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History’s Most Evil

Welcome
Welcome to the latest issue of the Insight into History
magazine! This issue is focused on the evilest people in
history, including, but not limited to, Charles Manson,
Pablo Escobar, and Jack the Ripper. Just a warning that
some of the articles include some gory, but true, details.
We ran a competition this time to include some
paragraphs about evil people in history, and we hope
you enjoy reading the 4 winners (and the shortlist of the
top 8 you can find on the website).

We really appreciate all the involvement and feedback
we have had so far, but if there is anyone else would
like to get involved please just speak to your history
teacher or leave a message on our website :
Insight into History – Lymm High School's Online History Magazine (wordpress.com)

The Insight into History Team
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An Interview:
The Psychology behind Evil
Our Head Interviewer, Lauren Cliffe, asks Mrs. Jennings what she
thinks about the psychology behind evil:
Which factor do you believe has a greater impact on making a
person evil- is it nature or nurture?
“The nature-nurture debate in psychology can be discussed in
relation to any aspect of human behaviour, with the usual conclusion
that it depends on both. The concept of ‘what makes people evil’ is a
difficult one, and whilst I don’t believe there is an ‘evil gene’ which
causes people to behave in such a way, there is some evidence from
research that genetics do play a role in narcissism and
psychopathology in identical twins. It seems clear that genetic factors
play a role in the development of such conditions, but they are not
the only contributing factor. The influence of the environment will
have a huge influence on a person, for example past trauma or
abuse may be contributary factors which may cause someone to
behave in an ‘evil’ way. That said, not everyone who has
experienced trauma will respond in this way, so clearly both factors
are involved.”
Do you think that evil people can be changed?
“Being an eternal optimist, I’d like to say all people have a chance. In
reality though, it is clear that some people are unable to. Whether
this is because their patterns of behaviour are so ingrained or they
have no desire to change, it isn’t always clear! Re-offending rates are
high (62.7% in the UK 2020 for adults released from custodial sentences
of less than 12 months) which suggests how difficult it is for people to
change behaviour which has got them into trouble, but this may be
due to a multitude of other factors such as the environment they
return to upon release, knowing no other life than crime or simply
not wanting to.”

Warning: Contains details some viewers may find upsetting.

Child Killers: The brutal murder
of James Bulger
On 12th February 1993, 2-year-old James Bulger and his
mother were at a shopping mall in Merseyside, England. It
was here that the toddler would be lured away to his
premature, abhorrent death by two 10-year-old schoolboys,
who would torture and kill him on local railway tracks - just
2 miles away. His mother soon noticed her son missing and
asked for help from security staff. The local police were
then called. So, when the shopping centre closed and James
was still missing, a major search operation was launched.
The biggest clue about his location came from CCTV cameras, showing
James leaving, the police also spotted him following two boys, with one
of the boys taking his hand. The three of them headed towards the Leeds
and Liverpool Canal. Despite having this information, police still couldn’t
locate any of the boys.
Two days later, a severely mutilated body had been found on railway
tracks. It was now evident James Bulger was no longer a missing child but
a murder victim. His body was found to have a variety of horrific injuries:
he’d had paint thrown at his eyes, bricks thrown at him, he’d been kicked
and beaten, he’d had batteries put in his mouth and had suffered 10 skull
fractures after a 22-pound iron bar was dropped on his head. Police focus
now turned to finding the two prime suspects – Jon Venables and Robert
Thompson. They were taken into custody, but police found it unlikely that
these two boys, only 10 years old, were capable of inflicting the gruesome
injuries found on James Bulger. Nevertheless, police questioned the prime
suspects, in the course of questioning they slowly revealed their crimes. It
was the 19th of February that Jon Venables admitted to the murder and on
the 20th of February, both were arrested for abduction and murder, yet
neither still could give explanation to their motivation.
The subsequent trial of the two young murderers polarised Britain.
Evidence mounted against them and although the boys’ lawyers argued
they were too young to take legal responsibility for their actions, a child
psychiatrist testified the boys could determine the difference between
right and wrong. Now 11, on the 24th November, Thompson and Venables
were old enough to be charged, the two were found guilty and jailed for 8
years. This made them the youngest ever convicted murderers in modern
British history. But despite their sentence being increased twice, they were
both released on parole in 2001, aged 18.

It’s no secret both the original murder and developments since have
remained prominent in the media, prompting widespread debate about
how to handle young offenders when they’re sentenced or released from
custody.
The age of criminal responsibility in England and Wales is 10 years old,
meaning an offender under that age is treated differently in that they
can’t be charged with committing a criminal offence. In 2013, the debate
over this age was reintroduced when a Bill was proposed to Parliament
to increase the age of responsibility to 12. This was an idea opposed by
James Bulger’s mother as had the boys committed the murder just a few
months earlier they wouldn’t have even met the threshold of being 10
years old, so wouldn’t have been tried or punished by the courts, never
mind if the age was raised to 12. The conversation about how Venables
and Thompson should’ve been treated reopened in 2017 when Jon
Venables, aged 35, returned to prison after being found with indecent
images of children. Attempts originally were to take the more humane
approach of rehabilitation for the boys, Robert Thompson appears to of
taken his anonymity and hasn’t reoffended since, whereas Venables
reoffences have caused conflicted opinion as to whether he should have
the right to a new identity removed, but I think it appears blatant that
prison is exactly where Venables belongs.
Overall, even now we by no means should be forgetting about James
Bulger, his murder left all of society deeply disturbed by the capabilities of
what two children could do to another. Child murderers aren’t exclusive
to this case; in 1999, Lionel Tate at age 12 beat 6-year-old Tiffany Eunick to
death in Florida, making him the youngest American citizen ever to be
sentenced to life imprisonment without the possibility of parole and then
in 2001, brothers Derek and Alex King, ages 12 and 13 were convicted of
beating their father to death with a baseball bat and then set their house
on fire, in Florida. The concept of seemingly innocent children having the
capacity to commit some of the worst atrocities is a chilling, yet real
situation which highlights some of the worst evils of society. But whether
we believe the exceptional circumstances surrounding child killers add
more justification to their actions or
not, I believe that this understanding
doesn’t and shouldn’t equate to
forgiveness. Sometimes the degree
of capability a person has to control

By Amy French
Robert Thompson and Jon Venables

The Problem With
Romanticising Killers
American serial killer and rapist Ted Bundy is one of
the most infamous criminals of the late 20th century,
estimated to have killed between 30 and 100 women.
Los Angeles killer Richard Ramirez (the Night Stalker)
molested children, raped women, and murdered at
least 13 people. So why is it that when both of these
monsters were on trial, countless female admirers
showed up to support them? If you are active on social
media, particularly TikTok, you may be aware that the
romanticisation of these killers still exists today, once
again by young women. Statistically, men involved in
violent crime are equally likely to be the perpetrator or the victim,
whereas women are much more likely to be the victims/survivors. So,
what draws women to these killers, and what impact does this have on
our justice system?
Hybristophilia is the name given to the attraction to those known for
committing a horrific crime. It is also commonly known as “Bonnie and
Clyde syndrome” and involves the fantasy that you are special enough to
give the love that would stop such a man from doing the things he does.
Although there have been no major studies on the phenomenon, there is
anecdotal evidence used to explain it. It has been suggested that women
are fascinated by true-crime because it is somewhat relatable. It has been
found that the UK audience who watch TV on the true crime Sony Crime
Channel are predominantly female. Women can imagine themselves in
the position of the victims as they are raised with the fear of those men
who kill or attack women. We are taught to carry keys between our
fingers, not walk alone after dark or wear flat shoes so we can escape.
Therefore, women hear these stories and experience fear, which in itself
is a thrill, or perhaps want to learn from them. A second suggestion is that
society conditions women into believing that their role is to ‘fix’ men and
provide rehabilitation through their kindness and patience. RJ Parker
explains that this is due to women’s nurturing instincts and a genuine
belief that they can change them through love. Others would argue that
this ‘nurturing nature’ is simply a result of societal expectations of
women. In her book “Women Who Love Men Who Kill” Sheila Isenberg
found that those women, who enter into relationships with killers, had
often previously experienced some form of abuse. Ramirez and Bundy
both had groupies; both married one of these women. While on trial,
Bundy married Carole Ann Boone when she was called to the stand.

Similarly, Richard Ramirez married Doreen Lioy while on death row. Both
of these women avidly insisted that the men were innocent. It is believed
that Boone witnessed her teen brother’s death, which led her to advocate
for Bundy’s life to compensate for not being able to save her brother. This
supports the notion that women feel they must save, or fix, men.
Whatever the reason, romanticising these abhorrent killers is dangerous
for women and undermines victims. During my research for this article, I
fell upon an article by Runt Of The Web named ‘9 Serial Killers Who We
Would Want To Slice Us Open’. Using the horrific crimes of serial killers to
glamorise the men who committed them is deeply disturbing and feeds
into a system that does not give victims a second thought. This title implies
that the victims should feel lucky to have been mutilated, raped, and
brutally murdered because the author believes that the men who inflicted
this were attractive. The children, women and, men who lost their lives
deserve more than this. It is not okay to condone the actions of killers
because our society has developed a fondness for their charismatic
personas. On top of this, it influences how serial killers are treated within
the justice system. Bundy was extremely calculating and understood how
the media would eagerly lap up his good lucks and charm, creating a
dichotomy between what the world saw of him and the stereotype of a
serial killer. When he left the court, convicted for the death of multiple girls,
he was given a note from the judge: “You’re a bright young man. I don’t
have animosity to you.”. The judge created a hope of redemption, similar
to the ‘Bonnie and Clyde’ syndrome mentioned earlier, which only brought
him more attention and demeaned the suffering of those he hurt. Such
attention is something Ted Bundy, who winked at the camera when given
a death sentence, would have loved. Romanticising serial killers clearly has
an adverse impact on our justice system by creating biases, demonstrated
by the judge who still held a killer in such high regard. Moreover, it
discredits the wickedness of these men and disrespects victims. It
transforms serial killers into forms of celebrities, almost giving the
impression that mass murder is no longer a crime if you can portray
yourself in the correct way. This is highlighted in Penelope Scott’s song
Lotta True Crime when she sings “Ted Bundy was just never that f******
bright, he was just sorta charismatic and
white”. Scott depicts that what allows serial
killers to hurt people is their sense of
entitlement and their (often white) male
privilege. If we continue to treat callous
serial killers in such a way, it creates a
culture of celebrating heinous crimes and
distorts the system intended to prevent
crimes and support victims.

By Sacha Jones

Factfile: Pablo Escobar
Who was Pablo Escobar?
Pablo Escobar was arguably the world’s most
powerful drug trafficker and a Colombian criminal
who was head of a drug cartel during the 1980s and
early 1990s. In the end he managed over 80% of the
cocaine shipped to the US. He earned popularity and
a reputation by funding charity projects and football
clubs, but later, terror campaigns that resulted in the
murder of thousands turned popular opinion against
him.
Rise to Power
While he was in his teens, he began a lifetime of crime. This included
smuggling stereo equipment, selling fake diplomas and stealing
tombstones to resell. He also stole cars, and it had been this offence that
ended up being his first arrest, in 1974. Escobar became involved in drug
smuggling, as the cocaine industry grew in Colombia. In the mid-1970s he
helped found the crime organisation that later was called the Medellín
cartel. Escobar served as head the organisation, which focused largely on
the assembly, transport, and sale of cocaine.
Road to Wealth
By the mid-1980s the Medellín cartel dominated the cocaine trade, with
Escobar wielding incredible power and wealth. According to some
reports, he was worth approximately $25 billion, which supported a lavish
lifestyle. At the peak of its power, the Medellín cartel, earned an
estimated $420 million per week and making its leaders one amongst the
wealthiest people in the world. His property had a zoo that housed
giraffes, hippopotamuses, and camels, among other animals. Additionally,
Escobar funded various projects to help the poor, earning him
comparisons to Robin Hood. That perception helped him win election to an
alternate seat in the country’s Congress in 1982.
“Plata o Plomo”
However, such charitable works were offset by Escobar’s well-known
ruthlessness. He handled problems with “plata o plomo”, meaning
“silver” (bribes) or “lead” (bullets). He reportedly killed some 4,000 people,
including numerous police officers and government officials. In 1989, the
cartel reportedly placed a bomb aboard an airplane in an attempt to kill
an alleged informant- over 100 people were killed.

Final Years
Amid the growing bloodshed, a huge manhunt was undertaken to search
for Escobar, while the government also began negotiations for his
surrender. In June 1991, on the same day that the Colombian Congress
voted to forbid extradition in the country’s new constitution, Escobar
surrendered and was subsequently jailed. His imprisonment, however,
had little effect on his criminal activities and his lifestyle. He was allowed
to build a luxurious prison, which became known a La Catedral. However,
after Escobar tortured and killed two cartel members at La Catedral,
officials decided to move him to a less-accommodating prison. Before he
could be transferred, Escobar escaped custody in July 1992. The Colombian
government- reportedly aided by US officials and rival drug traffickers
launched a manhunt. The day after his 44th birthday, his hideout in
Medellín was discovered. While Colombian forces stormed the building,
Escobar and a bodyguard managed to get to the roof. A chase and
gunfight ensued, and Escobar was fatally shot. Some, however,
speculated that he took his own life. After he died, the Medellín cartel
soon collapsed.

By Lauren Cliffe

Charles Manson:
psychopath or sociopath?
America’s most notorious criminal and cult leader, Charles Manson, formed
one of the most famous groups in America – ‘The Manson Family’ who
together accounted for a series of 9 murders across the summer of 1969. The
Manson Family consisted of around 50 followers who were all devoted to
Charles and following him and his lifestyle. They lived a hippie-like
lifestyle, which was not uncommon in the late 1960’s / early 70’s as the
Counter-Culture movement emerged, however although their lifestyle
matched those of a hippies – living in rural areas , smoking and taking
hallucinogenic drugs – their ideals massively differed from the ‘love , not
war’ beliefs of a typical hippie. Many of Manson’s followers were
impressionable young girls who had met Charles in their young teens and
quickly became attached to him, idolizing him. They would cut ‘X’ symbols
into their heads to show their allegiance to him, committing murders and
assaults when and where requested and seeing him as their ultimate
leader.
Despite spending 7 years in a psychiatric hospital and prison, Manson was
ruled in court as ‘not mentally ill’ and therefore denied parole on the
grounds of mental illness , leaving many to wonder if Manson’s behaviour
was just an innate thing for him. To be regarded as a sociopath – a person
would have to meet the traits of an anti-social personality disorder,
seeming to blend in with society and remaining quiet yet having clear
disregard for people and physical aggression. Charles would likely be
classed as a Psychopath, like a sociopath yet they show no remorse,
emotion, or empathy for the things they do and seem to be very
attention-seeking and egoistical about their acts. Manson definitely
matched this, especially in prison, where he continued to be an idol for
thousands of people, receiving 60,000 letters from
‘fans’ a year to his prison cell and convincing fellow
inmates to do troublesome things with him.
Manson was sentenced to the death sentence in 1971,
however this was later changed to life in prison
without parole. He died in prison of natural causes
in 2017.

By Poppy Harris

The Yorkshire Ripper
From 1975-80, the north of England was perilous place all because of one
man, Peter Sutcliffe. This man was the cause of 13 deaths and 7 attacks,
all of whom were women, from Leeds to Manchester. The police tried
and tried to catch this serial killer through multiple methods by they had
nothing. Instead, it was a strike of luck from 2 patrol officers that
managed to catch this real-life entity of evil and finally bring justice.

Who was this man later to be revealed as “The Yorkshire Ripper”?
The man in question was from Bingley, West Yorkshire. He was a
husband, sibling to 3 brothers and 2 sisters, HGV driver and on the front,
a quiet yet nice guy. It was a shock to all that knew him when it was
revealed he was the result of 13 women’s death. Before his job as an
HGV driver, he was a grave digger, worked at a morgue, a factory and
a mill. But the reason he killed these women was all because of one of
these jobs, his time as grave digger. In interrogation he claimed that the
voice of God was heard in the graveyard sending him on a mission to
kill prostitutes, which is what he did. This profession not only resulted in
him having the urge to kill, but it gave him a taster of crime as he would
rob the dead bodies and it gave him a macabre and twisted humour.
The Police Investigation
The big problem in the investigation was the amount of paperwork on
suspects, witness statements, police sketches, weapon information etc
they had, and frankly, they became overwhelmed. The West Yorkshire
Police and the men in charge of the investigation, the Ripper Squad,
asked the public to report any information that may help with the
investigation. The response to this was huge. The influx of information
was stored in the central index system unfortunately, most of it was
useless. The phones would be ringing 24/7. In 1982, Sir Lawrence Byford,
who was a member of the Ripper Squad, released the following
statement While it should have been the effective nerve centre of the
whole police operation, the backlog of unprocessed information resulted
in the failure to connect vital pieces of related information. This serious
fault in the central index system allowed Peter Sutcliffe to continually
slip through the net." And he did! During the 5 years of investigation,
Sutcliffe was interviewed 9 times.
Not only was it that this failing system that resulted in Sutcliffe not being
caught. The Ripper squad were sent 3 letter and an audio recording
claiming to be from “The Ripper”. This led the Yorkshire Police on a wild
Goose chase. It was suspected that this man was from Yorkshire, but the
voice in the recording had a Geordie accent. So, the Police would only
take a suspect inquiry seriously if they had a Geordie accent or was
from the Newcastle area. They took this recording so seriously that they
started playing it to the public in Supermarkets, Night clubs, Restaurants
and anywhere else with large public attention. The Police spent £1 million

on advertising the handwriting samples, getting the audio played to the
public and asking for the publics help. However, this was a hoax.
Another bit of evidence that was taken very seriously in the investigation
was a £5 note found in one of the purse of victim., Jean Jordan. In his
confession, Sutcliffe said he had realised the new £5 note he had given her
was traceable so moved her after a family party - and mutilated her
corpse. The £5 note - which he could not find hidden in her handbag - was
traced to branches of the Midland Bank in Shipley and Bingley, where
Sutcliffe lived and worked. Police identified 8,000 employees who could
have received it in their wage packet - leading to 5,000 men, including
Sutcliffe, being interviewed in three months. Cops found his alibi to his
whereabouts was credible - the family party.
The Victims, Murders and attacks

1975
SURVIVED-Anna Rogulskyj- Was struck unconscious with a hammer and
slashed on her stomach. Sutcliffe did not continue with the attack because
he was disrupted by a near by neighbour. Luckily, she was found in time.
But she was left with emotional trauma that never recovered.
SURVIVED- Olive Smelt in Halifax- Sutcliffe similarly struck her from behind
and used a knife to slash her above the buttocks - again interrupted and
left his victim severely injured but alive. Her emotional scars included
clinical depression.
SURVIVED- Tracy Browne, 14, in Slisden - Sutcliffe struck her from behind
and hit her on the head five times while she walked along a country lane.
He was again disturbed, and his victim was left needing brain surgery. He
was not convicted of the attack but confessed in 1992.
DIED-Wilma McCann, Chapletown Leeds, an area known for sex worker
behaviour- She was his first victim to unfortunately pass away. She had 4
children. Sutcliffe hit her twice with a hammer - before stabbing her 15
times in the neck, chest and abdomen. An extensive police inquiry involving 150 police officers and 11,000 interviews - failed to find the
murderer.

1976
Emily Jackson, 42, in Leeds (Died)-Desperate for money, Jackson had been
working as a prostitute out of a van. Sutcliffe hit her on the head with a
hammer then stabbed her 51 times with a sharpened screwdriver in the
neck, chest and abdomen. He also stamped on her thigh - leaving an
impression of his boot.

Marcella Claxton, 20, in Roundhay Park, Leeds-Sutcliffe hit her from behind
with a hammer after she accepted a lift home from him while walking
home from a party. She had been four months pregnant and sadly
suffered a miscarriage. Marcella survived and testified against Sutcliffe at
his trial.

1977
DIED- Irene Richardson in Roundhay Park, Leeds -Richardson, a prostitute,
was bludgeoned to death with a hammer by Sutcliffe who then mutilated
her corpse with a knife. Tyre tracks left near the murder scene gave a long
list of possible suspect vehicles.
DIED - Patricia "Tina" Atkinson in Bradford-The prostitute was killed in her
flat where police found a boot print on the bedsheets.
DIED - Jayne MacDonald, 16, in Chapeltown- Jayne was not a prostitute which led to the public fearing ALL women were potential victims.

SURVIVED - Maureen Long in Bradford in July- Maureen was seriously
assaulted before Sutcliffe was interrupted - leaving his victim for dead. A
witness misidentified the make of his car. More than 300 police officers took
12,500 statements and checked thousands of cars, without success.
DIED - Jean Jordan in Manchester-The prostitute's body was found ten
days later.
SURVIVED - Marilyn Moore in Leeds-Marilyn, a prostitute, survived and
provided police with a description. Tyre tracks found at the scene matched
those from an earlier attack.

1978
DIED - Yvonne Pearson, 21, from Bradford. - Sutcliffe killed the prostitute
and hid her body under an abandoned sofa - so she was not found until
March
.
DIED - Helen Rytka, 18, from Huddersfield-The prostitute's body was found
three days later.
DIED - Vera Millward- Sutcliffe killed her in an attack in the Manchester
Royal Infirmary car park.

1979
DIED - Josephine Whitaker, 19, on Saville Park Moor in Halifax- The
building society clerk was attacked walking home and there was forensic
evidence at the scene.
DIED - Barbara Leach, 20, Bradford University Student-Not a prostitute,
Barbara's body was dumped under a pile of bricks near the university but a PR campaign stressed the Wearside 'connection’.

1980
DIED - Marguerite Walls
DIED - Jacqueline Hill, 20, a Leeds University student
SURVIVED - Dr Uphadya Bandara in Leeds
SURVIVED - Maureen Lea, a Leeds University art student.
SURVIVED - Theresa Sykes, 16, in Huddersfield.
The Ripper is finally caught.
On the 2nd of January 1981, Peter Sutcliffe was arrested in Sheffield. With
was Olivia Reivers, a Prostitute. It was suspected that he was going to
make her his next victim. However, he arrested not because he was
suspected to be the Ripper, but because his car had fake license plates. It
was only later when they found a screwdriver matching the one used in
the killings when he became a prime suspect. In his interrogation, Sutcliffe
confessed to the crimes, “It is alright, I know what you’re leading up to.
The Yorkshire Ripper. It’s me. I killed all those women.”
Sutcliffe's trial began on May 4, 1981. Though he'd confessed to being the
Yorkshire Ripper after his January arrest, in court he pleaded guilty to
manslaughter but not guilty to murder.
Yet Sutcliffe's plea, which could have resulted in a lighter sentence, was
not successful. On May 22, 1981, he was found guilty of 13 murders and
seven counts of attempted murder. The judge sentenced him to 20 life terms
and recommended a minimum sentence of 30 years. On November 30th,
2020, he died in Durham of Coronavirus, taking many
secrets of his crimes to the grave.
By Charlotte Wood

Countess Elizabeth Bathory
When discussing history’s most evil you will often
hear the rather cyclical monologue encompassing
Jack the Ripper types however very rarely would
you hear the name Elizabeth Bathory.
Named as the world’s most vicious woman serial
killer she undoubtedly deserves a mention in this
rather gruesome hall of fame. More specifically, her
bloodthirsty behaviour and tortuous endeavours
have led many to cite her as one of the first ever
vampires in history – a reputation she has certainly
earned.
Born in Transylvania, thus dubbing it the home of
monsters, her family tree was bursting with rather
odd relatives. From a young age her Uncle guided her
through the complex world of Satanism whilst her
Aunt dutifully taught her about sadomasochism (a form of sexual torture) after
she expressed an interest. There is little wonder she developed into such a
terrifying historical legacy.
At the age of 15, Bathory was married to Count Nadady, and the couple settled
into Csejthe Castle. To please his wife, her husband reportedly built a torture
chamber to her very detailed specifications. It is claimed that she enjoyed
jamming nails under the fingernails of servant girls as she enjoyed their screams
of pain, clearly proving her to be a rather psychopathic monster.
During her husband’s lifetime he carefully kept her tendencies a secret however
it also became apparent that he also minimised her impulses. After his death in
the early 1600’s her torture quickly escalated into a much deadlier form. With the
help of her trusted servants she abducted young peasant girls, often biting
chunks out of her live victims. She even forced one such girl to boil and eat her
own flesh.
As she became older she began to seek a solution to ageing and believed that
the blood of young girls would maintain her vitality. It was reported that many
young girls were often found completely drained of blood.
Due to her family heading the local government, Bathory’s crimes were widely
ignored until 1610 however Bathory had begun finding victims among the
daughters of local nobles. This was the final straw and her brother sent her to
trial.
In January 1611, Bathory and her servants were put on trial for 80 counts of
murder although historians now predict the number of victims to be around 600.
All were convicted, but only Bathory escaped execution.
Instead, she was confined to a room of the castle that
only had slits for air and food. She survived for three
years but was found dead in August 1614.

By Emma Parkinson

The Moors Murderers: horrific
crimes against children
Dubbed by the BBC as “British society’s benchmark for evil,” Ian Brady and
Myra Hindley between the years of 1963-65 preyed on and murdered 5 children.
When the truth was revealed about their grisly crimes, including torture, sexual
assault and beating of these children, they quickly gained notoriety as the most
hated people in Britain.
Who were Ian Brady and Myra Hindley?
The serial killing couple met in Manchester in 1961 at a company. Myra, only 17 at
the time quickly became infatuated with the older Brady and the couple began
dating. Seeing as this was Myra’s first relationship, Brady very quickly
influenced her into his extreme beliefs that included his obsession with Hitler
and Nazism. This dynamic meant that Ian could easily manipulate Myra into
becoming his loyal criminal assistant. In saying this, I am not saying that her role
in the murders is diminished in any way and she is still fully responsible but I
think considering the background of their relationship explains the later crimes.

The Brutal Crimes;
The killing began on the night of the 12th July 1963 when 16 year
old Pauline Reade was lured and kidnapped by Hindley and
driven to Brady who was expecting their arrival. She was then
raped, severely beaten and stabbed before burial on
Saddleworth Moor. In 1987, Brady and Hindley assisted the police
in finding her body- still wearing the dress she planned to wear
for the dance she was going to.

The second victim was 12 year old John Kilbride who disappeared
from a market in Ashton-Under-Lyne on the 23rd November 1963.
Myra had offered the young boy a ride home but instead drove to
the Moors where Brady lay in wait. Brady then sexually assaulted
him and strangled him with a thin piece of string. His body was
discovered in October 1965.
The third victim was also a 12 year old boy called Keith Bennett who
had been picked up by Myra on his way to his grandmother’s house
on the 16th June,1964. He was taken to Saddleworth Moor where he
was raped, strangled and buried by a gully next to a stream. Despite
a lifelong campaign to recover his body so she could properly bury
him, his mother Winnie died in 2012 never knowing where her son
was. The police attempted to use Brady and Hindley at the moor to
find his body, but his remains are still unknown.

The most famous victim was 10 year old Lesley Ann Downey
due to the mountain of evidence of her attack that was
presented in court. She was captured at a fairground on Boxing
Day 1964. As the youngest victim of the couple, she was taken to
Hindley’s grandmother’s house. She was sexually assaulted
and tortured and this was all captured on a 16 minute
harrowing audio tape. In this she pleaded for her mother and
for God to help her: this tape when played in court reduced
everyone to tears. They also forced the young girl to pose for
pictures before burying her body on the moors.
How were they caught?
Brady and Hindley were finally caught in 1965 after their final
murder of 17 year old Edward Evans. The apprentice engineer was
lured to the home shared by the couple. Hindley’s brother in law,
David Smith was forced to watch as Brady murdered Edward with
a hatchet. He then unwillingly helped carry the body to a bedroom
and quickly fled in fear of his life. Terrified, he called the police and
Edwards' body was discovered in the police search of their home.
The couple were arrested and initially only charged with the
murders of Downey, Evans and Kilbride. It wasn’t till the 1980s, that
they admitted to the murders of Reade and Bennett.
Where are they now?
In 1966, both were sentenced to life imprisonment, despite Hindley claiming her
role ended at the luring part. She testified that Brady was involved in the killings
and sexual assaults and she just took the children to Brady because she was
under his control. Brady responded to this saying she took an active part in the
murders and assaults and many believe his view to the crimes. Hindley, dubbed
the ‘most evil women in Britain’, died in 2002 of Respiratory failure at West
Suffolk Hospital at the age of 60. Brady died of natural causes aged 79 at
Ashworth high security hospital in Merseyside on 15th May 2017.
The legacy
This sadistic and truly evil murdering duo will never be forgotten for their
sickening acts. Both of them died before revealing where Keith Bennett was
buried, leaving a family still grieving that he has not been properly laid to rest.
The fact that they denied Winnie and the rest of the Bennett family of this right,
demonstrates how sick and depraved these two individuals were. They both
robbed these 5 children of their whole rest of their lives for
their own twisted pleasure and it is a relief neither is currently alive.

By Jess Salmon

Warning: This feature contains details some viewers may find upsetting.

The Jack the Ripper Murders
London, especially the district of Whitechapel, was a very
different place in the late 1800s compared to how it is today. The
area was overcrowded and most of the residents were povertystricken, which led to disease and crime being rife. Whitechapel’s
mazes of roads, alleyways and courtyards were only lit by a single
gas lamp making the streets incredibly dark, and sheep and cattle
were often herded through the streets, leaving trails of excrement
behind them. Not only that, but residents would also often throw
their raw sewage into the streets, so the wafts of smells drifting
through the area would have been unbearable. All these reasons
combined with the lack of police presence, made Whitechapel into a
prime spot for a murder, or many.
Whilst it is commonly agreed by historians that there were 5
victims of the Jack the Ripper murders, there was a range of
suspicious deaths around the time period, and it is often debated
whether or not they were all related. The plethora of murders that
took place in Whitechapel in the 1800s is a key reason why there
is so much debate behind so many aspects of Jack the Ripper, with
some historians arguing that instead of one killer it was all
separate events that were coincidentally similar. Nevertheless,
police and the community at the time were obsessed with the
mystery of the Ripper, but how did the events unfold?
The first murder that is generally attributed to the Ripper was of
Mary Nichols, her mutilated body was found in Buck’s Row, a dark
thoroughfare located just behind the busy Whitechapel Road, at
3.40am on August 31st, 1888. But just as the people of the area
were coming to terms with the tragedy, a week later, the unknown
miscreant struck again and murdered Annie Chapman, in the backyard
of 29 Hanbury Street in Spitalfields on the 8th of September 1888.
Unlike with Mary, there was a witness who saw Annie talking to a
man just hours before she was found dead.
It was during this period of investigation that one of the
earliest suspects was named as being a sinister character by the
name of Leather Apron, which was commonly known as the nickname
given to a local man by the name of John Pizer. Unfortunately,
when Pizer was finally tracked down, shortly after the murder of
Annie Chapman, he was able to provide cast-iron alibis for the
murders he was suspected of having committed and was quickly ruled
out of having any involvement in the crimes.

It was believed that the increased police presence around the area
had deterred the Ripper from striking again, until on 30th
September 1888, the killer returned and murdered two victims in the
space of an hour. The first victim, on what became known as the
“night of the double event” was Elizabeth Stride, whose body was
found in Dutfields Yard, off Berner Street, at 1am. 45 minutes
later. PC Watkins found the horrifically mutilated body of
Catherine Eddowes in Mitre Square, on the eastern fringe of the
City of London. This night was when a major clue was found: a
bloody apron, found on a doorstep down the road from Mitre Square.
PC Long also discovered a message scrawled in chalk on the
brickwork of the doorway.
It read “The Juwes are the men that will not be blamed for
nothing,” or words to that effect. This was believed to be just
anti-Semitic graffiti and was washed off immediately.
In early October, the police released a letter which had been sent
to the head of a London news agency. The letter was signed “Jack
the Ripper” which caused suspicion as to its genuineness as this
term had been fabricated by the newspapers rather than the murderer
himself. However, the signature on the letter would catch the
public imagination and would lead to a veritable tidal wave of
similar correspondence that came close to overwhelming the
beleaguered police investigation. Most of these letters were
obvious hoaxes. But one of them has been the subject of
considerable debate, and opinion is still divided as to whether it
did come from the murderer. The letter in question was the infamous
“From Hell” missive that was sent to George Lusk, the Chairman of
the Whitechapel Vigilance Committee. Enclosed with the letter was a
piece of human kidney which, according to the author, he had “took
from one woman.” Maybe coincidentally but the kidney of Catherine
Eddowes had been removed and stolen when her body was found. The
general consensus today is that the kidney was a prank, possibly
orchestrated by a medical student who, like so many citizens, found
the allure of becoming involved in the Jack the Ripper pantomime
difficult to resist.
After a month of no new murders, on 9th November 1888, John
McCarthy, the owner of several rental properties in Dorset Street,
Spitalfields, sent his assistant, Thomas Bowyer, round to 13
Miller’s Court to collect the 29 shillings in rent that the tenant
Mary Kelly owed him. When he got no reply to his knock on the door,
Bowyer went round to a broken windowpane and peered into the room.
The sight that the saw would haunt him for the remainder of his
days: the skinned to the bone remains of Mary Kelly’s cadaver lay
on the bed, whilst lumps of bloody flesh had been piled onto the
bedside table.
This was the last murder attributed to Jack the Ripper, and yet 133
years later, we still have no idea who he was.

By George Pitcher

The Victims
Mary Ann Nichols
Mary Ann "Polly" Nichols was the first victim of Jack the
Ripper, who is believed to have murdered and mutilated at
least five women in the Whitechapel and Spitalfields
districts of London from late August to early November 1888.
The victim was just aged 43, had five children and worked
not only as a prostitute, but also a domestic worker. Mary
was murdered on 31 August 1888, and found by Charles Cross
on Bucks Row, Whitechapel, it is estimated, less than half
an hour after her death having been strangled, had her
throat cut back to her spine, as well as her abdomen torn
open. She was lying on her back, her legs were straight out,
and her skirts were raised almost over her waist. Cross
pulled her skirts back down to her knees to cover her
decency, and left for work, deciding to tell the first
police man he came across, not noticing the slash through
her throat, which according to newspapers, nearly severed
her head off. PC Neil was the first officer to arrive at the
deserted murder scene. Immediately, he called another
officer over, as well as a medic, PC Mizen, reinforcements,
and a police ambulance. At around 4:00, Dr Llewellyn
pronounced Mary Ann Nichols dead, and had been for no more
than half an hour as her legs were still warm. Nearby, horse
slaughterers had been working through the night, but heard
nothing of the murder until informed of it by the officers.
The three men (Harry Tomkins, James Mumford and Charles
Britten) soon found themselves under suspicion, and
interrogated separately by police before being swiftly
eliminated as suspects. The night watchman confessed to
sometimes sleeping on his shift, but a passing stranger had
told him that someone had been murdered; this stranger was
never identified.

By Gemma Jackson

Annie Chapman
Date: 8th September 1888
Method: Her body was mutilated even more than Polly Nichol’s had
been. She had a similar cut across her throat that moved from left
to right, as well as a gash in her abdomen made by the same knife.
Chapman’s intestines were torn out and placed on the ground over
her right shoulder, though still connected to her body. She was
also missing her uterus and parts of her bladder and vagina.
Location: Her body was found by 29 Hanbury Street, Spitalfields,
London.
Any clues left? :
· John Davies testified as he had lived at Hanbury Street for two
weeks, and had never seen the door to the yard of the property
locked. He added that any individual who knew where the latch to
the front door of the property was could open it to facilitate
access to the back yard.
· A leather apron belonging to John Richardson lay under a tap in
the yard of 29 Hanbury Street. This apron had been placed there by
his mother, who had washed it on 6th September. Richardson was
investigated thoroughly by the police, but was eliminated from the
enquiry.
· Two brass rings Chapman is known to have worn were not recovered
at the crime scene, either because she had pawned them or because
they had been stolen, possibly by her murderer.
· The section of a torn envelope recovered close to Chapman’s body,
bearing the crest of the Royal Sussex Regiment and postmarked
‘London, 28 August 1888’, was briefly believed could be traced to
Edward Stanley, thus placing him at the scene of Chapman’s murder.

Any specific suspects linked:
· John Richardson
· Edward Stanley
· John Pizer,
· William Henry Piggott
· Jacob Isenschmid
· Charles Ludwig
· Friedrich Schumacher

· Edward McKenna
· Oswald Puckridge
· John Sanders

Who was she?
Annie Chapman (1841-1888) led a somewhat nomadic existence around
Spitalfields. She was 47 years old at the time of her death, who
four or so months prior to her death, had been living at
Crossingham’s Lodging house at number 35 Dorset Street. She appears
to have had enjoyed a cordial relationship with the other tenants
and the deputy keeping, Timothy Donovan, remember her as being an
inoffensive soul whose main weakness was a fondness for drink.
In 1869, she married John Chapman at the age of 28. John worked as
a coachman and in other service positions. They had three children:
Emily Ruth, Annie Georgina, and John Alfred. A happy family life
was not in the cards for the Chapman’s, however. Emily Ruth dies of
meningitis in 1882 at the age of 12 and John Alfred was born
disabled and surrendered to a charity school for care.
Possibly due to these tragic strains on their marriage, both John
and Annie Chapman became heavy drinkers. Annie was arrested several
times for public drunkenness in Windsor, and a police report blamed
her “drunken and immoral ways” for the end of the Chapman’s
marriage around 1884 or 1885.

By Lauren Cliffe

Elizabeth Stride
Info about death:
Date: Elizabeth’s death date was the 30th of September 1888,
the same day as the fourth known victim, Catherine Eddowes
which took place an hour later.
Method: When her body was found her throat was slashed
however after her death, unlike the others, her body was not
mutilated which could mean she was not a victim and died from
her health and mental conditions.
Location: The location was in walking distance of Catherine
Eddowes on Berner Street in London.
Clues that we have gathered are: Many witnesses saw her with
a man throughout the night and as she left work, she looked
like she was dressed to impress someone. The time she was
seen at the nearest time to her death under an hour before
her body was found, with her back against a brick a wall and
talking to a guy dressed in dark clothing, saying “No not
now”. This is told to be Jack the Ripper however we are not
certain that it was or was not him. Another clue is that the
fourth murder was an hour after hers and within walking
distance, this is the most known reason why she was killed be
Jack the Ripper.
Any suspects linked: Elizabeth’s death was different to
others so there were many other suspects that were not Jack
the Ripper however due to the death of the fourth victim an
hour later historians believe it was him. It is not very
likely we will ever know who Jack the ripper is and because
of that we can’t connect Elizabeth to one person in
particular as it could be anyone, even though there are
people who know some options which are believed to have been
Jack The Ripper the fact that Elizabeth’s murder was
different tells us that it could be any one of the suspects.

By Lily Norton

Catherine Eddowes
Early life
Catherine Eddowes was born on April 14th, 1842 in
Graisley Green, Wolverhampton. In 1857, both of
Catherine’s parents had died and she was admitted as an
orphan to a Bermondsey workhouse. She was employed as a
tinplate stamper at the Old Hall works, but was fired
after being caught stealing. For four months, Eddowes
worked as a tray polisher in Birmingham. She had two
children with former soldier Thomas Conway and had ‘TC’
tattooed on her left forearm. Catherine Eddowes was five
feet tall, with hazel eyes and dark hair and was described as ‘A very jolly woman’ but possessed a ‘fierce
temper.’

The murder:
Eddowes was taken into custody on 29th September 1888 by
PC Louis Robinson, after being found drunk on Aldgate
High Street. On the morning of 30th September she was
released at 1:00 once she was sober. Instead of taking
the shortest route to her house from there, she went the
opposite way. She was last seen alive at 1:35am by three
men who saw her standing with a man. One of the witnesses
described the man Eddowes was stood with as a
fair-moustached man wearing a navy jacket, peaked cloth
cap and red scarf. At 1:45am, PC Edward Watkins found
Eddowes mutilated body in the south-west corner of Mitre
Square. Catherine Eddowes was killed between 1:35 and
1:45am and the killer was thought only to have basic
anatomical skill.

By Jake Sands

Mary Jane Kelly
Around 10:30am on 9th November 1888, Thomas Bowyer set out to collect rent
from 13 Miller’s Court, Whitechapel. The room was being rented by Joseph
Barnett and his partner Mary Jane Kelly. After an argument, Barnett had
moved out in late October. So, when Thomas Bowyer visited to collect rent,
24 year old Kelly was living alone. Bowyer knocked on her door but there
was no answer. He made his way around the small hovel to a broken window
and looked through. What once had been Mary lay on the bed. The surface of
her thighs and abdomen had been removed, her insides had been removed and
her face hacked beyond recognition.
Two men were seen with Mary Jane on the day of her death. Just before
midnight, a neighbour spotted a ‘blotchy’ faced man with a thick moustache
enter Mary’s lodgings. Acquaintances saw Kelly lead a ‘respectable
looking’ man back to her room at 2am. However, no witness spotted a man
drenched in blood leaving Miller’s street. The surrounding area would have
been packed with men in pubs and women seeking clients. It is still
unnerving that none of these saw the depraved man that butchered Kelly
leave her room.
No one knows the reason that Mary Jane Kelly ended her days as a
prostitute living in the most dangerous area of London. Mary’s partner,
Joseph Barnett, told the police that she was born in Limerick (Ireland)
and moved to Caernarvonshire or Carmarthen (Wales) when she was young. At
the young age of 16, she married a collier who died in an explosion.
Widowed, Kelly moved in with her cousin in Cardiff and started her life as
a prostitute. Somehow, she then ended up in a brothel in the West End and
was tricked into moving to Paris but moved back after not too long.
However, there is no record of Mary Jane Kelly in Limerick,
Caernarvonshire, or Carmarthen. A strong probability is that Mary changed
her name when she became a prostitute to avoid shame on her family.
The ‘Jack the Ripper’ murders had shocked the nation since the first, but
the murder of Mary Jane Kelly caused outrage from all, especially very
high officials. The day after Kelly’s murder Queen Victoria sent a
telegram to Lord Salisbury, Prime Minister at the time, saying “This new
most ghastly murder shows the absolute necessity for some very decided
action. All these courts must be lit, and our detectives improved. They
are not what they should be. You promised, when the first murder took
place to consult your colleagues about it.”
On the day of Kelly’s funeral thousands lined the street to see her laid
to rest. But none of these were the family of the woman being buried that
day. When her open hearse was led down the street many of the mourners
became visibly distressed. Men took off their hats and women wept for
her. Many onlookers shouted, “God forgive her”. But what was her sin?
Having no other choice but to become a prostitute and for being murdered
simply because of that?

By Amy Deeks

The Suspects
Aaron Kosminski
Aaron Kosminski was a Polish Jew who lived from September
1865- March 1919, where he died in a London mental asylum. He
immigrated to England in the early 1880s and worked as a
barber/ hairdresser in Whitechapel, East London where the
infamous Jack the Ripper murders took place.
Why is he suspected?
Assistant commissioner of London Metropolitan Police at the
time, Melville Macnaughten, described Kosminski as having “a
great hatred of women, especially of the prostitute class and
had strong homicidal tendencies”. In March 1889 he was moved
to Middlesex County lunatic asylum, he declared “ he is
guided by and his movements controlled by an instinct that
informs his mind”. It is also reported that he once
threatened the life of his sister with a knife.
Whose murder are they linked to?
In 2007, “Armchair detective” Russle Edwards bought a
blood-stained shawl that had once belonged to Jack the Ripper
victim Catherine Eddowes. The important piece of evidence had
been passed down through generations and never worn or
washed. DNA tests traced this back to suspect Aaron
Kosminski, which makes him look incredibly guilty and a
likely suspect. However as many people have handled it over
the years, it makes the DNA sample less reliable.
Why weren’t they convicted/ why could it be argued that they
are innocent?
It was reported by the mental asylum at which Kosminki stayed
that throughout his confinement, it was clear he was not a
danger to others. And, other than the victims shawl, there
was no conclusive evidence proving that he was in fact Jack
the Ripper. Unless the documents written on the case were
referring to a different Kosminski, which is suspected by
some as in the first reports made, his first name is not
mentioned.

By Beth Pitcher

George Chapman
George Chapman (December 14, 1865 - April 7, 1903) was
the English name taken by serial killer Seweryn
Antonowicz Kłosowski. He was originally from Poland but
later relocated to England, where he committed his
crimes. He was convicted and executed after poisoning
three women but is mainly known these days because some
authorities suspected him of having been the notorious
serial killer Jack the Ripper.
Early Life:
Born in 1865, in Poland, he trained as a surgeon from
1880 to 1887 and was believed to be a very talented
surgeon. He moved to London sometime in 1887 where he
eventually took the name George Chapman. Because he
failed to fully qualify as a doctor, he started working
at a barber's shop, eventually running his own
hairdressers by 1889. Also, that year, he married a
fellow Pole, Lucy Baderski. Chapman already had a wife in
Poland, and although she came to England to try to
reclaim her husband, she gave up and returned home after
Chapman and his new bride had a baby, who subsequently
died in infancy. George and Lucy Chapman briefly lived in
New Jersey, although they returned to London sometime in
1892.
Crimes:
Chapman took several mistresses, who often posed as his
wife, three of whom he subsequently poisoned to death.
They were Mary Spink (died December 25, 1897), Elizabeth
Taylor (died 14 February 1901) and Maud Marsh (died 22
October 1902). He used a substance called antimony, which
causes a painful death with symptoms similar to that of
arsenic poisoning. His motives for these murders are
unclear. In one case he stood to inherit £500, but there
was no inheritance from the other two. As he was never
legally married to his "wives" he could have got rid of
them without going to the trouble of murdering them.
Suspicions surrounding the death of Maud Marsh led to a
police investigation. It was found that she had been
poisoned, as had the other two women whose bodies were

subsequently exhumed. Chapman was charged only with the
murder of his final victim, Maud Marsh. He was convicted
on March 20th,1903, and hanged at Wandsworth Prison on
April 7th that same year.
Was he Jack the Ripper?
One of the detectives at Scotland Yard, Frederick
Abberline, is reported to have said to the policeman who
arrested Chapman: "You've got Jack the Ripper at last!"
Speculation in contemporary newspaper accounts and books
has led to Chapman, like fellow killer Dr. Thomas Neill
Cream, becoming one of many individuals cited as a
possible suspect in the infamous Jack the Ripper murders
of 1888. One recent writer, Philip Sugden, considers that
Chapman is the most likely candidate among known Ripper
suspects, but the case against him is far from proven.
The case against Chapman rests mainly on the point that
he undoubtedly was a violent man with a misogynistic
streak, capable of carrying out the unmotivated murders
of women. Although he is known as a poisoner and not a
mutilator, Chapman was known to beat his "wives" and was
prone to other violent behaviour; once during a fight
with his actual wife, Lucy Klosowski, he forced her down
on their bed and began to strangle her, only stopping to
attend to a customer who walked into the adjoined shop he
owned. When he left, she found a knife under the pillow,
and he later told her that he had planned to kill her,
even pointing out the spot where he would have buried her
and reciting what he would have told their neighbours. In
some other points he does fit the likely profile of the
Ripper, e.g. he was living in Whitechapel at the time of
the murders, and he had advanced medical expertise.

By Emilia McMonagle

Thomas Cutbush
Thomas Cutbush is one of the people thought to be
notorious serial killer Jack the Ripper.
He was brought up by a religious mother after his dad
fled to New Zealand when he was 2 years old. His job
was a clerk but he was not a good worker, he pushed
one of his old employers down the stairs.
In February 1894, The Sun newspaper accused Thomas of
committing the murders. The theory is that the police
covered up Thomas’s identity because he was related
to a member of the police.
Thomas was never convicted because he was diagnosed
as psychotic and dangerous and spent the rest of his
life in Broadmoor Hospital.

By Tom Matthews

James Maybrick
Background information
He was a Liverpudlian cotton merchant who was born in 1838.
He was a successful business man who had a branch of his
company in Virginia as well as in Liverpool. His health
deteriorated suddenly in April 1889 and an inquest found that
his death was most likely due to arsenic poisoning and the
blame fell to his wife Florence who wasn't fond of her
husband and they had both been having several affairs. She
was originally sentenced to life imprisonment but was later
released in 1904.
He is suspected of committing all of the murders that are in
the "canonical five" as he died only a year after the last
one but before the deaths of any further possible Jack the
Ripper victims

Why is he a suspect?
In 1992, a man named Mike Barratt brought a diary to public
attention that he originally claimed was given to him in a
pub that contained immense detail which made it impossible to
say that James Maybrick wasn't the murderer. Although the
diary didn't give a name, it was quickly worked out from
various references to personal events that it belonged to
James Maybrick. The possible motive that James Maybrick
supposedly was that in the diary it lists that his wife was
apparently cheating on him and the rage he felt as a result
caused him to go on a violent murdering spree of the women of
Whitechapel. In 1993 Albert Johnson purchased an antique gold
watch on the inside of which he found scratched the initials
of Jack the Ripper’s five victims, together the signature J.
Maybrick, and the words "I am Jack" In 1993, a man named
Albert Johnson purchased an antique gold watch where he found
scratched the initials of Jack the Ripper’s five victims,
together the signature J. Maybrick, and the words "I am
Jack," on the inside. Testing has been done on the scratches
and it has been found that they are matched with the time
period that Maybrick was alive in and when the murders were
committed but those these findings are also disputed.

Why was he not convicted/ could be innocent?
He wasn't convicted at the time because he died in 1889 and
at the time there was very little if anything tying James
Maybrick to the murders due to the fact that he lived near
Liverpool and the murders took place in Whitechapel. The
evidence provided by the diary is also controversial because
Mike Barratt said that it was fake but withdrew his statement
several times after that. Some of the details in the diary
also appear to be incorrect when compared with police reports
such as in the murder of Mary Kelly listed her organs being
strewn across the room whereas in actuality, they were
contained on the bed around her so its authenticity has also
been questioned in that respect. The handwriting of the diary
has also been analysed intensely and it looks different from
a sample that was confirmed to be from Maybrick. In
conclusion, there are large pieces of possible evidence that
unfortunately currently has not been proven to be true or
false and so James Maybrick's involvement is still unknown.

By Anna McDonald

Charles Cross
Background info
1849 - Born Charles Lechmere in Soho, London.
August 31st, 1888 Charles found the body of Mary Ann Nichols
in Buck's Row, Whitechapel. Charles Cross was the local
carman, or carter, (in modern day this would be a driver or
porter or removals man) who, whilst on his way to work, at
around 3.40am, passed along Buck's Row and had the misfortune
to stumble upon the body of Mary Nichols - the woman who is
generally accepted as having been the first victim of the
killer Jack the Ripper.

Why was he a suspect?
Not only was he in the area at the time, but he was also
walking towards the very location where the murder occurred,
more or less at the exact time that the murder was being
carried out.
Reasons they weren’t convicted/ it could be argued they’re
innocent
The police seemed to believe his story that he was just
unlucky that a murder took place on his route to work.
So, was Charles Cross/Lechmere Jack the Ripper?
As with so many of the suspects, the honest answer has to be
that he might have been. However, this answer is based solely
on the fact that, since we don't know who Jack the Ripper
actually was, we can't dismiss or confirm any suspect with a
100 per cent certainty.
Charles Cross died in 1920.

By Reuben Roberts

What changed in policing as a result of the Jack the
Ripper murders?
Policing and gathering evidence was not very effective in the
19th century, but things improved a lot after the serial
murders that happened with Jack the Ripper. Police hid
evidence from people so they would not be scared, such as
graffiti on a wall possibly written by the murderer. They did
not have cameras so could not photograph any scenes. They did
not preserve the crime scene so any evidence could have been
destroyed or exposed to the public. The police did not wear
gloves or cover them selves up so their DNA would be left at
the scene. Therefore, it was really hard to catch the killer.
As a result of the murders and failure to capture the
murderer (although some historian’s say the real “Jack the
ripper” is actually buried in St Mary’s church yard in Lymm!)
Policing changed forever afterwards. From then on, street
lights were more common in cities to prevent crimes by making
everywhere lighter. Police preserved crime scenes and took
photographic evidence of the scene and gathered any items
from the scene to analyse them. The telegraph was brought in
to communicate with police around the country and records
were held. They also took witness statements and kept them.
Plain clothes detectives were brought in and the CID
(Criminal Investigation Department) was introduced. This
changed things, which meant more crimes were solved as the
20th century began.

By Annie Martin

The Interview: Who is
history’s most evil?
Mrs. Douglas
Stalin
“There are so many villains in History that it is incredibly difficult to
decide, however, for me it has to be Joseph Stalin. I feel that he is often
overlooked as a villain because of the competition there is in Twentieth
century history but if decided on villains based the number of deaths
they inflicted over their leadership, Stalin is responsible for between 7
million and 9.5 million deaths.
He came to power in 1924 after the death of Lenin and like many leaders
and dictators was incredibly paranoid about maintaining his position of
power. His first job was to rid the Bolshevik Party of those who
supported Trotsky who was seen as a more natural successor to Lenin.
During his initial years as party leader, he systemically manipulated the
party membership in his favour and murdered or exiled anyone who
got in his way. Once the party was slim lined, he then focused on the
rich peasant class of the kulaks in order to bolster the power and
influence of the workers.
Stalin introduced strict agricultural policies which collectivised farms in
order to make them more efficient and to send enough food to feed the
workers in towns and cities. These policies were hugely unpopular and
led to much civil unrest. Between 1932 and 1933, between 5 and 7 million
peasants died of famine. Many historians have debated whether Stalin
intended for this to happen in order to quell his unpopularity and the
unrest that was travelling throughout the countryside and into urban
settings. Whether this is the case or not I believe this is another
demonstration of Stalin as a villain as surely a political leader should
seek to cease and help humanitarian disasters such as this, which he did
not do.
There are other examples of Stalin’s villainous leadership
and reign of terror. During the years 1934-39, he conducted
‘The Great Purge’ where one million ‘enemies of the
working class’ were imprisoned in gulags (concentration
camps) with 700,000 of them being executed. His policies of
fear our marked throughout his time as leader of Russia/
Soviet Union with a notable parting gift being the
establishment of the Cold War, which ensued for most of
the second half of the 20th century.”

Mr. Wilde
Ivan the Terrible
“I figured the most obvious answer to ‘History’s biggest villain’ would be
one of the 20th Century dictators- Hitler, Stalin, Mao, Pol Pot. However, I
read a book about the Romanov’s recently and so I’m going to put forward a name not too many people will know much about : Ivan the
Terrible.

In a nutshell, Ivan lost both his parents before the age of eight and the
young Prince suffered quite a miserable childhood. Some early signs of
his intense anger and frustrations included plucking the feathers out of
chickens and throwing dogs and cats out of windows.
What tipped Ivan over the edge into the ‘villainous’ category was the
betrayal of a close friend during an ill-fated war in the Baltic in 1558,
closely followed by the death of his wife two years later. Convinced his
wife had been poisoned, Ivan established the Oprichniki, essentially an SS
style group given permission to torture and kill anyone with severed
dog’s head attached to their saddles to symbolise the sniffing out of
traitors.
Some of Ivan’s favourite execution methods included being boiled alive,
being torn limb from limb by horses, impalement and being roasted alive
on specially constructed frying pans. To make matter worse, the wives
and children of the ‘traitors’ were tied up and thrown into the freezing
river Volga. Any who didn’t immediately drown were pushed under the
icy waters and drowned by Ivan’s soldiers with boat hooks or spears. It’s
estimated that around 12,000 people were killed just in the city of Novgorod alone.

Even Ivan’s family weren’t safe from his violent streak. He hit his second
son so hard over the head with a baton that
he died a few days later.
Ivan definitely deserves his ’terrible’ nickname, but the evidence of his barbarity
suggests he is also more than deserving of the
disreputable position of “History’s biggest
villain” alongside his fellow 20th Century
monsters.”

The Competition:
Who is history’s most evil?
Thank you for all the responses for the competition. We ruled them down to a shortlist of 8 ,
which you can find on the website
( The Blog – Insight into History (wordpress.com) ).
Here are the winning 4:
Name: Jake Sands (8AL)
Chosen person: Herman Webster Mudgett (Dr Howard Henry Holmes
or H. H. Holmes)
Holmes was born into an affluent family on May 16th 1861 in Gilmanton, New
Hampshire. At a young age, Holmes conducted experiments on animals and
committed frauds and scams. In 1885, Holmes moved to Chicago, Illinois. Holmes
had a three-story building known as the ‘Murder Castle’ because the upper floors
contained rooms where he tortured and killed his victims. He then disposed of the
evidence by burning the remains. Holmes killed from 20 to 200 victims. He was
arrested in November 1894 and was hanged on May 7th 1896.

Name: Matthew Nelson (7TH)
Chosen person: Genghis Khan
Genghis Khan was the first Great Khan (or Leader) of the Mongol Empire. This was
the largest ‘land’ Empire that has ever existed in history and the second largest
empire ever! It covered much of Asia and extended into parts of Eastern Europe.
He ruled from 1206 to 1227 and led armies westward from his homeland, in
Mongolia, conquering hundreds of cities, towns and villages on his way. It is
estimated that just over 11% of the world’s population was killed during the
Mongol invasions which is approximately 40-60 million people. He can therefore be
considered one of the most ruthless rulers of all time.

Name: Akshith Gulapally (8AL)
Chosen person: Saddam Hussein
Saddam Hussein, born on April 28th 1937 in Tikrit, Iraq, is known to be one of the
world’s most nefarious dictators. Saddam lived in a poor family then was sent to his
uncle. Some reasons he was famous was that he made chemical weapons and
inflicted war in Iran, as he was worried that the Shiite majority in Iran would cause
an uprising that would provoke Iraq vs Iran war in 1980—which SU and USA
supported by supplying weapons. He created armies to torture people but was
captured by US coalition as they invaded Iraq and overthrew his government in
2003, which then led to his execution in 2006.

Name: Annie Martin (7WL)
Chosen person: Hitler
Hitler was born in Austria in 1889. He failed at art college and became homeless
selling postcards on the street. He left Austria and moved to Germany just as World
War one started and so he joined the German army. He was in hospital on
11/11/1918 when WW1 ended after a gas attack and promised that he would get
revenge on those who signed the armistice and make Germany great again.
Some Germans bowed down to Hitler as if he was royalty, but little did they know
the war he was about to start. He promised to make Germany great again, give
everyone jobs and created a huge army. He took over Austria but then sent troops to
Poland starting a war.
Hitler hurt and killed millions of Jews (over 6 million) all over Europe. He sent Jews to
Ghettos, then concentration camps which then became death camps where lots
were killed by gas. He starved Jews, worked them really hard, took all their
possessions away, including loved ones, and tried to kill a whole race of people. He
really was evil. His dictatorship ended when the allies invaded Germany and Hitler
killed himself because he did not want to be caught.

