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The Whole Thing in One Page
Jack the Ripper is one of history's most famous unidentified murderers, but
that fame confuses three different problems. First, investigators had to
decide which Whitechapel killings belonged to one series. Then newspapers
and letters turned an unknown attacker into a named character. Finally,
generations of writers tried to attach that character to a suspect. Each step
was an act of inference. Each could outrun the evidence.

The familiar figure arrives pre-packaged: gentleman's coat, fog, medical
bag, taunting intelligence and a taste for publicity. No surviving fact
establishes that portrait. The firm record begins with murdered women,
damaged bodies, brief witness sightings and police papers made under
pressure. The Whitechapel murder case papers cover eleven victims
between April 1888 and February 1891. Five deaths from 31 August to 9
November 1888 became the canonical group: Mary Ann Nichols, Annie
Chapman, Elizabeth Stride, Catherine Eddowes and Mary Jane Kelly.
Similar wounds and compressed timing make a common offender a strong
explanation for much of that cluster. Stride's different injuries and the wider
file keep the boundary uncertain.

Whitechapel supplied opportunity without supplying a single victim type.
Nightly lodging, insecure work, homelessness and constant movement
placed poor women in exposed streets and left weak documentary trails.
Nichols, Chapman, Stride, Eddowes and Kelly had different histories of
marriage, motherhood, migration, work, illness, separation and lodging.
Contemporary authorities and later storytellers compressed them into
prostitutes. Sex work is securely relevant to some lives and less certain in
others, especially on the final night. The category cannot safely dictate the
offender's method or motive.

The attacks reveal more than they identify. Throat cutting and abdominal
injury link several murders. They do not prove that the killer was a surgeon,
butcher, foreigner, gentleman or madman. Doctors disagreed about
anatomical skill. Witnesses described different men in poor light. Four
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canonical sites fell within Metropolitan Police territory; Eddowes was killed
inside the City of London, and part of her apron was found back across the
boundary. Detectives searched lodging houses, checked alibis, circulated
descriptions and processed an expanding mass of claims without
fingerprints, blood grouping, DNA or one command structure for every
scene.

The name arrived through the post. Dear Boss introduced Jack the Ripper;
Saucy Jacky claimed the double event; From Hell came with part of a
human kidney. None is authenticated as the murderer's work. Linguistic
analysis supports a link between the first two texts, not between their writer
and the killings. Once police and newspapers reproduced the messages, a
compact investigative label became a speaking villain and a model for
hoaxers.

Suspects inherit every earlier uncertainty. Druitt, Kosminski, Ostrog,
Tumblety and Chapman matter because police or former officers considered
them. Royal conspirators, famous artists and disputed diaries show how a
striking story can be mistaken for discriminating evidence. The shawl claim
does no better: its crime-scene provenance is unproved, mitochondrial DNA
cannot individualise Aaron Kosminski, and the journal's unresolved
expression of concern records that the original raw mtDNA data could not
be examined. A 2025 correction added funding information only.

The murders created a pattern. Publicity created Jack. Missing links created
room for suspects. The case endures because those three constructions are
repeatedly treated as one solved fact.

That is the book.

Why You Should Care
You already know the murderer's name. You may not know the names of
the women he killed. That imbalance is the first piece of evidence in the
case, though it tells us more about memory than murder.

Jack the Ripper never existed as an identified person. The name arrived in a
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letter, was printed because it was irresistible, and outlived every officer,
witness and suspect attached to the inquiry. Nichols, Chapman, Stride,
Eddowes and Kelly became a numbered sequence. A man nobody could
name acquired a voice, costume and personality. Five documented people
were reduced to supporting parts in his story. Their lives became prefaces
to his legend.

That reversal makes the case useful far beyond true crime. It shows how
uncertainty creates demand rather than silence. A solved murder narrows.
An unsolved one can absorb whatever its audience fears: immigrant
strangers, sexual danger, corrupt elites, incompetent government, secret
societies, mental illness, modernity itself. Each age finds a suspect who
looks like its preferred explanation. The Victorian press found foreigners,
doctors and butchers. Later writers found princes, painters and
conspiracies. The laboratory age found DNA on an object whose route from
crime scene to testing bench cannot be demonstrated.

The case also catches policing at an awkward moment. London in 1888 was
a modern city without modern homicide investigation. It had telegraphs,
mass newspapers, railways, street lighting, beat constables and a central
detective department. It lacked the systems now treated as ordinary:
protected scenes, fingerprint databases, blood typing, forensic genetics,
interoperable records and a shared command structure across every
London jurisdiction. The police were capable enough to generate a thick
record and limited enough to leave the central question open. That
combination matters. We can watch investigators reason, miss, revise and
drown in information without pretending that one absent technique would
have solved everything.

Whitechapel matters too, because the murderer used conditions he did not
create. Nightly lodging, unstable work, homelessness, alcohol dependence,
separation from family and the legal weakness of poor women made some
lives easier to approach and easier to misdescribe. The old label prostitute
turned a complex set of biographies into a supposed victim profile.
Correcting it does not require inventing a cleaner category. It requires
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admitting that records of marginal lives are patchy, that selling sex could be
occasional rather than an identity, and that nobody needs respectability to
deserve historical care.

Finally, the Ripper case is a training ground for evidence. A suspect can fit
without being identified. A source can be contemporary and still be wrong. A
police opinion written six years later is not the same as a case note made
during the hunt. Two DNA sequences can correspond without proving when
material arrived on an object, how the object reached the scene, or which
maternal relative supplied it. A story feels strongest when every loose piece
has been assigned a place. Evidence often grows stronger by leaving some
pieces unassigned. The murder sites lie within a compact part of London,
yet proximity does not turn every nearby man, institution or object into a
connection. Geography can organise inquiry. It cannot name an offender.

There are limits. No reconstruction can recover the killer's private motive,
the exact victim count or the reason the attacks stopped. The surviving
archive is partial, police-centred and uneven. Any book that names the
murderer with confidence is selling closure the record does not contain.

What remains is better than a parlour game. It is a compressed history of
murder, urban vulnerability, policing, publicity and the human appetite to
make an ending where none survives. The mystery cannot be closed. It can
be understood.

The Core Ideas
The Case Was Assembled, Not Found
A murder series is an argument before it is a fact. Investigators place
separate deaths beside one another, compare victims, wounds, place and
time, then decide whether one offender explains the pattern better than
several. The label helps organise work. It can also harden into certainty long
after the reasons for drawing the boundary have been forgotten.

The surviving Whitechapel murder case papers cover eleven victims from
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April 1888 to February 1891. That archival grouping was never the same
thing as eleven victims of one man. Emma Smith, the first woman in the file,
survived long enough to report an assault by several men and died from her
injuries. Martha Tabram was stabbed repeatedly in August. Her death
resembles the later series in victim, place and hour, yet the weapon use
differs. At the other end sit Rose Mylett, Alice McKenzie, the unidentified
woman represented by the Pinchin Street torso and Frances Coles. Each
prompted comparison. None can be added or removed by a rule that
produces universal agreement.

The famous set of five is tighter. Mary Ann Nichols and Annie Chapman
were killed eight days apart, with throat wounds and abdominal injuries that
gave investigators good reason to link them. Catherine Eddowes was
attacked in a related manner three weeks later. Mary Jane Kelly's death
indoors in November involved far more time and damage, yet enough
continuities remain for most accounts to connect it. Elizabeth Stride, killed
on the same night as Eddowes, had her throat cut but no abdominal
mutilation. The usual explanation is interruption. It is plausible. A different
offender is plausible too.

Canonical five sounds as though a contemporaneous inquiry examined
complete data and issued a settled finding. It did not. The phrase is a later
convention, built from real similarities and reinforced by retrospective police
accounts. In 1894, Assistant Chief Constable Melville Macnaghten wrote a
memorandum stating that five victims, and no more, were killed by the same
man. His document matters as evidence of one senior officer's later view,
but he joined the Metropolitan Police after the murders and made
demonstrable errors about his own suspects. It was not a forensic ruling
made during the hunt. The grouping may still be the most useful working
set. Its authority does not make every link equal.

This distinction changes the whole inquiry. If five killings are assumed at the
start, every difference needs a rescuing explanation and every suspect
needs an opportunity for all five. If the boundary stays open, similarity and
difference can keep their proper weight. Stride may belong. Tabram may
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belong. Kelly may represent escalation, privacy or another hand. The honest
answer is graded rather than binary: some links are stronger than others.

The case therefore begins with a missing fact that no later theory can safely
conceal. We do not know the exact set of acts being explained. Any suspect
solution inherits that uncertainty. A man who fits four killings is not cleared
because a fifth looks different, and a man who could have committed all
eleven is not strengthened by the size of the claim. Before asking who Jack
the Ripper was, ask which events require one identity. The name arrived
after the grouping problem, and it made one murderer feel more certain than
the file allows.

Whitechapel Sold Shelter by the Night
The popular Whitechapel is a theatrical slum: alleys, fog, gin and
anonymous danger. The real district was poorer and more complicated. It
contained markets, workshops, warehouses, railways, churches,
synagogues, pubs, small factories and dense housing. Tailoring employed
large numbers. Costermongers sold from barrows. Dock and building work
rose and fell with demand. Jewish refugees from the Russian Empire and
eastern Europe joined Irish migrants and people drawn from across Britain.
Poverty was concentrated, but the East End was not one criminal caste
waiting outside respectable London.

Its decisive feature for this case was instability. Many residents lived close
to the edge between a room and the street. Common lodging houses rented
a bed for a night, usually paid in advance. They offered more privacy and
regularity than sleeping rough, but little continuity. A resident could share a
kitchen, sleep in a crowded room, move between houses and vanish from
one set of casual acquaintances without leaving a formal trace. When work
failed or drink consumed the price of a bed, the street became the remaining
shelter.

That system shaped exposure. Four of the canonical five were killed
outdoors in the early hours. They had no secure private space available that
night, or were moving through streets where sleep, work, companionship
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and survival overlapped. It is tempting to turn that observation into a single
encounter model, with each woman soliciting the same customer. The
records do not support such neatness. A woman might sell sex regularly,
occasionally or not at all. She might walk for warmth, seek a bed, meet
someone she knew, drink, quarrel, work or attempt several of these within
one night. Extreme insecurity produces mixed behaviour rather than a clean
category.

Whitechapel also made witnesses plentiful and weak. People were awake at
unusual hours because markets, lodging houses, pubs and casual labour
ignored a modern working day. Yet many observations were fleeting. Street
lighting was uneven. Descriptions passed through shock, gossip and press
repetition. A man seen beside a victim might be the killer, a customer, a
companion or someone unrelated to her death. Several witness descriptions
can all be sincere and still describe different men.

Mobility complicated records. A labourer could use an alias, rent by the night
and change address without administrative effort. Police searched lodging
houses and made house-to-house inquiries, but the district did not supply a
fixed register of everyone present. This is one reason later theories are
attracted to residents whose names survive in asylum, court or workhouse
files. Documentation makes a person visible to history. It does not make him
more likely to have been the one invisible man in the street.

Poverty also shaped whose statements were believed. Respectability
operated as an evidential shortcut. A woman who drank, separated from a
husband, slept in lodging houses or sold sex could be described as fallen,
and that moral label then replaced inquiry into how she lived. Jewish
residents faced another shortcut. Rumour attached the murders to an alien
outsider, and the press nickname Leather Apron concentrated fear on
Jewish tradesmen before any sound identification existed. John Pizer, a
Jewish boot finisher, was arrested and quickly cleared by evidence of his
whereabouts. The accusation survived because it expressed a social
suspicion, not because it solved a crime.

The killer exploited a city that could lose track of poor people without anyone
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designing it for him. Nightly shelter, precarious work and fragmented records
widened his opportunities and narrowed the women's protection. The same
conditions then damaged the investigation and the history. Whitechapel did
not create a supernatural predator. It created many moments in which a
violent ordinary man could approach a vulnerable person and leave little
reliable information behind.

Five Women Became One Type
The standard phrase says Jack the Ripper killed prostitutes. It sounds like
victim description and functions as story architecture. It supplies a motive,
encounter, social boundary and explanation for why the women were
outside. Once accepted, it makes five different lives look like repetitions.

Mary Ann Nichols had married, borne five children and moved through
domestic service, workhouses and common lodging houses after
separation. Annie Chapman had been a wife and mother before ill health
and lost support narrowed her options. Swedish-born Elizabeth Stride
married and helped run a coffee house. Catherine Eddowes had children,
travelled for seasonal work and earned money through casual labour. The
younger Mary Jane Kelly rented a room in Miller's Court, yet her origins
remain the least securely documented.

These facts do not convert the women into respectable heroines. They
restore change over time. Marriage could end. Wages could fail. A child
could die or be separated from a parent. Illness and drink could worsen
poverty, while poverty worsened both. Workhouse, lodging house, street
and casual employment were stages a person might move among rather
than fixed identities.

The evidence about sex work needs equal discipline. People who knew
Kelly described her as selling sex, and Stride's earlier life included sex work.
For Nichols, Chapman and Eddowes, contemporary language mixes
witness testimony, police inference and Victorian moral classification. Hallie
Rubenhold's research has shown how readily homelessness and street
presence were converted into an occupational label. Her stronger final-night
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reconstruction remains disputed, in part because the record is fragmentary
and lateral evidence establishes context more readily than individual
conduct. The safe conclusion is neither that all five were soliciting nor that
the uncertain cases never involved occasional exchange. Their lives and
final encounters cannot be compressed into one transaction model.

Why does the distinction matter if murder remains murder? Because
categories guide explanation. If the offender targeted women selling sex,
researchers ask about customer access, red-light routes and a specialised
hatred. If he targeted women sleeping or resting in exposed places,
opportunity looks different. If he selected whoever could be isolated without
immediate alarm, the occupational label may be incidental. The record
cannot settle the choice, so a responsible account keeps several
mechanisms open.

Language also distributes sympathy. Victorian reports used fallen woman as
though hardship were a moral descent. Later true crime repeated
nicknames and mortuary details while treating ordinary biography as delay.
The result was an inverted archive: the killer's imagined psychology
expanded, and the women's documented lives shrank. Even correction can
reproduce the hierarchy if each biography is valued mainly for the clue it
provides about him.

Their lives show the structure in which the murders occurred. Poor women
had less control over housing, income and movement. Separation could
destroy household security. Workhouse relief carried discipline and stigma,
while nightly lodging required cash each day. Alcohol could offer social life
and escape while increasing risk. Police contact could mean help,
harassment or arrest.

None of this caused a man to cut a throat. Structural vulnerability is not an
alternative culprit. It explains why danger could be repeatedly concentrated
around people with few protected spaces and why society found it easy to
blame a category after the fact. The women did not share one character,
occupation or moral history. They shared exposure to an offender and then
to a story that required them to be alike.
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Putting their names back does not solve the case. It corrects the scale. Jack
is a pseudonym supported by no verified biography. Nichols, Chapman,
Stride, Eddowes and Kelly were people supported by incomplete ones. The
mystery has trained generations to treat the pseudonym as the person and
the people as a list. Any accurate account has to reverse that order.

The Killer Left a Pattern, Not a Portrait
The wounds are the strongest link among the core murders and the most
abused source of identification. They can show actions. They do not
disclose a curriculum vitae.

Nichols and Chapman were attacked in public places before dawn. In both
cases, the throat was cut and the abdomen injured after death or near it.
Eddowes showed related features, including removal of organs. Kelly was
killed in a small rented room, where privacy gave the offender time to inflict
far greater damage. These continuities support the inference that one man
committed several murders. They also encouraged doctors, police and
newspapers to ask whether the killer possessed anatomical knowledge.

The medical opinions did not produce one answer. Some observers thought
the removals suggested familiarity with anatomy or post-mortem work.
Others saw crude, rapid cutting compatible with a butcher, slaughterman or
any practised knife user. The bodies were examined by different doctors
under difficult conditions. Their questions were not identical, and Victorian
medicine had no validated scale that converted wound form into
occupational probability. A person can know roughly where an organ lies
without being able to perform surgery. Speed under darkness may reflect
prior experience, luck, confidence or less precision than later retellings
imply.

The surgeon theory persists because it converts horror into expertise.
Expertise narrows a city of men to a profession and makes the killer more
formidable. Yet the inference runs in both directions. If a wound appears
controlled, the author sees training. If it appears chaotic, the author sees a
brilliant man disguising his training or a disturbed doctor losing control. A
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theory that explains every possible observation cannot be tested by any of
them.

The same caution applies to escalation. Kelly's injuries are often treated as
proof that one offender grew bolder and more extreme. Privacy is an
alternative mechanism. Outdoor attacks had to be completed within minutes
because a constable, resident or market worker could appear. Indoors, the
offender had more time and less need to conceal activity. More damage can
therefore indicate changed opportunity rather than changed psychology.
Both may be true. The record cannot separate them cleanly.

Location supplies a pattern without a home address. The core sites lie within
walking distance around Whitechapel, Spitalfields and the City edge. That
makes a local man plausible, especially one able to move without attracting
notice. It does not distinguish a resident from a worker, regular visitor or
person using nearby transport. Geographic profiling can rank areas under
modern assumptions about offender travel. It cannot recover a missing 1888
address book or identify which historical man followed the assumed pattern.

Witness evidence is equally conditional. Elizabeth Long may have seen
Chapman with a man shortly before the murder. Israel Schwartz reported an
assault on Stride, though his account was not tested at the inquest. Joseph
Lawende saw Eddowes with a man near Mitre Square and believed he
would not recognise him again. Other sightings conflict in height, age,
complexion, clothing and manner. Poor light and short exposure explain
much of the variation. So does the possibility that some witnesses saw
innocent companions or different offenders.

Modern profiling adds vocabulary but little identification. An offender can be
controlled in one respect and reckless in another, appear ordinary and stop
for many reasons. Each statement fits a large population. Without a
validated comparison group and discriminating evidence, a profile describes
possibilities rather than a person.

The physical record therefore does two jobs and refuses a third. It supports
grouping. It constrains some claims about sequence and opportunity. It does
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not name a surgeon, butcher, barber, foreigner or gentleman. The killer's
acts were distinctive enough to make a case and insufficiently distinctive to
make a person. That gap is where the suspect industry begins.

Two Police Forces Shared One Hunt
London did not have one police force. The Metropolitan Police covered most
of the capital and answered to the Home Secretary. The City of London
Police guarded the smaller historic and financial centre. Four canonical
murders occurred in Metropolitan territory. Catherine Eddowes was killed in
Mitre Square, inside the City. A piece of her apron was later found in
Goulston Street, back across the boundary.

This division mattered, though later accounts often turn friction into farce.
The forces exchanged information, officers worked across the inquiry and
Metropolitan detective Donald Swanson coordinated reports at Scotland
Yard. Inspector Frederick Abberline brought local experience to the
Whitechapel work. Uniformed constables walked beats whose timing could
help establish narrow windows. Detectives interviewed residents, checked
alibis, searched lodging houses, followed overseas leads, used informants
and watched men thought suspicious. The surviving papers show labour,
not indifference.

They also show an institution early in its development. The Metropolitan
Detective Branch began in 1842 and was replaced by the Criminal
Investigation Department in 1878 after scandal. CID was ten years old when
Nichols died. Police photography existed, but there was no national
fingerprint system; the Met opened its Fingerprint Bureau in 1901. Blood
could be recognised and medically examined, but blood grouping had not
been discovered. DNA lay a century ahead. Telephones were scarce,
records moved on paper, and a description circulated more slowly than
rumour.

Crime scenes were handled for the needs of 1888, not ours. Streets had to
reopen. Bodies were moved to mortuaries. Doctors cut, measured and
described without a shared modern protocol. Objects passed through hands
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that were rarely documented to present forensic standards. Investigators
could preserve a letter or sketch a yard, but they could not foresee which
fibres, hairs, stains or touch deposits a future laboratory might value. The
absence of usable biological evidence today is not a single blunder. It is the
expected result of a period before such evidence had an understood
purpose.

The Goulston Street episode shows the real conflict among investigative,
political and public-order duties. Above the place where the apron piece lay
was a chalked message referring to Jews. Nobody established that the killer
wrote it. City officers wanted time for a photograph. Metropolitan
Commissioner Sir Charles Warren ordered the writing erased before the
streets filled, fearing that its wording could provoke antisemitic violence.
Preservation might have retained a clue or an unrelated scrawl. Erasure
removed the chance to compare handwriting or placement. Warren chose
the immediate risk he could see over an uncertain evidential value. It was a
consequential decision, not proof of conspiracy or stupidity.

Public pressure distorted priorities. Newspapers demanded disclosure while
officials feared contaminating testimony and encouraging hoaxers. Rewards
were debated as tools that might bring information or floods of false
accusation. Bloodhounds were considered and tested but never became a
reliable answer. Extra patrols could deter an attack in one street while
moving risk elsewhere. Every visible measure generated criticism when no
arrest followed.

Institutional limits must not become an alibi for every miss. Information was
fragmented. Witnesses were sometimes handled inconsistently. Senior
officers disagreed. Prejudice shaped suspicion. The murder of Eddowes
created a jurisdictional seam during the most important night of the case.
Yet a modern investigation would face its own problems: contaminated
historic scenes, uncertain linkage, witnesses who saw little, a mobile
population and an offender who left no known identifying trace.

The police failed in the plain sense that no murderer was charged. That
outcome does not tell us whether a particular missed step would have
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changed it. Their record gives the case its facts and many of its later
suspects. Their inability to close it created the space in which every
subsequent reader can imagine being the detective they should have had.

The Name Came Through the Post
Before late September, newspapers used labels such as the Whitechapel
murderer and Leather Apron. Then the Central News Agency received a
letter dated 25 September and delivered on 27 September. It claimed the
killings, promised further violence and signed a new name: Jack the Ripper.

The letter was sent to Scotland Yard. After Stride and Eddowes were killed
on 30 September, a postcard reached the agency on 1 October claiming the
double event. The timing and references made the pair look informed.
Police reproduced them in the hope that someone would recognise the
handwriting. Newspapers printed them. An investigative appeal became a
national launch.

The name solved a communication problem. It was short, active and
memorable. It turned several uncertain crimes into the work of one character
and gave editors a signature under which every rumour could be filed.
Ripper implied a method without requiring anatomical detail. Jack sounded
ordinary, almost familiar. The combination made an unknown man portable
across headlines, posters, conversation and telegraph wires.

It also invited participation. A modern corpus assembled from transcriptions
in the main sourcebook contains 209 letters and postcards associated with
the case. That is a research set, not a count of authenticated originals or
every communication police handled. Writers sought attention, made jokes,
issued threats, confessed, tested the police or copied language already in
print. Each message consumed time because the cost of dismissing the
genuine one appeared high. Once famous phrases had been published,
imitation became easier and authorship harder to judge.

Andrea Nini compared those 209 transcribed texts. Dear Boss and Saucy
Jacky were more similar to each other than 95 per cent of the other possible
pairs, and they shared distinctive phrases. Both reached the authorities
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before their wording was publicly disseminated, so copying from published
facsimiles cannot explain the overlap. The result supports non-independent
production, most plausibly common authorship, of the two messages. It
does not identify the writer or connect that person to murder. The analysis
did not place From Hell in the same supported group.

From Hell reached George Lusk, chairman of the Whitechapel Vigilance
Committee, on 16 October with part of a human kidney. Eddowes had lost a
kidney, which made the package alarming. Medical examination could not
establish that the tissue came from her, and the item's handling and origin
were uncertain. The letter used a different voice, spelling and presentation
from Dear Boss. It may be a hoax, a medical prank or a communication from
the killer. The evidence cannot choose among them.

Later police recollections alleged that a journalist created the famous letters,
and suspicion has often fallen on men connected with the Central News
Agency. The theory fits commercial incentive and the documents' theatrical
tone. No surviving proof identifies an author. Calling the letters journalistic
hoaxes with certainty repeats the same mistake as calling them murderer's
confessions.

The larger effect is secure. The correspondence gave the case a voice
before anyone knew whether the offender had written a word. That voice
was taunting, self-aware and eager for publicity, so later culture supplied a
matching personality. A silent street attacker became a criminal celebrity
addressing police and public as an audience. Every adaptation inherited the
character, while the real man may have posted nothing and read the
coverage with the rest of London.

This is the hinge between murders and myth. Violence created fear.
Publication organised it around a name. The name then fed back into
investigation, drawing letters, confessions, sightings and accusations that
had to be processed as possible evidence. Jack the Ripper was useful to
the police, profitable to the press and irresistible to hoaxers. Whether he
was useful to the killer is unknown.
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Every Gap Manufactures a Suspect
A good suspect has three parts: documented connection, discriminating
evidence and a chain that joins the two. Most Ripper candidates have only
the first, and sometimes they have no more than a striking story.

Contemporary suspicion deserves the most weight because investigators
could test living men, addresses and alibis. Police detained or watched
people from many occupations and backgrounds, often after threats or
suspicious behaviour were reported. Pizer was cleared. Other names faded
when murders continued, alibis held or allegations collapsed. The surviving
files do not preserve every reason.

The three names most associated with senior police opinion come from
Macnaghten's 1894 memorandum: Montague John Druitt, a man called
Kosminski, and Michael Ostrog. The document is valuable because it
records what one official later believed. It is weak as a verdict. Macnaghten
called Druitt a doctor aged about forty-one. Druitt was a thirty-one-year-old
barrister and schoolteacher. He died by suicide soon after Kelly's murder,
and Macnaghten referred to private family suspicion, but no direct evidence
linking him to Whitechapel survives. Timing can explain why a series ended.
It cannot establish who caused it.

Kosminski has a stronger institutional trail and a larger identification
problem. Macnaghten described a Polish Jewish resident of Whitechapel
who entered an asylum. Former Assistant Commissioner Robert Anderson
later claimed that the murderer had been identified by a witness who
refused to testify. Donald Swanson wrote notes in his copy of Anderson's
memoir naming Kosminski. Researchers later connected the name to Aaron
Kosminski, a Whitechapel barber admitted to an asylum in 1891. Yet the
recollections were written long after the murders, contain inconsistencies
and do not preserve the alleged identification procedure, witness, date or
supporting evidence. Aaron may be the man they meant. That is not the
same as proving he was the killer.

Ostrog shows how authority can preserve a weak name. Later research
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found no matching homicidal history and placed him in French custody
during relevant periods. He remains famous because Macnaghten listed
him, not because the evidence improved.

Francis Tumblety enters through a 1913 letter in which former Special
Branch chief John Littlechild recalled the American medical impostor as a
suspect. Tumblety was in London and fled after unrelated charges, but no
witness, weapon or trace links him to a murder. George Chapman, born
Seweryn Klosowski, later drew Abberline's suspicion after poisoning three
partners. He lived locally, yet no contemporaneous Ripper case against him
survives.

Later nominees reverse the method. An author begins with a dramatic
person and searches for correspondences. Prince Albert Victor supplies
status, Sir William Gull medical access, Walter Sickert disturbing pictures,
and James Maybrick a diary that appeared without secure provenance. A
long life offers endless dates and symbols to match, while the matches
remain weak and dependent.

This repays the first idea. The case boundary is uncertain, so a theorist can
select the murders that suit a candidate. The letters are unauthenticated, so
handwriting or DNA can be compared to whichever message helps. The
stopping date is unknown, so death, migration, imprisonment or silence can
each become a solution. Missing evidence is treated as concealment when
a conspiracy is proposed and as lost history when a favoured suspect needs
rescue.

A named suspect may still be guilty. Police may have known facts now lost,
and an unidentified local man may never have entered the papers. The
defensible ranking is modest: some candidates have a real historical
connection; none has a surviving case strong enough to identify the
murderer. Every gap allows a fit. It does not turn the fit into fact.
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How It Actually Works
Before the name
On 3 April 1888, Emma Smith returned badly injured to the lodging house
where she stayed near Spitalfields. She said several men had attacked her.
She reached the London Hospital but died the following day. Police treated
the case as one of the violent assaults that poor women faced in the district,
possibly involving a local gang. Nothing in her account points securely to the
later lone murderer.

On 7 August, Martha Tabram was found on a landing in George Yard
Buildings. She had been stabbed repeatedly. The location, hour and victim
circumstances make her a credible possible beginning of the Ripper series.
The multiplicity of stab wounds and absence of the later throat-cutting
pattern make exclusion credible too. There was no Jack yet, only another
unsolved killing and an investigation that could not know which future facts
would matter.

The district was already politically charged. Housing reformers described
overcrowding. Social investigators were mapping poverty street by street.
Recent Jewish migrants were blamed for pressure on work and rooms.
Newspapers had learned that East End danger sold beyond the East End.
The murders did not create these tensions. They gave them a single object.

To the police, this was not an unpatrolled wilderness. H Division covered
Whitechapel through uniformed beats, local stations and detectives, while
Scotland Yard's Criminal Investigation Department could coordinate a major
inquiry. A few streets away, the City of London maintained its own force.
Constables knew lodging-house keepers, publicans and habitual offenders,
but such local knowledge was difficult to convert into a searchable system.
Names were misspelt, aliases were ordinary, people changed beds nightly,
and a description gathered at one station might not reach the right officer
before it went stale. The machinery existed. Its parts moved at different
speeds.
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31 August: Buck's Row
Mary Ann Nichols spent the last evening of August moving among pubs,
streets and lodging houses. She lacked the fourpence required for a bed
and left to find the money. A lodging-house account remembered her
confidence that her new bonnet would help. It is one of the case's smallest
and most durable facts: the distance between shelter and exposure was four
pennies.

Around 2.30 in the morning, Emily Holland met Nichols on Whitechapel
Road. Nichols appeared affected by drink and declined to return to the
lodging house. A little over an hour later, carman Charles Cross found her
lying in Buck's Row while walking to work. Robert Paul joined him. In
darkness they could not establish the extent of her injuries. They informed a
constable and continued towards their jobs, ordinary decisions inside an
event that had not yet become historic.

Police Constable John Neil reached the body during his beat. Doctor Rees
Ralph Llewellyn pronounced Nichols dead. Her throat had been cut and
abdominal wounds became clear when the body was examined at the
mortuary. No weapon was found. The narrow interval between sightings,
discovery and police patrol suggested that the offender had acted quickly
and left without attracting a reliable witness.

The inquest assembled the available pieces through sworn testimony. It
established time windows, movements and medical findings, but it could not
recover the encounter. Nichols may have gone willingly with a man, been
approached while resting, or known him. The recurring claim that she was
soliciting a customer at that moment is an inference. Her need for lodging
money makes it plausible without making it known.

The physical investigation began with constraints that later retellings often
hide. The body had to be removed from a working street, examined in a
mortuary and identified through people whose own movements were
uncertain. No photograph fixed Buck's Row before it changed. Officers
questioned residents, slaughtermen, carmen and people moving towards
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the markets, but the early hour produced more possible routes than useful
observations. The killer had left injuries that could link this death to another
future death. He had left almost nothing that could separate one local man
from thousands.

8 September: Hanbury Street
Eight days later, Annie Chapman faced the same nightly arithmetic. She
was staying at a lodging house in Dorset Street and did not have the price of
her bed. She went out in the early morning, unwell and with few options.
Shortly after six, resident John Davis entered the backyard of 29 Hanbury
Street and found her beside the fence.

The yard was reached through the house passage. Residents came and
went from rooms around it. A neighbour heard a brief exchange and later a
sound against the fence. Elizabeth Long reported seeing Chapman near the
house with a man at about 5.30. Her description was broad. Doctor George
Bagster Phillips initially placed death earlier than that sighting, based partly
on body temperature and stiffness. The conflict has fuelled argument ever
since. Victorian estimates of time since death were rough, environmental
conditions mattered, and witness times were not synchronised by a shared
digital clock. Neither account can be treated as an exact instrument.

Chapman's throat had been cut and her abdomen opened. Part of her
uterus and bladder had been removed. The act looked related to Nichols but
more extensive. Medical discussion moved quickly from what had happened
to who could have done it. Some saw anatomical knowledge. Others saw
hurried, crude work. Coroner Wynne Baxter entertained a theory that organs
might have been sought for medical specimens, drawing on a reported
approach to a London medical school. The proposed market was never
established. An early attempt to explain the removal had already built a
specialist offender from an uncertain motive.

Police pressure rose at once. Officers searched common lodging houses,
slaughter yards and workplaces. Descriptions were circulated. Detectives
followed men carrying knives or behaving strangely. The inquiry produced
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information faster than it could produce discrimination.

That imbalance shaped the next three weeks. House-to-house questioning
could establish who slept in a building and whether a resident had heard a
cry, yet a district built on temporary beds and casual labour did not hold still
for the census. Knives were common tools among butchers, slaughtermen,
leather workers and market trades. Blood on clothing could have an
innocent occupational source. A man who avoided questions looked
suspicious; a man who volunteered a theory could look suspicious too. The
police could widen the search cheaply. They could not make each new
name informative.

Leather Apron
Before Chapman died, rumours had gathered around a threatening man
nicknamed Leather Apron. Newspaper reports turned the name into a
Jewish caricature and connected it to a boot finisher called John Pizer.
Crowds learned the label before police had evidence against the person.

Pizer was arrested on 10 September. He could account for his whereabouts
during the Nichols and Chapman murders, including through a police officer
who had seen him at a major fire. He was released. The episode should
have weakened the method that produced him. Instead, Leather Apron
became the first draft of Jack: an outsider with a trade, a knife and a
ready-made appearance.

Local businessmen formed the Whitechapel Vigilance Committee under
George Lusk. Members patrolled, hired private detectives and pressed for a
reward. Their concern included public safety and the loss of trade caused by
fear. The Home Office resisted a general reward, partly because officials
believed it could generate false testimony. Both positions had logic. A
reward might reach an accomplice. It might also convert every grievance
and suspicion into paid information.

The press treated official silence as material to fill. Sketches, supposed
clues and witness descriptions competed across editions. Reporters paid for
accounts and sought angles from lodging houses, mortuaries and pubs.
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Police needed to withhold details that could test a confession. Newspapers
needed new details daily. The two institutions were trying to solve different
problems.

The official search therefore expanded in several directions at once.
Detectives checked men reported for threatening women, compared
handwriting, traced medical students and questioned people newly admitted
to workhouses or asylums. Uniformed patrols were strengthened at night,
and plain-clothes officers watched streets where women sought customers
or shelter. None of these steps was irrational. Together they created a
familiar investigative danger: the number of plausible leads rose much faster
than the number of facts capable of eliminating them. A district under
pressure became a machine for producing suspects.

30 September: two killings
Elizabeth Stride spent the evening around Berner Street. Several witnesses
saw her with men, though the descriptions and timings do not create one
continuous account. Shortly before one in the morning, club steward Louis
Diemschutz turned his pony and cart into Dutfield's Yard and found her near
the entrance. Her throat had been cut. The abdomen had not been
mutilated.

The obvious theory is that Diemschutz interrupted the killer. It explains the
difference and the short time before another murder. Yet no witness saw an
offender flee the yard, and interruption cannot be demonstrated from
absence alone. Stride may have been the first half of one night's series, or a
separate killing absorbed into it because of timing and place.

While Metropolitan officers worked in Berner Street, Catherine Eddowes
was in the custody of the City of London Police. She had been detained for
drunkenness and released from Bishopsgate police station at about one in
the morning. Around 1.35, three men leaving a club saw a woman speaking
with a man near the passage into Mitre Square. One, Joseph Lawende, later
thought the woman was Eddowes but said he would not recognise the man
again.
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At about 1.45, Police Constable Edward Watkins entered Mitre Square on
his beat and found Eddowes. Her throat had been cut, her face and
abdomen injured, and her left kidney and most of her uterus removed. The
interval available was short. City Police surgeon Frederick Gordon Brown
believed the killer had some anatomical knowledge. Other medical opinion
remained less certain about the level and kind.

A section of Eddowes's apron was missing. At about 2.55, Metropolitan
Police Constable Alfred Long found a bloodstained piece in the entrance to
dwellings in Goulston Street. Above it was a chalk message blaming or
denying blame to Jews, depending on how its awkward wording was read.
City officers wanted it photographed. Commissioner Warren ordered it
erased before the morning crowds arrived. The district was already primed
for antisemitic accusation, and the apron made association with the murders
possible. The writing may have been left by the killer, or may have been an
existing scrawl beside the place where he dropped the cloth. Erasing it
protected against one immediate danger and destroyed the chance to
examine the uncertainty.

The two deaths joined the Metropolitan and City investigations at their
busiest moment. Officers compared information and expanded patrols. They
also answered to different chains of command, preserved separate records
and disagreed about the graffito. The seam was real. It was one difficulty
among many, not a wall through the middle of the hunt.

October: Jack arrives
The Dear Boss letter had reached the Central News Agency before the two
killings. Its threat involving an ear appeared newly significant after Eddowes
suffered an ear injury, though the wound did not match the promised act
neatly. The Saucy Jacky postcard then claimed the two deaths and used the
phrase double event. Police printed facsimiles on 3 October. Newspapers
spread the text and name.

For investigators, publication was a gamble. Recognition of handwriting
might identify the author. It also told every hoaxer what to copy. Letters
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multiplied. Some threatened named people or places. Some enclosed
stained material. Some repeated public facts. Each had to be judged against
information that only police, doctors or the offender might know, but press
leakage steadily reduced the stock of secret detail.

On 16 October, Lusk received the From Hell letter and part of a kidney.
Doctor Thomas Openshaw examined the tissue and could say that it was
human and from the left side. He could not establish that it came from
Eddowes. Claims about the donor's age, habits and preservation grew in
later retelling beyond what the examination could support. The package
remains disturbing because it might be authentic and insoluble because the
chain begins at delivery.

Police increased plainclothes patrols and checked reports from Britain and
abroad. Senior detective Donald Swanson coordinated a growing paper flow
at Scotland Yard. Abberline and local officers pursued leads in lodging
houses and streets. Suspects were detained, examined and released. The
absence of another canonical murder during October did not calm the city. It
created a timetable in public imagination, with each weekend and dark night
treated as an appointment.

The hunt also became a public test of modern government. Suggestions
arrived for disguises, electric alarms, nets, rewards, armed patrols and
tracking dogs. Commissioner Warren personally attended trials in which
bloodhounds followed a human scent across a park. The experiment was
serious enough to examine and too uncertain to transform the inquiry. A dog
requires a fresh trail, a controlled starting point and immediate access. The
Whitechapel scenes were discovered by chance, entered by residents and
officers, then understood as connected only after time had passed.
Technology could not recover a scenting condition the investigation had
never possessed.
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9 November: Miller's Court
Mary Jane Kelly lived at 13 Miller's Court, a single room reached from
Dorset Street. She owed rent. Joseph Barnett, who had lived with her, had
moved out after quarrels but continued to visit. Unlike the other canonical
women, Kelly had a door between herself and the street. That difference
changed the crime more than any theory of escalating appetite needs to.

On the morning of 9 November, landlord's assistant Thomas Bowyer went to
collect rent. He looked through a broken window and saw Kelly's body.
Police entered after senior officers had assembled. The room was
photographed before the body was removed. The murder had occurred
indoors, with enough privacy for extensive mutilation. The scene supplied
more physical material and less useful identification. Anyone entering the
small court might have looked like a resident's visitor. Witness accounts
placed Kelly with different men or heard a cry during the night, but the
timings and identifications do not combine into a secure sequence.

Medical examination linked the throat wound and abdominal attack to the
previous pattern. It could not determine when the visitor arrived, whether
Kelly knew him or why he was safe from interruption. The room has
encouraged elaborate reconstructions because its contents seem to offer a
complete stage. A photograph records positions after an event. It does not
record the event.

The indoor scene also changed police behaviour. Officers restricted access
and summoned senior investigators and surgeons before the body was
removed. Kelly's former partner Joseph Barnett was questioned and his
clothing examined. Other residents supplied fragments of the night: songs,
visitors, footsteps and a cry that attracted little attention because cries were
common. The room yielded a dense record without a decisive trace. More
observation did not cancel the same old problem. None of the surviving
material identified who had shared the room with her.

Kelly's death fixed the emotional climax of the series. It was also the last
canonical murder. The police could not know that on 9 November. They kept
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patrolling, interviewing and checking claims because cessation can be
recognised only afterwards.

The long ending
Rose Mylett died in December 1888. Alice McKenzie was killed in July 1889.
A woman's torso was found under a railway arch in Pinchin Street that
September. Frances Coles died after a throat wound in February 1891.
Police compared each case with the earlier murders. Doctors and detectives
disagreed about inclusion. The Whitechapel file remained open to events
that the canonical story would later place outside it.

No evidence explains why the core sequence stopped. The killer may have
died, been imprisoned for another offence, entered an institution, left
London, become ill, changed method or chosen to stop. The absence
supports all of these and distinguishes none.

Retrospective certainty arrived in documents written after the active hunt.
Macnaghten's 1894 memorandum listed Druitt, Kosminski and Ostrog while
defending the police against a newspaper allegation concerning Thomas
Cutbush. Anderson's memoir later described a supposed witness
identification. Swanson's handwritten notes supplied the name Kosminski.
Littlechild's 1913 letter supplied Tumblety. Each document expanded
knowledge of police belief while remaining years removed from the relevant
events.

The cultural case kept growing. Stage villains acquired cloak and bag. Films
borrowed fog, carriages, royal medicine and conspiracy. Suspect books
discovered private keys that previous writers had missed. The archive
stayed incomplete, which meant no final failed theory could prevent the next
one.
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How we know
The central record survives in Metropolitan Police and Home Office papers
held by The National Archives, alongside City of London material, inquest
reporting, medical reports, newspapers, letters and later police memoirs.
The case papers concerning eleven women show what investigators
compared; they do not establish one offender. Civil registration, census,
workhouse, marriage and lodging-house evidence make biographies
possible, but survival is uneven.

Important police papers and most original inquest files are missing.
Newspaper transcripts preserve testimony while differing in wording. Senior
officers' later memoirs record belief through memory, hindsight and
institutional self-defence. Poor residents left thinner trails than officials and
property holders.

Modern methods can examine surviving language and biological material,
but cannot create provenance that was never recorded. Nini's result is
limited to a 209-text transcription corpus. When the journal investigated later
complaints about the shawl paper, the original raw mtDNA data were
unavailable, so those complaints remained unresolved. The safest account
dates every source and separates contemporaneous observation, later
recollection, classification, association and identification. Where the record
cannot distinguish competing explanations, the gap stays open.
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What People Get Wrong
“All five women were prostitutes”
This claim survives because it makes the murders look organised. One
offender selects one occupation in one district through one repeated
encounter. The biographies are messier. Contemporary testimony places
Mary Jane Kelly in sex work and Elizabeth Stride in it earlier in life. The
records for Nichols, Chapman and Eddowes combine witness accounts,
police inference and Victorian moral judgement rather than one stable
occupational history. A poor woman outside at night could be classified
before anyone established what she was doing.

The opposite slogan, that only Kelly ever sold sex or that the others were
certainly asleep when attacked, reaches beyond the record too. Occasional
exchange left little paperwork, and later reconstruction can establish a life
context more readily than one final encounter. What can be rejected is the
homogeneous victim type. These women had histories of marriage,
motherhood, domestic work, hawking, seasonal labour, separation, illness,
drink, workhouse relief and unstable lodging. Their vulnerability may have
arisen from rough sleeping, seeking money, meeting men or moving through
spaces where nobody expected an immediate alarm. The correction matters
because an assumed occupation silently supplies a motive and method that
the evidence has not proved.

“The canonical five were certainly killed by one
man”
Nichols, Chapman, Eddowes and Kelly share enough features to make a
common offender a strong explanation. Stride was killed in the same district
and on the same night as Eddowes, but her abdomen was not mutilated.
Interruption explains that difference neatly. Neat is not the same as
demonstrated.

The five did not become a proved unit through a contemporaneous forensic
ruling. They are a later convention, strengthened by real similarities and by



32

retrospective police accounts including Macnaghten's 1894 memorandum.
The wider Whitechapel case papers concern eleven women because police
had to compare uncertain cases. Martha Tabram may belong. Stride may
not. Later killings may show variation, imitation or separate violence. The
record cannot force one boundary.

This does not mean every classification is equally good. Similar wounds,
victim circumstances, geography and compressed timing support linkage.
Differences in weapon use, mutilation, location and opportunity limit it. The
useful model is a core cluster with uncertain edges, not five articles of faith.
Suspect theories often hide this problem by choosing the boundary that best
fits their man. A solution that works only after disputed victims are added or
removed has explained its own selection before it has explained the
murders.

“The killer had to be a surgeon”
Organ removal sounds like professional anatomy, and Victorian doctors
themselves debated the possibility. Some thought the cuts showed
knowledge. Others described crude work that a butcher, slaughterman or
practised knife user might perform. The disagreement has often been
flattened into one expert verdict because a medical murderer is more
distinctive than an unknown local man.

Skill cannot be read directly from damage. Darkness, haste, body position,
familiarity with animal carcasses, repeated violence and chance all affect
what an offender could accomplish. Knowing where an organ lies is different
from removing it cleanly, and removing one organ does not identify where
the knowledge came from. Kelly's indoor murder gave far more time than
the street attacks, which can produce greater damage without proving an
escalating technical education.

The occupation theory also reverses inference. A writer decides the killer
was a surgeon, then treats every cut as confirmation and every rough cut as
deliberate disguise. Once both precision and error support the same
suspect, the claim has stopped being testable. The wounds constrain the
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offender's actions. They do not supply a licence, degree or social class.

“The police were blundering amateurs”
London's police made consequential mistakes. The Goulston Street writing
was erased before it could be photographed. Information moved imperfectly
between the Metropolitan and City forces. Witness descriptions were weak,
rewards were disputed, and press relations often deteriorated into mutual
suspicion. Institutional defensiveness deserves scrutiny.

The caricature still fails. Detectives conducted house-to-house inquiries,
strengthened patrols, used plain-clothes officers, circulated descriptions and
facsimiles, searched lodging houses, checked alibis, traced knives and
medical connections, questioned large numbers of residents and suspects,
and coordinated leads from Britain and abroad. The Criminal Investigation
Department was young, not empty. Officers understood false confession,
publicity contamination and the danger of rewarding malicious accusation.

Their harder limit was evidential. No fingerprint system, blood grouping or
DNA method could connect a person to biological material. Scenes were
public places discovered by workers and residents. Witnesses saw
strangers briefly in poor light. The population was mobile and aliases
common. Better organisation might have preserved more, narrowed faster
or prevented particular errors. It does not follow that competent modern
investigators would have found an identifying trace. The case is useful
because effort and failure coexist. The amateur label also hides the division
of labour: beat constables found bodies, local detectives knew the district,
surgeons interpreted injuries, senior officers managed information, and
coroners tested evidence in public. Failure emerged across a system rather
than from one foolish detective overlooking a clue labelled murderer.

“The letters give us the killer's voice”
Dear Boss created the name. Saucy Jacky claimed the double event. From
Hell arrived with part of a human kidney. Together they look like
correspondence from one theatrical murderer, but they are three evidential
problems joined by fame.
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No letter is authenticated. Nini's 209-text corpus gives strong reason to think
Dear Boss and Saucy Jacky were not produced independently, most
plausibly sharing an author. It does not connect that writer to a crime. From
Hell differs in language and presentation, and the kidney could not be
proved to be Eddowes's. Once facsimiles and details circulated, many later
communications were plainly imitative.

The strongest inference is about media, not authorship. Publishing the
messages standardised a name, tone and set of claims that later hoaxers
could reproduce. The real offender may have written one, several or none.
Treating the letters as confession lets an unverified text dictate motive,
personality and self-consciousness. It gives the murderer a literary
character because someone, perhaps a reporter or prankster, understood
what newspapers would print.

“A royal conspiracy explains the case”
The royal story offers everything an unsolved street murder appears to lack:
motive, command, elite access, medical skill, protected witnesses and a
reason records vanished. In its best-known form, a secret marriage and
child threaten the Crown, Sir William Gull kills or directs killings,
Freemasons arrange ritual wounds, and officials suppress the truth.

The construction emerged long after the murders. Its key family story
changed, was withdrawn in part and is unsupported by the records needed
to carry its weight. Prince Albert Victor was not a contemporary police
suspect, and documented royal movements conflict with his later nomination
as the hands-on killer. Symbolic readings of wounds were fitted to Masonic
ritual after the fact. Missing documents then became proof of successful
concealment.

Conspiracy reasoning protects itself unusually well. Evidence against the
plot shows the cover-up worked; lack of evidence shows records were
destroyed; inconsistency shows competing insiders. A theory able to absorb
every outcome cannot identify one. The royal version matters as myth
because it relocates violence from ordinary inequality to a hidden palace
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machine. It is dramatically satisfying and historically unsupported.

“DNA has identified Aaron Kosminski”
The claim begins with a shawl said to have come from Catherine Eddowes's
murder scene. Testing reported mitochondrial DNA corresponding to
maternal relatives of Eddowes and Aaron Kosminski. Headlines turned
correspondence into identification.

The chain is the first problem. The shawl's presence at Mitre Square is not
established by contemporaneous police records, and its route through more
than a century of handling is inadequately documented. A later biological
result cannot show when material reached the cloth. Contamination,
repeated display, cleaning and contact matter before sequence comparison
begins.

The genetic claim is narrower than the headline. Mitochondrial DNA follows
maternal lines and can be shared among relatives and unrelated people
within a population. It does not individualise Aaron Kosminski. The analysis,
population-frequency treatment and strength of the conclusion were
challenged in the forensic literature. In August 2024, the journal issued an
expression of concern because complaints about conclusions drawn from
the mitochondrial evidence could not be resolved. The authors reported that
the original raw mtDNA data were no longer available, preventing the
publisher from determining those complaints.

A 2025 correction added a missing funding statement and did not resolve or
remove that concern. DNA can be powerful when provenance, controls,
comparison populations and propositions are sound. It cannot authenticate
the object that supplied it or convert a maternal-line association into proof of
murder. Kosminski remains a historically serious police suspect. The shawl
does not close the case.
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Use It
Build the boundary before explaining the pattern
The phrase Ripper murders feels like a fact about the world. It is also a
decision about which deaths belong together. That decision changes every
later conclusion. Add Tabram and the method becomes broader. Remove
Stride and the throat-plus-abdomen pattern becomes cleaner. Include later
Whitechapel deaths and the stopping date moves.

Carry that discipline into any claimed series. Before asking what caused the
pattern, ask who drew its edge, by what rule and with what uncertain cases.
Disease clusters, financial frauds, political movements, product failures and
historical periods all change shape when borderline events are included or
excluded. A category can be useful without being natural. The danger
begins when the working definition disappears and the selected set starts
proving the rule that selected it.

A sound account should survive reasonable boundary changes. If one
disputed case destroys the theory, the theory is more fragile than its
confidence suggests. State the core, state the edges, then show which
conclusions depend on each.

Ask what identifies rather than what fits
A suspect who lived nearby, owned a knife, disliked women, had medical
knowledge, behaved strangely or vanished after November may fit.
Thousands of men could satisfy one or more of those conditions. A useful
clue must do more than remain compatible. It must discriminate among
alternatives.

The question is: how much less likely would this evidence be if the suspect
were innocent? A contemporary witness who knew the man, a documented
possession from a scene or a secure biological association could narrow
sharply. A broad occupation, mental-health diagnosis or address often
narrows weakly. Multiple weak fits do not become strong merely because
they are arranged in a chapter. They may repeat the same underlying fact,
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such as living in the district, and therefore add little independent weight.

Use this when a persuasive case presents a long column of
correspondences. Cross out every point shared by a large comparison
group. Cross out every point discovered after the candidate was chosen.
What remains is closer to evidence. A suspect theory should be judged by
its capacity to exclude other plausible people, not by the ingenuity with
which it keeps one name possible.

Audit the route before admiring the result
The shawl claim teaches the cleanest rule in the book. A precise laboratory
result can answer the wrong historical question if the object's route is
uncertain. Before sequence, stain or measurement, establish where the
item came from, who handled it, how it was stored and whether it can be
linked to the event under examination.

This is provenance, and it governs more than forensic material. A quotation
without a traceable text, a photograph without date or location, a dataset
without collection rules, an heirloom without documented ownership and a
leaked file without custody all have the same problem. Analysis begins after
authenticity and route, not before them. Sophisticated technique cannot
repair an unknown beginning.

Keep the questions separate. Does the test measure what it claims? Does
the sample belong to the object? Does the object belong to the event? Does
the result distinguish the proposed source? Each link can be sound while
another fails. The final conclusion is no stronger than the weakest
necessary link, even when the machine at the centre is impressive.
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Put a date on every suspicion
Druitt, Kosminski and Ostrog look like contemporary police suspects
because a senior officer named them. The memorandum was written in
1894. Anderson's public certainty came later. Swanson's identifying note
was private and undated but attached to a memoir published in 1910.
Littlechild named Tumblety in a letter from 1913. These sources matter, yet
they do not occupy the same evidential position as a report written during an
arrest or interview in 1888.

Whenever an institution claims it always knew, build a timeline of knowing.
Separate what was recorded during the event, what was recalled after it,
what appeared only after publicity and what later researchers inferred.
Memory changes under repetition. Reputations harden. Dead suspects
cannot answer. A later official may possess lost information, but official rank
does not move a document backwards in time.

Dates also expose borrowed certainty. A theory may cite several later books
that all descend from one memorandum. Count independent evidential
origins, not footnotes. Ten repetitions of one retrospective claim remain one
retrospective claim.

Restore the people whom the label compresses
Victim category is often presented as neutral description. In this case it
turned wives, mothers, workers, migrants and lodging-house residents into
prostitutes, then used the category to explain why they were killed. Once a
person becomes an instance of a type, details that do not serve the
offender's story disappear.

The practical correction is to reconstruct each life before comparing the
deaths. Ask what is known independently of the murder, which labels came
from police or press, what changed over time and where the record is silent.
Do not replace a degrading stereotype with compulsory respectability. Sex
work does not reduce a person's claim to accuracy. Nor does poverty,
alcohol dependence, separation or a workhouse history.
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This lens applies whenever a group is visible mainly through an institution
that managed, punished or described it. Prisoners through court files,
patients through diagnoses, migrants through border records and workers
through employers all arrive pre-classified. Read the category as evidence
about the recorder as well as the recorded. A history becomes more
accurate when people are allowed to be inconsistent, changing and only
partly documented.

The limits
These lenses cannot identify Jack the Ripper. Careful boundaries still leave
overlap. Discriminating evidence may never have been collected.
Provenance can be permanently broken. Dating a suspicion can weaken it
without proving it false. Restoring biographies cannot reveal the final
encounter.

There is a wider moral limit. Better reasoning does not make the subject
harmless. The surviving material includes intimate descriptions and
photographs produced because women were murdered. Repeating every
injury can turn scrutiny into consumption. Omitting all physical detail would
conceal the basis on which cases are linked. The defensible line is to
include what changes chronology, classification, investigation or
interpretation and leave out what supplies shock alone.

Nor should structural explanation replace agency. Poverty, insecure lodging,
prejudice and fragmented policing created opportunity and shaped
response. They did not wield the knife. Calling the murders products of
Victorian society can become another way of making the offender disappear
into abstraction. The unknown man made choices. The district determined
some of the risks around those choices and the archive through which we
see them.

Finally, uncertainty has its own temptation. Once confident solutions are
rejected, scepticism can become performance. Not every statement is
equally doubtful. Five named women were killed. The documents exist.
Police investigated real suspects. Some murders are strongly linked.
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Intellectual honesty means ranking confidence, not dissolving the case into
fog.

The one thing to keep
Keep the difference between a gap and a clue.

A gap is where the record stops: no secure witness, no authenticated letter,
no preserved trace, no complete police file, no demonstrated reason the
murders ended. A clue changes the relative probability of competing
explanations. The two are opposites, yet the Ripper industry has repeatedly
converted the first into the second. A missing document proves suppression.
An unknown interval proves escape. Silence after November proves suicide,
asylum, migration or death, depending on the suspect being sold.

You can feel the conversion because the story becomes smoother. Every
absence acquires a purpose. Every contradiction becomes disguise. The
explanation seems to gain strength precisely where evidence is weakest.
That is the warning.

The better habit is harder. Mark the blank and refuse to spend it twice. Use it
to limit what can be concluded, not to finance the conclusion you prefer.
This does not leave you with nothing. It leaves a compact cluster of killings,
a district that concentrated vulnerability, a young investigative system under
extraordinary pressure, a press-created persona and several historically
meaningful suspects who remain unproved.

The murderer became immortal because the evidence failed to name him
and culture treated that failure as an invitation. After this book, an elegant
solution should produce a new question before it produces belief: which part
is evidence, and which part was built in the space where evidence ran out?
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Terms
Whitechapel murders. The surviving police case papers concern eleven
women killed in and around Whitechapel from April 1888 to February 1891.
The label records cases compared by investigators, not a finding that one
offender killed all eleven.

Canonical five. Nichols, Chapman, Stride, Eddowes and Kelly, the five
victims most often attributed to Jack the Ripper. Canonical describes a later
working convention, not a contemporaneous ruling or proof of one offender.

Ripperology. The study and popular investigation of the Whitechapel
murders, their victims, police, documents and suspects. The field ranges
from careful archival history to theories built around a preferred name.

Common lodging house. Cheap accommodation offering beds by the
night, often with shared kitchens and sitting rooms. It gave mobile residents
shelter without the security of a permanent tenancy.

Doss money. Informal Victorian language for the small nightly payment
needed for a lodging-house bed. Failure to raise a few pence could leave a
person walking or sleeping outside.

Workhouse. A Poor Law institution providing relief under restrictive
conditions, usually separating families and requiring labour or discipline.
Admission could be a survival measure rather than a fixed identity.

Casual ward. The workhouse section offering short-term shelter to people
classed as vagrants, commonly in exchange for a set task. It formed part of
the unstable lodging system around poverty.

Inquest. A public judicial inquiry into the identity of a dead person and how,
when and where death occurred. It gathered sworn evidence but did not
conduct a criminal trial.

Coroner. The official who directed an inquest, called witnesses and advised
the jury on its legal task. Coroners could also shape public theories through
questions and comments from the bench.
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Metropolitan Police. The force policing most of London outside the ancient
City. Its Whitechapel area included four canonical murder sites and supplied
the main surviving administrative archive of the investigation.

City of London Police. The separate force responsible for the Square Mile.
Catherine Eddowes was murdered in its jurisdiction, requiring cooperation
across an institutional boundary a few streets wide.

H Division. The Metropolitan Police division covering Whitechapel and
nearby districts. Uniformed constables, local detectives and stations within
H Division carried much of the daily investigative and patrol work.

Criminal Investigation Department. The Metropolitan Police detective
organisation created in 1878 after an earlier detective branch. In 1888 it
coordinated specialist inquiry while relying heavily on local divisional
knowledge.

Beat constable. A uniformed officer assigned to patrol a repeated route on
foot. Regular beats created local familiarity and discovery intervals, but one
constable could not observe every court and passage.

House-to-house inquiry. Systematic questioning of occupants, landlords
and businesses near relevant places. It can locate witnesses and test
movements, though temporary lodging and aliases weakened the
Whitechapel search.

Post-mortem examination. Medical inspection and dissection after death
to establish injuries, cause and other findings. Victorian doctors could
describe wounds well while estimating time and skill with wide uncertainty.

Modus operandi. The practical method used to commit an offence,
including approach, weapon and escape. It may change with circumstance,
so difference does not automatically prove a different offender.

Mutilation. Deliberate damage to a body beyond the injury needed to cause
death. In this case it helped link attacks while generating uncertain claims
about motive, knowledge and occupation.
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Double event. The phrase used in the Saucy Jacky postcard for the killings
of Stride and Eddowes on 30 September 1888. Its fame helped bind two
uncertainly linked deaths.

Dear Boss letter. The message received by the Central News Agency in
September 1888 that introduced the signature Jack the Ripper. Its
authorship and connection to the murderer remain unproved.

Saucy Jacky postcard. A brief message received after the 30 September
killings, claiming the double event. Linguistic evidence links its writer to Dear
Boss, not either text to the crimes.

From Hell letter. The differently written message sent to George Lusk with
part of a human kidney. The tissue was alarming but could not be
established as Catherine Eddowes's missing organ.

Central News Agency. A London news service that received Dear Boss
and Saucy Jacky before forwarding them to police. Its role placed the
famous persona at the junction of crime and publicity.

Goulston Street graffito. Chalk writing found above the passage
containing part of Eddowes's apron. Its connection to the killer was
uncertain, and police erased it amid fears of antisemitic disorder.

Whitechapel Vigilance Committee. A group of local businessmen led by
George Lusk that organised patrols, hired detectives and campaigned for a
reward. Public safety and commercial pressure both shaped its activity.

Leather Apron. A press nickname attached to rumours of a threatening
local man and then to John Pizer. Pizer was cleared, but the episode
supplied the case's first marketable villain.

Antisemitism. Hostility towards Jewish people, expressed through
accusation, stereotype and violence. In 1888 recent migrants were blamed
collectively, shaping rumours, witness language and the decision to erase
the graffito.

Macnaghten memorandum. An internal report written in 1894 by Melville
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Macnaghten that named Druitt, Kosminski and Ostrog and asserted five
victims. It is influential, retrospective and factually imperfect.

Mitochondrial DNA. Genetic material inherited through the maternal line. It
can exclude or associate maternal lineages but is shared among relatives
and may offer limited discrimination within a population.

Chain of custody. The documented route of an item from recovery through
storage, transfer and examination. Gaps can leave a valid laboratory
measurement unable to answer when or how material arrived.

Go Deeper
For the strongest single narrative: Philip Sugden, The Complete
History of Jack the Ripper, second revised illustrated edition
(Robinson, 2002). Sugden works chronologically through the murders,
investigation and suspects while distinguishing contemporary material from
later embroidery. It is detailed enough to test claims and readable enough to
continue from this book. Its centre of gravity remains the hunt for the
offender, so pair it with victim-centred work. Some archival discoveries and
all modern DNA controversy postdate the edition, but its refusal to
manufacture closure still makes it the most dependable full case history.

For the surviving case papers: Stewart P. Evans and Keith Skinner,
The Ultimate Jack the Ripper Sourcebook (Robinson, 2002). This large
collection reproduces official reports, witness statements, correspondence,
memoranda and related documents in sequence. Read it when you want to
see what a theory rests on rather than accept an author's summary. The
reward is proximity to the record; the difficulty is that an archive does not
explain itself. Documents were produced for different purposes, later
recollections sit beside contemporaneous reports, and missing material
remains missing. Use the editorial chronology, then check dates and
provenance before drawing links.

For the women as people: Hallie Rubenhold, The Five: The Untold
Lives of the Women Killed by Jack the Ripper (Doubleday, 2019).
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Rubenhold reconstructs Nichols, Chapman, Stride, Eddowes and Kelly
through civil, workhouse, family and lodging records, shifting attention from
mortuary detail to lives shaped by marriage, labour, migration and poverty.
The book is vivid and necessary, especially as a correction to the
homogeneous prostitute label. Its strongest claims about final-night activity
have prompted serious debate, so read the reconstruction as an evidential
intervention rather than the last word on every silence in the record.

For the making of the myth: Alexandra Warwick and Martin Willis,
editors, Jack the Ripper: Media, Culture, History (Manchester
University Press, 2007). These essays examine how journalism, literature,
film, tourism, gender, place and later politics built the Ripper as a cultural
figure. It is the best next step when the pseudonym interests you more than
another suspect list. The collection is academic and its chapters differ in
method, so it works better selectively than as one continuous narrative.
Read it beside primary material to see how quickly a short unsolved
investigation became an adaptable story about modern urban fear. It also
places tourist spectacle beside feminist and historical criticism, making the
ethical dispute over retelling part of the evidence rather than an afterword.

Notes and Sources
The dates, names and institutional descriptions below were checked on 4
September 2026. The principal documentary guide was Stewart P. Evans
and Keith Skinner's The Ultimate Jack the Ripper Sourcebook, read against
The National Archives catalogue and the surviving Metropolitan Police,
Home Office, inquest and press material it reproduces. Philip Sugden
supplied the main modern chronological check. Where the archive permits
more than one inference, the manuscript states the narrower conclusion.
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Scope, case boundary and chronology
The National Archives catalogues the Metropolitan Police Whitechapel
murder case papers within MEPO 3. The subseries contains case papers
concerning eleven victims from Emma Smith in April 1888 through Frances
Coles in February 1891. Administrative inclusion shows which deaths police
compared; it does not establish one offender.

The sequence and dates used are: Emma Smith attacked on 3 April and
dead on 4 April 1888; Martha Tabram found on 7 August; Mary Ann Nichols
on 31 August; Annie Chapman on 8 September; Elizabeth Stride and
Catherine Eddowes on 30 September; Mary Jane Kelly on 9 November;
Rose Mylett in December 1888; Alice McKenzie in July 1889; the Pinchin
Street torso in September 1889; and Frances Coles in February 1891. The
last four are mentioned only to show that the contemporary classification
problem continued after Kelly.

The five-victim boundary became the dominant later convention through
similarities in injuries, place and time, and was reinforced by retrospective
police accounts. Melville Macnaghten's 1894 memorandum stated that five
women and no more were murdered by one man. Macnaghten had joined
the Metropolitan Police in 1889 and recorded a later official view, not a
forensic ruling made during the 1888 inquiry. His errors concerning Druitt's
age and occupation materially limit the document's authority. The
manuscript treats Nichols, Chapman, Eddowes and Kelly as a strong linked
cluster while leaving Stride and the wider cases at visibly different levels of
confidence.
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Whitechapel, housing and vulnerability
The account of Whitechapel combines Charles Booth's poverty maps and
notebooks, Judith Walkowitz's social history, London Museum's collection
essay and the civil and institutional records assembled by Hallie Rubenhold.
Booth's coloured maps were produced in 1889 to 1891, close to the murders
but not as a survey of the murders themselves. They support concentrated
poverty and street-level variation, not the claim that every resident or street
belonged to one social type.

Common lodging houses sold short-term shelter, commonly by the night and
in advance. The fourpence required by Nichols and her remark about
obtaining lodging money with a new bonnet derive from lodging-house and
inquest testimony reproduced in the sourcebook. The manuscript keeps the
anecdote small because recollection after a murder is not a verbatim
recording. Its evidential use is the narrow one: a few pennies separated a
bed from continued exposure.

The descriptions of casual labour, tailoring, migration, overcrowding and
unstable addresses are supported by Booth, Walkowitz and London
Museum. The book avoids a single causal story in which poverty produced
the murders. The offender's agency remains separate from the housing and
labour conditions that concentrated opportunity and reduced protection.

The antisemitic context is documented in contemporary press coverage,
police records and later social history. John Pizer, a Jewish boot finisher
associated with the Leather Apron rumours, was arrested after Chapman's
murder and released when his movements were checked. The episode is
used to show how social prejudice selected a suspect before discriminating
evidence existed. It is not evidence about the offender's ethnicity.
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The women and the sex-work question
Biographical details concerning Nichols, Chapman, Stride, Eddowes and
Kelly draw mainly on Rubenhold's reconstruction, checked against Evans
and Skinner, Sugden and the discussion by Paul Bleakley. The manuscript
uses marriage, children, workhouse admissions, migration, domestic
service, casual employment and lodging history to restore change over time.
It does not treat respectability as a condition of sympathy.

The evidence concerning sex work is contested at two levels: activity at
some point in life and activity during the final encounter. London Museum's
public account rejects the inherited claim that all five shared one occupation
and identifies Kelly as the only woman known there to have been working in
the sex trade at the time of death. Evidence also places Stride in sex work
earlier in her life. Rubenhold's reconstruction demonstrates how biographies
were compressed by police, press and later culture, but some final-night
conclusions depend on lateral inference from housing, fatigue and the
absence of direct records. Bleakley's peer-reviewed critique recognises the
value of the correction while arguing that contradictory testimony and
inference require more caution. The manuscript therefore rejects both
universal slogans: it does not claim all five were soliciting, and it does not
claim the uncertain cases were certainly asleep or never exchanged sex for
money.

This limitation affects offender models. Customer access, rough sleeping,
casual companionship and selection of an isolated woman remain possible
mechanisms. No final-night reconstruction is treated as settled where the
inquest record does not settle it.
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The murders and medical evidence
The murder chronology follows official reports, inquest testimony and
witness statements reproduced in Evans and Skinner and assessed by
Sugden. Times are presented as reported times, not synchronised
measurements. This is especially important for the conflict between
Elizabeth Long's reported sighting of Chapman and Doctor George Bagster
Phillips's early estimate of time since death. Victorian estimates based on
temperature and rigidity carried uncertainty that later exact timetables often
conceal.

The linkage among wounds rests on throat cutting and abdominal injury
across much of the core cluster, with organ removal in Chapman and
Eddowes and far more extensive injury to Kelly indoors. Stride's absent
abdominal mutilation is the principal difference. Interruption is a plausible
explanation because her body was found soon after entry into the yard, but
no observed interruption proves it.

Contemporary doctors differed over the killer's anatomical knowledge.
Frederick Gordon Brown thought the Eddowes mutilations indicated
knowledge; other medical evidence and later assessment have been less
specific about its degree and source. The book therefore permits prior knife
experience or anatomical familiarity without converting wound form into a
profession. The claim that Kelly's greater injuries may partly reflect privacy
is a causal inference, not a medical finding, and is stated as an alternative to
psychological escalation.

The Goulston Street apron piece connected the post-murder route from
Mitre Square to a Metropolitan Police location. The chalk writing above it
was never shown to be the killer's. City officers sought preservation long
enough for photography; Commissioner Charles Warren ordered erasure
amid concern about antisemitic disorder. The manuscript treats the decision
as a conflict among evidence preservation, public order and uncertainty, not
as proof of incompetence or concealment.
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Police institutions and investigative capacity
The Metropolitan Police historical timeline dates the Detective Branch to
1842, the Criminal Investigation Department to 1878 and the Fingerprint
Bureau to 1901. Eddowes's murder fell within the City of London Police
jurisdiction, while the other four canonical sites fell within Metropolitan
territory. Donald Swanson's coordinating role and Frederick Abberline's
local investigative role are documented in the police papers and
sourcebook.

The inquiry used beat patrols, house-to-house questioning, lodging-house
searches, plain-clothes surveillance, suspect interviews, alibi checks,
circulated descriptions, handwriting comparison and communication with
other forces. Sources describe inquiry on a large scale, but no exact
interview or suspect total is used because categories and surviving records
vary.

The absence of fingerprint comparison, blood grouping and forensic
genetics is chronological. Karl Landsteiner's ABO work followed in 1900 and
1901, the Metropolitan Police Fingerprint Bureau opened in 1901, and
forensic DNA profiling arrived in the 1980s. These dates explain missing
capabilities without proving that any one technique would have solved this
case.

Bloodhound trials attended by Warren in October 1888 are documented in
contemporary reporting and later case histories. Their inclusion illustrates
the difference between possessing a method and possessing the scene
conditions it requires. The manuscript makes no claim that the dogs were
lost during the active inquiry, a later story that is disputed.



51

Letters, publicity and authorship
The original Dear Boss letter is catalogued by The National Archives as
MEPO 3/3153 and is dated 25 September 1888. The Central News Agency
received it on 27 September and forwarded it to the police. The Saucy Jacky
postcard arrived on 1 October after the two killings of 30 September. Police
facsimiles were produced on 3 October and printed by newspapers from 4
October. The publicity chronology matters because it distinguishes what a
second writer could have copied at the moment of posting.

Nini analysed 209 transcribed letters and postcards assembled from Evans
and Skinner's sourcebook. Dear Boss and Saucy Jacky were more similar
to each other than 95 per cent of other possible corpus pairs, with distinctive
shared language. Both predated public dissemination, supporting
non-independent production, most plausibly common authorship. The result
does not identify a writer, authenticate either message as the murderer's, or
place From Hell in the same supported group.

The From Hell letter and kidney reached George Lusk on 16 October.
Thomas Openshaw's defensible medical conclusion was that the specimen
was part of a left human kidney. Contemporary newspaper claims that he
established sex, age, drinking history or a precise preservation interval were
denied or remain contradictory. Since Catherine Eddowes's left kidney had
been removed, the package could not be dismissed as irrelevant, but no
chain connected the tissue to her body.

The claim that journalists wrote Dear Boss and Saucy Jacky appears in later
police recollection and fits the commercial setting. No surviving evidence
identifies a particular author. The text therefore presents a possible press
hoax rather than a solved authorship question.

L. Perry Curtis, Walkowitz, Warwick and Willis, and Drew Gray support the
wider account of how competitive newspapers, class anxiety, gendered
danger and later entertainment turned an unidentified offender into a
repeatable cultural figure. The murderer is not assumed to have sought
fame merely because the press supplied it.
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Suspects and retrospective evidence
The suspect discussion is deliberately tiered. Names recorded by officials or
connected to the inquiry receive more space than later celebrity
nominations, but official suspicion is not treated as identification.

Macnaghten listed Montague John Druitt, a man he called Kosminski, and
Michael Ostrog in 1894. Druitt was a barrister and schoolteacher aged
thirty-one, not a doctor aged about forty-one. He died by suicide in
December 1888. The timing and Macnaghten's reference to family suspicion
explain the theory; no surviving trace, witness or contemporaneous case
note links Druitt to a murder.

Robert Anderson later wrote that the murderer was a low-class Polish Jew
identified by a witness who refused to testify. Donald Swanson's annotations
in his copy of Anderson's memoir add the surname Kosminski. Aaron
Kosminski was a Polish Jewish barber living in Whitechapel who entered an
asylum in 1891. The identification of Anderson and Swanson's suspect with
Aaron is plausible but not complete, and the alleged witness procedure is
undocumented in the surviving active-case record. The book avoids
presenting the witness's identity, location or reason as fact.

Later research substantially weakened Ostrog by correcting his biography
and placing him in custody abroad during relevant periods. Francis
Tumblety's status derives chiefly from former Special Branch chief John
Littlechild's 1913 letter, which remembered the American medical impostor
as an important suspect. George Chapman, born Seweryn Klosowski, was
named retrospectively by Abberline after Chapman's later poisoning
convictions. Neither man is linked by surviving physical or eyewitness
evidence to a Whitechapel murder.

Prince Albert Victor, Sir William Gull, Walter Sickert and James Maybrick
are included as examples of later nomination methods. The royal conspiracy
took its best-known form in Stephen Knight's 1976 book, based on a
changing family account and a proposed network involving Gull,
Freemasonry and a secret royal relationship. Contemporary police records
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do not support that construction, and documented royal movements conflict
with Albert Victor as the hands-on murderer. The Sickert and Maybrick
cases rely on later-selected imagery, provenance problems or disputed
documents. The text does not attempt an exhaustive suspect encyclopaedia
because the subtitle is fulfilled by explaining how the leading categories of
suspect evidence work.

The shawl and mitochondrial DNA
Jari Louhelainen and David Miller reported mitochondrial DNA analysis of
stains on a shawl attributed to the Eddowes scene, with sequences
compared to maternal relatives of Eddowes and Aaron Kosminski. The
historical provenance of the shawl is not established through
contemporaneous police documentation. Its long period of private handling
and display makes time of deposition and contamination central questions.

Mitochondrial DNA is inherited through the maternal line and is shared
among maternal relatives. Its evidential weight depends on haplotype
frequency, database choice, sequence quality, mixture interpretation,
contamination control and the competing propositions. The International
Society for Forensic Genetics guidelines provide the general interpretive
basis for those limits.

D. Kim Rossmo's published critique separates a reported association with
maternal lines from proof that the shawl came from Mitre Square or that
Kosminski committed the murder. On 12 August 2024, the Journal of
Forensic Sciences published an expression of concern because third-party
complaints about conclusions drawn from the mitochondrial evidence could
not be resolved. The notice records that the original raw mtDNA data were
no longer available owing to instrument-data failure and other complications,
leaving the publisher unable to determine the complaints. A 4 April 2025
correction added a missing funding statement only. It did not resolve or
withdraw the expression of concern. The retained conclusion is therefore a
disputed association on an object of unproved provenance, not an
identification.
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Archive limits and narrative control
Important police material is missing, and most original inquest files do not
survive. Newspaper transcripts preserve evidence that might otherwise be
lost, but papers differed in wording and accuracy. Later memoirs can reveal
institutional belief while adding memory, self-defence and hindsight. Poor
residents left less complete documentary trails than officials, householders
and institutions.

No dialogue, private motive, weather, gesture or scene has been invented.
The bonnet remark, witness encounters, police decisions and suspect
opinions all derive from recorded testimony or documents, and their
language has been paraphrased where exact wording was not needed. No
exact lifetime or population probability has been assigned to a suspect. The
book's strongest unresolved empirical limitation is the absence of an
authenticated offender trace or a complete contemporaneous record of why
particular suspects were included or dismissed.
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