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by the Police? 

Historical Enquiry - Extension Book. 
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This book contains greater amounts of deeper information and a variety 
of extension tasks. It is split by areas. Anyone may have a go at the tasks 
and studying the content. This is EXTENSION - it is to take you BEYOND 
the class and homework, both of which should be completed first. 

Part 1: London: 19th C 
What was London like in the 19th 

Century? 

KEY QUESTION: HOW DID SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS HELP THE 
WHITECHAPEL KILLER IN THE ‘AUTUMN OF TERROR’ OF 1888? 

1: Houses, housing and the streets 

2: Homelessness and unemployment 

3: Pollution, filth and illness 

4: Prostitution and alcoholism 

The conditions in all major cities in the mid to late 19th century were dreadful, but 
in London, the largest city in the world at the time, things were even worse than in 
most other places. London was the centre of an enormous Empire, it was a major 
port, it was a magnate for an enormous immigrant population and had been for 
centuries. 

The city was a divided city, and the poor lived in absolute squalor: occasionally 
attempts were made by philanthropists to help make conditions better, but for the 
most part, the rich preferred to ignore the poverty, the suffering, the massive 
unemployment and all the problems that accompanied these.  

All of these are some of the key factors in understanding why hunting down and 
catching the Whitechapel Killer, Jack the Ripper, was impossible for the police of 
the time, though there are others which shall be examined in a later chapter. 
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HOUSING, HOMELESSNESS AND THE 
CLASS DIVIDE 

Source 1: 

A letter to The Times, July 5th 1849 under the headline “A Sanitary Remonstrance”. 
The spelling is as in the original. 

THE EDITUR OF THE TIMES PAPER 

Sur, — May we beg and beseech your proteckshion and power. We are Sur, as it 
may be, livin in a Wilderniss, so far as the rest of London knows anything of us, or as the 
rich and great people care about. We live in muck and filth. We aint got no priviz, no dust 
bins, no drains, no water-splies, and no drain or suer in the hole place. The Suer Company, 
in Greek St., Soho Square, all great, rich and powerfool men, take no notice watsomdever 
of our complaints. The Stenche of a Gully-hole is disgustin. We all of us suffer, and 
numbers are ill, and if the Colera comes Lord help us. 

Some gentlemans comed yesterday, and we thought they was comishioners from 
the Suer Company, but they was complaining of the noosance and stenche our lanes and 
corts was to them in New Oxforde Strect. They was much surprized to see the seller in No. 
12, Carrier St., in our lane, where a child was dyin from fever, and would not believe that 
Sixty persons sleep in it every night. This here seller you couldent swing a cat in, and the 
rent is five shillings a week; but theare are greate many sich deare sellars. Sur, we hope 
you will let us have our complaints put into your hinfluenshall paper, and make these 
landlords of our houses and these comishioners (the friends we spose of the landlords) 
make our houses decent for Christions to live in. Preaye Sir com and see us, for we are 
living like piggs, and it aint faire we shoulde be so ill treted. 

We are your respeckfull servents in Church Lane, Carrier St., and the other corts. 
Teusday, Juley 3, 1849. 

Signed by John Scott, Emen Scott, Joseph Crosbie, Hanna Crosbie, Edward 
Copeman, Richard Harmer, John Barnes, and 47 others 
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Source 2 - London in 
the 1870 

Task 1: 

Two pictures by Leonard Raven-Hill of East End People:  

What can we learn about life in the East End in the 1880s from sources 3 and 4? 
Write three things in your books. 

 

Source 3 - ‘A Corner  

of Petticoat Lane’ 

  Source 4 - ‘The Hooligans’ 
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Source 5: The West End - Picadilly 
Circus, 1896 

THE London of the 19th century was a very divided city. The West End was where 
the rich people lived, had their theatres, entertainments, Gentleman’s Clubs: that had 
beautiful buildings, monuments and all the signs of the luxury bought with the income 
from Empire. The East End, on the other had, was truly a hell on earth, particularly around 
Flower and Dean Street in Whitechapel - a road down which police went in fours, it was so 
dangerous. 

Source 6 : Flower and Dean 
Street, late 1800’s 

Task 2 

How does source 5 differ from sources 2 and 6? (At least 3 differences) 
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Many people in the East End actually had nowhere to call their home. They slept in 
what was called a ‘doss house’, a dreadful building where people paid for a bed for the 
night (or day, depending on what shifts they worked). A bed cost 4d, a prostitute made 3d 
from a client 

Source 7 : ‘Happy Jack’s Canvas Palace’ a London doss house in the 1890’s 

Source 8 : Waiting outside the ‘Common Lodging House’ in Flower and Dean 
Street, 1886 
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What can we 
learn from sources 7 and 
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conditions in 
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points) 
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Source 9 : 

In a letter to the Daily Telegraph on 21st September 1888 a correspondent who 
signed himself "Ratepayer"; highlighted the problem. Referring to Thrawl Street, where 
Mary Nichols - Jack the Ripper's first victim - was lodging at the time of her murder, he 
wrote:- 

"...the population is of such a class that robberies and scenes of violence are of 
common occurrence. It is a risk for any respectable person to venture down the turning 
even in the open day. Thieves, loose women, and bad characters abound, and, although 
the police are not subject, perhaps, to quite the same dangers as they were a few years 
ago, there is still reason to believe that a constable will avoid, as far as he can, this part of 
his beat, unless accompanied by a brother officer…" (from Jack the Ripper.org) 

Many of the ‘clients’ of these doss houses were women who were unemployed and 
unemployable, who had run away from abusive marriages or relationships or who had 
mental illnesses. To make ends meet, many of them had to turn to prostitution to survive - 
literally survive. Without the money they made in this way, they and (if they had any) their 
children would freeze on the streets or starve. Many in society treated these poor wretches 
like scum rather than helping them to escape the living hell they experienced. 

This extract from a court report gives us an idea of how the people caught in these 
traps were regarded: 

Source 10 : 

‘A case at Worship Street Police Court that was reported in the East End News on 
the 5th October casts light on the immorality and violence that was endemic in these 
establishments. Mary M'Carthy, "a powerful young woman" was charged with stabbing 
Ann Neason, the deputy keeper of the Spitalfields lodging house at which she was 
staying, in the face. The Magistrate, Mr. Montagu Williams Q.C, used his questioning of 
Ann Neason to launch a blistering attack on the common lodging houses:- 

Mr. Williams: Is it one of the common lodging-houses one hears of? 

Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Williams: Then tell me this - How many beds do you make up there? 

Witness: Twenty-eight singles, and twenty-four doubles. 

Mr. Williams: By "doubleS" you mean for a man and a woman? 

Witness: Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Williams: And the woman can take any man she likes? You don't know if the 
couples are married or not? 

Witness: No, sir. We don't ask them. 

Mr. Williams: Precisely what I thought. And the sooner these lodging-houses are 
put down the better. They are the haunt of the burglar, the home of the pickpocket, and 
the hotbed of prostitution.’ (cited on Jack the ripper.org) 

 

Sources 11 and 12 - Back alleyways in Whitechapel. 

Source 13 -  A contemporary artist’s impression of 
Whitechapel streets 
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Pollution 
Pollution was another awful part of life in London in the 1800’s. Look at these two 

descriptions of ‘London Particulars’ (really bad smog): 

Source 14:  

The Times for Tuesday, 5 December 1837, describing the previous day’s fog. 

Not only was the darkness so great [in the morning] that the shops were all lighted 
up., but also every object in the streets, however near, was totally obscured from the view 
of the persons walking along. In Piccadilly the darkness was very great, and the confusion 
caused by the vehicles running against each other beyond description. About 9 o’clock 
the Hastings branch coach, which had just left the Old White Horse Cellar, while 
endeavouring to turn into St. James’s-street, ran into the shop window of Mr Hoby, the 
celebrated bootmaker, at the western corner, which it demolished with a fearful crash, 
breaking upwards of 40 squares of glass. 

Source 15: 

A London fog is brown, reddish-yellow, or greenish, darkens more than a white fog, 
has a smoky, or sulphurous smell, is often somewhat dryer than a country fog, and 
produces, when thick, a choking sensation. Instead of diminishing while the sun rises 
higher, it often increases in density, and some of the most lowering London fogs occur 
about midday or late in the afternoon. Sometimes the brown masses rise and interpose a 
thick curtain at a considerable elevation between earth and sky. A white cloth spread out 
on the ground rapidly turns dirty, and particles of soot attach themselves to every exposed 
object. 

R Russell, London Fogs (London: 1880), p. 6. 
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What do think would have been the causes of 
these ‘London Particulars’? How do you think 

that these would have helped the Whitechapel 
Killer in the Autumn of 1888?
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Source 16: Though from the 1940’s, this image is of a typical London Particular 
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Task 5:  

1:Look at all the sources on pollution, buildings and streets. 
How would these help the Killer in evading the Police? 

2: List the factors in the BACK of your book. 

3: Compare your ideas with your partner. 

4: Create a spider diagram of all the different factors (Level 3) 

5: Write a sentence under each factor to explain how it helped 
the Killer. (Level 4) 

6: Use evidence from the power points and the book to support 
your explanation. (Level 4+) 

7: Draw arrows between the factors and explain how they link 
together. (Level 5)
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Part 2: Prostitution and the 
Victims. 

Why was prostitution such a problem in 
the East End? How did the prejudices of 

the West End help Jack select his 
victims? 

Source 17: A contemporary drawing of a ‘street 
  girl’ 

The Problems Posed in the Prostitution of the East End 

There were basically two ways a woman forced into prostitution could go - she 
might work in a brothel, but that meant that her ‘employer’ would keep most of the 
money. More common were the ‘street girls’. All the victims of Jack the Ripper except one 
were street girls. They frequently experienced horrendous levels of violence from their 
‘clients’ and were horrendously misused and abused, losing teeth, needing treatment for 
bad bruising on the face and so on. To escape the horror, most of these women turned to 
drink, quickly becoming helpless alcoholics - most of the money they earned would end 
up in the tills of the many taverns, inns and public houses that were everywhere in the East 
End. Their being horrendously drunk often made them easier targets for abuse, and so 
they drank more. A downward spiral of pain and suffering - in German, a ‘Teufelskreis’ - a 
Circle of the Devil. 
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In November 1868, there were 4,349 prostitutes out of 6,515 who were street 
walking in London’s East End. 

    Source 16: Police tally of working prostitutes in 1868. 

The numbers of these poor women who were forced to turn to the streets for their 
trade and who drowned their pain and anguish in the gin houses leads to quite a major 
problem in examining their testimony and accounts. They were treated and viewed with 
scorn: 

“the fearful prevalence...of a gross state of street prostitution attended by features 
of a very disgusting character, particularly between the hours of 10 and 12 at which it is 
not fit for any respectable female to walk about and young men cannot do so without 
molestation…” (prevalence - high numbers; molestation - being annoyed or propositioned 
by the women) 

The authorities reaction to the growing numbers of these women was: 

“...there is only one remedy - repression. By the joint action of policeman and 
citizen, it can be repressed.” 

The police were not, however, so interested in the ‘repression’ as it meant that they 
were forced to spend large amounts of time on dealing with these cases rather than what 
were viewed as more serious crimes. One confidential report sums it up well:  

“...Action is attended by much trouble, by very likely a scuffle, by cross-examination 
by the Station Inspector, by the necessity of making out a written report, by the loss of at 
least four hours rest next day at the police court, by risk of blame by the magistrate and of 
other consequences...exessive (sic) zeal in this direction would at one arouse the suspicion 
of his superiors that he was paying too much attention to this class of case to the neglect 
of other duties.” 
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In simple terms, despite the worries about ‘moral decline and corruption’ on the 
part of the West End upper classes, the prostitutes were viewed as little more than a 
nuisance by the overworked police in the East End. 

Added to this, when a milliner (hat maker) called Elizabeth Cass was arrested for 
‘soliciting’ on Regent Street, the magistrate discharged her, but warned her about any 
future recurrence and recorded her profession as ‘prostitute’ as ‘no respectable woman 
would be alone on the street at 9 pm’. Cass’ employer stirred up the press and some MPs 
on his employee’s side as she had been sent to buy gloves, and the case was overturned. 
The Home Secretary and the Police were officially told off and humiliated. The man in 
charge of the Metropolitan Police, Sir Charles Warren, ordered his men not to arrest any 
further prostitutes unless an official complaint were made: this led to a huge drop in the 
number of arrests of street women in 1887-1888 and to the police more or less ignoring 
prostitutes. 

 Discussion point: 

 1: What impression do the sources give of how many of the middle and 
upper class people viewed the prostitutes in the East End?  

 2: Do you think that this was a fair judgement of these women?  

 3: Why do you think the Whitechapel Killer chose street walkers as his 
victims?  

 4: How could the Cass case in 1887 link to ‘Jack’ managing to escape 
capture? 
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Task 6 : From what we have examined so far, 
what are the problems we face in examining 
the testimonies and accounts of the ‘street 

walkers’ in the Whitechapel Murders?
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The Victims 
JACK’S reign of terror on the Whitechapel alleys and squares actually only lasted from 
the Bank Holiday of August through until the 9th November 1888 - just over nine weeks 
and five murders. There were regular deaths (though oddly not murders) and acts of 
extreme violence in the East End and the reign of terror of gangs lasted for years, not 
weeks. So: 

 WHY DOES JACK THE RIPPER STILL FASCINATE AND INTRIGUE PEOPLE NEARLY 130 
YEARS LATER? 

There are many factors in answer to this question - we shall first look at the poor wretches 
who were the Killer’s victims. Although extreme violence, as we shall see, was common, 
murder was surprisingly RARE. 

The first important thing to take into account here is that nobody is totally sure how many 
victims there actually were. The highest estimate is 18, stretched out from 24th December 
1887 to the 24th April 1891. Whilst this is still a matter for debate, there are 5 CANONICAL 
victims - that means women who are accepted by everyone as having been murdered by 
Jack the Ripper. 

TIMELINE 

31 August 1888 the body of Mary Anne Nichols, who is commonly held to be Jack the 
Ripper's first victim, is found at 3.40am in Buck's Row Whitechapel 

1st-4th September. The police begin questioning the neighbourhood's prostitutes. They 
learn about a character who the prostitutes have nicknamed Leather Apron who has 
been extorting money from them for the past 12 months. 

5th September. The Star newspaper publishes a write-up on Leather Apron, which causes 
the first murmurs of anti-Semitism in the district. 

8 September 1888. The second Jack the Ripper victim, Annie Chapman, was found in the 
back yard of 29 Hanbury Street. 

10 September 1888. Mr George Lusk, together with several other local business men, 
founds the Mile End Vigilance Committee, hoping to assist the police with their 
endeavours to catch the murderer. 
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10 September 1888. John Pizer, whom Sergeant Thick maintains is recognised as 
"Leather Apron," is arrested. He can provide alibis for the two recent murders and is 
released. 

27 September 1888. A missive addressed to ‘Dear Boss” arrives at the Central News 
Agency. It is signed JACK THE RIPPER, a name which will turn the unknown miscreant 
into a world famous legend. 

30 September 1888. The killer commits two murders in under 1 hour. At 1am the body of 
Elizabeth Stride’s is found in Berner Street, off Commercial Road; then at 1:45am the 
body of Catherine Eddowes is discovered in Mitre Square in the City of London. This 
means that another Police force, the City Police, now join into the search for Jack the 
Ripper. 

1st October 1888. The police make the Jack the Ripper letter public. 

6th October 1888. The Central News Agency receive another letter that is signed Jack 
the Ripper. The police ask them not make this missive public. 

16 October 1888 . Mr George Lusk receives a letter that is addressed "FROM HELL." It 
contains half a kidney. There is press speculation that it belonged to Catherine Eddowes. 

9th November 1888. 25 year Old Mary Kelly is found dead in Dorset Street Spitalfields. 
She is believed by many to have been Jack the Ripper's last victim. 

THE FIRST certain victim was Mary Anne Nichols (also known as Polly Nichols). 

Nichols was born 26th of August 1845. In 1864 she married a printer, William Nichols and 
the marriage lasted until1880, by which time they had 5 children. Nichols had left her 
husband on several occasions prior to her finally leaving him. At the inquest, her 
alcoholism was cited as amongst the main problems. The children remained with the 
father and he continued to support her financially until 1883 when he discovered she had 
been working as a street girl. From March 23rd until May 21st 1883, she was taken in by 
her father to ‘pick up the pieces’ but heR heavy drinking led to rows and she left her father, 
severing all contact on 21st May. In June 1886 she attended her brother’s funeral and was 
‘dressed respectably’, having taken up with Thomas Dew, a blacksmith. However, by 
October 1887, she was resident at Lambeth Workhouse or out on the streets. She 
managed to get a job as a maid and tried to quit the drink, writing to her father, but could 
not cope and after less than eight weeks, she left her employment, stealing £3 10/- of 
clothing as she left. She now dropped to the lowest ebb and spent her last days between 
two of the worst Doss Houses in Whitechapel. Just five days after her 43rd birthday, she 
was found murdered on Buck’s Row, the Ripper’s first canonical victim. 
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The policeman who found Nichol’s body, PC John Neil 97J, was walking his beat when he 
came across her corpse. As a second PC, John Thain 96J, arrived to Neil’s summons, they 
saw the cut across her throat which had almost decapitated Nichols. It was then that the 
coroner was summoned, Dr Llewellyn. He later said: 

“I have seen many terrible cases, but never such a brutal affair as this.” (reported in the 
Times). 

Source 18: Press cartoon of PC Neil coming across Nichol’s body at 3.40 am on 31st 
August 1888 in Buck’s Row. 

The Run Up 

At 1.20am that morning, ‘Polly’ had been kicked out of her doss house, ‘Wilmott’s Lodging 
House’ as she did not have the 4d needed for a bed. She had a new bonnet, though and 
is recorded at the inquest as: 

“Never mind”, Polly had said, with her customary pluck, “I’ll soon get my doss money. 
See what a jolly bonnet I’ve got now.” She pointed to the straw bonnet trimmed with 
black velvet on her head, and headed back out into the night. 
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The night was awful - summer had not really happened - there had been snow in mid July 
and there was heavy rain and occasional thunder that night, as well as the Shadwell Dry 
Dock burning down, adding to the hellish atmosphere by casting a deep red on 
everything.  

On the corner of Osborn Street and Whitechapel Road at 2:30 am, Nichol’s roomate, Ellen 
Holland, stated Polly was drunkenly leaning against a wall, and bragged that she’d made 
her doss money three times over, but had already drunk it away. She would have made 3d 
per client, needing 4d for a bed. A tall gin also cost 3d. Ellen told Polly to come back to 
the lodging house, but Polly refused, saying she would easily earn her money and 
staggered down East Whitechapel Road towards her death in Buck’s Row less than an 
hour later, as it was at 3.40 am that a carter, Charles Cross came across what he thought 
was a tarpaulin. As he drew closer, another carter, Robert Paul passed bay and Cross 
called him over. They soon realised that it was a human form, presuming it to be a drunk 
they decided simply to pull her skirts down to a respectable level as, despite her hands 
and face being cold, they were convinced her chest was moving up and down. As they 
were late for work, they decided to leave her and tell the first policeman they met, who 
was PC Mizen 55H, telling him: 

“She looks to me to be either dead or drunk, but for my part I think she is dead.” 

It was while they were telling Mizen this that Neil came across Polly across the gateway in 
Buck’s Row.  

The Ripper’s second victim was Annie Chapman, also known as ‘Dark Annie’, on the 8th 
September. Annie’s life had not always been one of pain and drudgery. In 1869 at 28, she 
had married John Chapman, a coachman, subsequently having three children. Their 
eldest daughter, Emily, died of meningitis in 1882 and their only son, John, was 
handicapped and had to be given up to a charity school. Both Annie and her husband 
turned to the bottle: Annie was arrested several times for public drunkenness and a police 
report blamed her “drunken and immoral ways” for the end of the Chapman’s’ marriage 
around 1884 or 1885. John soon died at Christmas 1886 of cirrhosis of the liver and 
dropsy. While he lived, Annie had been sent 10/- a week and had earned a little extra by 
crocheting and selling flowers. She had set up home with a John Sivvy, but that 
relationship collapsed after the death of John Chapman and the ending of the 10/- 
allowance. It was shortly after this that Annie, despite trying to get by on crocheting and 
begging, was forced to turn to prostitution to live. She had to reside in the lodging houses 
and, despite one fist fight, she was said by a lodging house deputy, Timothy Donovan, to 
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be ‘quiet and inoffensive and that this was the only disagreement he knew of her having 
with another lodger.’ This fight on August 31st was responsible for the bruises round her 
eye when she died.  

The Run Up 

On the evening of the 8th September, Annie was in the lodging house kitchen and was 
not, according to William Stevens, another lodger, ‘not the worse for drink’. She paid for 
him to fetch a pint of beer which they drank together at about 12.30 am, after which she 
went out, returning at about 1.30 am with a baked potato. Donovan came to collect the 
money for a bed, which she did not have, but told him to save her a bed as she would 
soon have the cash. When she left the house at about 1.50 am, she was not seen again by 
anyone in the house alive. 

At about 5.30 am, Elizabeth Long (aka Mrs Durrell) was walking along Hanbury Street. She 
saw a man and a woman (whom she later identified as Annie Chapman) standing up 
against number 29. She said she heard the man, whose back was to her and who was 
dressed in a long coat and a deerstalker, ask ‘Will you?’ to which Annie replied ‘Yes’. 

Around 5.15 am, Albert Cadosch, a carpenter, was in the yard of 27 Hanbury Street and 
claimed he heard a woman’s voice say ‘No’ and a thud against the fence between 27 and 
29. At 6 am, John Davis, a carter was on his way to work from number 29 where he lived. 
There was a 20 foot long passageway which connected the yard to the road and was often 
used by drunks and prostitutes. 

Source 19: 29, Hanbury Street         Source 20: Passageway at number 29 
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As he came down the stairs into the passageway, he came across the horrendously 
mutilated body of Dark Annie. Davis ran into Hanbury Street to call for help, flagging 
down three workmen, James Green, James Kent, and Henry John Holland, who took one 
look at the body and then rushed out to find the police. 

They soon came upon Inspector John Chandler of H Division on Commercial Street 

“Another woman has been murdered,” they told him. 

Chandler reached the scene by 6.10 am to find a crowd had gathered. He sent for Dr 
Philips who arrived at about 6.30 am. Like Nichols, Chapman’s throat had been cut, but 
other horrifying mutilations had been carried out and her uterus and part of her bladder 
had been removed. It was so disturbing that the doctor could not bring himself to go into 
forensic detail at Annie’s inquest. Her autopsy showed that she had advanced tuberculosis 
and not long left to live anyway. She was plump, but showed signs of malnutrition and 
there was no alcohol in her blood, so she had not spent the four hours between her last 
being seen alive and her body being found in a tavern. The scene suggested that she had 
put up little if any struggle. Her belongings were arranged around her and evidence 
showed the mutilations to have taken place after she had died. There are certain 
discrepancies in the evidence, but they need not concern us here. Suffice to say the cold 
morning and the blood loss may serve to explain why Philips put her time of death at 4.30 
am, yet Long and Cadosch both claimed to have seen or heard Chapman at around 5.15 - 
5.30 am. The 15 minutes time difference does lead to questions, especially when 
combined with Long’s identification, four days later, of a murdered woman whom she had 
never seen before the 8th, and then in an unlit roadway with a man standing in front of 
her. Nevertheless, the coroner, Wynne Baxter, accepted the testimonies of the witnesses.  

In the meantime, the press now began to have a field day in their reporting and 
speculation - there were no censorship laws regarding things like this back in the 1880’s. 
Source 21 is a prime example of the sort of reporting that was being published in the 
newspapers at the time. 
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Source 21 : The front page of the Illustrated Police News from Saturday 15th September 
1888. This was the day after Annie’s burial in plot 78 of the City of London Cemetery. 

Whitechapel Killings Page �20



Year 9 
Term 1 b

THE RIPPER  now remained silent until the night of the 30th September. Victim 3 was a 
Swedish born prostitute known as Long Liz or Elizabeth Stride. She is the hardest of the 
victims to place as she was very much a loner. She is registered in the Swedish Parish in 
London on 7th February 1866 and is registered as a spinster in July of the same year. 
Evidence seems to suggest that she may originally have come to London in ‘the service of 
some foreign gentleman’. On March 7th 1869, she married a John Stride and they jointly 
owned and ran a coffee shop. The marriage was probably starting to go sour by 1878, as 
she used the death of her husband and children as an excuse to plead money from the 
Swedish Church. The church reported her as being in ‘very poor circumstances’, though 
she is registered in census figures as being still with Stride until 1881. She spent Christmas 
and New Year of 1881 - 1882 being treated for bronchitis and then to the Whitechapel 
Workhouse. She was only a casual prostitute and turned to it if she would be otherwise 
without a bed. At this time, she was in an on - off relationship with a Michael Kidney, one 
which was rather tumultuous to say the least. She is known to have appeared eight times 
before the magistrates on charges of being drunk and incapable. 

It is known that for the four days from the 26th September until her death on the 30th, 
Long Liz was staying at 32, Flower and Dean Street, one of the most dangerous streets in 
London. Witnesses said that while there, Stride had made money by cleaning the rooms - 
it was with 6d earned this way that she went out on the day she died. 

It is now that her story becomes very confusing due to the number of witnesses and the 
seeming likelihood that there were actually TWO couple out on the streets that evening.  
At 11pm she was seen by two labourers, Messrs Best and Gardner, entering the 
Bricklayer’s Arms on Settle Street in the company of a man some 5’ 5”, with a moustache 
and who looked respectable. They were then found hugging and kissing near the door 
shortly later, and the men tried to warn her ‘That’s Leather Apron’ (more on him in the 
suspects chapter!) Rather than going to the safety of the pub, Stride and the man made 
off quickly.  

Forty Five minutes later, William Marshall saw a woman he claimed to be Stride with a man 
who was dressed like a sailor opposite his home at 68, Berner Street.  

‘The next testimony came from PC William Smith, and was regarded as one of the more 
reliable ones both by the inquest. Smith saw Stride with a man in Berner Street at 12:35 
am, across the street from the International Working Men’s Educational 
Club.’ (whitechapeljack.com) He stated the man appeared sober and respectable. He also 
noted a rose identical to that found on Stride’s corpse, something which was missing from 
the next testimony from James Brown, a dockworker, leading to the possibility of a second 
couple on the street. Another witness, Israel Schwartz, a newly arrived immigrant who 
spoke little English, claimed to see a man pulling a woman to the ground. he crossed the 
road, but heard the first man shout ‘Lipski’ and a second man who had been lighting a 

Whitechapel Killings Page �21



Year 9 
Term 1 b

pipe chased Schwartz. He was not at the inquest and therefore it was only on the 1st 
October that The Star reported his testimony.  

Source 22: The finding of Liz Stride’s body. Note that the press were convinced that two 
further victims, Emma Smith in April and Martha Tabram in early August 1888. 

At 12.15, Morris Eagle left the Jewish owned International Working Men’s Educational 
Club at 40 Berner St to ‘walk his young lady home.’ At 12.35 he returned and had to go 
back into the club through Dutfield's Yard as the door was locked. He stated he saw not 
body. Twenty five minutes later, Louis Diemschutz returned after a long day at work but his 
pony shied from entering the yard. Climbing down, he lit a match (which blew out 
immediately) and saw that it was a body. He went into the club for help stating: ‘There’s a 
woman lying in the yard, but I can’t say whether she’s alive or dead.’ When the police were 
fetched and the poor Dr Philips summoned, he noted that Stride’s throat had been cut as 
with the other two victims, but there was no other sign to make the murder like this of 
Nichols and Chapman. 
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Why, then is this killing one of the canonical victims when it seems not to tie in with the 
modus operandi of the Whitechapel Killer? Because of the fourth victim (or sixth 
according to the press of the time). 

Catherine ‘Kate’ Eddowes was a notorious drunk. Like the others, she had made a 
marriage which had soured because of her drinking - though in Eddowes case, this was to 
be two marriages. She had come down from Wolverhampton to London and seemed to 
have been well liked in general and was always singing merrily. At the time of her death, 
she was in a long term relationship with a man called John Kelly. Evidence also suggests 
that she claimed to know the identity of the Killer. On the night of the killing, at about 8.30 
pm. she had done a very drunk impression of a fire engine up and down the front of 29, 
Aldgate High St after which she took a bow and fell asleep on the road. PCs Robinson and 
Simmons then, having failed to revive her, manhandled her to Bishopsgate Police Station. 
She was incapable of giving her name and was locked up. She was checked on regularly 
and was always found to be asleep. By 12.15, she was heard singing and at 12.55, just as 
Stride’s body was being found, she staggered out onto the streets, having given her name 
as Mary Anne Kelly of 6, Fashion St. The officer who released her said the she headed in 
the direction of Mitre Square and would have arrived there some 8 minutes later. 

Source 23: Mitre Square in approx. 1900 

At 1.30 am PC Watkins of the City Police passed through Mitre Square. He carried a 
lantern and was sure there was no one in the square at the time. At around 1.35 am, three 
respectable Jewish gentlemen, Harris, Levy and Lawende, were making their way home 
from their club. Seeing a man and a woman in Church Passage, they crossed by. Lawende 
later stated that, though he had not seen her face, he was sure the woman was wearing 
the same clothes as Eddowes. He could give a description of the man, however: 
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‘He had the appearance of a sailor and was aged about 30. He was around 5 feet 9 inches 
tall, of medium build. He had a fair complexion, and a small fair moustache. He sported a 
reddish neckerchief, tied in a knot; wore a pepper-and-salt coloured, loose fitting jacket, 
and had on a grey, peaked, cloth cap. However, it should be noted that Lawende obtained 
only a quick glimpse of the man as he passed by, and since the couple were doing 
nothing particularly suspicious, he later maintained that he would not be able to 
recognize or identify the man were he to see him again.’ (jacktheripper.org) 

At 1.44 am, PC Watkins crossed from Leadenhall St through Mitre Square: what he saw 
horrified him. By 1.55 am he had summoned other PCs and Dr Sequeira. The Doctor 
stated that the death blow had come from a cut throat as the other victims, but what had 
been done to her afterwards was extreme. Suffice to say that, amongst other injuries, her 
uterus and right kidney had been removed. The autopsy surgeon did put forward that this 
might show the killer had surgical or anatomical knowledge as it was pitch dark when he 
carried out the mutilation and the right kidney is shielded by the liver.  Eddowes face was 
the first to be damaged by the Killer.  The kidney would become a piece of the puzzle 
later on 16th October.  

At 3 am, a piece of Eddowes apron was found in Goulston St in Whitechapel, covered in 
blood and gore. Rather than as the police expected, it appeared the Killer had headed 
BACK into the East End not away. A clever ploy? Above the place where the apron was 
found was a graffito scrawled in chalk: “The Juwes are the men that Will not be Blamed for 
nothing” This was washed away immediately Sir Charles Warren found out about it: the 
press questioned why Warren had ordered this done, though it is now accepted he did 
this to stop any anti Jewish riots in the East End (anti-Semitism was sadly rife and many 
Jews lived in the East End). 

The consensus was, and still generally is, that Diemschutz had interrupted the Killer just 
after he had cut Stride’s throat and hence why he killed a second victim on the night of 
30th September. His frustration also a possible reason why the level of violence shown to 
Eddowes’ corpse was higher than on the previous victims. 

THE FINAL victim was the most dreadful and occurred on the night of the 9th November 
1888. Mary Jane Kelly was unlike the other victims. She was young, pretty and had her 
own room - she was not a street girl, and though she was a drinker, she was not an 
alcoholic, however she may have used opium (common in Victorian times in the form of 
laudanum). She was about 25, Irish born but Welsh raised. She had come to London after 
a failed marriage when she was 16 and had gone from working in a high class brothel in 
the West End to prostitution from a tiny room at 13, Miller’s Court in Whitechapel. On the 
night of her murder, Kelly had been seen out at about 11.45 pm with a man described by 
a fellow prostitute, Mary Ann Cox, as: 
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“The man was short, stout, with a blotchy face. He looked to be in his thirties. He had a 
short, carroty moustache, a billycock hat, a longish dark shabby coat, and a quart pail of 
beer.” 

Cox’s evidence suggested Kelly had had something to drink as she slurred her speech 
and she was heard singing at approximately 12.30 am. Kelly was next seen out when she 
propositioned a certain George Hutchinson at about 2 am as he was going home. He 
refused and saw her make away with another man: 

‘Hutchinson watched as the man put his hand on Kelly’s shoulder and they began to walk 
back toward Dorset Street, a parcel in the man’s left hand. Hutchinson scrutinized the man, 
noticing his pale complexion, small moustache, dark hair, and bushy eyebrows. He was 
wearing a felt hat pulled low, a long dark coat, and dark spats over boots. Hutchinson 
summarized the unknown man’s look by saying he had a “Jewish appearance”. Hutchinson 
followed the two all the way back to Miller’s Court and stood, watching as Kelly kissed the 
man and let him inside. He stood outside Miller’s court until the clock struck 3 am, then left 
when nobody emerged from the room.’ (whitechapeljack,com)  

Source 24: The Press ‘report’ the slaughter of Mary Kelly.  
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Source 25:  13, Miller’s Court off Dorset Street, where Mary Jane Kelly was murdered. She 
was the only canonical victim to die indoors. 

At about 4 am, two witnesses, Elizabeth Prater and Sarah Lewis, separately stated they 
heard a cry of ‘Murder!’ However, as this was a common cry in the East End, they ignored 
it. The police surgeon put the time of Kelly’s slaughter at between 3 and 4 am. Testimony 
from a certain Caroline Maxwell stating that she thought to have seen Kelly at 8.30 am was 
dismissed as she did not know Kelly well. 

What was done to Kelly left everyone involved disturbed in extreme measure. She was the 
last of the canonical victims. 

There have been a large number of other POSSIBLE victims of the Whitechapel Killer after 
9th November 1888, but all are questionable due to various major changes in the modus 
operandi (method of operating) by the murderers. Something such as this is not common 
in serial killers and as such, most are nowadays discounted as victims of the Whitechapel 
Killer. 

The question now: 

WHO CARRIED OUT  

THESE HORRENDOUS  

ACTS? 
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Part 3: The Suspects 
Who was thought to be the Perpetrator? 

THE police had real problems in finding out the actual lead up to the crimes, not just the 
crimes themselves, and they were obliged to follow up every single piece of ‘evidence’ 
which was put to them - whether that evidence was written (such as the ‘Dear Boss’ letter), 
physical (such as the piece of apron found after the murder of Catherine Eddowes), or oral 
(such as the tales told by the prostitutes of ‘Leather Apron’). This was at a time when just 
about everything that we would expect to be taken for granted as a FORENSIC 
INVESTIGATION was either in its infancy (such as fingerprinting) or did not exist (such as 
blood analysis - at this time, they could not even be sure that blood was animal or human).  
As many of the people who were walking the streets to and from work around the times 
that the killings occurred were slaughterhouse men, and as such would be wearing 
heavily bloodstained clothes, we can begin to imagine the problems the police faced. 

The press began to have an absolute field day - it was here that ‘tabloid’ journalism, which 
relies heavily on sensationalism and a massive level of exaggeration in order to sell as 
many copies as possible, could be said to come into being. The Sun and The Star were the 
two papers which probably used and benefitted from this sensationalism the most, but 
even the grand old ‘Thunderer’, The Times, got in on the act; and it was not simply the 
London-wide press which launched into this - one of the first reports was in the Rotherham 
and Sheffield Star, and very quickly the American press and shortly after the international 
European press were getting involved. 

The police had a whole variety of suspects. Some were more likely than others. Needless 
to say, in more recent times, many other suspects have been put forward - some are 
realistic possibilities, some should be dismissed immediately as there is little or no 
believable evidence. There are over 100 who have been put forward as being the 
Whitechapel Killer! They do, however, have one thing in common - NONE of them have 
indisputable evidence as being Jack the Ripper. Evidently here we cannot examine them 
all! The major suspects on the part of the police were the following (taken from 
whitechapeljack,com) 

“Contemporaneous Police Suspects 

The following suspects are those who were ‘favored’ by officers actively conducting or 
researching the investigations at the time of the murders. There is a glaring lack of 
substantial evidence to link any of these individuals to the crimes, but regardless, each of 
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them had garnered extreme suspicion amongst inspectors and high ranking officials 
closely following the investigations. 

Montague John Druitt (August 15, 1857 – December 1888) 

Born in Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Druitt was a barrister who also worked as an assistant 
schoolmaster in Blackheath, London, to supplement his income. Druitt was named as a 
Ripper suspect by Assistant Chief Constable Sir Melville Macnaghten, when his 
decomposed body was found in the Thames on December 31, 1888; the cause of his 
death being a suicide drowning. Because Druitt’s suicide took place just weeks after the 
slaying of Mary Jane Kelly on November 9, 1888, it prompted authorities to consider him 
a prime suspect for the Ripper Murders. After further investigation, however, the only 
thing that seemed to link Druitt to the murders was the coincidental timing of his suicide 
drowning. 

In the investigation, Macnaghten incorrectly listed him as a 41-year old doctor, hence 
lessening suspicions when it was realized he was in fact a 31-year old barrister. 

Shortly before Druitt’s suicide, he was released from his duty as assistant schoolmaster. 
Some modern authors believe that Druitt may have been a homosexual, which could have 
been the reason for his dismissal. This in itself may have been enough to drive him to 
suicide. 

It was also known that his mother and grandmother both suffered from mental illness, thus 
he may have been dismissed due to fear of hereditary mental health problems. 

Druitt was in Dorset playing cricket on September 1, 1888, the day following the first of 
the canonical five murders. Druitt’s home in Kent was also miles away from Whitechapel, 
on the other side of the Thames. Most Ripper experts agree that the killer had to be local 
to Whitechapel. 

Later on in the investigation, Inspector Frederick Abberline was believed to dismiss Druitt 
as a serious suspect due to lack of any substantial evidence beyond the timing of his 
coincidental suicide. 

Seweryn Klosowski aka George Chapman (December 14, 1865 – April 7, 1903) 

Poland-born Klosowski emigrated to the UK shortly before the start of the murders, 
sometime between 1887 and 1888. He later took on the name Chapman somewhere 
around 1893 or 1894. 
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Chapman was hanged in 1903 for poisoning three of his wives. Chapman used a 
compound known as tartar-emetic, which he’d purchased from a chemist in Hastings. 
Tartar-emetic poisoning results in a very painful death, similar to that of arsenic poisoning. 

Chapman worked as a barber in Whitechapel, during the time of the Ripper Murders. 
According to author H.L. Adam, who wrote a book in 1930 about the Chapman murders, 
Abberline favored him above all other suspects. It was also noted that the Pall Mall 
Gazzette reported that Abberline continued to suspect Chapman after his convicted 
hanging. 

Many experts dismiss Chapman as a possible suspect due to the difference in his modus 
operandi, which was poisoning rather than butchering, yet he was considered to be Chief 
Inspector Frederick Abberline’s primary suspect. 

Aaron Kosminski (September 11, 1865 – March 24, 1919) 

Kosminski (born Aron Mordke Kozminski) was an insane Polish Jew who was admitted to 
Colney Hatch Lunatic Asylum in 1891. Kosminski emigrated to England in the 1880s and 
worked as a hairdresser in Whitechapel during the time of the Ripper Murders in 1888. It 
wasn’t until years after the murders that documents were discovered suggesting that a 
“Kosminski” (without a forename) was a police suspect. 

At the time of the murders, police named a “Kosminski” as one of their suspects, and 
described him as a Polish Jew in an insane asylum. Nearly a century had passed since the 
investigation before Aaron Kosminski was identified as the “Kosminski” the police had 
suspected at the time of the murders. The reasons for Kosminski’s inclusion in the 
investigation are unclear, as there is little evidence to suggest he was the Ripper. 

It is possible that Kosminski was a victim of antisemitism, or was perhaps confused with 
another Polish jew of the same age, e.g. Aaron Cohen (aka David Cohen), who happened 
to be another institutionalized Polish Jew at Colney Hatch, but with very violent 
tendencies. Kosminski was mostly harmless while at the asylum; his illness taking the form 
of auditory hallucinations, paranoia of being fed by others, and a refusal to wash or bathe. 

Melville Macnaghten named Kosminski as a suspect in his 1894 memorandum, as did 
former Chief Inspector Donald Swanson in handwritten notes seen in the margin of his 
copy of Asst. Commissioner Sir Robert Anderson’s memoirs. In Macnaghten’s memoirs he 
states that there is strong reason to believe Kosminksi is the Ripper because he “had a 
great hatred of women … with strong homicidal tendencies”. 

In Anderson’s 1910 memoirs, he claimed that the Ripper was a low-class Polish Jew, to 
which Swanson added the name “Kosminski” in the margin of his copy. Swanson also 
noted that Kosminski had been watched by police at his brother’s home in Whitechapel, 
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was later taken with his hands tied behind his back to the workhouse and later on to 
Colney Hatch Asylum, and that he died shortly after. 

In 1987, author Martin Fido searched asylum records for any inmates named Kosminski. 
His search turned up only one: Aaron Kosminski. Macnaghten’s and Swanson’s notes both 
bear descriptions of the suspect that are similar to those found in his asylum rcords, 
however, Swanson’s claim of Kosminski’s death being shortly after his admittance differ 
from his file. Aaron Kosminski died in 1919. 

Note: Naming Jack the Ripper, a recent book by author and “armchair detective” Russell 
Edwards, claims to feature conclusive evidence which names Aaron Kosminski as Jack the 
Ripper. Mr. Edwards bases his findings off of forensic evidence he obtained through DNA 
testing performed on Ripper victim Catherine Eddowes’s shawl. The shawl had apparently 
been taken from the crime scene by acting sergeant Amos Simpson, who, (now this part is 
more than a little odd…) wanted it for his wife..?! I know money was tight in 1888 
Whitechapel, but snatching a blood and semen soaked shawl from evidence in hopes of 
presenting it to your wife as a gift..? There has got to be more to this story…At any rate, 
Edwards is confident that he’s unmasked Kosminski as Jack the Ripper due to the results 
of the scientific findings outlined in his book. For more on Edwards’s story and how he 
came to label Kosminski as Jack the Ripper, please see our comprehensive editorial. 

Michael Ostrog (1833 – 1904) 

Macnaghten named him as a suspect, but researchers have failed to discover any record 
of violence or assault in Ostrog’s criminal past; his most serious offenses being fraud and 
theft. Prison records discovered by author Philip Sugden showed that Ostrog had been 
jailed in France for petty offenses during the time of the Ripper Murders. 

In his memorandum of 1894, Sir Melville Macnaghten listed Michael Ostrog among his 3 
prime suspects, describing him as such: 

“Michael Ostrog, a Russian doctor, and a convict, who was subsequently detained in a 
lunatic asylum as a homicidal maniac. This man’s antecedents were of the worst possible 
type, and his whereabouts at the time of the murders could never be ascertained.” 

Ostrog was last known to be alive in 1904, but the precise date of his death is unknown. 

John Pizer (1850 – 1897) 

Pizer was arrested by Police Sergeant William Thicke on September 10, 1888, after the 
respective murders of Mary Ann Nichols and Annie Chapman. Known as “Leather Apron”, 
Pizer was a Polish Jew who worked as a bootmaker in Whitechapel, and was believed by 
Thicke to have committed a slew of minor assaults on prostitutes. 
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Although the investigating inspector in the early days of the Whitechapel Murders had 
stated that “there is no evidence whatsoever against him”, many locals suspected Pizer 
(aka “Leather Apron”) was the killer. Pizer was later cleared of suspicion when it was 
realized that he had alibis for two of the murders. He’d been staying with relatives at the 
time of one of the canonical five murders, and was talking with a constable while 
witnessing a raging fire on the London docks at the time of another murder. 

Having known Thicke for years, Pizer claimed that he had been detained by Police as a 
result of Thicke’s animosity towards him, rather than any substantial evidence. Although he 
did have one prior conviction for a stabbing offense, there really wasn’t any concrete 
evidence that would suggest Pizer was the Ripper. 

Being absolved from any suspicions of guilt, Pizer was able to obtain monetary 
compensation from at least one media source that had pegged him as the murderer. 

The arresting officer, Police Sergeant Thicke, was later accused by H.T. Haslewood of 
Tottenham in a September 10, 1888, letter to the Home Office. The accusation was 
dismissed as having malicious intent and without just cause. 

James Thomas Sadler 

Sadler was the last suspect to be included in the Whitechapel Murders police file. Frances 
Coles, who was a friend of Sadler’s, was killed on February 13, 1891, by way of a wound to 
the throat. Sadler was arrested as a suspect in the murder, but there was not enough 
evidence against him to pursue a conviction. 

Police had considered Sadler to be a possible suspect in the Ripper investigation, but he 
had an alibis for the period during the earlier killings, having been at sea throughout the 
time of the previous Whitechapel Murders. Sadler was released without charge. 

Macnaghten connected Sadler with Coles’ murder in his 1894 memorandum, having 
noted that Sadler “was a man of ungovernable temper and entirely addicted to drink, and 
the company of lower prostitutes”. However, Macnaghten thought it unlikely that Sadler be 
in any way responsible for the earlier Ripper Murders. 

Francis Tumblety (1833 – 1903) 

Tumblety, an Irish-American, made a small fortune posing as an “Indian Herb” doctor 
throughout the United States and Canada, and was largely perceived as a woman-hating 
quack. He was connected to the death of one of his patients in Boston, but managed to 
escape prosecution after being held for three weeks in prison. 
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Tumblety despised all women, but claimed to possess a particular hatred for prostitutes. 
He had claimed to be soured on women after an earlier failed marriage to a prostitute. 
Tumblety hosted an all-male dinner party in Washington D.C., at which he displayed a 
collection of preserved female reproductive organs, proudly boasting that they had come 
from “every class of woman”. 

In 1865, he was arrested for complicity in the Abraham Lincoln assassination, but was 
released without charge. 

While in England in 1888, Tumblety was arrested on November 7th on charges of “gross 
indecency”, apparently for engaging in homosexuality, which was a criminal offense at the 
time. Tumblety fled to France while on bail and awaiting his trial, then later went back to 
the United States. Having been a notorious figure in the US for his dubious self-promotion 
and prior criminal charges, his arrest in England reported him in connection with the 
Ripper Murders. 

American reports that Scotland Yard tried to extradite him were not confirmed by the 
British press or the London police, and the New York City Police said, “there is no proof of 
his complicity in the Whitechapel murders, and the crime for which he is under bond in 
London is not extraditable”. 

In 1913, Tumblety was mentioned as a Ripper suspect by Chief Inspector John Littlechild 
of the Metropolitan Police Service in a letter to journalist and author George R. Sims. 
Littlechild had suspected Tumblety due to his extreme misogyny and prior criminal 
charges.’ 

There are problems with some of these, however. Ostrog, the Russian, is now dismissed by 
many experts as it has relatively recently come to light that he was actually in gaol in Paris 
at the time of two of the murders according to records, although these too have been 
brought into question! Tumblety may not match the description of the eye-witnesses, but 
questions must inevitably asked about how reliable these descriptions are - under the 
best of circumstances, eye-witness testimony is incredibly unreliable; how much less so in 
the dark and the narrow streets of a Whitechapel Autumn night. 
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Whitechapel CSI? 
Forensics and the Police in 1888 

There can be little doubt the that Whitechapel Killer would have been captured today. We 
have enormous capabilities at our disposal to hunt down and capture the likes of Jack the 
Ripper. Television programmes like ‘CSI’ or ‘Bones’ give us perhaps a hugely inflated idea 
of what can be done (one episode of ‘Bones’ they spend more money than most police 
force’s ANNUAL budget!!!), but there are many things that can be done. 

Discussion Point: 

How did forensic science differ in 1888 from what we have today? Which key elements we 
can access today were missing? 
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Today we would turn to DNA, CCTV, fibres amongst other things. In 1888, a full conviction 
more or less relief on a confession or catching the people in the act (in flagrante delicto). 
Today, fingerprints would be used - this was JUST beginning to come into use in 1888. 
There would be computer databases and the police would work together. Back then, 
written reports filed properly were needed, and in the Whitechapel Killings, two police 
forces were involved, many historians think working in competition to be the force to solve 
the crimes. There were autopsies carried out on the victims, but other than saying how the 
women died, they were of little use - it was impossible to tell human blood from animal at 
this time. Some photographs were taken and drawings of the crime scenes by the London 
City police force, but these were of questionable use as the crime scenes were often 
severely disturbed even before the police reached the scene. Evidence, while there, was 
not something which they could use to its greatest effect. Take into account that even 
today, catching a serial killer is not easy. Evidence like the ‘Dear Boss’ letter proved to be 
complete red herrings and the forensics did not allow for analysis of paper, DNA from the 
spit on stamps or the envelopes. Hundreds of letter from the ‘lunatic fringe’ were received, 
but all had to be pursued. 

Conclusion 
You have been given a large amount of evidence here towards answering the question of 
why the police did not manage to capture the Whitechapel Killer. Remember that in your 
assessment you must answer this question - your documentary must answer that question 
and no other. Weigh up the evidence, challenge the sources, read and research. Come to 
your own supported conclusion. All of these are required for a level 7 or 8. 

…Oh, and good luck in answering one of the most elusive questions of the 19th century 
criminal history….. 
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