern literature; identiion of procedural and narrative aberrations where expg
documentation is absent; and bounded explanatory models for those gaps. The analysis that folloy
that neither of the two leading candidatesaron Kosminski or the man recorded as Da®when- can be

aligned with the police tradition under these constraints withoutsttéftiing, event reordering, or institution4l

approxi mati on; on the present record, O0Pol ic
individual in the swiving administrative sources.

This study proposes no new suspect and does not claim to resolve the Whitechapel murders. Its
purpose is to establish what the late police tradition and surviving administrative record can support
distortion, to delimit what remains untabte, and to provide a framework by which future claitnaditional
or revisionist- can be evaluated against a clearly defined evidentiary baseline.

Part 1: The Working PoliceProfle (ol i ce Kosmi nski 0)

For analytical purposes, the police recollections are distilled into the following five categories, which t(
define the working 6Police Kosminski o profil g

Suspect description
Identification
Containment and fate
Duration of investigation
Certainty of resolution

Each category is examined in turn. For each, the statements of Anderson, Swanson, Macnaghten, ar
presented separately, using their own words. The concluding section then draws these strands tg

0 by
ions,

0 tes
hcipa
cted

S arg

&

narro
withc

geth:

d Co
gethe

articulate a composite profile based solefypoints supported by, and not contradicted by, the police sources.

Methodological Note: The profile outlined here is not advanced as a final historical determination. It fun
instead as a working evidentiary satthe purposes of this paper: a reference framework derived from g
testimony against which later candidates may be assessed. Aaron Kosminski and David Cohen are
not in isolation, but by how closely each aligns with this reconstructecegmiadile. This should serve as
framework for any current or fnwstkurbe suspect |

Where the sources are silent, silence is preserved. Where inference is employed, it is identified as §

Ctions
olice
bvalu
a

el

uch.
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approach allows the analysis to proceed without presupposing the correctness of any later reconstruct
remaining anchored in what the police themselves-saidl did not say about the man they believed thé
had identified.

Administrative Record Controls

Before assessing how the police statemgq
concerningiit Ko s mi sheukdi b& read, it ig
necessary to determine whether the surviv
administrative record contains any individual w
satisfies the most basic institutional and tempd
elements of the police tradition. This step prece
interpretation and is intendedlsly to establish the
evidentiary limits imposed by the record itself.

The police tradition, as expressed independently
Anderson, Swanson, and Macnaghten, identifig
suspect known a8 K 0 s mi, remdvad érom the

at approximately March 1889, with death followir
Colney Hatch Asylum plans (wik Aishortl y .a\Vhile¢hese atataments a
not contemporaneous operational records, t
nonetheless supply a narrow set of administrative expectations: an admission to Colney Hatch in ea
and a death not long thereatfter.

Colney Hatch: National AdmissionRegisterControls (MH94)

To test whether the surviving administrative record contains any individual matching these cong
controlled searches were conducted usindtid_unacy Patients Admission Registers, 18821 (MH94),
a national return compiled for the Lunacy Commission and intended to record admissions, dischar
deaths from public asylums. This register is the most comprehensive surviving centralized index for
admissions in the relevant period.

Three searches were performed using the same dataset, institution, admission window, and den
constraints (male; Colney Hatch; admission year 1889), varying only the strictness of thgeded
parameter:

1. Exact death year (1889)no results were returned for any individual recorded under the sur
Kosminski
2. Death £ 10 years around 18880 results were returned
3. Unbounded death yeathree individuals were returned by the search interface:
a. Aaron Kozminski, admitted to Colney Hatch in 1891 and dying decades later
b. Kaspar Kuchmann
c. Casper Kuchman

The third search functions as a positive control in two respects. First, it demonstrates that the d
populated and searchable and that it can surface a Kosminski entry at Colney Hatch when the
constraint is relaxed. Second, the appearafiieK u ¢ h ma n n / &ongsitderAarondozminski indicatg
that the interface can return reract surname matches, including matches that are orthographically d
from Kosminski. Aaron Kozminski nonetheless appears only outside the timeframe supplied by thd
tradition.

As an additional control, the same dataset was queried without a surname constraint, retaining

institutional and temporal parameters (male; Colney Hatch; admission March 1889; death 1889). Thi
returned a large number of entries, confirntimat the March 1889 Colney Hatch cohort is densely represe
in the surviving record and that the absence of any Kosminski entry is not attributable to sparse data,

community and confined to Colney Hatch Asylum
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London Workhouses:Name-anchored Negative Control

A parallel nameanchored search was then conducted against the indexed London Poor Law wol
admission and discharge register corAlsl(ondon, England, Workhouse Admission and Discharge Rec
1764 1921), constrained only by name (Kosminski; broad matching enabled), residence (London), sex
and event year (1889). Under these permissive constraints, the interface returned two records, both

to correspond to Aaron Kozminski under variardlbpgs, and no additional Kosminski records were returr

khou
brds,
(mal
hppe:
ed.

This provides a second, independent administrative control: the workhouse register corpus is populated

capable of returning variant spellings under the target surname query yet yields dateacminsistent withj
an early 1889 removal.

All searches were verified by direct URL entry in a clean browser session; results are visible
subscription login, with paywalled fields indicated but not required to establish presence or'absence

Evidentiary Boundary

These controls establish a narrow but important point. Within the surviving national admission regis
individual recorded under the surname Kosminski satisfies the institutional and temporal constraints
by the police tradition. Aaron Kozmikisappears in the asylum register only when those constraint
abandoned. The parallel workhouse search yields the same practical result: only Aaron appears

permissive Kosminski query in the London workhouse corpus for the target year. Theszealasd control$

precede any interpretation of the police statements themselves and set an evidentiary boundary with
subsequent analysis must opetate

Suspect Description$
Robert Anderson:

Aln saying that he was a Polish Jew | am
words are meant to specify race, not religd

AOne did not need to be a Sherl ock Hol mes
of a virulent type; that he was living in the immediate vicinity of the scenes of the murders; and
that, if he was not living absolutely alone, his people knewsajuilt, and refused to give him

up to sjustice. 0

Donald Swanson:

fébecause t he S U 9
JewéKosmi ns ki wRSS
. %0

Melville Macnaghten:

n(2) Ko-s smiPalishklew-- & &
resident in Whitechapel. This ma
became insane owing t0 Many Ye e ——— : :
indulgence in solitary vices. He had ahe ' Swansomt tMas g/ hwww.abérg leapnudt
great hatred of women, specially of tHg? !l kS7028286

prostitute class, & had strong homicidal

tendencies: he was removed to a lunatic asylum about March 1889. There were many
circumstances connected with this man whi g

1See Appendix A

These-amamered controls are intended only to establish whata
separ atbea sceodh carntal ysi s (Appendi x B) applies tighter temporal
SReferences to contemporary newspaper material follow the ci
“The Lighter Sid&Robwfermy AQfdfeir sioaml, 1Li9fl®

I bid

SEndpaper marginalia in his copy of Andersonds book

vitho!

ster, |
suppl
5 are

unds

D

in wi

1894 memor andum
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Henry Cox:

ADuring these murders the East End was in
at the street corners all night long in order to give the alarm when the murderer came along,

and as soon as they saw a suspicimaking character they wouldfollw hi m i*n a b
AWhenever an outrage occurred in the nei
i nformation. Their women and chil drene hear
AThe police, do what they might, coul d n
occurered. 0

Identification

Robert Anderson:
il wi | | merely add that the only person

unhesitatingly identified the suspect the instant he was confronted with him ; but he refused td
give evidenee against him.o

Donald Swanson:

AAnd after this i1 dentification which susp
Londo=néo

néafter the suspect had been identified at
di fficulty in order to subject hiwm to idenrn

~

fébecause the suspect was also a Jew and a
and witness would be the means of murderer being hanged which he did not wish to be left o
his m#ndéo

Containment

Robert Anderson:

féthe inhabitants of the metropolis gener
was on the prowl, as they were before the mania seized him, or after he had been safely cagq
i n an asylum. 0

Donald Swanson:

AOn suspect's return to his brother's hous
by day ® night. o

~

Aln a very short time the suspect with hi
Wor khouse and then to Colney Hatcheéo

Melville Macnaghten:

in(2) Ko aolishJw & resident in Whitechapel. This man became insane owing to
many years indulgence in solitary vices. He had a great hatred of women, specially of the
prostitute class, & had strong homicidal tendencies: he was removedratalasylum about

March 1889. There were many circumstances connected with this man which made him a

0 d \
j h L

W h

P C t

81906 reminiscences

°l bi d

©° bid

"The Lighter Sidd&obfermy AOfdfeir sioal, 1Li9fl®

ZEndpaper marginalia in his copy of Andersonds book
Bl bid

“I'bid

BCri me andbyrRonb eamratt sAnder son, 1907

YEndpaper marginalia in his copy of Andersonds book
YI'bid
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strong &suspectod. o
Duration of Investigation
Robert Anderson:

néthe inhabitants of the metropolis gener
was on the prowl, as they were before the mania seized him, or after he had been safely cagq
i n an asylum. o

Donald Swanson:

AOn suspect's return to his brother's hous

by day 2% night. o

Aln a very short time the suspect with hi
Wor khouse and then to Colneyz Hatch and di g

Melville Macnaghten:
Aéhe was removed to a lumatic asylum about
Henry Cox:

AWe had many people under observations wh
until the discovery of Mary Jane Kelly, at Miller's Court, Dorset Street, did we seem to get upon
the #rail .o

Al was on duty for this purpose in a stree
time | had many adventureseéo

Certainty of Resolution
Robert Anderson:

AFor | may say at once that oOoundi scotheer ed
Ri pperd crimes are=>not within that <categor

il wi | | merely add that the only person
unhesitatingly identified the suspect the instant he was confronted with him; but he refused tg
give evidenee against him. o

Donald Swanson:

AAnd after this i1identification which susp
Londen. . 0

néafter the suspect had been identified at
di fficulty in order to subject hi®mm to idenrn
AKosminski wBS3®bhe suspect

Melville Macnaghten:

%1894 memorandum

¥Cri me andbyrRonb exratt sAnder son, 1907

XEndpaper marginalia in his copy of Andersonds book
Al bi d

21894 memorandum

21906 reminiscences

W h

b C t

#1 bid

®The Lighter Sid&kobfermy AOfdfeir sioal, Li9fl&

%] bid

Endpaper marginalia in his copy of Andersonds book
Bl bid

Xl bid
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ARéand against him no shadow of proof <coul g

ARThere were many circumstances connected
Osusptect 6. 0

In a separate draft/variant version of the memorandum, Macnaghten adds a qualification not presg
fled copy:in Per sonal ly, & after much careful & deli
2 , i.e. Kosminski and Ostroy.

How to Read Macnaghtends Statements on fAKos mi

nt in
be

ns

A

Macnaght en 6 $ Kroe fme onespy @reususuale@videntiary position. They are neither eyewi
testimony nor contemporaneous operational reporting. Rather, they represerg\aepbsynthesis produc
by an officer who joined the Criminal Investigation Department after the pahicipestigative period ha

Ness

ended. Two related texts must be distinguished: (1) the confidential CID memorandum dated 23 Hebru:

1894 as preserved in the official record, and (2) a separate draft or variant text (often tedhleertuaway
version) that differs in at least one material resp@amely, the reported inclusion of wording that incli
toward exoneration of the suspect later presented by Anderson and Swanson as decisive.

Macnaghten entered CID on 1 June 1888fter the canonical murders and after the operational actions
associated with O6Police Kosminskid are said
have derived from direct participation. Instead, it must have been assenainleddime combination of (a
existing internal paperwork, (b) briefings from senior colleagues, and (c) informal transmission from (
who had worked the case on the ground.

This has two important consequences.

First, Macnaghtendés testimony strongly suppol
a known internal figure rather than as rumor or speculation, and he writes with the assumption that his
audience would recognize the nefiece. That alone makes it highly unlikely thak o s mi was &pureély

esS

later
0

fficer

retrospective invention. The name almost certainly circulated within the police, at least informally, an

referred to a real suspect.

Second, the manner in which Macnaghten writes also limits what can safely be inferred from his clajms. |

provides no first name, no precise dates, and no detailed evidentiary narrative. This is consister
scenario in which Macnaghten knew the labal the outline of the cas@& @ P alleiwsdantified,
surveilled, and confined), but did not possess had not personally reviewed complete evidentiary file
I n such <circumstances, references to fmanhgnd
confidencefit h er e w a)satherthandfiestracdesvaluation of that evidence.

A

The oMacnaghten Anchoro

This temporal reference is not incidental. Where Macnaghten assigns timifiggile.o ut Ma)rhe i
not describing a belief or later opinion, but the outcome of the case: a specific suspect was remo\
circulation and confined in an asylum. The date therefore fixes an administrative act, not a state of mir
it is taken seriously, theurrounding elements of the police traditiodentification, surveillance, and remov
- must be read as a completed sequence occurring before that point; correspondingly, any claim

Ashort !l y mausttbe readas atcurding shortly thereafter. Any detail that places the identifi
materially | ater cannot be reconciled with
chronology.

The confinement is also the penultimate event in the sequence as the police tradition describes it

01894 memor andum

t wit

ci |

1
ed fr
d. Ol
il
of de
catior
Ma «

it is

n aa
[ a

) i @

2This quotation is given as transmitted in the publnische p/tt rod
Macnaghten document whose present whereaboutsrfhee uacegeuageéen
verified directly from an extant original manuscript in thi
¥Sir Mel vi | |IDea yMsa confa(@Wyd redeganr:s Edward Arnold, 1914), pgmy[ij ol ava

on 1st June 1889. 0

s t
gt t
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terminal administrative act prior to the only subsequent outcome later asseath. Accordingly, all
antecedent elements of the tradition, including the identification episode (and anpqiaedabel attache
to it, such agi S e a 9, imdselagically occur prior to the asylum committal. Once the committal is f

i
xed

within a pre-June 1889window, no interpretation that relocates the identification materially later can be

reconciled with the police sequence without f
For clarity, this tempor al constraint wil/ b 6

It is also worth noting that retrospective dates are often remembered relationally rather than calend
anchored to salient personal or institutional milestones. In that $elasb,0 ut Ma may functioB |18s9
as a precise month claim than as a relational sin@tly before my entry into CIDf so, modest montlevel
drift within the spring of 1889 is unsurprising, but displacement beyond 1 June 1889 is not, because
invert the very relation the memory encodes (before versus after tenure).

A further constraint follows from Macnaghten
the suspectds committal occurred after that
timing; he would be mistaken about the admnaiste state of the case during his own tendure., whether
the confinement had already occurred or was still pending. Given that he explicitly describes the su
having been sent to an asylum, any effort to relocate that confinement to a fteriddJane 1889 require
attributing to Macnaghten a compound error: not only an incorrect date, but an incorrect placemer
committal relative to his own entry into CID and thus within the period of his potential direct knowledgd
is a materily stronger claim than ordinary retrospective imprecision and should not be assumed V
independent evidence. Accordingly, whatever latitude is allowed by thefivard o a B out Ma i
can plausibly drift within the spring of 1889 (e.g., April or May). It cannot coherently drift bey
Macnaghtenés entry into CID on 1 June 1889.
Macnaghten not ordinary retrospective imjgam, but a categorical mislocation of the committal on
wrong side of his own tenurean error of a different order that should not be assumed without indepe
evidence.

This reading helps explain several otherwise puzzling features of the memorandum: the absence
name; the | ack of concrete particulars; and ©M
strength of the latter suspects. Thesdiees are not contradictions. They are exactly what one would e
from a senior officer summarizing an inherited case whose key events he did not personally witng
whose evidentiary core may already have existed more as institutional memaayg traactive investigativ
file.

Properly understood, t hen, Macnaghtends stat
tradition. They reinforce it by confirming that such a suspect was real and named within the policé
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constrain it by r e micanantynsgot thescertaintypof an Meestigatoigréportng vihat

he personally saw, but of an administrator reporting what he had beeartdld/hat he believed the institutig
believed.

It is also worth noting that Macnaghten does not write as though the case were closed; indeed, the|
draft wording even inclines toward exoneration of the suspect later remembered by Anderson and Sw
decisive. This does not establish that Keghten was correct; it establishes only that the seoice
tradition does not present a single, stabl e,

Composite Police Profile (6Police Kosminski d)

For the purposes of this paper, a limited composite profile is constructed from the late statements attr
Anderson, Swanson, and Macnaghten. The goal is not to reconcile every detail, but to extract the n
shared core: elements that are (Pleitly stated by at least one of these senior officials and (ii) not expli
negated by another within this same trio of sources. No additional attributes are assumed.

Workhouse Stage

Swanson6és not supplies a pathway rath than a

n

repo
anso

butet
hinim
Citly

| o
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before transfer to Colney Hatch. For present purposes, the identity of the specific workhouse is not p
Even if Swanson remembered the institution incorrectly (as argued below with respect to other part
the minimum point that survives isngply an intermediate workhouse stage prior to asylum confinen

obati
cular
ent.

Nothing in the argument that follows requires Stepney specifically, and no inference about idenfity cz

responsibly be drawn from a named workhouse in the absence of independent cosroborati

This removes an unnecessary named detail without altering any of the downstream tests, which def
on whether an intermediate workhouse stage is asserted at all.

Composite Police Profile forfi K 0 s mi (misikumdaore)

A Polish Jew known within the police traditionf@d o s mi (susdme only)

An identification episode is asserted; the witness refused to testify / give evidence; no prog
followed

The suspect was kept under police observation / surveillance after the identification episode
The suspect was taken to a workhouse and then transferred to Colney Hatch

The suspect was said to have died h o r t | y (&s btated withih thestnadition)

Two clarifications are necessary.

First, this profile records what the senior police tradition asserts, but it does not convert rhetorical form
into stronger evidentiary claims than the sources warrant. Thus, where later statements imply c¢ertah

end

ecuti

ilatio
Ntg (

pol i ce W¢his papes treatetidat certainty as the conviction of Anderson and Swanson (and, &t mo

the tradition they believed they were summarizing), not as a demonstrable institutional findheyfmlicé
as a whole. Likewise, phrases suggesting continuous attefitidra(y  a n)dare traatgdhas iadicative g
claimed focus, not as a separately verifiable measure of operational intensity.

Second, consistent with Section 1.2, Macnaght
than firsthand operational reporting; accordingly, his timing, namingjianda ny c¢ i r cfarmuiatioma
are not treated as personally audited evidence.

Chronology under the OMacnaghten Anchor 6

The surviving police tradition does not fix the relevant events to precise dates. However, un
6Macnaghten Anchor 6, t h erempoeahtadn asylumantsefall svithima boundet
prel June 188%indow with only limited montHevel elasticity. The identification/surveillance/remoy
sequence must therefore occur prior to that committal, and any interpretation that relocates the iden

episode materially later is inadmissible without fdst s car di ng t he O0Macnaght

Within those constraints, (i) claimsofposti | | er 6s Court surveillance
Macnaghtendés faslydwtm MamumpgpogtlagP8udded inference: the identificatio
surveillance / institutional sequence is most naturally placed in th&88&to earlyl889 interval.

This timing is used here only as an analytical constramtvay to bound sequence and plausibility wh
assessing candidate identities. It is not presented as an independently attested fact, and the precise
identification episode cannot bexdid on the surviving record.

Scope andUse of theComposite

This composite is intentionally conservative. It is not treated as a complete description of the suspe

—h

en
date

Ct, an

does not authorize importing additional particulars (first name, family details, exact dates, or evidentia

specifics) absent a demonstrabtedmentary bridge.

The composite profile above will serve as the benchmark against which Aaron Kosminski and David
or any current or futur e c a+ackiassaesdeckinthidpapem c ed 4

Part 2: The Seaside Witness and ldentification

Scope, Stipulation, and Purpose

Cohe
S

Dt t0

This section examines thies e a sidertifecation described in later police accounts. Its purpose is n
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reconstruct the episode in fulan impossible task on the surviving recelilit to determine what evidentiar
weight it can bear today under the OMacnaght g

y
n

To avoid arguing the weakest case and to evaluate the identification under the most forgiving assulnptic

this section begins with a stipulation: the witness in question did, in fact, see the killer on the releva
The witness is treated as honest.

Even under that favorable framing, the central question remains: whether a later identHicgiamted only

t nig

in retrospective police summariesan establish that the man identified at the seaside was the same npan tf

witness saw at the crime scene.
Eyewitness Identification: General Limits

An eyewitness identification is not a simpiéght or wrong@ instrument. Even an honest witness can
confident and mistaken; conversely, a hesitant witness can be correct. In any identification, the we
can responsibly be placed on the result depends heavily on particulars such as the conditionsatboh
and the procedures used to present a suspect.

Those general limits matter here because the seaside identification is preserved only as a retr
endpoint. We do not have a contemporaneous record describing:

how the suspect was presented

what the witness was told beforehand

whet her the witness was cautioned that the
whether this was a singBuspect presentation or a comparative procedure

who was present

what was said at the moment of identification

be
ght t
serv

DSpeC

Without those procedural facts, the reliability of the identification cannot be directly assessed, and tl

identification cannot be treated as salithenticating proof of sameness.
On the Location of thefi S e a ddertifecation

Swansonos mar gi nal
chronological difficulty that must be
addressed before the account can be u
analytically. He states that the identificatic
occurredi at t he Se @he Pdice

Convalescent Seaside Home at Ho\-
however, did not open until March 1890If &
his reference is taken literally as the Hog:E
institution, the identification must be dated
earlier than that point. Such a dating
i ncompati bl e with t

An alternative rea
marginal note preserves the structure &
sequence of events but misstates that Spe @  rr————
placename. On this view, the |dent|f|cat|d2?1° |ice Convalescent Seaside Home
occurred at a seaside location, but no

necessarily at the later Police Seaside Home. Writing decades after the events described, Swanson
substituted a familiar institutional label for an earlier seaside setting whose formal name no longer 1]
to him.

Between these two readings, the latter carries the lower explanatory cost. Tie&tiaga s i d eas &
retrospective conflation requires only a single imprecision in marginalia written long after the fact. Tre

may
nattel

Ating

#Wi ki pedia.org
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as a literal institutional reference requires multiple independent distortions across otherwise converge
accounts.

Accordingly, in what f ohBewsi dB iecHtedna a&sa xedrinstifuton
anchor, but as shorthand for a seaside identification whose precise location cannot now be recove
adjustment does not resolve the identityfioKk o s mi,ne ki does it el i mi nat

ht po

e N
red.
e

account. It does, however, clarify the temporal framework within which the suspect named by both Apders

and Swanson must be evaluated without discarding the Anchor.
The Seaside Identification: What the Police Accounts Establish
In later accounts, senior police officials describe an episode with two consistent outcomes:

1. The witness would not testify, and no prosecution followed.
2. The police were certain they had their man following the identification.

The structure of the accounts implies an addi
what ever ot her evidence they had was insuf f|i

identification was treated as the missing prose@ltbnk; without testimony, the case could not proceed,

This is the maximum that can responsibly be said on the surviving record: the identification explains
belief and the collapse of prosecutability. It does not, by itself, establish that the belief was correct.

Three Plausible Pathwaydrom Sighting to Identification

Because the procedure is undocumented, the seaside episode is best evaluated through plausible m
The following circumstances are not exhaustive. They illustrate how different underlying realities ¢

the same outward resulain identificaton, a refusal to testify, and police certaintyhile implying different
truth-values about whether the correct man was identified.

Circumstance 1: Clean Presentation, Correct Transfer

The witness is presented with a suspect under neutral conditions and correctly recognizes him as
individual previously seen.

This pathway is compatible with guilt. It is the most favorable reading for both police and witness. Y
here, the evidentiary chain remains incomplete: the identification was never tested in court,
contemporaneous procedural record surviveotdirm that the presentation was in fact clean.

Circumstance 2: Clean Presentation, Mistaken Transfer (Misattribution)

The witness is presented neutrally but sincerely misidentifies the suspstignizing him from anothe
context and misattributing that familiarity to the crime scene memory.

This pathway is compatible with innocence and requires no bad faith. It remains possible even under t

stipulation that the witness truly did see the killer, because the errorddichtie see someor@? ut i
the same person?o

Circumstance 3: Primed Presentation, Interpreted Identification

chal
yiel

the s

bt eve
and

he ini

The witness is brought to the identification already understanding its purpose, or within a context shpped

police expectation. An ambiguous reaction is interpretamhsciously or unconsciouslyas confirmatory.

This pathway does not require overt coercion. Expectation effects and confirmation dynamics can af
in good faith. Like the second circumstance, it is compatible with innocence while still explaining why
certainty could harden.

These mechanisms share a key point: even if the witness originally saw the killer, the seaside iden
can still fail to establish that the suspect and the killer were the same man.

Thei F el | o Raticha&ennd Reliability

Later police accounts explain the refusal to testify by stating that the witness would not give evidence

ise e
polict

ificat

agai
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anfell owhéewe.cor d does not t el | us whet her

t h

understanding of his reason, or a retrospective moral framing. Nor does it tell us how the witness came

know (or believe) the suspect was Jewish.

That uncertainty matters because different routes to that knowledge support different reliability pathw

ays:

IftheAd f el | o &emdne reflects prior familiarity, it supports the possibility of misattributipn:

recognition of the man from community context rather than from the crime scene encounter.

If it reflects police disclosure or framing, it supports the possibility of a primed or interpfeted

identification.

In either case, thé f e | | o &emdnetends to reinforce the broader point: the seaside identificat{on is
consistent with multiple plausible mechanisms, some of which do not require the identified suspect tp be

killer - even if the witness truly saw the killer originally.

What We Know, and What We Cannot Conclude

On the surviving record, the seaside episode supports a limited set of conclusions.
What we can say:

The witness would not testify, and the police regarded that refusal as fatal to prosecution
The police were certain they had identified their man, and the identification became a corners
their retrospective certainty
The narrative implies that, in the policed
witness

What we cannot conclude:

That the seaside identification correctly matched the suspect to the killer
That the suspect was in fact the killer

Even granting the most forgiving stipulatiothat the witness did see the killehe surviving record does ng
preserve the procedural detail required to exclude mistaken transfer, misattribution, or inte

confirmation. The end result is theredalear: the seaside identification explains police certainty, but it 061
establish that they were right.

A final contextual tension reinforces why the seaside identification cannot be treated as dispositivd
suspect. In his 1894 memorandum, Macnaghten not only records the s@iri@mes mi, bbus attachies tqg

tone

t
preti
nnot

of a

that man a surprisingly specific psychological profie He had a gr eat hatred c

prostitute cl ass, & h a dandsadds oha furthdér assartion:Tcheelr et eawrg
circumstances connected with thi s. Thesenarewdt ingah
placeholders; they read like the kind of internal characterizatiordveimgthe-matter® summary one would

expect to have originated within a senafficer tradition later represented by Anderson and Swanson, who in

turn present the seaside episode as the decisive event: a Jewishiwitness e s i t at i th@suspect
but refused to testify, and Swanson explicitly links that identification to the namedimidro s mi n s k
suspect o.

Yet Macnaghten does not merely fail to mention such an identification. In the same memorandum |

e ste

categoricallythai No one ever saw the Whitechapel mur der e
no shadow of proof cofefigobeéett kieotwnot sehselgidehtificatiorh O L

existed in anything like the later Anderson/Swanson form and was available to Macnaghten as part of
was summarizing at the time he wrote, it is difficult to reconcile with a summarpdhainly omits it, but
affirmatively negates the existence of any witnessiwlsoaw t he . mur der er o

A further caution is supplied by ti@berconwapd r af t , whi ch refl ects Ma
or soften the latestyle certainty attached to the suspect. That alone is enough to underscq
methodological point: the seniofficer tradition is not a single, internally unifor@ertainty claing and the
seaside identification cannot be treated as dispositive proof of guilt.

wha

cn
re tr
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The tension matters regardless of resolutiamether because Macnaghten was not told the identificatign in
that decisive form, because he discounted it, or because the later account hardened euszctuse it
makes it unsafe to treat the seasidentifieation as dispositive proof of guilt. At most, it remains evidefce

about police belief and handling, not a stable, independently testable identification capable of anchoring
named solution.

Accordingly, thedseaside identificatidys not dispositive as to whether any specific suspectheakack the
Ripper.

Part 3: How Strongis the Casedhat Police Kosminskiwas the Killer?
The Case Against O6Police Kosminskio

So far, we have treated Police Kosminski si mpl
Swanson, he was more than a suspect: he was the Ripper. A separate question is how strong the evidenc
that he was actually the Ripper.

On that narrower point, the surviving record is surprisingly thin.

Anderson wrote as though the matter had lfeene f i ni t e | .\Swansomwr, i hig naaigina¢ nbte, wrofe
as though the seaside identification had confirmed the case, and rounded his narrative off with the dtaten
AKos mi ns ki waMacnaghten, mowevgr, entytisbddK o s mi as @& of three men who might
be put forward as suspects, and never claimeq t

What none of them ever do is explain why they thought this man was the killer. No document sets oyt:

specific prior assaults
forensic or physical traces
a detailed pattern of behavior that links him to the crime scenes

The seaside identification story is the only glimpse we have of an evidential event, and even there |
procedure is sketched rather than described. We are not told:

exactly who the witness was, or what he had seen
what form the identification tooka proper lineup, a simple confrontation, or something in betwegn
what the witness was told before he saw the suspect
how, verbati m, he expr ess ediumihse sri eacaochg refggalitaon |
testify

Both Anderson and Swanson agree on the central point that the witness refused to go into the box bgcaus
did not wish to be the means of sending f @ ke \Wa@the gallows. That implies that everyone present
understood that a positive-gourt identification would have been treated as potentially dispositive. Itjalso
suggests that the witness may have been under considerable moral pressure: brought o setteasiuy
officers who clearly thought they had found their man, and asked, in effeoffion a hanging.

From the standpoint of modern practice, the surviving record does not establish the procedural safegdiards
would allow the reliability of the identification to be assessed. We do not know whether the presentatjon w
neutral, whether alternatives weseown, what cautions were given, or how the circumstances may |have
shaped the witnessbés response. None of that pr

cannot bear the full weight later placed upon it.

Swanson adds two further elements:

thesuspedi k new he was identifiedo
after he was returned tofilbhiys daayobiR@GipClHhtidoyse

Taken at face value, the sequence looks like this:

1. A potentially unstable suspect, who already fits some internal police profile, is taken under egcort
an identification
2. Heis led to believeor realizes that he has been picked out as the murderer
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3. On returning home, he finds himself under obvious, continuous surveillance by City CID office

Such a sequence could exert significant pressure on a su
- especially one already mentally unstableand could
pl ausibly contribute to de
the suspect collapsédi n a v e r yand svds ocemaved
to a workhouse is compatible with that kind of pressu
induced decline. But again, that explains a breakdown; it ¢
not prove guilt. The sequence, as Swanson tells it, mak
easy to understand how both officers and suspect might |
come to believe that t h isst nbue tWhat werackis
the evidential chain that would allow us to test that belief.

In strict evidential terms, all we can safely say is this:

by the early twentieth century, Anderson and Swan:
were personally convinced that their Poligwish
suspectii K o s mi, was the kdler

Macnaghten, writing earlier, treated him as one
several possibilities, not as the solved answer
none of them ever set out the concrete reasons
would let us weigh their certainty, nor did they nar
the suspect publicly

SIR ROBERT ANDERSON, K.C.B., LL.D.

Their belief may have rested on a solid but Aost base ofSi S e
evidence. It may equally have rested on a cluster of sqit€rt ps: / / www. br et h rremtearcth
factors: profile fit, the satisfaction of having a suspect whgdeJ son/

matched their idea of the murderer, and the moral drama of a

witness who would identify him in private but not in court. The surviving record does not let us d

confidently between those possibilities.
A Structured Critique of the i K o s mi Gedalnty 0

Two further points round out the picture.

First, there is no trace of a suspect nafmd€lo s mi imtlselsurviving operational files from 1888. Those
files are incomplete, but they are not a desert: many lesser suspeets Tumblety, Isenschmid, and othg
- can be tracked through arrests, memoranda, and correspondence. Against that bathkgrsilence abou
anyfi Ko s mi isicorspicaous. It suggests that, if he was discussed as a suspect during the actiy
those discussions left little or no documentary footprint that has survived.

Second, Macnaghtendés own wording can be read
Swanson later project. In 1894 he does not prasdfto s mi as th&kmaa, but as one of three people |
mightib e p ut ds morelikety duspects than the restautious phrase that frames them as candig
for consideration, not as the solution to t hs

would have been little reason to hedge in this wayo dilute the point bpdding Druitt and Ostrog. The fa¢

that a senior official, writing relatively close in time to the murders in an internal memorandum, cho
reservedi put f dangwame sudiggests that the later, more emphatic certainty voiced by Anders
Swanson was not a clearly stated consensus position in senior leadership, but a conviction that hard
time.

Third, there is Coxb6s verdict. As the City CI
he is explicit that he and his colleagues followed several men, that they never obtaife@ s | i g h
e v i d eagainsgt @any of them. Since Swanson placesfititka y & watchgnhQity CID, this ready

'S

hoos

e phe

/ho
ates

Se th
DN ar
bned

t e

naturally as a summary judgment on the results of that whole effort. It does not prove that no seniof offic

ever nursed a private conviction about one particular man, but it sitsaadligvwith any claim that thd

surveillance of those men yielded a robust, prosecuéady case.
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Taken together, these elements support a limited but impo [~
conclusion. The police tradition that the Ripper was a Rdkstish |
suspect called K o s mi rests kniirely on assertions made years a |
the murders by three senior officers. Those assertions are not back|
any surviving operational record and are, at the ground level, at le:|
tension with the account of the officer who describes theedlance |
field.

That does not mean the officers were wrong; it means their certair
unsupported certainty. It is a belief, not an evidence set.

Part 4: Aaron Kosminski as a Partial Name Match

The asylum patient Aaron (Aron Mordke) Kosminski was a real East '
resident:

a poor Polishlewish hairdresser : o
admitted briefly to Mile End Old Town Workhouse in July 18¢ MR. HENRY COX.

re-admitted there in February 1891, certified iNsane, &g, oot oo | oo ;méct o
transferred to Colney Hatch wi ki)

later moved to Leavesden Asylum
dead there in March 1919

The surviving reproductions of his case notes describe chronic psychosis, auditory hallucinatineg|ess|f

refusal to work, and at least one domestic incident involving a knife within the family. The pattern is jone ¢
long-term mental illness and $alare failure rather than a methodical, violent street offender with a trail of

assaults.

His Colney Hatch admission lists his nearest known relatve&® ol f ( Wool f ) Abr 3

Squar e, Co mme Thatiaddrdess Ies witlin the Bvidler Whitechapel/Stepney area, and giveq us, ii

very literal form, &l b r ot h e ridthe riphodissia. 0

From the time Martin Fido identified Aaronos

intendedfi K o s mi af Anklerson, Swanson, and Macnaghten. It is therefore worth asking how well his

documented life fits the Police Kosminski profile set out earlier.
Where Aaron Matches the Police Profile
On some points the match is straightforward:

He has the right surname: Kosminski

He is a poor Polisiewish East Ender, matching the broad ethnic and social description
He is sent to Colney Hatch, the asylum named by Swanson

His file records a close relative at 8 Lion Square, which provides a pladisible ot her &6|s
Whitechapefwansonds wording
As a hairdresser, he is very naturally someone iwwoo r ks i;n iaf sQooxpdds r e
shopworking suspect has any specific referent, Aaron fits it slightly better than a fastdrgme
based tailor would

If the only thing we knew about the suspect was that he was a-Belisgshii K 0 s mi whs dvéntually
went to Colney Hatch and had family in the area, Aaron would be an obvious candidate.

Where Aaron Diverges

| f SwamSeasdisd aefetdrcenie taken literally as the Police Convalescent Seaside Homg tha
opened in March 1890, the dating pressure immediately shifts. On that reading, the identification mugt fall

earlier than 1890, and Aaron Kosminski becomes the obvious moderimatantb test: he is the only
i Ko s miimtlelsurviving asylum record and his institutionalization begins within thei 189Q interval.
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[ﬁ" . That concession should be made plainly. A literal Sea:

than any alternative.

Anchor 6.

The O6Macnaghten Anchor o

Macnaghten places hisii Ko s mi nuederi the
OMacnaghten Anchor 6. Aar
committal, by contrast, begins with certification a
transfer to Colney Hatch in February 189@early two
full years later. Again, another explicit violation of tlj
OMacnaghten Anchor 6.

That is the first incompatibility. The second is structuf
Swanson and Macnaghten do not present a loose S
disconnected facts; they present a handling sequg
identification, rapid removal from circulation through tl
workhouséasylum machinery,ral a terminal outcomq
shortly thereafter. Aar o
match that structure. He appears in Mile End OId Tqg
Workhouse in 1890, is again at liberty, and is o
committed to Colney Hatch in 1891. This is not a rapid progressiamittentification to confinement; it i
intermittent institutional contact across an extended interval.

Accordingl vy, the divergence is twofol d: (i)

asylum timing, and (ii) the rapid handling sequence implied by Swanson and Macnhaghten musttesg

a protracted, statart course. On the suruig record, both adjustments are required simultaneously to
Aaron onto the police account, and the resulting fit depends on treating the police sequence as n
misremembered rather than loosely dated.

Workhouse Stage

Aarondos preserved record shows workhouse cont
tradition;insteadjt reflects intermittent contact over an extended interval, with asylum committal in 189
survival to 1919.

ADi ed ShortIvy192f t er war ds o

Ch(ey ln}spec or Home does, at first glance, make Aaron easier to nomihate
DonauSWanSOﬂ The difficulty is that if

Side

an

e

al.
et of
nce:

map
hateri

ac
1 anc

Swanson ends his narrative by stating that the suBpgdt e d s h o r t. Macnaghtenh stmilaslyaspedigs O

as though the suspect died soon after removal to an asylum.

Aaron did not. He is admitted to Colney Hatch in 1891, transferred to Leavesden in 1894, and dies
1919. There is no natural sense in which this can be reconciledl with e d s h o r t. Prgserang the

Aaron identification requires a stark conclusion: that the senior officers were not merely vaguarabgug

but fundamentally mistaken about whether the suspect died soon after confinement or lived for de
indeed, lived long enough to be alive when Swanson wrote thewalds e d s hor t.l y aft

At that point, the problem ceases to be minor chronological fuzziness. It becomes a claim that the mos
endpoint in Swanson6s narrative I s simply wrd

Behavioral Framing

Macnaght emdtsr @rhg alts@mi cpoidisatd a ntareremembered as dangerously violent.
surviving material usually associated with Aaron sketches a different presentation: hallucinations, rg
work, selfneglect, and at least one domestic knife incident. It is possible to read pacton as potentiall
dangerous. It is harder to see, on that basis alone, the emphatic characterization Macnaghten emplo

there
rw

cade
er

| spe
ng

The
fusal

ys. O
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behavioral axis, the fit is at best weak.

Interim Assessment

able to place under that surname. That literal reading, as has
Police Kosminski profile is taken serioustyworkhouse, rapid progressiof

corrections at once. It does not merely ask us to tolerate impredtsasks
us to treat nearly every specifi
narrative as error.

That is why this paper treats the Aaron identification not as confirmed

Mel ville Macnaght . o
Aaron in Summary
A simple comparison helps:
Policei Ko s mi etesdni d Aaron Kosminski Match?
Surnaméi Ko s mi n s | Yes Strong match
Poor Polish Jew in the East En Yes Strong match
i S e a siderdifecdtion No documentary tie VIO EE G

Anchor 6

Watchedi d ay & byndityg

cID No evidence No support
SIEOU .h eF 98 WOl Woolf Abrahams, 8 Lion Square Good match
Whitechapel
AA short tin ~ 2 years Poor match
Wor khouse Y C(Mile End Ol d Tow Potential match

Asylumihabout Mar Asylum 1891 Direct conflict

ADi ed shortly Lived to 1919 Direct conflict
AStrong homi ci| Chronic psychosis, limited violencg Weak behavioral fit

Aaron is therefore best described as a partial name match. He gives us:

the right surname

the right general background

a plausible brotherods house
an eventual arrival at Colney Hatch

I f one insisiSeadiadenBha iesa) Aados is the
obvious candidate to tesand is the only one modern researchers have peen

beer

demonstrated, vi ol ates the O6Maclna:

and death shortly thereaftethe Aaron identification demands too many

c

but

as an attempted mapping that breaks under the weight of the combinec

The conclusion is unavoidable: Aaron Kosminski cannot responsibly be equated with the suspect descril

by Anderson, Swanson, and Macnaghten. The dates alone make that equation untenable.

Swansonds margi nal not e- sprvedamcoe,nidestificatidn.econdndtal,i asd (

se

Swanson puts it) deathnto a compressed sequence, culminating in the suspect being sent from a workhou

to Colney Hatch and dyingjs hor t | y .Machaghtewl&ewdewrote that the susgesta s r €

mo

to a lunatic asy.IWhaever dllovartce okeamalkes for th8 iBy@edections of retrospdctive
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memory, both men describe an institutional afc
was not committed until 1891, roughly two full years after the last canonical murder in November 1848.

That gap also breaks the operational coherence of theqobice d | i ng narr at i wvlevel | Ma
asylum timing places the suspectds di sposal Dbef

CID surveillance lasting on the order dfée months. Those two elements are at least mutually compgtible
with a short surveillance episode ending in early 1889. They are not compatible with a suspect who|rema
at liberty through 1890 and is only certified and sent to Colney Hatch in Feb&&iy 1

Against that combined background, forcing Aaron Kosmiagkimmitted in 1892i nt o t he r|ol

Kosminski o6 requires more than minor date sl p
sequence: the surveillance must be stretchedrnonthstoyearsi s hor t | y raustbesexparaled ds o
meandnuchlate§ and t he O6Macnaghten Anchor 6 must be| r

fact that the murders had already ceased. At that point, the identification survives only by special plegding

» o O

None of this is to say that Aaron Kosminski can be categorically disproved as a theoretical candidatg for
Whitechapel murders. Rather, the conclusion is narrower and firmer: he was not the suspect whom Ander:
Swanson, and Macnaghten believed theg figentified. That matters because it forces a methodological

separation that modern discussion often blurs. If Aaron is to be treated as a legitimate suspect in tHe Rig
case, that case must be made wit houtnaratve at alwHeln g

must stand (or fall) in his own right, on evidence specific to-Hiims whereabouts, associations, conduct, fnd

any contemporaneous police interest that can actually be demonstedtest than by inheriting the authori
anddramai ¢ structure of Ander son, Swanson, and PMac
theory must account for the cessation of the murders after Kelly, given that Aaron appears to have femai
at liberty until 1891.

Accordingly, Aaron Kosminski cannot be treatdd
as that suspect fails on chronological, institutional, and practical grounds.

Part b5: David Cohen: Why He Fails as OPolice |Ko

The Cohen candidate is often introduced because his institutional timeline can be made to look supgrficie
attractive: he is confined early and dies in 1889. But that appearance dissolves once the police hand
narrative is taken as a sequence ratian s a grabag of elements.

For O6Police Kosminskid, theilas uwrewiivwihn g usoecou n twsh ¢
Ha t ¢bt@ progression: surveillance and an identification episode, followed by rapid removal throdigh tt
workhouséa syl um pat hway, with death said to foll¢w

continuing for nearly three months after Milléd s Cour t I s at | east consi

constraint on any candidate being mapped onto that handling narrative: the susgtestill be at liberty
through much of that interval if the surveillance is to be meaningful in the ordinary sefise aft c hli
man o

=)

On the surviving record, Cohen is already removed too early for that sequence to work. He was arrstec
December ¥, 1888,asi | unat i ¢ wa n #heThamasgPoliaetCourt magipteaitdd.herefore, he is
not available as the object of surveillance through the period Cox describes, and the identifi¢ation
surveillance / removal arc cannot be made to cohere without rewriting the sequence into something njateri;
different from what the dicers present. In that respect, Cohen is not merely an imperfect match; he collapse
as adolice Kosminskd mapping once théi al r e ady poird s ffacad esquarely. Where Aargn
Kosminski is too late, David Cohen is too early.

None of this resolves whether Cohen could be considered a theoretical suspect for the Whitechape| murt

®The identification of the 7 December 1888 fAlunatic wand€ef ngdy &
as fADavid (Aaron Davis) Coheno follows the reconathuofi dmcget |
(London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1987), based on matcBki hbpedafgeaj
The present paper accepts that i dentiitf idcepgdamds foor Itihmek isnagk ee fgotfr i
rather than on a single, explicit documentary statement of der
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on other grounds. It establishes only a narrojer
conclusion: whatever the merits of Cohen as a standglone
suspect, he cannot responsibly be equated with|the
+ suspect described by Anderson, Swanson, pnd
Macnaghten without treating the police handlihg
'“, narratve as substantially misremembered at the levd| of
. basic chronology and sequence. Accordingly, Cohen
. should be discussed, if at all, as an independent sugpect
t rat her than as O0Police Kos

) e R, S— .
eI Ty N

v A W ; =% For that reason, the remaining particulars ofdbeherd
tTg 3 :ne s . rFr:/O c';_'g :z;;ms?wﬁgﬂm k case- diagnosis, recorded conduct, addresses, farily
' detail, or later institutional notesre not treated here gs
cumulative evidence in his favor. They may pe
informative for understanding the man admitted under that name, but they do not supply the missing lpridge
the police tradition. In this analysis, administrative alignment (€889 Colney Hatch admission and degth
shortly thereafter) is necessary mdt sufficient: absent an independent documentary link to the rame
i Ko s mi, to thé& asseed surveillance/identification episode, or to any traceable police handling prjor to
committal, additional detail risks functioning only as narrative reinforcement of a candidate chosen or} timir
grounds. Accordingly, once the chronology excludes him fthen operative sequence, the case is |not
rehabilitated by further description.

Part 6: Aaron Kosminski, David Cohen, and the Residual Problem

The preceding sections have tested the two candidates most often advanced as solutions to the policg trac
surrounding the suspect rememberedd &0 s mi.n s ki 0

Aaron Kosminski succeeds on name andfihe r ot h e r élenenh and seci® ultimately confined jn
Colney Hatch. However, he fails completely on chronology, sequence, and death. His documented cpmmi

does not occur until 1891, and his death in |19
was removed from circulation anild i ed s hor t.ITlye 181 tommittabdatd alsp violates the
OMacnaght elbbasAtnicyh,or Aaronés institutional patehjwa:

Swanson describes: identification, refusal of testimony, close watch, workhouse admission, and refnoval
Colney Hatch. Taken together, these problems make it difficult to sustain the identification of |[Aaro
Kosminski as the man later remembered by sesficcers.

David Cohen presents the opposite temptation: his early confinement and 1889 death can appear, af a glc
to resemble the institutional arc described in the reminiscences. BdPakca Kosminsldmapping, the fit
collapses. Cohen is not named as a suspect in any police source, and no documentary bridge links him tc
City CID watch described by Henry Cox, to the Seaside identification tradition, or to thdindmes mi | s |
itself. Indeed, once the handling narrative is taken seriously as involving surveillance and an ident¥ficatic
episode prior to removal, a man already confined by late 1888 is simply not available to play that role} Coh
therefore remains an illustratiygralel rather than a demonstrable identithis is a preview of a poin
developed later in this papéPRolice Kosminslkidoes not appear in the surviving operational record.

At the end of this process, neither of the two most frequently proposed institutional candidates can be|secu
identified as OPolice Kosminski 6. They serve]l|as
fits the candidates. The suspeeiscribed with such confidence by Anderson and Swanson remains ja ree
historical figure in police memory, but one whose biographical footprint cannot yet be recovered frpm tr
surviving records.

This leaves a residual problem that cannot be resolved by further candidate substitution alone. If npt Aa
Kosminski, and not David Cohen, then who was the man the police believed they had ideatifiedhy
does he leave so little recoverable trace?

To answer that, the focus must shift from identity to disposition: from askingiwho s miwas th asking
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what may have happened to him once the police concluded that prosecution was impossible.
Part 7: Andersonds State of the Case

If the identity question cannot yet be closed, the police tradition still imposes a second quéstiatid the

officers who believed they had the man do once prosecution falleeldogic of that question is be$

approached by starting with Anderson, because Anderson sets the table for the entire problem.

Il n Andersonds telling, the case reached a po
that, in his view, resolved the question of authorship in fact, even if it could not be resolved in la
obstacle was not lack of belief, Hatk of legal traction: the witness would not give evidence, and therg
Anot hi ng c dhoolgt ordinary prasecetion.

This pairing- certainty on the one hand, and legal paralysis on the otee¢he fulcrum on which the late
tradition turns. Anderson is not offering a vague suspicion or an inference from profile; he is claiming
procedural event occurred thataeathe matter clear to the police. Yet he simultaneously acknowledge)
the ordinary mechanism of resolutietrial and conviction was unavailable.

At that point a practical question arises, an
every detail.If senior officers believed they had identified the man responsible for the murders,

prosecution was foreclosed, what followed? Did they simply walk away from a known danger because
could not be engaged? Or did they seek some other mkzavfsil, administrative, informal, or otherwis¢o

isaf el the sospegte 0

The question is not an accusation. It is a p
tolerate uncertainty; it tolerates it routinely. What is harder to tolepygchologically and institutionallyis
certailywi t hout a | awful remedy, particularly in

(whether or not correct), it is reasonable to expect that some form of resolution was pursued.

This is where Swanson becomes indispensable. Anderson tells us what the police believed and
ordinary route failed. Swanson, by contrast, tells us what happenednexteast what was later remembet
as having happened next.

Part 8: Swanson and the Implied Resolution

Swansonbs mar gi nal notes supply what Ander son
frames the case as solvkdt-unprosecutable, Swanson describes a chain of actions that reads like a p
resolution of the problem.

Il n Swansonbés account, an identification occur
refuses to testify; and the police maintain close watch. The suspect is then routed through the w
system and transferred to Colney Hatohgre he is described as being institutionalized, and thus ren
from the public, with an endpoint summarizediad i ed shor t.ly afterwardsao

Taken at face value, Swansondés description a

police did not simply disengage; they contained the suspect by means available to them once a
prosecution was blocked. Even if one allowsdome retrospective compression or imprecise phrasing
narrative is unmistakably one of removal from circulation, not abandonment.

This is the first poi nt at which the disposi
correct, then the absence of a trial is not the absence of resolution. The resolution is implied to have
through institutional channels ratitéan judicial ones.
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But Swansonds accoun-ttenssoh sobonly of identty (alreasly addressedy, ib
process. The more decisive the actions he describes, the more one expects corroborating proced
coordination, paperwork, admissions and ¢fan documentation reflecting police involvement, and sq
ability for later researchers to locate the suspect within institutional records.

Instead, the suspect vanishes.
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It is this combinatonrAnder sonds cer tend,t yc canpdl d e gvailt d eSawda
and closure, set against the surprising thinness of recoverable documentary ttnatgsoduces the nex
necessary step in the analysis. Befone can choose among explanations, one must first specify wi
abnormal about the record and the procedure as described.

That inventory follows.
Part 9: Abnormalities

Taken together, the accounts of Robert Anderson and Donald Swanson create a set of expectations

the identification of a suspect, and his subsequent handling, should appear in the surviving recq
difficulty is not that those expectations ar@net in minor or isolated ways, but that they fail in patterned
consequential fashion.

These failures are best understood as abnormalities: points at which the identification process, the p
handling that followed it, and the documentary record as a whole do not behave as ordinary practig
predict.

Abnormalities in the Identification ltself

Before turning to postdentification handling, it is necessary to note several irregular features g
identification event itself. These do not establish that the identification was incorrect, but they do help
why it failed as a legal instrumeand why what followed departed from standard procedure.

An Unusual Identification Mechanism

The identification described in the police tradition is undated, unnamed, and unsupported by any s

contemporaneous documentation. No formal identification procediwreh as a recorded parade or lineup

can be recovered. The event appears tolweva single witness, without corroboration and without
evidentiary scaffolding ordinarily required to sustain a prosecution.

Swansonbs description also preserves a small

the identification, hewaB t ak en wi t h .$bateeer pdecidelf is maamt byythat phrase, it is
the language of a routine, standardized evidentiary procedure. It suggests {frietsistance, reluctancd
management, or improvisation at the very moment the police are attempting to operatizEnadhe

ns
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identification. That detail does not prove misconduct, but it does further mark the identificatijpn a

procedurally abnormal

Identifications intended for court typically generate repetition, documentation, and institutional reinforc
This one does not. Instead, it appears in later recollection as a decisive moment that produced certain{
producing a case.

Emphasis on the Suspectds Awareness of Il dent.i

Swanson repeatedly stresses that the sukpewthe had been identified. The significance of this detail is
primarily legal; it is strategic. If the suspect believes the police can place him at the scene, his awarel
serve two practical purposes. First, it may be intended to induce a confessiber incriminating behaviof
on the assumption that the suspect does not know the witness will ultimately refuse to testify. Secon
be intended to deter further offenses by signaling thatdheeparednto hing encouraging him to keep h
head down.

If no confession follows and it did not- the police are left with the only practical recourse shorf

emer
y witl

fi

not
€SS |

it n
S

of

prosecuti on: constant sur v(@dhal a mcngl.imptiSswahnirdeosivg s

commitment of manpower. But such watching has obvious resource limits. It can be sustained for
particularly in a case of exceptional gravity; it cannot be sustained indefinitely. And if a period otleur
clock watching poduces no prosecutable act and no admissible-daBen o t h i n g whilathe pusped
is watched then the police face an unavoidable question: what comes next? It is at precisely this pq
Swansono6s |-avorkdhousesaadjeveatuatiiationalization- takes on its full significance.
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The Jewish ldentification

As discussed earlier in the analysis of the i

attributed in the police tradition to the suspect being a Jew. What matters here is-ass@ssment of thdt

issue, but the procedalrconsequence it implies.

The unresolved question of how the witness knew-twbether by recognition, disclosure, or inferencg

underscores the fragility of the identification as a legal foundation. In every plausible scenar
identification becomes more vulnerabletothalnge and more | i kely to c

de

o, th
ol

is engaged. That collapse helps explain why the case reached a legal dead end despite police certaipty.

Abnormalities Following the Identification

Once the identification failed to support prosecution, the subsequent handling of the suspect intrqduce
second set of abnormalitieghis time procedural and documentary.

Absence of a Traceable Surveillance Record

Swanson describes the suspect as being keptiinddr o s e folewing édéndfication and witness refusa).
Ordinarily, such surveillanceparticularly when conducted by City CID officer&rould be expected to leave
some documentary trace: logs, correspondence, or internal memoranda.

No such material can presently be identified. While loss of records is always possible, the complete|abse
o f corroborating surveillance documentation |[i s
importance.

Discontinuity Between City and Metropolitan Handling

Henry Coxds account i mplies City Police inv|ol

subsequent routing through Poor Law and Metropolitan institutional channels. What is missing is a recvera

handoff between those systems.

This discontinuity does not prove impropriety, but it does suggest either compartmentalization or de¢viati
from standard inteagency procedure. A suspect of the magnitude later claimed would ordinarily gepherat

clearer institutional continuity.
The Workhouse as an Intermediate Stage

The workhouse occupies a pivotal but opaque r

ol

as gateways for assessing and certifying the mentally ill, particularly when police involvement was pré¢sent
the suspect entered the workhouse as péra containment strategy, one would ordinarily exppct

documentation reflecting the circumstances of admission.

Swansonb6és account al so i ncl uddestficaionrmplaseatbel syspectwgsr

taken to Stepneywithhish ands t i ed .breelpointid notthediterdd @str&nbestraint can bg

routine - but what it signifies about posture. It aligns more naturally with an operational priority of Jecure

removal and control than with an evidentiary posture oriented toward court.

There is also a tension between Ander sonds c¢h
Anderson writes that the murderer wlasy u i et ared nharmhmml es sbut that wkeni w dj

ar
e o

paroxysms came wupon him .hiSwafnesrooncoist ya ckieoslieation oo f

handling includes the suspect being taken to Stepney with hie nds t i e d .DMh&aver the
precise reason for restramctive violence, resistance, flight risk, or simple precautitie detail implies a
level of coercion at the moment of transfer that sits uneasily with the imagé@ af and i aquitrmgan) unless

hi

one assumes either (a) that the suspect was in the grip of such a paroxysm when taken, or (b) that the p

regarded him as inherently dangerous once identified, regardless of his baseline presentation. Eithel
posture of remaal reads as containmefitst, not routine administrative processing.

way.

Yet the workhouse stage function in the surviving tradition as narrative waypoints rather than recqveral

administrative records. Given the importance later attached to the suspect, this absence is unusual.
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Institutionalization Without a Clear Police Signature

Asylum and infirmary systems did not operate without paperwork. Even allowing for routine loss, s§
destruction, and the fragmentation of archives across agencies, the chain described in the police

lectiv
tradi

implies a series of administrative evetitat would ordinarily generate multiple independent records. In|that

respect, it is notable that the very kinds of institutional records atdesugvive for candidates such as Aar
Kosminski and David Cohen: admissions, transfers, and endpoints can be traced in those cases. The
here I s that no comparable trail has yet badtem
itself supplies unusuallgonstrainingsearch parametersiamed institutions and a relatively tight timefrani
By contrast, modern attempts to align the tradition to Aaron Kosminski typically require expandi
window materially (in effect, pushing the committal forward by years) in dodferce a match.

At a mini mum, one would expect to find docum
institutions and his ultimate endpoint, such as:

DN

diffic
r

e.

g th

eni

Workhouse admission documentation (register entry and/or case note reflecting the circumstances

entry)
Workhouse discharge/transfer documentation (record of removal or transfer out, including dest
Colney Hatch admission documentation (admission register entry and initial medical reception

natio
note

Colney Hatch treatment/ward records, at least in skeletal form (observations, restraint notes, dipgno:

periodic summaries)

Colney Hatch death entry (institutional death register or equivalent)

and a corresponding civil/municipal death registration, whidf the death occurredi s h o
af t er wshould exist irrespective of whether the police case was ever prosecuted

None of these records, in a form that can be

The problem is therefore not merely the absence of a name, but the absence of a traceable administf

consistent with the decisive handlingmp | i ed by Swansondés sequence
police tradition.

This does not prove that records never existed. It does, however, sharpen the abnormality: the
describes a chain of custody that should leave multiple points of documentation, yet the suspect
unlocatable within that expected record ecyglog

Endpoint Compression

The final abnormal ity concerns not merely Sw

tradit
reme

an

knowl edge of everything that occurred after

f he
does not end with t hrey. H costipuesthréugh tranefen dovColhey It-lamchtfud €

terminates with the statement that the suspedti e d s h or t.IThis oawartd enovenaent dssa
broadly corroborated by Macnaghtenb6s stateme
whatever its precise administrative character in this context, is not an asylum; Colney Hatch
Macnaghtenés wording is taken at face -wakhause
continuation than with a narrative that ends at a vouke.

This continuity is itself striking. The workhouse functioned as a place of confinement and assessme
a suspect was lodged there, the immediate police objectemoval from the public had already beet
achieved. In that sense, a workhouse wouldinarily have served as a sufficiefitc a g Mothing in
Andersonodés descriptidcgmuoiettaeds hapent s srégeinesaan
automatic escalation beyond a workhouse into-@ng asylum confinement. Nor does Anderson dies@
deteriorating institutional crisis that would obviously necessitate transfer.

Yet Swanson not only knows that the suspect was transferred onward to Colney Hatch; he records th
part of a continuous handling narrative. This raises an unavoidable question: how did Swansor
Transfers between institutions were administeatmatters, not events that routinely generated pd
notification. A police inspector would not ordinarily be informed of such movements unless he had ex

nt
iS.

ht. Or

me,

at fac
kno

lice

Dress

a continuing interest in the individual or had participated in arranging the transfer itself.
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The same problem extends to Swansonods knowlefige
a

and their deaths did not typically prompt notification back to police officers unless the patient was fl
exceptional. For Swanson to know oy that the suspect was institutionalized, but that he was transfg
and that he later died, implies that the suspect remained on a police radar well beyond the moment
ordinary administrative custody would have ended police involvement.

ged
brred,
at wi

This does not require the conclusion that Swanson personally managed every step. It does, howeyer, in

deliberate continuity of interest. Either the police had arranged for updates to be provided, or Swar
reason to inquire and be informed. In eitlease, the suspect was not simply handed off and forgotten.

That implication deepens the central abnormality identified throughout this section. The police tr

son |

Aditio

containment, and whose ultimate fate was knowrstnéor officer. Yet the corresponding administrative tjail

describes a suspect who was treated as uniquely important, whose handling extended beyo:]wd in

- workhouse records, Colney Hatch transfer documentation, institutional notes, and death regis
remains unrecovered. The combination of high police awareness and low documentary vsspditysely
what demands explanation.

The Pattern of Abnormality

Individually, none of these abnormalities is decisive. Records are lost; recollections compress; prd
vary. Taken together, however, they form a coherent pattern: a suspect treated as exceptionally imp
later police witnesses, yet leaving@musually thin recoverable procedural footprint.

This pattern demands explanation. It is not sufficient to say merely that records are incomplete. One 1
account for why incompleteness clusters precisely at the points where police certainty, surveillar]
disposition would ordinarily be expect to leave traces.

The next section considers the principal explanatory models that might account for this -paitbout
presuming in advance which, if any, is correct.

Part 10: Explanatory Models

The abnormalities identified in the preceding section do not, by themselves, dictate a single explanati
do, however, constrain the range of explanations that remain plausible. Any satisfactory model must
for the following features simultanasly:

police certainty without prosecution

an identification that fails as a legal instrument but triggers sustained interest
continued police knowledge beyond the workhouse, including transfer and death
corroboration that the suspect was removed to an asylum

=2 =4 —a -8 9

constraints

What follows is a set of explanatory models that attempt to account for these features. They are pre
order of increasing departure from ordinary procedure, but none is offered as a conclusion. The purpg
to decide prematurely, but to mdgetexplanatory landscape and identify what each model explainsamelll
what it does not.

Model One: Ordinary Administrative Handling with Record Loss

ratior

cedu
ortan

nust
ce, ¢

bn. Tl
acco

and the absence of a recoverable institutional record trail despite tight temporal and instijution

sente
DSE S

The most conservative explanation is that the suspect was handled through standard Poor Law and as)

channels, but that the relevant records have been lost, destroyed, misfiled, or remain undiscovered.

Under this model, the police interest ends formally at the workhouse, but informal awareness |
Transfers to Colney Hatch occur for ordinary
reflects memory rather than active oversight.

This model has the advantage of requiring no deviation from lawful procedure. It is also consistent

DErSis
m

vith tl

known fragility of Victorian records. However, it struggles to explain the concentration of loss. Comparabl
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records survive for Aaron Kosminski and David Cohen. The tradition supplies specific institutions
narrow timeframe, yet no trace emerges. Most importantly, it does not adequately explain why a seni
officer would know of both transfer and dleabsent some continuing interest.

Model Two: Sustained Police Interest Within Legal and Administrative Boundaries

A second model posits that the police maintained a continuing but lawful interest in the suspe

and
br pol

Ct aff

institutionalization. Under this view, the suspect was flagged as exceptional, and police were notified ¢f ma

status changestransfer and deathwithout directly managing them.

This model explains Swansono6s knowl edge with
exceptional gravity of the case and with the tone of closure in later recollections.

Its weakness lies in the documentary gap. Sustained interest usually produces some pap§
correspondence, annotations, or cnadfsrences especially where multiple institutions are involved. T
neartotal absence of such traces remains diffitaltreconcile, particularly given the specificity of th
tradition.

Model Three: Coordinated Administrative Resolution Beyond the Courts

A third model holds that, once prosecution failed and constant surveillance proved unsustainable, tf
actively coordinated an administrative resolution designed to remove the suspect permanently from t}
sphere.

Under this model, the workhouse functions as a staging point rather than an endpoint. Transfer tg
Hatch is not automatic medical escalation, but part of a containment strategy. Ongoing police awafe
transfer and deathfollows naturally ifthe process was arranged or monitored. The thin documentary t
explained by compartmentalization, discretion, or deliberate minimization of record linkage.

This model explains the abnormalities wel/l,
corroboration by Melville Macnaghten that the suspect was removed to an asylum. It also aligns with
Andersonés framing ofedycertainty without | egal

Its cost is moral and interpretive. It requires accepting that senior police may have prioritized publig
over judicial process, operating at the edgesoofbeyond formal legality. The model remains hypothetic
but it cannot be dismissed onidentiary grounds alone.

Model Four: Misremembered or Conflated Tradition

ou

r tra

e

e po

e pul

Colr
ness
ail is

Rob

safe

=

Finally, it is possible that the tradition itself is internally distorted: that memories conflated different

individuals, stages, or outcomes; that later officers telescoped events; or that certainty hardened retros
around an incoherent narrative.

pecti

This model explains inconsistencies and gaps by error rather than action. It avoids ethical difficdlty al

requires no hidden process.

But it does so at a price. It asks us to discount the repeated, independent confidence of senior off
specific sequencing preserved by Swanson, and the asylum corroboration offered by Macnaghten. It

cers,
AlSO

to explain why misremembering wouldrtsistently point in the same direction: identification, blockage,

containment, and death.
Scope and Limits

None of these models proves what happened. Each trades explanatory power against assumption ¢
Part 9 has established is not that any particular model is correct, but that some model beyond simple i
is required. The abnormalities cannetwished away. They must be explained.

The following conclusion does not choose among these models. Instead, it reframes the problem in a
allows future suspectswhether newly discovered or already proposembe evaluated against a consisty
standard.

ost.
atter

way
Nt
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Conclusion

The Problem of Candidate Projection

This study has not sought to identify Jack the Ripper. Its narrower purpose has been to recover, as far a:
surviving record allows, the contours of the suspect remembered by senior police offiGidtsas mi, h s k

and to test whether that remembered figure can be securely anchored to any known individual.

On that question, the result is necessarily negative. Neither Aaron Kosminski nor David Cohen can be m:

to fit the police tradition without distortion. Aaron Kosminski aligns in name and family context, but f

chronology, sequence, and outcome. iD&@ohen can appear superficially attractive on institutional arc:|
- early confinement with death in 188%ut as a Police Kosminski mapping the fit collapses: he lacks
documentary bridge to police surveillance, identification, or the ndrfeo ® ik and a man alread)

confined by late 1888 is not available to participate in the handling sequence described in the tradition.

cases, candidates are forced onto a profile, rather than emerging naturally from it.
The Police Tradition as a Remembered Sequence

What does emerge clearly is something else: the police tradition itself describes a coherent handling Larrat

Robert Anderson and Donald Swanson, roughly twenty years later, convey certainty that a specific

Is on
one
any

Inb

an |

been identified, that prosecution wascked by witness refusal, and that the suspect was presented as rgmove

from public circulation. Melville Macnaghten, writing much closer to the events, corroborates asylum rg
as part of that tradition by referring to the suspect being removedagylm. At the same time, the traditig

MoV
n

shows signs of narration dritplacenamesarden, emphases shift, and later formulations sharpen bgyond

what earlier summaries will beaiso the account must be treated as a remembered sequence rathe
verbatim operational record. Even so, these accounts preserve sequence, confidetiosur@noh police
thinking, even if they cannot be converted into independently testable proof of correctness.

The Explanatory Tension: Certainty and Silence

thar

At the same time, the procedural and documentary abnormalities identified in Part 9 are real and cpnnof

dismissed as trivial. An unusual identification described as having been ariavgédt h s o me

surveillance described as extended, transfer through the worklagyken machinery, movement acrofs

institutions, asserted knowledge of the suspe
record trail- despite tight temporal andstitutional constraints together form amxplanatory problem thaf

di

ct

demands attention. Something out of the ordinary occurred, whether in memory, in administratiop, or

practice.

Part 10 set out a range of explanatory models, from ordinary administrative handling with record
coordinated administrative resolution beyond the courts. No single model can be proven on the
evidence. What can be said is that any adequgiareation must account for both sides of the ledger: i

loss
pres
igh

police certainty and continuity of asserted knowledge on the one hand, and striking documentary sijence

the other.
ExceptionalCase Handling as a Conditional Model

One implication deserves careful, limited acknowledgment. Under the subset of explanatory model$

in tl

posit containment pursued outside ordinary judicial channels after prosecution failed, the instifution

consequences of such a decisidmoth intendd and incidental would be expected to follow establish¢

d

patterns within the Poor Law and asylum machinery, including a workhouse transfer and confinement

institutions such as Colney Hatch. To note this is not to impute motive, malice, or a pastitcibane, but to

recognize that exceptional administrative decisions can have foreseeable downstream effects withjn clo

systems once formal legal remedies are exhausted. This observation is not an accusation; it is a
description of system behaviunder an exceptionahse hypothesis.

Limits of Proof and the Fact of Cessation

None of this establishes that OPol ice Kosmins
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identification, or they may have been wrong. They may have removed the true killer from circulation,

Dr the

may have mistaken a dangerous but unrelated individual for the murderer. The surviving record does ot al

that question to be answered. It slibalso be noted that the murders did, in fact, cepsessibly because th
police had their man, possibly by coincidence or some other cause. This fact should not be glossed
neither can it be treated as proof.

A Methodological Standard for Future Claims

n)

”

over,

What this study does establish is a methodological standard. The suspect remembéfenl asmi isinotd i 0

a blank name onto which any plausible candidate may be projected. He is a figure defined by a
sequence as presented in the seofficer tradition: identification described as having been arrarfiged

s ome di, fwitness refugaly surveillance, administrative containment, institutional transfer, a
outcome asserted in retrospective accounts. Any proposed suspblether newly disavered or long
discussed must be measured against that full profile, not selectively matched to one or two elemen

spec
t h
nd al

[s of

The appendices are intended to support that process by defining the administratively admissible pgpula

and record constraintgainst which any future candidate must be tested.
Administrative Record Controls and Boundary Conditions

Appendix D adds a further constraint: even when@wanson pathwajs reduced to an administrativel
testable skeleton within the surviving, searchable reeavdrkhouse discharge followed by saiwfey (or

nearimmediate) asylum admission, followed by defate h o r t | y , with a&conseaviativeeageoscreel

the number of discoverable matches is extremely small. In the Ancedéyed material surveyed, th
mechanical screen yields only a handful of administrative survivors, and only one canciidasenathin the

London/Middlesex institutional system at Colney Hatch on a s#agedischarge/admission date in eaf

1889, with a recorded death there within fo
Kosmi nski 6, a nrel thei Stepndgpeeific elantent of the satdition, which the indexed rec
does not encode reliably; nor does it supplyithe o | i s descrdpmnmassociated with the later tradition

it

y
T

brd
It

does, however, show the practKaeasami dsknid iod mdetc

pathway this general, then either (a) the relevant rdagkdge is missing from what survives in searcha
form, or (b) the pathway as remembered cannot be operationalized from the surviving record attwdt.

case, the absence of a discoverable match is not itself a refutation; it is a boundary condition imposed

survivorship.

What Would Be Required to Test Identity

If such a man is ever recovered from the record, the same metric applied here can be applied to hi

ble
n eit
DY re

n. An

that man, once recovered, also aligns with the murders themselves, then the case for identity may {inally

tested on coherent grounds. Uittien,.dP ol i ce Kosmi nski 6 remains wh
real figure in police memory, a resolved problem in police thinking, and an unresolved problem in his

Unl ess and until OPol i ce Ko-$nrhe streng sefse of sonfidesty nami
a different individual as the murdererwould require extraordinary evidence. The reason is struct
Anderson and Swanson were certain thag identified their man. Even if that certainty may have b
mi spl aced, it represents an evidentiary <cl a
Kosminski &8 was and what evidence per suadeocascldsdy
on some other suspect while the identity of
him, remain unknown would risk mistaking the elimination of alternatives for proof.

Schr°dingerdés Suspect

Il n that sense, 6Pol ice Kosminskido functions a

at
fory.

nd i
ral.
Fen
i m
e

0 P «

S

As matters currently stand, he i s s itmeJidendanydasi
that produced Anderson and Swao n 6 s € ig mottneerelydoged, but missing. It is not because gu
metaphysically ambiguous, but because the restai@ required to adjudicate their claim does not survi

s |
It is
in

accessible form. The proposition cannot presently be collapgedttor innocence on the surviving evidende,
and it also cannot be dismissed as fantasy without knowing what the senior officers believed they hadj} or w
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Unless that missing basis is recoveredr is externally disproven by demonstrable facts that make
proposition impossible6 Pol i ce Kosmi nski 6 remains both a |
claim in history.

At mi ni mum, any putative solution must do bo
proposed suspect, and (b) if proposing a different culprit, exptairdemonstrable groundsvhy the senior
of fi cer s6 ciokKod mitwasahidpleada, orather than treating it as a mere error to be asy
away.

Appendix A
Administrative Record Searches and Controls

Colney Hatch Asylum Admission Register Searches (Controlled Searches with Positive and Negat
Controls)

Exact (death 1889):
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&deadkD&e0
SelFAdmission=188B&f-Seli-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name x= psx

+10 years (death 1889 £10):
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&death-0&4-0
SeltAdmission=188B&f-SelfInstitution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name X= psx

Unbounded death (positive control):
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name= kosminski&death=188¥&e
Admission=188B&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name X= psx

Surname removed (control search):
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?death=188&fe\dmission=188B&f-Self
Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m

London Workhouse Admission and Discharge Registers (Namm&nchored Search)
Dataset:

All London, England, Workhouse Admission and Discharge Recordsi I9BU(Ancestry; provided in
association with The London Archives)

Search parameters:

1 Name: Kosminski (broad matching enabled)
1 Residence: London

1 Any event year: 1889

1 Sex: Male

Replication URL.:
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/60391/?name= Kosminski+&event=1889&residence=
n-londonenglandunited+kingdom 85535

Results (as returned by the interface):

1 Two records were returned, both appearing to correspond to Aaron Kozminski under variant s
1 No additional records were returned under the Kosminski query in this dataset with the
constraints

Control function:

This search functions as a naarechored negative control. It demonstrates that the dataset is populate
that the interface can return reract surname matches (variant spellings) while yielding no candidate
consistent with thagpoéncAnthadotiomébki 0&ac

the

t h

ume

ve

[ lond

bellin
aboy

0 anc
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https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&death_x=0-0-0&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&death_x=0-0-0&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&death_x=10-0-0&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&death_x=10-0-0&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?name=_kosminski&death=1889&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m&name_x=_psx
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?death=1889&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/9051/?death=1889&e-Self-Admission=1889-3&f-Self-Institution=Colney+Hatch&gender=m
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/60391/?name=_Kosminski+&event=1889&residence=_london-london-england-united+kingdom_85535
https://www.ancestry.co.uk/search/collections/60391/?name=_Kosminski+&event=1889&residence=_london-london-england-united+kingdom_85535
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Interpretive constraint:

This result establishes absence from the indexed London workhouse adiéssahrarge dataset under the

above constraints; it does not establish-admission outside formal Poor Law processes, nor does it rul
records not included in the indexed subset.

Appendix B:
Male Colney Hatch Admissions Prior to June 1889 with Recorded Deaths in 1889

This presents the administratively complete set of men who coifilthe record preserves them at all

P out

correspond to the earli889 tradition of a suspect removed to Colney Hatch and dying shortly afterwafds. |

enumerates all male patients recordedhm Lunacy Patients Admission Registers (MH94) as admitte
Colney Hatch (including variant institutional forms suchfia€ o | n eprior ¢ d June 1889 and whoj
deaths are recorded in the same calendar year. The purpose is documentary rather than interpretive
the full administratively admissible population against which claims concerning residence, committ
subsegant death must be tested.

The set was derived exhaustively from the MHf24%ed index and, where available, the corresponding reg
images. Inclusion was limited to male patients meeting all three criteria: (1) admission to Colney
between 1 January 1889 and 1 June 188%€ajh recorded in 1889; and (3) clear identification as ma

d to
e

- to d
al, ar

ister
Hatc
ein

the surviving record. No additional filtering by residence, diagnosis, or duration of confinement was applie

For each individual listed below, indexed Poor Law and workhouse sources were searched feasylymr
linkage consistent with a Poor Ldww o r k h o u preceding crgneittal to Colney Hatch. In practice t
included: (i) indexed Londoearea workhouse admission and discharge material available on major pla
(including the London workhouse register collections), (ii) indexed Poor Law settlement/remetesial
where searchable, and (iii) the MH94 register images where a digitized image exists. Searches were
recorded surnames with reasonable spelling variants and, where the result set became unmanage
were narrowed by year and lodglifilters rather than relying on opemded fuzzy matching. A specifi
Stepney Union linkage was not recovered for any individual in this cohort from the currently inde
digitized material. This is a negative search result only: it reflectsremmery within what is presently

searchable and does not exclude the possibility that an identifiable Stepney (or other East London) cq
survives in unindexed union papers, magi str a
digitized.

Several individuals in the cohort died within weeks of admission, a temporal pattern that remains
compatible with the latéd d i e d s h o r t phrasing;hdweverwaprd death after admission does
by itself, localize the patient to Stepney (or any other union). For most cases, the surviving indexed or

material either yields no Poor Law trace at all or preserves only minimal rdgigteentries that do noj

record preasylum residence, parish of chargeability, or the particular workHaonBemary from which the
patient was received.

The absence of recoverable Stepney linkages in an administratively complete Colnel 8&8aeath cohor
is therefore best read as a limitation of coverage and indexing rather than as an affirmative disconfir
any workhouse stage. Poor Law and lunacy committal paperwork was often routine, locally held, and
preserved; wheré survives, it is frequently outside the portions of the record that are presently index
digitally searchable. The table that follows is provided as a transparent reference set: it defines

b
his
form.

fun ul
hbly |

~
l

Ked ¢

nnec
@ €

broac
not,
Higitiz

atior
neve
bd an
the 1

administratively admissible population under theestacriteria and supplies a controlled baseline agdinst

which later recollections can be tested. It is offered as an open invitation for others to attempt linkage
- whether Stepnegpecific or otherwise using archival holdings beyond the curtgsiearchable record.

ecov
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Male Patients Admitted to Colney Hatch Prior to 1 June 1889 with Deaths Recorded in 1889

Days 1 MHo4

Name (as | Admission | Institution (as from .
No. Death date . image Notes

recorded) date recorded) admission .

available
to death
Line-level
1 | Jno Hane 188905-15 | Colney Hatch| 188906-10 26 Yes MH94 entry
only
Geo No residence

2 188905-03 | Colney Hatch| 188306-10 38 Yes L
Bodman / union field
Robt

3 188904-18 | Colney Hatch| 188906-02 45 Yes -
Haussman

4 | Hy Norveil | 188304-01 | Colney Hatch| 188305-24 53 Yes -

5 | Chas Fox 188903-29 | Colney Hatch| 188305-28 60 Yes -

6 | Jas Massey| 188301-31 | Colney Hatch| 188910-12 254 Yes -

7 | Chas Raven 1883904-06 | Colney Hatch| 188912-26 264 Yes -

8 | Robt Moyes| 18830315 | Colney Hatch | 188912-12 272 Yes -

9 |Jno Canty | 188901-04 | Colney Hatch| 188912-21 351 Yes -

10 | Jno Adams | 188901-07 | KEM(CoNeY | 0091508 | 335 ves | IMstitutional

Hatch system) variant
Suffolk Institutional

11 | Ellis Adams| 188901-19 | (Colney Hatch| 188312-09 324 Yes variant

system)

12 | WM 188903-30 | Whittingham | 18897277 . No Death year
Addison only
Arthur B. Institutional

22707 -

13 Abbott 188904-04 Colney N 1889727 No variant
14 | EAWIN 188904-17 | Colney Hatch| 18892277 . No Death year
Adams only
15 | FrancisHy | 16690506 | Colney Hatch| 18892222 : No DY
Aber only
16 | Albert 18890509 | Colney Hatch| 18897272 i N et o
Ackerley only

Search window for associated Poor Law and workhouse material: 1 January 1889 onward.

Table Notes

Admission and death dates are normalized to ISO format whetlewydata survive

AnMHO9 4

i ma g eindzatea Wwhiethebd d@iized register image is accessible online; in all
cases, the image contains only a minimal-lenesl return without residence or Poor Law union de

such
ail

Institutional variants (e.gfi Co | n ¥ are rdtained where they clearly refer to the Colney Hatch

system.

Records lacking a precise death date are included to preserve completeness but are not eva{uabk
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admissiorto-death interval analysis.
Appendix C:
Death Certificates Ordered (Barnet District, 1889)
Purpose and scope

This appendix documents the civil death certificates obtained for male patients admitted to Colne
Asylum in early 1889 whose deaths were registered later in the same calendar year. These certifi
presented solely as civiégistration corrobration of MH94 death endpoints and as negative administr

Hat
ates
tive

controls. They are not used to infer suspect identity, police knowledge, or involvement in the Whit¢char

murders.

Where recorded, the Rank or Profession field is transcribed verbatim, includifigoafiy loéafive qualifier.
Such qualifiers represent residential or institutional affiliation, not place of work. No certificate in tH
records a workplace, employer, or police role.

In all five cases, the informant of death is institutional (asylum superintendent or officer), not a
authority.

The phraséi di e d s h or tdsyecaled ia late policé sateiments, is treated here as administrz
elastic rather than temporally precise. Any death occurring within calendar year 1889 following an adt
early-1889 Colney Hatch admission is considered eligible for tegptingoses.

Certificate Extractions (ordered set)

is se

polic

tively
nissil

Admission dates, death dates, and admisiateath intervals are taken from the above table in Appendix B.
John Hane:
Admission: 15 May 1889
Death: 10 June 1889
Days from admission to death: 26
Place of death: Lunatic Asylum, Friern Barnet (Colney Hatch system phrasing)
Informant: Institutional (asylum superintendent/officer)
Rank or ProfessiorBrass finisher of 8 Wilks Court, Wilks Place, Horton
Administrative note: Residential qualifier; no workplace stated.
George Bodman:
Admission: 3 May 1889
Death: 10 June 1889
Days from admission to death: 38
Place of death: Lunatic Asylum, Friern Barnet (Colney Hatch system phrasing)
Informant: Institutional (asylum superintendent/officer)
Rank or ProfessiorCoach trimmer of 142 Maygrove Road, Kilburn
Administrative note: Residential qualifier; no workplace stated.
Robert Haussmann:
Admission: 18 April 1889
Death: 2 June 1889
Days from admission to death: 45
Place of death: Lunatic Asylum, Friern Barnet (Colney Hatch system phrasing)
Informant: Institutional (asylum superintendent/officer)
Rank or Professiomer chant 6s c¢cl erk of Bethlem Hospi{al
Admini strative note: I nstitutional affiligti
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Henry Norveil:

Admission: 1 April 1889

Death: 24 May 1889

Days from admission to death: 53

Place of death: Lunatic Asylum, Friern Barnet (Colney Hatch system phrasing)
Informant: Institutional (asylum superintendent/officer)

Rank or ProfessiorClerk of 3 Mary Street, Islington

Administrative note: Residential qualifier; no workplace stated.

Robert Moyes:

Admission: 15 March 1889

Death: 12 December 1889

Days from admission to death: 272

Place of death: Lunatic Asylum, Friern Barnet (Colney Hatch system phrasing)
Informant: Institutional (asylum superintendent/officer)

Rank or ProfessiorPainter & labourer of 3 Lily Terrace, Warwick Road, Kensington
Administrative note: Residential qualifier; no workplace stated.

Administrative observations (norrinterpretive)

1. Endpoint corroboration: For the five men for whom certificates were obtained, the civil registr
corroborate the death dates used in the MB®dved admissioo-death interval calculations.

2. Admissionto-death range: In this certificatiacked subset, intervals range from 26 to 272 d
demonstrating that the phraBed i e d s h o r tchnnot lie lomerato@alizédenarrwly witho
introducing an unsupported constraint.

hQtion:

y'S,
Ut

3. Uniform sourcing: In all cases, the informant is institutional rather than police. Occupationfl an

locative particulars on these certificates therefore cannot be assumed to originate from
knowledge.

4. Geographic pattern: All five certificates record residential or institutional affiliations ou
Whitechapel. No certificate provides a geographic bridge to the Whitechapel policing context i
by the late police tradition.

Appendix D:
Administrative Survivorship Analysis of the Generalizedd&Swanson Pathwag
Purpose and Scope

This appendix examines whether the generalized administrative sequence described in late
recollections- commonly summarized as removal from a Poor Law institution,-ineaediate asylum

admission, and death shortly thereaftecan be identified whin the surviving, searchable Victoriah

institutional record.

The exercise is explicitly documentary and administrative. It does not seek to identify any historical g
does not assert police involvement, and does not attempt to reconcile later narrative traditions bey
minimal administrative skeleton h& focus is solely on what trajectories are recoverable from indexed
Law and asylum registers as they survive today.

Source Material
All records referenced in this appendix are drawn from Ancésisyed collections, including:

London, England, Workhouse Admission and Discharge Recordg, 1984
UK, Lunacy Patients Admission Registers, 18421

poli

side
mplie

[ pol

uspe
bnd
Poor

These collections provide partial administrative coverage only. Workhouse registers typically |recot

admission and discharge dates but do not reliably encode asylum destinations; asylum registel

S el
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admissions and, in some cases, deaths, but do not consistently encode workhouse origins. Neither
preserves police involvement, ethnicity, or witness information.

Definition of the Generalized@&wanson Pathwagp

For the purposes of this appendix, tiavanson pathwais defined in its minimal administrative forn
abstracted from later recollection attributed to Donald Swanson:

1. Discharge from a Poor Law institution (workhouse or equivalent)
2. Nearimmediate admission to a public lunatic asylum, and
3. Death within a relatively short interval following admission.

No additional elements such as surveillance, witness identification, ethnicity, or named workhoarse
assumed or tested, as these are not reliably encoded in the surviving administrative record.

Scale of Screening

Thousands of individual workhouse and asylum records within the 1889 admission window were ex
against this generalized pathway. This appendix reports only those cases that survive all mechani
applied below. The resulting set reflects recsurvivorship, not historical exhaustiveness.

Linkage Rules and Filters
Records were linked using:

Exact surname match
Forename initial equivalence (e.§hosfor Thoma3
Chronological alignment permitting calculation of a dischaogadmission interval

This conservative rule was chosen to balance clerical variability against false linkage risk.
Dischargeto-Admission Gap
Cases were retained only where asylum admission occurred:

on thesame dayas workhouse discharge, or
within 17 2 days to accommodate clerical lag

Admission-to-Death Interval

Where death dates were recorded, admissialieath intervals were computed and grouped intal&0
reporting bands {80, 31 60, 61 90, 91 120 days). No interpretive definition Bfs h o waslimpased.

Age Heuristic

Where birth year was recorded, cases with estimatedEa&yéat admission were excluded. No ages w
imputed where absent.

Survivor Set (N = 6)

Only six individuals survived all cumulative filters:

Name (as Asylum Transfer Gap Daysto Death  Death Band Age (est.)
indexed) Institution
Thomas (Thos) Colney Hatch 0 days 109 91-120 ~50
Neal (Middlesex)
Thos Curtis Essex 0-2 days 7 07 30 Unknown
Alfd Ford Gloucester 0-2 days 20 0-30 Unknown
Edwd Baker Essex 0-2 days 29 07 30 Unknown

collec

amin
bal fill
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Wm Carter Nottingham 0-2 days 35 3171 60 Unknown
Borough
Neos Marshall Gloucester 0-2 days 44 31-60 Unknown

Geographic Context (NorExclusionary)

Geography was applied descriptively only, not as a filter. Five of the six survivors were admitted to prg

vinci

asylums. One individual Thomas Neal was admitted to Colney Hatch (Middlesex), the principal asyjum

serving the London/East End system. Tiginction is noted without asserting causality or priority.

The Thomas Neal Record

Thomas (Thos) Neal is recorded in the workhouse registers as discharged on 8 April 1889. On that sgme c

he appears in the Lunacy Patients Admission Registers as admitted to Colney Hatch Asylum (Middles
recorded estimated birth year is about9,83acing him at approximately 50 years of age at admission.

ex). |

The asylum register further records his death at Colney Hatch on 26 July 1889, 109 days after agmiss

Administratively, this sequence satisfies all elements of the generalized pathway simultaneoustiays
transfer, confinement within the London/Middex asylum system, and death within a defined short
admission interval. The April 1889 admission date also falls close to imprecise retrospective phrasing
ilabout ,WMthautadywring any stronger chronological claim than the recoiél stggports.

Explicit Limitations
This appendix establishes none of the following:

That Neal or any other individual originated from the Stepney Workhouse (not encoded)
That any individual was subject to police surveillance or identification

That any individual was a Polish Jew or matches later ethnic descriptions

That the survivor set is exhaustive rather than survivoighiged

Additional cases may once have existed but are no longer recoverable due to record HJosiexivay or
transcription failure.

Audit Note (Neal)

Thomas Neal 6s record can be independently ver|i

London, England, Workhouse Admission and Discharge Recordsi 1984(discharge: 8 April
1889)

UK, Lunacy Patients Admission Registers, 18421 (admission: 8 April 1889; death: 26 July 1889;

institution: Colney Hatch).
No external sources are required to confirm the administrative sequence reported here.
Conclusion

This demonstrates that the generaliZ@dianson pathwais rarely recoverable in the surviving indexs
record. Among thousands of screened cases, only six satisfy the defined administrative conditions,
one falls within the London / Middlesex asylum system in 1889. This finding neither confirmsutes rafy

hme
ost
suck

bd
aNd ¢

historical identification claim; it establishes only the documentary boundaries imposed by the survivin

record.

Mark Kennedy is a engineer with more than three decades of experience including twivey years in cybersecurity. He holds over six{
issued patents, etounded the AntiMalware Testing Standards Organization (AMTSO), and served as chair the IEEE's Security WorK
Group. He graduated cum laude from the University of Pittsburgh with a degree in Computer Science. His work applies a corsasea
evidencedriven approach to historical problems, focusing on what can be established from the surviving record without assuropti
distortion.
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The Importance ofthe Testimonyon Gilleman
by Paul Daniel

Issue #1G April 1997

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE TESTIMONY ON GILLEMAN

Paul Daniel - 23rd January 1997

Rendlng the odd book here or there, in my early days of ‘Ripper’ interest, | had no reason
1o doubt the reliability of the reputation of the ‘Canonical Five' - as they appeared to be
called - the five victims of Jack the Ripper (JTR). But as | got more deoply fascinated and
involved with the case | began to feel there was cause for questioning the validity of considering
all the women to be victims of JTR. In the case of Elizabeth Stride, there was nothing to
connect her death with JTR apart from the curious timing and the coincidence of her throat
being cut. And becauss of the lack of information or evidence, that's all it can be - coincidence.

about 20 minutes, when ‘a club member named

In every book | have read, including important
Gilfernan came upstairs and said ‘There’s a

classic documents by Paul Begg, Martin Fido,

Michael
Banks

has not always been thease with Victorian
Londonbeingthe perfect examp

—4

Fewcould afford avatch,and the synchronisatiol
of clocks was unreliabjeso when we look &his
subjectités | mportant for a
forinaccuracy |t 6s al so I mpg¢rt
a particular witness is merely estimating the timg or

timings becausewe humans tend to be pogr
estimatorsespecially if we are standing in a quepie
at the checkout, where minutes can seem (ke

C C |

Donald Rumbelow and Phillp Sugden, it has
been suggested that the amival of Louls
e 4 g
barrow at appraximately 1.00am (30 Sept 88),
disturbed the murderer, and him from
carrying out any mutilations on Stride’s body.

When | read Peter Tumbull's book, The Kiffer

for it is plain for anyone to see in the report on
the Inquest of Elizabeth Stride (which
commenced on Monday 1st October) carried in
The Times of 2nd October 1888. The actual

‘have conjured a name out of thin air if it had not
been given by Morris Eagle.

«dead woman lying in the yard."

Now this would make the time around 12.55 -
five minutes to one o'clock. Immediately,
Morris Eagle and a friend called Isaac
(Kozebrodski) went to look at the body, still
oazing blood, before rushing off to find the
police. This was BEFORE Louls Diemschiitz
retumed with his pony and cart, and entered the
alleyway leading to Dutfield’s Yard, which was,
by then, crowded with onlookers.

My feeling is that this is a vital piece of
information that, for some extracrdinary reason,
has been bypassed or overiooked by all
researchers,
Annﬂdmmmsmbeﬂmmronermm
Baxter, for whatever, now, unknown reason, did
:zl:_ailolllamnasumm. and details of
fiscovery of Stride's body only emerged
from Morris Eagle’s statements. The poor man
was ot even qualified with a Christian name.

hours!

When Icame acrosthis articlefrom edition 10 of
the Ripperologisthe late Paul Danielyho was the
editor at that time, presented I( felt) a
perfectillustration of the pitfallsvhich canexist if
we accept witness timgs at face valuend overly
rely on individual newspaper reports.

The resutt of this curious omission, and
fesearchers neglect of I, has been the
promotion of, and authentication of, the theory
that Diemschatz actually prevented JTR from
camying out mutliations on Liz Stride’s body,
Buta completely different aspect becomes clear
on taking into consideration Morris Eagle's
testimony that Gilleman was the first to dis-

In his testimony, Morris Eagle states that he
returned to the Infernational '

e —— o 01}

erwise. we ll be so convinced that
g‘;nucnint:o T."L.u,u JTRIn the middie of
committing his third murder, preventing him
from fnishing his ‘work’ and causing him to take:
out his unfulfiled frustration on Catharine
Eddowes? For that is the only reason, psycho-

cover the body, and that is that the Diem-
schtz theory becomes highly unikely, f not
complete nonsense. The body of Stride was.
found by Gilleman several minutes before the
armval of Diemschiitz, and after it's discovery.

strangers

at the dead woman This & plainly

‘stated 1 Eagle’s testimony. s why has it been

S0 compietely overioaked?. Why has it not been

‘acoested? This information changes the whole
aspect of the Liz Stride case.

the testimony of Morris Eagle conceming
Gilleman, this connection has na foundation
Sources:

The Kiifer Who Never Was
by Peter Turnbull
The Times: 2nd October 1888

With ths testimany. there is another pointer to
the possibilty that JTR was nof the

of this crime. It does appear that the ‘myths' of
this case might be taken to be more important
than the facts, and It ratner seems to me that
this particular myth has been ‘protected’ by
every single vnter on the case by the very

omission of this vitai piace of evidence, for why, wxk kK & * k%

10Ul lice to thank Peter Tumbull or bringing the lleman
attention. And for his valuabie help in me&'sﬂmmmm“w

| t hough 1 tds an wurban

more than six feet from a rat, these days we
are almost nevenore than six feeaway from a
clock. The wristwatch may be going out of fashion
but on oudaptops and microwave ovens, on our
TV screens and car dashboards, and of course, on
our everpresenimobile phones, we have instant
access to the time. We |
to find accuratesynchronised timeThis however

As we can seebased on an article ihe Times
dated 2 October 1888Paul suggesteda club
member going by the fenameless moniker of
Gilleman found the body of Elizabeth Stride
12.55am, five minutes  before Louis
Diemschitzarrived at the murder scear his pony
and trap, and five minutes before, according to the
previously accepted narrative, Diemschifz

discovered Elizabeth dead on the floor [of
Dutfiatltdds Y

Accordingto thereport Morris Eaglestatedheleft
the International Working Men's Club at abo
11.45pm to take hiGyoung ladp home, hethen
returnedafiabout 2t50 moHreabtdde P
babky &bBut ttweryt miltes avhed Gilllen4®
announced there wasfiad e ad wo man ||
yard. o

At

But if we look at other newspaper accounts, we ¢an
see there are several variationsltee Timesand

none mention Gilleman.

TihaDaily Tefegraphrepartgcetiat wagle reteredi
N b et we-pastelavan ahd a quarter twelve
o' cl.ocko

—t
o
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The Daily Chronicle MorningPost and East

London Advertisestatedhe returned ai € a b o u t judged this incident to have occurred twenty

twenty minutesto n e . 0

TheEvening Newsf 1 October 188&lls usEagle
spoke to a reportemnd said

il frequent the club. | went into it about
12.40 on this night that you are asking
meabout, which was about 20 minutes
before the body was discovered

And the Echoof the 1Octoberclaims:

AHe had | eft t he CI
twelve, but returned about one, entering by
the gateway

ub

Soowe have different
underlying theme; all the times are clearly
estimated.

When we then compare this to theouis
Diemschitzaccount, we know hgaveus an exact
time for his arrival at the club of labecause he
had seen
the top of Berner Streetbut we have task
ourselves how closely synchronised was this clock
to the one in the club?

Here we see the perils t@#king these times
literally.

So how did Gilleman fit into the story? Did he find
the body as Paul Danisliggested? Or was his role
of much less significance?

Louis Diemschitz tells us what happened that night
and we have no reason to doubt him on this. After
finding the body in the deserted yard he went
inside theclub to locate his wife and to get a
candle:

AThere were sever al
room of the club, and | told them all that
there was a woman lying in the yard, though
| could not say whether she was drunk or
dead. | then got a candle and went into the
yard,where | could see blood before |
reahed the body. o

| would suggest that Gilleman was one of those
members in the front room when Diemschitz
entered gtor shortly after 1lam and either straight
away, or a few seconds latafter viewing the
body, went upstairs to inform the members there

1Ll oydds WeeKDgobeNE88s paper

a c cCBM@iR tingidensy potenfialye iNvolging  Agris

Har ri s o sereachdda c cv8'y dliffiailp fog mest Reopies to haccuratel

m e smyleesousce airticle whidh dies in theface of evdry

what had happenetihluding Morris Eagle who

minutes after his estimated time of returning t
the club, i.e. at about lamand this is why

Gilleman was never called to the inquest. His role
was unimportant

1=

The body was discovered by Diemschitg.
Diemschitz told Gilleman (and others). Gillemat
told Eagle (anathers). That is surely what theg
evidence tells us.

—

Time estimates incorporating the use of the wqrd
fid&ud Bah alsd bedfduddrir ifigortarit Xitnegs
testimonyrelating to othetRippel®murders, such
as the discovery d?olly Nichol® s bandl |y

Chapmaron the morning of her murder.

We should not be seduced into thinking witnesges
could estimate time with any degree of precisign.
Eventoday, with all the modern advantages pf
digital timekeeping that I've already mentioned, i

estimatehetime as they go about their daily liveg.

Five minutes can feel like fifteen and vice verda,
fifteen minutes can feel like half an hour dtct t
true in todaybds techr
then we can onlgpeculate on the potential errofs
the people of thd9" centurycould make when
their only access was to publicly available clocis,
and even then, these clocks magpve been
inaccurate or gain or lose time on a daily badis,
particularlyif they werenot properly maintained.

The crucial word fiaboutd should never be
ignoredor forgotten. Any occasionwhere a
witness uses this word in terms of a time estimte
shouldawaysbetreatdwith caution as should a

other report on an event or subject.

Unf ortunately, despi teg
abilities as a researcher and writer, in this instafjce
it appearshe placed too much reliance dihe
Timesas a source ainfailing accuracyandmade
some rather overhasty conclusions
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| YRSNR2Y Q& { dza |
and Development of the Theory

Steven Blomer

t hceompani on piece by Mar KRiKgma riallylo g snts ktald tesawe
see i s an examination oift ¢elef ,hisfdatnldee ndroibdisn 4
evolution over the past 138 years.

Il n this alrdok | @Amwbkemws d nddesv Slacgpedch éw t he ar gum
it, 1 nsteexadnime vai Ilvlari ety of media reports sp
document si acdubdoogs

he arguments for and against Aaron Kosmi nsKkli

) YY)
e =
[

en
AL N 1

T Thé&Macnaghten denmanamddumrmrbruaryofiB8O9lheasntd . cdaoaes

named thr ewho3mdri vMaluvaillsl e Macnagha s na dRiepels
Thomas CuffTbeask documents first appeared in

ms
pu

T Sir Robert Andersofdbhe dutghlieo g rSa pdhey uobflt i Myh edf fi

describes the suspect but omits their name.

f ThecabSwdnson Margisatias lobpectes Madal by Slwa
Andersondés book in whi céhn dcheer spornodvdi hdeussnpae gd nrgr a
known to a | imited number of pelo®pP8Cs amdtdiyd jr
the public doOmerntbhetykeatl8988some people have
agreeing wamndhaéandehsaoteh es ungagregditoed@ih.i @ i s @ut s|i d
this article and here we will assume the majfagi
by Donald Swanson and wihtant ASwdaenrssoonn waass haegAr gerer
detailed debate on this additiRedalLi merss mendt|iPw
Hi story of the b§YwaArndsaonn Wdardg iamariikapietr dd Slgi & 4 r

T The fouwéhwbblkl ovakr tdtme FCdiomes , Detection®R I
from 1987.

f Our fiffThebC€okpi 8t e Hi stidryy Pdfi | Jwl kScuigrdeeen R [p Ip I
given its gener al reputation and signifi can|t

T We wi | | ad vsaon sloono:k Tahte Li fe and °ThymeAd aoniJ & k\Hitch
Ri pper and the Case f of, Scyo tR oabriedn ¢Y alodudtsse cPhrai pneel
1888. Anot herbyDelaomch NEanvth hgo U mm¢c®%k bhe RRsppéeflt Efwa
ot her wor ks.

Having now | aid out the groundwor k, | et 6s bedin

On'™Movember 1889, a year after the murder of | Ma

i n Ptahl el Ma P, | iGa ztehtet ear toiual & aid uspee & kos.Gd finaim Jtal & W

1The apparent reason behind his writing the memo is debated elsewhere and is outside the scope of this article.

2Notes found in Donald Swanson's personal copy GWwansanmsdlaughteoAticeé s| L i

on thel4 November 1980.

3 Fido, The Crimes, Detection & Death of Jack the Ripper, George Weidenfeld & Nicholson Limited 1987.

4 Phillip Sugden, the complete History of Jack the Ripper, Robinson Publishing, 1994.

5 Adam Wood, Swanson, Mango Books, 2020.

SRobert House, Jack the Ripper and the case for Scotland Yar|dods

7 John Malcolm, The Whitechapel murders of 1888. Another Dead Eattpublishec2018.

8 Russell Edwards, Naming Jack the Rippé&rpablished Sidgwick & Jackson 2014, updated Lyons Press, 2024,

°Dr. Anderson on Criminal &éShow Places, 6 Pall Mal |l Gazette, No v
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thi s woul d appheatn,tglimoAnsduegmseddtiaedr no r e al
very waesadta,r from convinced by the sus

ideaatvvhltoh(
pects thu:t

The next comment by An'fBaenrfso

mur deires ,gditd, s | mp

by

bl ood. 0o

Whi | e t he | ast S
Anderson believed
per haps, provide
Andersicmp@beory.

over i n t he first

i n anyhedet aiolt her

The document i t se

erson

1 ir P:LEI:T AnJ

seems to strikfeThaerai fifsernynt
peopl e who come with fags
t

of a satnreeymawmer e t hose of

The next i mportant

ossi bl e 0
3

t at ement |
h e knew \
an i ndilc at

devel olpm
hundr eld

Macnaght en M™enmder ammidumnot |be

t han t o]l a

menti ons an i6rkdbisvni chis&kli 6n ajme

| f i s, n

wh odfe Rihpeper kastemédtakeh a
i uncl eawvhgxsadttdwas wri tten.| TI

assumptwiame aing itto be a brilef

someone, on Suae tiiscdwees onfamimegg Thomas Cutbush Jas
to debate. None of these very compl iAnadteerds oi nsdgsu e
theory. However, we will examine the2diftf amenldada
however, that the Memorandum itself did not ¢nt
years after it &conrteattisonwvereael tcHewmgH y the basip f
as George R Sims, whom we wil/|l |l ook at shortlly.
The Lady Aberconway version of the Macnaght en M
ANo. 2 Kosminski, a Polish Jew, who | ived]in
were committed. He had become insane owing t
had a great hatred of women, wnthlsbebngvhios
detained in a lunatic asylum about March [ 8¢
the individual seen by the City P.C. near [Mi
I n a secondr epwisii om wds tlhadsated in the: Metr op|ol
A(2) Kosminski, a Polish Jew & resident i]n
many years indulgence in solitary vices. He
prostitute class, & had strong hioanias ydlad m tjaebnc
March 1889. There were many <circs connecfied

6susp®cto. o

Il n 1895ra jywsatr aavd er Macnaghtends memo

we have sever al media reports contradicting it

The first ofPalhlesMalils o®u zBertMadi e 1 8 9 5

AThe theory entitled to the most

stated]| t|

respect, b

®Representative Men at Home: Dr. Anderson at New89%cotl and Yard,

11 MEPO3/140 ff 17783.

12 |bid, and Adam Wood, A HISTORY OF THE MACNAGHTEN MEMORANDUM, Ripperologist Magazine #124, February 2012.

13The Aberconway version of the Memorandum.
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knowl edge, was that of Chi ef l nspector SV
investigation of all the murders, and Mr §
who Iis now dead. 0
This clearly states that the killer is not on
for t he | eaditmngd ea asmdi@da ASeu sdpercK,0 s aninm 15 ¢ shta vdet hpe
exprdashepidni on that this is hot Kosiming s kbhottt hae
di scussion Iis beyond the scope of this articl

Asecond reeppoedtasalisM®®bhi s Maijnoer fArranmur Gri ffith
Ay |l mvehrayr otAndéd s oBuispreec tWi nds dd: Magazine

AAl t hough he has achieved greater success
undi scovered crimes, and just now the tal g
Mr Anderson at the wutterly tarbaotrotri veef etfHer
murder s. He has himself a perfectly plaus
mani ac, temporarily at | arge, whose hideodu

This mar ks tthreeclkegiwh ridgg meiht onfe aAnideg swehdts e t
1895but ithighlhyweivielly and indeed probabl e,
Macnaghten and dating back to 1892.

The next mention of the theory dames paegaisn tfor

omMacnaght ahk atnMhiemédlhei dual s mentioned in the

about the man Macnaghten refers to as Kosminf§g
AOne was a Polish Jew, a known |l unatic, wh
time of the murder, and who, having after\
in an asylum. This man was safgdonowhesgaont |
of ohtihne wwolniscabl e i n

Later lann 1a8r®dtPip e laee id Gy o

retirement of I nSGClkeang

Scotland Yard: A Dé&%lerct

itds stated:
APer haps no officer
di scharge I n c o nmmeelcl
Whi techapel murders e
reluctant to talk of
in common with his <c e
shrewd surmiesei &y D
mi screant, who i s no

At the very |l east this
of t he view that t he
apparentlbjutdiodd couc cel
not @Amilder son@s téqutspe(Mto
Drui tt, wh o was favaurp
Memor andwml | Bamyacbévy
sever al i oftodsre rfsr,oms oc on c |

The next stage I n t he L _ = t
appear sualmyOHReh n an article byidGurr ARbosbuerrd SAyng

“Al fred Ayl mer (1895), 6The Detective In Real Lifed, Wi ndso
15 Arthur Griffiths, Mysteries of Police and Crime: A General Survey of Wrongdoing and Its Pursuit, vol. 1 (London: Ca®gel28.89

Ur bsl
pabi
e.

S ,

dmne
me r
ki

Var
®

h e
iteer

Z

16 Daily Telegraph & Courier, October 1899.
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Cri MeoThis, in many waysfiftmer élay aslati ideu gah d/@nQdEIehras
far mor e Hes s enptliiweesl w.hat a known individual was
al so strongly suggests that the killer wag o
Al@qduse of danger only to a particular se¢ti
Il imited district of the East End; and t ha t
as secure during the weeks tfher € itelmed mnvaarsi a|ns e
or after he had been safely caged in an agyl
Later, in December 180ftti weh & @ wEhiecnhr esgaoyPso:si n |t h
AAs recently as | ast mont h Dr. Ander son, n
that some at | east of these murders had bler
that 1t was agreed that theyower@eeald| behalaw:
them. o
The date diilszstepmoudtydh @ fndi cate a printing errqgr,
the article, or it could indicate Anderson hgd
Andemegmave an interview to wthhkeeteLovasdonepaosteddyhe
insane and had beé®h confined in an asylum
Il n 1907, Anderson published a work that pri nar
Criminals and Crime: Some flaics swamnk, SiugfgReusniitdehni:
Cri meh@at we mentioned above. 't i s evident that
fully for med.
Next, we have journalist George R Si ms, who |fr
regul ar conhhei Rebmoee nt aog the Ripper. He was| a
probabl e that much olfii what he posted came frdm
Il n his articles he frequently references a drlow
i ntontMaDgwe t t Macnaght émédupryefl®0R2ed h®uspepeotr [ ec
initially narrowed down the suspect |ist to s|lev
body was discovered in the Thames. rHeweberf origt S
had even joined the polscepthiegae di hgavihegaoaodqina
Il n 1903, Sims once again commented on the isdque
Aino one who saw the victim of Millerods Court
that of a man in the | asdA sltiatgtel eo fmoaoar et etrhrg nb |
the body of the man suspected by the Chiefs
communi cation with the Yard, was found in |th
a mont h. |l am bebhrmgknggnbohcenstdeeament, Hec
by an official whondatdheanHome o@ftfuind @ yRed o rsfe,e
one of her | ate Majestyods inspectors of pr|]is
|l tds quite evident that Sims was completely ¢or
identity was known, and he had iifirhcee R f.ceit eedd.nijl & ¢
I n an arti dcleypsb WeoerkB¢ piNelmb&3i ms :wr ot e
Al't I s betraying no state secret to say that
systematic investigation of facts that nef el
atrocities was one of three men. o
YFrom the book AThe Nineteenth Century and After, page 268. |Lec
18 Otago Witness, 18 December 1904.
PYQuot esdhfee fdewr tddlean1 302 and 5 April 03. 16 Feb 02 and 29 Mar7c3h p3
%George R. Sims, fAMy Criminal Museum, 0 LIloydoés Weekly News Lor
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Sims mentioned the threeMeimodianwidduuwal Duitn htehea ijda
namdéehe article goes on to detail further aspec
proved both advantageous and problematic for |[Ko

1. The Polish Jew fihad at one tiome been empl qye
2. Tht he swadse tohcecupant of certain premises i|n
3. Thatabeiw the district during the whole pdgri
4. That once the murders hadwltieal edivawed o iaytah|gh @
R
5.

i pper.
Thhtetman did not betray sSiagoensif ddoibéece diafh en
ceased.

We now reach the year 1910, and i nBltahcek vis@eqydi gdil n
Anderson finally pfesents us with the theory.
One d not need to be a Sherlock Hol mes |t
% ulent type; that he was I|living in |t
he was not |ivingsalgauolutelandalreda
stice. During my abs+¢#oma sae&brsead cthhd
ating the case of every man in thg¢g
ome amdbsgai nsi dnosebbiretbl And the ¢on
i's mgd aplse Jwewrse Ifow 1t is a remar klab
East End will not give up one of their n

ﬁ
)
O owm = o

A
(0]
t
u
[
g
h
t

di scovered murder sb6 a4 éaRirpper G nc rLionmedso nal r ec
t category. And i f the poliicee plosrse stsg d thee
would have been brought to justice. Scotllan
of ficers of the department will tell talegq o
unwritten rul e odt twiel Iseacoume eup Téehegeaismu,bjand I
0J atchkei pper 6 |l etter which is preserved in fhe
creation of an enterprising London journallis

>oC S5 O m O 5T O
Q
=}
o

- o >

e
d the result proved that our diagnosi s \(as
n
a

A footnote added mor e:

iHaving regard to the interest attaching tp t
identity of the murderer and of the pressiman
that the publishers would peseiphl alli relsppaot
public benefit would result from such a cqur
suffer. | will only add that when the indi|vi
only person who ihaw efvetrheé amdurad groeord at oncle
|l earned that thdessustpedecwasned tel swewar t ¢ h
The theory was now fully out in the open, and| al
Greenberg, tewisdi ©mr oMele i@ @D hexchange wag hGrodjeml
was keewms to have | ed Anderson t®&% revise thdg w
1. AHi s peoptbawebéekdiched s peopl e -weasscPolash| e
2. Awhepht he wietamensesd] t hat t h-2ewube@edec wiaskbhde ctadres,
simphg refused to give evidence against him.]|o.
3. Awhen the individual whom wevasusgeotvedl waqnpd

The third point was probab-ltyher smeswedtb daau ne [i tk

2The Lighter Side Of My Official Life, Blackwoodds maga
2?2Leopold Greenberg, #fAln the Communal Armchair, o Jewish |
(Part VI).

23 Published by Hodder and Stoughton 1910.
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an asyl um.

Anderhsemme nt f uclh &atghrdty t he theory was not :an atf|ta
Aln saying that he was a Polish Jew | Am mer
words are meant to specify race, not reli@gic
talk of the religion of a |lwmabhsoweces eaeque

a | ower | evel t han t hat of the brute. o

The book was pubhecHguséaby elBogmachoShesc r et ar, gl tWh ¢ ¢

itdés | i kely this was becauosea Chatrhescé&meadvadc k| tRl
Ri piNewverthel ess ,wairtniwbgdArstthaoktesro na & aa k ereppmaeu 1l £ nywe r
Anderson might | ose his pension, but he apparen
Comments awdrapsbchbbedrrthe foll owingSyeatandF
and IitshnBecPemplene 1912, author and crime jour
ASi r Robert Anderson has assured the writgqr
but unfortunately, i n the absence of suf fl]ic
unable to take hi m. It was a case of morall v
Anderson references the Whit ddhtea pPeoll i mer, ceevrosy gilnre
which was posthumously:published in November |19
ADetractors of the work of our British Pollic
the important distinction between mor al PpfoC
t hat are popularly classed wot hermdearsoil ¥ e #|n o
evidence is wanting. I f, for exampl e, in a r
certain human remains had not been found]| i
catal ogued among APol i ciet hfoauitl utrhees 0 e v iachedn cyee t
murderer to the gall ows, the mor al proof (gf
with the AWhitechapel murder so of 1888. De :
ASherl ock Hol mes, 0 etvleer emaswaso na edauwbetntwhayt] of
Afdetectivesod possessed the powers, and midht
Forces he would have been brought to justl]ic
wor ki ng odsiagmsegdttean pir ot ect i nnocent persojns
a case which is used to disparage our Brit|lis
of the scrupulous fairness with which they d
Il n a | ater bA®&mhbiyc hHacragmmea voeutL i And 6 Bd@aenAdaii clgai
to this, because he felt keenly the injusticg d
agai mett wadre was a ®Pack of |l egal proofo
The story goes cold for nearly three decades |af

it woul d be remiss nothetoo ymeviatsi ome | I h aktn oAvmd eifrns ¢

publ i cBhe obhi gt er Si dien OI9M§. Of fi ci al Life

Il n an interview for at leaildiledMadifin Gvbazrieatht €9 pau,b
Abberl ine explici tthheyornye n tail ot nhso uAgrhd ehres onndist s t h
i ndividuals who proposed the theory.
A6l knowd we-khoWatealc ttihee, 6t hat it has bee
that AJack the Rippero was a man who died
not hing at all of a tangible nature to suf

We ahHhaswe references made to the theory by He

24 Robert Anderson, preface, in Hargrave Lee Adam, The Police Encyclopedia, vol. 4 (London: Waverly, 1920).

25Hargrave Lee Adam , C.I.D: Behind the Scenes at Scotland Yard, Marston, 1931, 12.
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Anderson, in hi$ 1910 autobiography
I n the 1 mmeldi awienyetams pubmemat i Chnedf | Aspercs ¢mod
l etter to jour Aawhiosnt weéoegeal Re8dms di scussed,| d
Littlechild wrote:
A | knew Major Griffiths for many years. Hle
t hought he knewo.
Wewi | | momwev on to 1959, when journalist and te] e\
written by Macnaghten i n 18®dboWMykadewygr loif nglaacit
Farson visited Lady Rose MclLaren.-idDbawj nbathnepAbe
who was the daughter of Sir Mel vill e Macna@ght
memor andum written by Macnaghten, which we npw
fremamrlitewas somewhat different from the copy]| | @
the Aberconway Vv eRispipoenr#hd &Hy.ibset f ound i n
Upon | earning the name (oMo nMaacgnuaeg RErewid@tst )p o i me |k iu
When the resultingFaelsewidosi Guoi ,dewdo aimhea Ba d £td sih
the actual name was obscured at Lady Aber conjwa
Farwent pounbldioblmok on th%® Ripper in 1973
Al so i m ND%Y%®ambdeurs,t b &fao rber ntaldee a st | Lady Aber dqem
St atdgsimaresponse to a r evliheew lodfe nltointayl donfilcJCGocrkijtchk
existence of &ir Melvillebds notes.
A portion e&f Ablee veeamapompubhi shed by'ahedmi Ggkl e v
furthehe whfefni ai al police draft file was f ound|
The first full copy of the tex¥ was published i
Il n addition to the two known versswoasdiongthep o
commonly referred to as the Donner version.elAg:
Donrmveerr si on seems to be different from eithey |
i ndi vidual who N Ko$ mitiess kel H eetdh e da ntlpriess @ J e wigs hw
are | eft to Pasderamedrha selise?dohn
Unfortunately, itdés still uncertain whether ¢thi
and poorly recalled account of the Aberconway c
The discovery of t hecbaiftgheasta |hnaedesebsaiecan trheev eAadbleq C ¢
some statements about KoMomtndBgkuwe hadwadeemowemopie s
suspect .
I n the AberconwaNo venesi®wner thaewltme Whitechapgel
City PC who|[ wias]lara MietanwasSqulaejeddone ever safw
murderer o
Thef fivceirashilosn@ mpl etely removes the end of t he
(AKosmi)hekitde Aberconwayfi Vleirsi man whmnchppgéart @jc e
i ndi vi dual seen by the City P.C., near Mitre |Sq
Despite the discoveildy nkf bteh evetlmerooritya muhrwoptohstechde |b y
26 From Constable To Commissioner: The Story of Sixty Years Most of Them Misbpeténry SmithChatto & Windus,1910.
2" Found by Stewart Evans in 1993.
28 Adam Wood, A HISTORY OF THE Macnaghten MEMORANDUM, Ripperologist Magazine #124, February 2012.
29 Farson, Jack the Ripper, pp. 16, 111,18, Michael Joseph, 1973.
30 The New Statesman, Vol. LVIII, No. 1495, 7 November 1959, p. 628.
31 Cullen, Autumn of Terror, pp. 218, Bodley Head 1965.
32 Rumbelow, The Complete Jack the Ripper, pp-128, W.H. Allen & Co, 1975.
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| fnudretehde,r ftowelnotwyi ng t he di

appear to MHEeemiowaki dar acdywhy Ma €
most commonly held view appears

EmankEelenB8lGidas k Vihi@eB aRnlipagowe rad m d u Wa
di sigamdefdfkdMatoinaglhy echidsmi ssi ng

to be the caskEnuhtsl|l i Aa®BUde manidaaHMawanm
& Deatth Bfddaké&okbade RO ppe &Anide rtshoenrdg

t s
any

rai se |
few, i f
suspect. The
witness was
1973 swiftly

Such was
Detecti on

headyefaorrs .a

-

D

C C
h a
to
L tm a
h i

ikm
S W

and the individual named byilKMamnb.dghklioerc oinre | luid

dr

were in fact referr

I ng t o,rtehneaisnamé aip oFd ndvoi 6dsu a lle, s ¢

t hree i ndi viDdawa lds Nafthleiamt &«raens th,s k y

and iAmirtaipgpl&lqys a

to be a preihnmea ss uesxptercetme | vy

violentt aad@dry had 1Li8i8@e e

on October 20,
Do,e andtit hwas pai nt
Fido now formed the
oKami nsky anup Kos mi

On t he smwmathico mm@do & &
howesehs erqaueendar ch af
t heorRi ppmerand gayisne
o Fido considering
nstead had | inked
o the other

— — -+

st i mmedi at el
ers was
S made by

f, t hese

y

Donal

18&h%e.

athtiant kasc.t leTahti i A &rr eosnu |Ktoesdmi imne k |

apdwaacsiinn fdantgamead htah e

comment s

h o
s k
Va s

dFai vde od  dv@eehoeranit sheedh Utighyei te & b e B
he found one Nathan Kami
theory that David Cohen
ns ki

bt ee ti me, KO dmianse kAencdteerds 04
ter pubkeveaentanl oy tkadbo
atti tRleechiimk2 @32 Co h.e nT ha nsd
t he p-opsHdredafd tkya ntihnastk yt Haan
Kosminski to the murder of
ou

n
\

\Naor
o k |

C
Fi
ai i
ocf

or |

after the publication of
public dom
Swans onThen Lhiigsh tpeerr sSindadn

by Swanson addedMos$D,i iy

d

son provided
ebsuitn bar t unat el
rtain.

for researchers it onl

y y P

det ail s
Life and mes® of a

Yye&d8 al so saw the first book
RTh@eUncendorBhli Fawdrsk | ooked
as the Swanson Marginali a.
t be I|Iinked,
orted by Mitre
son biography

9914,
egarded Aaron Kosminski as
el f. Sugdendés arguments for such a positi
ver Su g dteonr igcoatl sdoemeaihliss wr ong such as -s+
of Aaron KosminskiThewlkeemwehe waso

on

Ti Det ect i

on t he
seriously a
Begg examined

Vi ctori an VvV e

Square witness Joé&dp\Wo dHdhair

a Vviable susp

suspect

33 Fido, The Crimes, Detection & Death of Jack the Ripper, George Weidenfeld & Nicholson Limited 1987.

*4the discovery of the family addresses of the Kosminski farplhcing him closer to Berner Street

Martin Fido, fARethinking Cohen and Kosminski.o Ripperologi
36 Adam Wood and Keith Skinner, Red Lines and Purple Pencil A History of the Swanson Marginalia, Ripperologist Magazinetd&t8, Og
2012.

7 Patricia Marshall and Chris Phillips A New Li ght
38 Adam Wood, Swanson, pp. 5637, Mango Books, 2020.
39 Paul Begg, Jack the RippeiThe Uncensored Facts, Robinson Books Limited, 1988.

40Born 1845 Kalisch, Poland. Naturalised British 1877, known to Witness Joseph Hyam Levy, no known link to Aaron Kosminski.

on Aaron Kosminski o, Ri pperol og

t heRiMap @1 #1a® & aars dc ai nn  bAed afmoSuWmdn &ja

subg

i n @ Maditrign aKoMan tnisrk i Ko svhiors ekl

Phi | iTph eS uQodnepnl eptueb | Hisshteodr ym uocf h*Jaaaklgal idirfe

a $inkaonsemi fidsrik $ tOllé s € 0 9 p eigrt ns eFki AUBPEO S

ro

¢
ec
on
at

A O t

st

41 Phillip Sugden, The Complete History of Jack the Ripper, Robinson Publishing, 1994.
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assumptions made, whi ch, ités fair to say,
Kosmi nski and hitshef abmoioky .vaaist twmnei stttieamé s o be m
Ander son f el tandal rfaugtd eme rhdaa@nd hnderresor.sp@rce mi
due to Iimited information.

Around the same ti%el saultdwnmc Med vam dtatradlk on

Thseer i ti ci sms of Andearnsdopso ttehnet inaal m gsnuishpeecce nse, 0 Iy y
i MMndersondds Sasgeantsequencanmé ontr i sheev @ fiwadso rpya &
considered wi Dlaivin dt dse hae anu xd c to f

er
nt
ht

A
di
V'S

| 20 QP4 ck the Ri ppPaaru:l wWBesg gFrwaltltisshed, greatl y teyepa

Ri pP€his was far mor ebonoekutanddt wdiiadnsd$ u gddpomds It g
susf@eat also didndot dismiss the subject or a

| n r espiomnsaend oottther pr evi oMall cya lptmahbol ri esdh ead nweovr tk
referr®hle tGormfsessi onsi d fawdaRlhpdpieWhoiétoegd hsap el -AN

Subjective Look into The Myst erWhianed tMaen iopruilgd

find, an updat ed fcooppayr tosf oint . &s$ eaevoayild saobs gel a tnem
interestinng har ttihd seh deidVCeacs eldo o kK “ExBmii mechal | e
Sugden had wubijtemdernsondesamsd specause of the
proved somewhat controversial

olly
t ¢

0 C
ur

| n 2Rolbler t aHotuhsberéesd t he Ri pper and the Ca¥®e whper

0Ander somw@s ftihnead rlyyd. | &Giedh eo-att d yn weedll Bnd regard

e d

call ed suspect books, H of uoShen d e ur ts © n fagsr asraosng ekcaasanli cne

in doing so, firmfilryons hkifd e@@s tdirei geinmpahla ss g ge s
Kosmi nsKki

Next came RusseNamiBdwalradcski ntwhiZtviRii php eonce ag a|i

Kosmi nski as the Ripperheawinltyht Isevhwol ddvl éEpdvaare
acqui PEdAmMgs Si mpson. A new DNA extractpoaeseé¢m
Edwards i n mbee dodEtainaiescra De 9 ii tsdmet tbiooo,k sol d

I n 2018 DwohprubMdlshedti aThdwWhobkchapeldAnMurhear D
whiwdhn the 20bBi RBAMN bodkisecf fume hegeampr omot e
suspect o6 and build upon the foundation stone§¢g

A minor addition to the theory waswWhioncWawsd e ad cik
Her@r ovi ded cah asmtinemalhrey case against Aaron Kosm

In 2020 Adam Woacef puh boigy mepd yhiod Do rBavlach s®wa n sIq
Ti mes of a Vi*andr imuiclhBabtbeockthiivse out si de t hvearsgd ¢
is dealt with in greatb8@Witad |t alkesap®pedidfifxermeare
on t he iAdnednet@ steyntdbffectej ecting Aaron KoBavindg k Cd
alpots forowasridbitlhhee yp of i Ko s mshneyilentgd ut nhkenrdpvernr @ e it §
|l ook at Mar%fiinr skko smmeinntsi koiheerdd g nsRee U |, Bleagg i nos

Russell EdwaNdmi ngpabtkah&9 alRé¢ pepde utr men | of F

“2Mel vin Harris (1994; 1995), The True Face of Jack the Ripp¢
43 Paul Begg, JACK THE RIPPERTHE FACTS, Robinson Books, 2004.

44 https://lwww.casebook.org/ripper_media/rps.malcolm.html

45 https://forum.casebook.org/forum/ripperedia/periodicals/casebo@kaminer/1049&asebookexaminerissuesl-7.

““Robert House, Jack the Ripper and the case for Scotland Yali
47 Russell Edwards, Naming Jack the Rippé&pdblished Sidgwick & Jackson 2014, updated 2024.

48 John Malcolm, The Whitechapel murders of 1888. Another Dead &&ififublished2018.

49 Adam Wood, Swanson, Mango Books, 2020.

50 Adam Wood, Swanson, pp 55B0, Mango Books, 2020.

51 Paul Begg, Jack the RippeiThe Uncensored Facts, pp 2268, Robinson Books Limited, 1988.
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52 Russell Edwards, Naming Jack the Ripper, Lyons Press, 2024.
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i ssiukmd Expressibon pbpég&odceonbhe scientifidofd

atd

this has not really been addressed by THHdwa rsdusb j

coveryedChri sRPppekltmdppagdisne® No. 173
Edwar doés book, accompani ed Dphyasa Okaekdeyr sid pa@@smy a

p |

wi der audience tfham ectvleear bkd,onmien sfi®adtishienog iosnt sf d w
the emphasis has shifteh gfhiflagyrhibdhicé aadil ng vi e qrc e

Kosmi ns ki

Webnmeween the rough timeline of how Antedoeseopnld
thder i ehsnd its devadl o pmd e v eamtadttaddeszds sornt it chlee i n
by Anderson, Swanson, andwduwl & ¢ eeatshegrto sséiteanres
ofidentification | inking theoxg,lBielm ntoot tlhiek emu
i nf ormati onvhancdh eivsi dceunrcreent |y unavail abl e to

Macnaghten does state:

AThere were many circumstances connectied wi

And George R. Sims in his 1907 article says:

AAnd soon after they ceased certain Facts
t hat he might have been the Ripper. o

Sot s both intriguing antdtwhatsthatiengommaibd wa
Andersonds use ofBbpbaokwaagd&itrmkei < oanecthiones!i d ofimrr o
t hatdi agnmed ssiobly i ndicate he iTwa$ esst afomeur
6Royal Wed (pluralis majestatis).

Il n concluisdemncad tl ladslueggest 8s Ander s onb ed eweeelno pledds

Cca

alicy
V e C
s e

Oh i

buitt i s tphadsitthlee suspect he eventuall yewemitvliedn

t hatln any event, it seems frothtdthé¢thhreebatye mast
byl 8&amdotf tmeande suggestion that both Ander son
comment deédeomt i ty of the killer does not stand

... Weird
Coincidences...

The name ‘Alice’ reappears consistently throughout the Whitechapel murders. We have Alice McKenzie, who
was also known as Alice Bryant and Clay Pipe Alice, there’s Rose Mylett, who sometimes went by the name
Fair Alice Downey. She was seen with two men by witness Alice Graves a couple of hours before she was found
dead on the 20" December 1888. Elizabeth Stride fancifully related how she had been saved from the Princess
Alice disaster and Frances Coles met Thomas Sadler in the Princess Alice public house, _

8Chris Phillips, fAJack the Ripper DNASBSpmRX2Hhr ougho, Ripper
54 Swanson reported comment 7 May 1895 the Pall Mall Gazette.

§ u
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u

| o

Al fred Ayl mer (1895), O0The Detective I n Real Lifed, Windsor

Ma

RI PPEROLOGI ST 175 SPRI NG 20 2 ¢



























































































































