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THE ADJOURNED INQUEST ON JESSIE CHAUNTLER.

[The following appeared last week in our town edition only?.]

The adjourned inquest on on {sic} the body of Jessie Chauntler> was held last night* at the
Granbys, Bridge-street. Under the warrant of the Coroner®, the body of the unfortunate deceased was
interred on Sunday last?, at the Cemetery8, in the presence of a large concourse of spectators, by the
Rev. A. Ward?, vicar of St. Clement's!®. The public excitement in reference to the case has been
greatly intensified by the publication of a sheet professing to give a full report of the proceedings at
the former inquiry, but we have no hesitation in stigmatising it as a most unfair report!!. Last week
the Coroner read one of the letters left behind by the deceased, which mentioned the name of one
gentleman, but as the other letters found on her mentioned the names of others, which letters were not
read, we thought it only an act of common fairness to suppress the one letter until the whole were
placed before the public.

The inquiry took place in a room which, though large, was utterly inadequate to accommodate
the jury and those professionally concerned, with the large body of chiefly respectable inhabitants of
the town who endeavoured to gain admittance, and we cannot understand why the inquiry was not
adjourned to the Guildhall!2. As it was, several of the jury and the professional gentlemen had to
stand throughout the entire proceedings, and the atmosphere of the room for nearly three hours bore a
strong resemblance to that of the Black Hole of Calcuttal3. Why this should be the case, with such
ample accommodation as the Guildhall affords, within such easy distance, it is impossible to
conceive. A large body of the Borough Police Force!4 were present, but were unable to prevent the
room being densely crowded, or to ensure the proceedings being carried out with that regard for
decency and order which we are accustomed to see in courts of justice in this country. A very large
amount of feeling was imported into the proceedings, and, as will be seen below, the Coroner had
frequently to threaten to have his court cleared of the interrupters — a threat which by-the-bye he was
utterly powerless to carry into effect.

The following is a list of the jury, who answered their names :— Messrs. T. Nichols!$
(foreman), H. Spinks!'6, W. Francis!7, D. Hobbs!8, G. Legge!®, J. Lawrence?0, E. G. Ransom?2!, W.
Potts22, G. Collin23, R. Clayton?4, J. Carelass25, and W. Bullen2¢,

The CORONER asked for whom the professional gentlemen appeared.

Mr. POLAND ADCOCK?7 said he appeared for the father of the deceased?s, who was also
present.

Mr. JARROLD? stated that he appeared on behalf of Mr. Dawson30, of Shelford, whose name
had been mentioned at the previous inquiry.

Mr. HORACE BROWNE?3! said he appeared on behalf of certain persons whose names were
supposed to be mentioned in the letters found on the deceased.

Mr. J. W. COOPER3? (instructed by Mr. E. Wayman33), said he appeared, as on the previous
occasion, on behalf of Mr. R. Miller34.




Mr. COCKERELL?3S said he was prepared to appear on behalf of the Crown, but, as he found
all the parties were represented, he did not think it necessary to do so. However, he saw there several
reporters —

Mr. COOPER objected to Mr. Cockerell making any observations, but was greeted with a
storm of interruptions which led the Coroner to threaten to have the room cleared.

Mr. COCKERELL went on to condemn in very strong terms what he called the “scandalous,
disgraceful manner” in which the former inquiry was reported in the newspapers, and he asked the
Coroner, if the same thing were going to be done this week, to clear the room of the reporters.

The CORONER said that the reports in the newspapers were fair reports as far as they went.
He read a certain letter at the inquiry, and he thought the reporters exercised a wise discretion in
withholding that letter until the person mentioned should have opportunity of being present.3¢

After this little episode the Coroner proceeded to take the following evidence :—

Mrs. Selina Jackson37 was sworn, but before she was examined the Coroner, on the application
of Mr. Adcock, read the evidence given by this witness at the former enquiry. Mr. Adcock also asked
that the original letter left by deceased should be read, as what was published in a report aa {sic} the
letter, he was instructed, was not correctly reported.

The CORONER intimated his willingness to read it at the proper time.

Mrs. Jackson then said to the Coroner : Deceased38 used to generally go into the shop at eight
o’clock in the morning. At least, she used to be down at eight o’clock, and then had breakfast, and
afterwards went into the shop at about half-past eight. She would have no opportunity of going out
till after the shop was closed unless she asked. That was at half-past eight or nine o’clock. She
usually went out of evening and got in at ten o’clock. She kept her time pretty regularly. I never
remember her being out later than quarter-past ten except one night, that I mentioned on the last
occasion. On Sundays she would generally be at home till dinner time. Occasionally she would go to
church in the morning. Of an afternoon she generally went to King's College Chapel, and of an
evening attended church. She attended some place of worship regularly, generally St. Mary’s3—our
parish church. She was in on Sundays at a quarter to ten or ten o’clock. I don't remember her being
out later than that. The longest time she was away from ours would be from half-past two till five,
and from half-past six till she came in. She always dined at home on Sundays. I considered her pretty
regular in her habits.

The CORONER now produced half-sheet of notepaper with pencil writing on both sides.

Witness : I recognise this paper as that which I found in her box. It is in her handwriting. It
was not folded then.

The CORONER then read it, the following being a copy verbatim et literatim : —

“Please send all my things and money home to my beloved friends; how I do love them all,
and ask Mr. Miller to pay for my funeral; he can afford it”

On the opposite side was the following :—

“if he had helped out of the trouble he gave me, he would not have had my life to answer for. |
hope some one will pray for me.”40

Witness (by Mr. JARROLD) : I did not search the box of deceased, but was present and saw
the things taken out. That was the only paper that was found. There was no paper that had the name
of Dawson upon it. There was no money in the box, but a little was due to her. She was not at all
expensive in her dress. She did not dress more than her salary would afford. Her clothes were not so
good as they were when she first came to ours.

By Mr. COOPER : She was having £14 a year4!. She had not that salary all the time that she
was at ours. She had been having £14 a year, I think, two months42. After she gave notice to leave we
raised her salary. It was done at or about the same time, but not in consequence of her having given
notice. She never complained to me of her salary being insufficient, or her want of money. She had



been in our service some time, and we thought it best to raise it. We should have done that to any
young person. We raised it voluntarily. She did not request it.

By the Foreman of the Jury#3 : I never had any knowledge of any instance of improper conduct
on her part, but quite the contrary.

By Mr. ADCOCK : I never saw anything improper in her conduct, or we should not have
continued her in our service. The assertion made that she was immoral is untrue, as far as I know.

Mr. ADCOCK said the statement made by Mr. Cooper on the last occasion in reference to this
was quite unwarrantable.

Mr. COOPER was sorry that Mr. Adcock had imported these matters ; he should have to ask
some further questions of witness now.

Witness (by Mr. COOPER) : Her mother* searched her box. I was present. I saw some
medicine bottles found.

By Mr. Hobbs#5 : And a prescription.

Mr. Hobbs : Have we it here?

The father of deceased produced it, and it was handed to the Jury.

James Starling* deposed : I live in Bridge street, and am a turner. I found the body of the
deceased in the Cam last Friday morning, about half-past nine o'clock, about twenty yards from the
Great Bridge4?. It was below the Bridge, on the Cambridge side of the rivers. It was floating about
four yards from the Quay. I tried to get it with my “long arm,” as it is called. It is a pole having a
hook on the end, with which I hang up my hams. I could not reach her with it. I called Mr. Ransom#?
and two young men to take hold of my hand, but then I could not reach her. I let it float to opposite
my shop, which is thirty or forty yards lower down, and where there are steps, but I could not reach it
then. I was then obliged to let it float to Mr. Rutt's boat-yards°. I hurried round, and put off a boat,
and got the body out there with assistance. I caught it with a hook on the sleeve of her jacket. Her
body was fully dressed. There was what is called a bonnet hanging by the strings at the back of her
head. I helped to take the body to where it was found>!, and helped to undress it.

James Wm. Roberts’2, of 3, Petty Cury33, deposed : I am a hairdresser, and manage the hair-
dressing business for Mr. Jackson54. I had been there about twelve days before the deceased left. 1
had not known her before. I used to see her four or five times a day. I did not notice that she was in
low spirits till the night she went away. I usually took my meals with her. She was tolerably lively at
meal times, until the last night [ saw her which was on Friday, the 6th December. That night she had
had her supper, and I was rather late in my room. About a quarter or twenty minutes past nine, as near
as could be, I saw her. I was just getting ready to go ; and she, when she got to the top of the stairs,
level to my room, stopped, and seemed to stare at me. She never did that before. I was in my room.
All of a sudden she turned round and went up to her room. I thought by her appearance she was out of
breath, through running upstairs fast. She said nothing. She stood some seconds—nearly a minute—
and then she went up to her own room. I did not see her again that evening. She seemed rather
strange. That was all I saw. She never did like that before. She seemed to glare at me and looked
wild. I had not seen her since tea time that evening. The night before she played at cards with me and
Mr. Jackson, and appeared very jolly then. I did not think there was anything amiss, nor did what I
saw strike me, till the Sunday that her mother came downs5. I have never seen her in any sorrow. I
have not had much opportunity of judging, as we were in separate places of business.

By the Jury : I did not see her come down again ; [ was in my room.

By the CORONER : She was not dressed for going out when I saw her.

By Mr. ADCOCK : I went with Mrs. Chauntler to Mr. Miller’s.

The CORONER suggested that the line of examination upon which Mr. Adcock was about to
enter should postponed for the present.

Mr. ADCOCK assented, but presumed that he should have an opportunity of putting the



questions hereafter (hear, hear). He should like to be informed upon one point. According to his
instructions the Coroner had requested Mr. Miller’s attendance. He should like to know whether it
was his intention to appear.

Mr. COOPER : He does intend to appear (applause).

The CORONER said that on the former occasion he had summoned Mr. Miller because he was
not aware whether the cause of death could be ascertained without his presence. He had found that
his presence was not necessary to that issue, and therefore he had not summoned him on that occasion.
He had, however, only though it right to give him an opportunity of attending to offer any explanation
that he might think fit ; and therefore had addressed to him a note to that effect (oh, oh and
“Money!”). It was only fair to Mr. Miller to say that he did not absent himself on the last occasion, as
he had been out of Cambridge some days.

Mr. ADCOCK said he understood from a report which had appeared that Mr. Cooper had
stated at the former inquiry that Mr. Miller did not know anything about it (applause).

Mr. COOPER said that what he said was that Mr Miller could not have known anything about
the inquest, as he had been away from Cambridge more than a week. The body had not been found
till half-past nine that morning, and it was utterly impossible to have communicated with him (a voice:
Oh, and Telegraph). In compliance with the request of the Coroner he had come down from London
to attend the inquest.

Mr. ADCOCK wanted to know which Mr. Miller Mr. Cooper referred to. There were so many
Mr. Millers.

Mr. Cooper: Mr. Richard Miller.

Witness : My room was on the first floor, and hers on the second floor.

By Mr. ADCOCK : I have never seen anything improper or immoral in her conduct. She
appeared to a respectable lady-like person—very so (hear, hear).

The CORONER said that before the enquiry proceeded any further he should have to ask the
jury about one matter. He had not seen the report, but he understood that a statement appeared in the
report as to something that Dr. Ransom was alleged to have said, to the effect that she had been
previously pregnant.

Dr. Ransom, who was present, emphatically denied this statement, and was confirmed by
several of the jury.

Mr. ADCOCK, with considerable warmth, alleged that Mr. Cooper at the previous inquiry, had
made charges against the deceased. He was there to clear her.

The CORONER suggested that the inquiry had better be conducted without the exhibition of
much feeling.

Mr. ADCOCK excused himself on the ground that the deceased had a father and mother and
sisters®¢, and it was only right that this attempt to falsely stigmatise her with immorality should be
exposed. He was there to stick to the young person, and it was only right that her character should
cleared.

Dr. Ransom repeated that he never mentioned anything about previous pregnancy.

Mr. Hobbs asked the doctor whether it would have been an easy matter to have proved that.

Dr. Ransom said it could have been proved, but there were no signs of it. There was evidence
of pregnancy, but it was incipient. Supposing her to have been in the water a month, which it
appeared she had, pregnancy would have dated some month or six weeks previous to her death57.

By Mr. JARROLD : That would be some time after June.

Dr. Ransom gave some additional technical evidence in confirmation of his theory that
deceased was pregnant, and added that he made a careful examination, being assisted therein by Dr.
Carvers®, and he was perfectly certain that there was nothing like disease about her. There was
nothing whatever in the prescription which had been handed in to indicate that it was for disease. It



was simply to allay irritation of the system.

Mr. ADCOCK said that the prescription was one of Dr. Bloomfield’s, a London physician,
who he was prepared prove was her father’s own medical man (applause).

The CORONER said that was all the evidence that he proposed to call. If Mr Miller wished to
make a statement now was the time that he could do it.

Mr. WAYMAN was about leaving the room to fetch his client, when

Mr. COCKERELL protested that Mr. Wayman had no right to hold a consultation with Mr.
Miller.

Mr. WAYMAN at once resumed his seat, and disclaimed any wish or intention to hold any
communication with Mr. Miller, and the constable®® was despatched to request his attendance.

Mr. COOPER said that as Mr. Miller was coming voluntarily to make a statement, he hoped
there would no unseemly behaviour, but that he would be treated fairly. He had no doubt that Mr.
Miller suffered severely under the imputations that had been cast upon him (oh, oh). He asked them
to remember that this was a Court of Justice (A Voice : Let him come).

Mr ADCOCK also appealed to the crowd to give him a fair hearing.

The CORONER intimated his wish that there would be no disturbance, otherwise he should
send for the police and clear the room.

Mr. COOPER supposed from what had fallen from the coroner that he did not order the
attendance of Mr. Miller.

The CORONER assented.

Mr. COOPER : He comes voluntarily.

The CORONER : Certainly. 1 have sufficient evidence put before the jury from which to find
a verdict (shame). As an imputation has arisen on the character of Mr. Miller, I shall allow him to
attend if he likes and make a statement. [Renewed interruption, one person who had been
conspicuous throughout the whole of the inquiry by his loud exclamations and expressions of his
indignation, being again particularly noticeable.]

The CORONER inquired who he was, and on being informed that it was Mr. Bovis!, told that
gentleman that unless he desisted he would be expelled from the room.

After a short delay Mr. Richard Miller entered the room, his appearance being greeted with
hisses and groans.

The CORONER : I must have the court cleared if this noise continues.

Mr. Richard Miller was then sworn, and gave his evidence as follows :— At the request of the
Coroner I attend here this evening. He wrote me a letter that I was at liberty to attend. I attend here
voluntarily to give any explanation with regard to a certain letter. I can give no explanation of it.
With regard to a person named Miller, referred to in the letter, I can give no explanation as to connect
me with it (loud cries of oh, oh). I knew the deceased. I have never in the whole course of my life
had any connection with deceased which would justify her in alluding to me as she has alluded to
some one. | believe not ; on the contrary. Plainly speaking I have never had any criminal connection
with the deceased (loud cries of oh, oh).

By Mr. ADCOCK : I can give you no dates as to when I first knew her. It was some time in
the summer. I can’t tell you when. I have seen her ten or a dozen times perhaps (sensation). The last
time I saw her I should think was a month or six weeks before she disappeared. It was on the
Parade2, I believe, at night, from nine to a quarter-past.

The CORONER wanted to know to what the question of Mr. Adcock tended.

Mr. ADCOCK said it tended to prove to the jury the cause of this unfortunate occurrence. The
jury had a right to know what had taken place between the witness and the deceased.

Mr. Miller : | am quite ready to answer any question Mr. Adcock likes to put to me.

The CORONER said the evidence must have some object in showing the cause of death.



Mr. ADCOCK : And the state of her mind.

The CORONER did not think that evidence material; but as Mr. Miller expressed his
willingness to answer these questions, he would not further interpose.

Examination of witness by Mr. ADCOCK continued : I believe it was some time during the

summer that I first knew her, and from that time until a month or six weeks before she disappeared I
saw her ten or twelve times. It was always from nine to ten o’clock at night, always at the same time
and place. It was by written appointment (sensation)—by her written appointment (renewed
sensation). I kept it, but I did not on all occasions. I believe the first time, I made the appointment
(sensation). I remember Mrs. Chauntler, mother of the deceased, calling on me on the Hills-roadé?
shortly after her disappearance®. I did not at first deny any knowledge of her daughter. She said she
was Mrs. Chauntler. I did not know her name. I only knew the deceased by her name Jessie. Directly
she said she was the mother of the young lady who had been at Mr. Jackson’s, I admitted knowing her.
It was not after being pressed and being shown the note which has been read that I admitted
knowing her. I told her at once all the particulars I knew as near I could. I believe I was equally as
unreserved to her as | was to her husband when he saw me. I saw the father of the deceased when he
called a few days after. I did not tell her father I had never been with her (sensation).
To Mr. ADCOCK : When you say “been with her,” what do you mean ? That is a trap. I told him I
had walked with her and had given her money (sensation). I did not say I had given her it from
benevolence, but to enable her to pay her debts or something of that sort, and that is the truth. I
believe the word “benevolence” was not used. I talked with him, but it is not a question of what 1|
said but what I did (laughter).

Mr. ADCOCK : It is a question of what you said, because by your words will be judged your
actions.

Witness : I never made use of the word benevolence. She told me she had been to a doctor.

Mr. ADCOCK : Did you say anything to her about going a doctor?

Witness : We had conversed about it.

Mr. ADCOCK repeated his question.

Witness : I don’t recollect. I knew she had been to a doctor, and we had conversed about it ;
she had been for some disease. It was some time during the latter part of the summer. I know who the
doctor is—Mr. Russell Hall®5 (laughter). He is not my medical man. I never employ him, nor have |
ever sent any one to him. [ have been to him since she has been away. 1 had never been to Mr.
Russell Hall before she went away. I have been to him since. When Mr. Chauntler called on me, I
told him his daughter had written to me. I think he asked me if I had any of her letters by me. I think
I told him that the last letter I had from her came when I was away from home, and when I opened it
and saw the word “money” in it, I dropped it into the fire (great sensation). It was not probably so
much because of the word “money” being in it, as because it was several days past the date. If letters
lie at my place of business several days when I am away, | don’t read them (oh, oh).

Mr. ADCOCK : Did you not say to Mr. Chauntler, “It’s a pity that paper has been made public,
or we might have arranged it between us."

Witness : Decidedly not. It is a pity the paper was made public (sensation). Mr. Chauntler’s
own remark was, “It’s a pity that paper was made public.”

Mr. ADCOCK : Did you not ask him several times what you could do for him ?

Witness : I told him I would assist him in any way I could to find his daughter.

Mr. ADCOCK : At that time you knew the contents of the piece of paper which had been
found?

Witness : Yes.

Mr. ADCOCK : You did not mean you would assist him in a pecuniary way ?

Witness : [ meant to assist him in finding his daughter in any way ?



Mr. ADCOCK : What way ?

A Voice : By going to London (laughter).

Mr. ADCOCK : Did you go to London ?

Witness : I went to London some little time after.

The CORONER said he should like to see the direct object of the examination.

Mr. ADCOCK said that the Jury might feel disposed to make some observations upon it. He
thought it was due to the friends of the deceased that these enquiries should made. If the Coroner
thought proper to stop him, well and good.

The CORONER did not like to do that, because of the position of the friends of the deceased.
At the same time there must some limit to them.

Mr. ADCOCK said that if his learned friend (Mr. Cooper) had not thrown the imputations
which he had upon the character of the deceased, he should not have ventured to have asked half the
questions which he had felt it is {sic} duty to do. Those observations were painful to the friends of
the deceased, and it was only right that they should be exposed, and it should be shown that what
had been stated was absolutely untrue.

Mr. COOPER said Mr. Adcock entirely misapprehended what he had stated on the previous
occasion. An imputation was cast on Mr. Miller, and he stated— and the Coroner reprimanded him
for so doing and almost threatened to turn him out—that that inquiry was into the cause of death of the
deceased and was not a court to inquire into morality. There were other letters found on the deceased
in which other persons names were mentioned. These letters were not read, and he did not wish that
they should be in the absence of the persons mentioned, and therefore he objected to the letter found
in the box of the deceased being read.

Mr. Bovis : You’re a bad son of a good father (laughter).

Witness (by Mr. ADCOCK) : I went to London I believe on the Monday®¢ that deceased was
found on the Friday. I believe I had not been to London since the reports of the discovery of the paper
till then. I believe I had not.

By Mr. Hobbs : I frequently go to London.

By Mr. ADCOCK : Mr. Wayman instructed Mr. Cooper to appear and watch the case in my
behalf because my name was said to be in the letter and Mr. and Mrs, Chauntler had called on me. I
very much doubt if the reference in it was intended to apply to me (oh, oh). I can’t believe it does, not
having had any connection with her. I referred Mr. Chauntler afterwards to Mr. Wayman.

By Mr. COOPER : After the deceased disappeared I never offered Mr. Chauntler money to
hush up the matter. It never occurred to me to do so. I gave him all the information 1 could
unreservedly. I first of all declined, but Mr. Chauntler said there would be no law, and then I went into
the case.

By the CORONER : I can’t attach any meaning to the words in the letter “the trouble he gave
me”. I never had connexion with her, that I have sworn. I told her father and mother so.

By Mr. Hobbs : I knew she had been to a doctor and I know what for. She had gone there for
gonorrhea®’. She told me so. She began the conversation first. She did not tell me direct. 1 swear
most positively she told that. She sometimes appeared depressed. She used to say that she had no
company, and her complaint was that she was paid so miserably at Mr. Jackson’s that she could not
get on, and, therefore, she asked me for money (You brute, and shame, shame).

One of the Jury appealed to the Coroner to suppress these expressions, and the Coroner again
threatened have the disturbers removed.

The Witness (by the Foreman) : I distinctly swear I never had criminal connexion with her,
although I have been with her and given her money. We used to walk generally round the backs of the
colleges®s.

By Mr. Hobbs: She never seemed in trouble. She used to be sometimes rather depressed,



because she could not pay her way. She did not tell where she owed money. I never went down
Tennis-court-road®® with her. I don’t recollect going on Tennis-court-road with her.

The witness then left the court amidst hisses and groans.

Mr. ADCOCK said that Mr. Jackson was there prepared to say that she had no debts, and to
give the lie to Mr. Miller’s assertion.

Mr. Jackson said he believed she owed nothing when she left. There might be a shilling or so,
but not more.

Mr. ADCOCK thought there was witness named Butcher who could give important evidence.
Mr. Miller had said he had only walked with her ten or a dozen times. He (Mr. Adcock) believed that
that could be multiplied by ten, and as he was instructed, witnesses could be called to prove that.

Mr. Jackson : Plenty of people are ready come forward who have seen Mr. Miller with her
many times.

Mr. Potts (juryman) believed that a witness who was present had seen Mr. Miller with her
when she was crying.

Mr. ADCOCK said that was the witness he referred to, and asked that he might called.

The CORONER saw no necessity for calling him.

Mr. ADCOCK said if the Coroner would not call the witness, he should ask the jury to call
him.

The CORONER said he was the judge in that court, and he intended to be master.

Mr. ADCOCK appealed to the jury to call William Butcher70.

The CORONER said that he had requested the attendance of William Butcher, knowing what
evidence he could give. He (Butcher) knew of one particular occasion on which Mr. Miller had been
in her company. If Mr. Miller had denied any interviews with her, he should have thought it very
important to have taken his evidence. He had not denied it, but had confessed to having walked with
her ten or twelve times. The gentlemen of the jury were not so foolish as not to know what that
meant.

Mr. ADCOCK reminded the Coroner that she was crying when this witness saw her.

Mr. Hobbs said Mr. Miller had not sworn that he had not seen her crying.

Mr. COOPER reminded the Court that he had said he had seen her depressed.

The Foreman said the jury were quite of opinion that the witness Butcher should be called, but
they would leave it to the Coroner’s judgment.

The CORONER repeated that he really thought it was not necessary, but as the jury wished it,
he would call him.

Mr. COOPER remarked that Mr. Miller ought to have been asked to the particular occasion
that he understood Butcher was to give evidence upon.

Mr. Butcher, deposed : I live at 6, Coronation-street’!, and am a tailor. I knew the deceased by
sight. I spoke to her once. I had seen her at the door of Mr. Jackson’s shop, and in the shop several
times. Early last October, whether the 8th or 9th72, I won’t be sure to the day, I was going home. I
was going to make a coat for Mr. Hobbs, the chemist’. | was going by Tennis-court-road. I was going
from Mr. Benton’s74, and was going homeward. Before I got to the back of the Hospital’> I saw two
people—a man and a woman. I saw the man pulling the woman about on the path. When I got nearly
up to them the man left the woman and passed me, coming towards the town. I recognised the man.
It was Mr. Miller. I do not know his Christian name. He lives in the Market-place’®, and is a liquor
merchant. I went up to the girl and she was weeping very much. I asked her if she was hurt. I heard
her crying before I got up to her. She was crying aloud. I asked her if she was hurt. She made me no
answer. The girl was the one who lived at Mr. Jackson’s—I mean the deceased. I asked her the
second time whether the man had hurt her, and she made me no answer then, but was weeping all the
time. I saw something was wrong, and I followed the man. He went down Fitzwilliam-street”’, and |



crossed the road and watched him about half-way down the street, and then ran round by Downing-
street’8, because I had a mind to be positive who it was. Mr. Miller was tipsy. I got under the
Pembroke lamp, opposite to the new chapel that is now being built?. The first who passed me were
two young collegians. I then saw Mr. Miller pass me. It was in Trumpington-street. I then lost sight
of him.

By the Foreman : She did not answer me at all. The nine o'clock bell was going; it
commenced just I entered Tennis Court-road.

By Mr. ADCOCK : This was on the 8th or 9th of October. Mr. Benton can prove the time.
That was the only time I saw them together.

By the Foreman : I know Mr. Miller was tipsy, because he could not walk straight.

By Mr. ADCOCK : He was pulling her about, same as I might get hold of any other girl
(laughter).

The CORONER said it was now his duty say a few words to the jury with reference to this
painful inquiry. They must bear in mind that the point of the whole inquiry was to determine the
circumstances under which this unfortunate girl came to her death. Imputations having been thrown
upon the character of a certain persons?, he had thought it fair and right to allow him to give
explanations. It was not the direct duty of the jury to express any opinion upon character, but he did
not say that they were not entitled to do if they thought fit. Their duty, as he had said, was to
determine the circumstances of her death. Of the fact that the girl was drowned they could have no
doubt. At the former inquiry it was said that he ought not to have produced that letter, as it was not
evidence, but the fact was that it was most important evidence, as but for that there would no means
of showing that the girl had not fallen into the river or been thrown in. That letter was the only
evidence that she had committed suicide, coupled with the fact that she had been found in the river.
They would have to consider as to her state of mind at the time that she committed suicide. That was
peculiarly a question for the Jury. There was no doubt the law said that if a person killed himself in
order for it not to be a felo de ses!, he must be in that state of mind that he did not know what he was
doing. They must judge for themselves upon that question. In this case they would not find very
much evidence, but the act itself was evidence, for it was difficult to see an exact motive for this act
(A Voice : No). Certainly there was no immediate danger of discovery. They must assume that she
had done something wrong, but there was no fear of immediate discovery ; but an act of this kind
must have been prompted by some very strong feeling. The only direct evidence was that of Miss
Rushby82, an acquaintance, to whom she said she was very much inclined to make a hole in the water,
and that of the servant girl33. However, the state of her mind was peculiarly a question for the jury,
who knew the circumstances as well as he did, and he must leave it to them to find their verdict. He
had certain letters, found on the deceased, but had not thought it necessary to go into them. He would
not say that in any one of them there was evidence of criminality on the part of the girl, but there were
certainly amongst them letters from young men asking for appointments, but whether they were kept
or not there was no evidence to prove. He considered it was his duty to read a statement which he had
received from the father of the deceased, which offered a very probable explanation of the fact of her
having these letters, and he thought it was only just to the character of the girl that it should be read.
He then read the following : —

“Having read a report of the first day’s proceedings at the inquest, you are stated to have
observed that the letters, &c., found on the deceased showed that she was intimate with several
persons. [ have not seen the letters, and cannot, therefore, speak positively about them. But when she
was in London, in September last, her mother noticed there were several notes in deceased’s purse on
her opening it, and questioned deceased about them, when the latter and {sic} said, ‘Oh, they are notes
which young fellows from the University are in the habit of coming into the shop and pestering me
with. I put them into my pocket and take no notice of them. They will sometimes call next day quite



angry at my not having met them,” when she would laugh at them and say she never meant any such
thing as meeting them ; so that you see a wrong construction may be put on the fact of the letters
referred to being found in her possession.”

He had thought it fair and proper to put before them that statement, but they were not required to go
into that. He would leave them to consider their verdict. It was hardly his office, nor did he often
take upon himself to express an opinion upon the immorality or otherwise of persons, but this was
so strong a case that all must feel that a most tremendous crime had been committed through
somebody (hear, hear), and whoever was the person who was responsible for it would probably find it
a sting to his conscience up to the day of his death®4. Nothing more appalling could have been
penned than the words of the letter written immediately before committing this deed. It was very
difficult to understand how such words could have been written, under such circumstances, containing
any intentional falsehood. He concluded by expressing a hope that this terrible circumstance would
be a warning to young men and to all in their future lives. He then dismissed them to consider their
verdict.

After an absence of an hour and a quarter the Jury entered the room, and the Foreman read the
following verdict: “We find that the deceased destroyed herself by drowning whilst in an unsound
state of mind, and eleven of the Jury desire to strongly censure the conduct of her seducer, which they
believe was the cause of her melancholy end, the other Juryman thinks that the name of Mr. Miller
ought to be added as that of the seducer.”

This verdict was greeted with tremendous cheers, repeated again and again, and followed by
three cheers for Mr. Collin, the Juryman man in question
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Cambridge: Printed and published by DANIEL DING, Printer (for the Proprietors), at the Offices of
the “CAMBRIDGE INDEPENDENT PRESS’, Printing House Yard, Market Hill, in the parish of St.
Mary the Great, in the Borough of Cambridge, the said DANIEL DING residing at 15, Ely Place,
Parker Street, in the Parish of St. Andrew the Great, in the said Borough, Saturday, January 18, 1873.

1 The Cambridge Independent Press was first established as a newspaper in 1815 and was published until
1981 (https://www.cambridgeindependent.co.uk/about-us/). In 1873 it was published weekly on Saturdays.

2 Presumably the report was too late for the printing of the general edition on 11 January, and that day’s town
edition is not available digitally.

3 Jessie Chapman Chauntler (1846-1872) was born on Thursday 4 June 1846, the second child of Jesse and
Lucinda Chauntler (née Fordham), at Chelsea in London, where her birth was registered in the third quarter of
1846. She was baptised at St Luke’s Chelsea on Sunday 10 January 1847, when her father’s occupation was
recorded as ‘Solicitor’s CIk’. On the Census of 2 April 1871 she was recorded as living with her parents at 239
Southampton Street, Camberwell, aged 24, born at Chelsea, with her occupation being ‘Nursery Governess
unemploy’. Her death was registered in the first quarter of 1873 at Cambridge, England. Her death certificate
reads: ‘“188: 6th December 1872 in the River Cam in the Borough of Cambridge; Jessie Chauntler; female; 26
years; Assistant in a Fcy Shop; Drowned herself being of unsound mind; Information received from Henry
Gotobed Coroner for the Borough of Cambridge — Inquest held 3rd & 10t January 1873; Thirteenth January
1873; E Peters Registrar.’


https://www.cambridgeindependent.co.uk/about-us/

4i.e. Friday 10 January 1873.

5 The Marquis of Granby, or more informally the Granby, was an inn or public house at 36 Bridge Street,
Cambridge, between at least 1764 and 1913.

6 Henry Gotobed (c.1823-1894) of 24 Hills Road was Coroner for the Borough of Cambridge, 1866-1893, and a
successful solicitor from a local family. He would have known Richard Miller; e.g. “After much discussion,
however, the Y.M.C.A. committee decided not to bid for any of this leasehold property, but to try to obtain of
Richard Miller, the wine merchant, a freehold site nearby, on the corner of St. Tibbs Row. On this site stood the
old Brazen George Inn, with stables and coach hose then leased as livery stables, and an adjoining double
tenement. The property was dilapidated, fit only for demolition, but the site, especially in view of the
improvements to be made following the sale of the Red Hart estate, was a valuable one. Mr. Robert Sayle
undertook to approach Richard Miller who, on 26 November {1868}, told him he was willing to sell for £1,110.
By 30 November, five guarantors for this sum had been found, and on 2 December the task of rasing funds for
the proposed new building began. By the end of that day, Josiah {Chater} was able to record that £1,100 had
been promised, and that Mr. H. Gotobed, the solicitor, had, in addition to making a donation, promised to
‘execute the conveyance and make a trust deed for us and do all our legal business gratis’.” (Porter, Enid:
Victorian Cambridge: Josiah Chater’s Diaries 1844-1884, Phillimore & Co. Ltd, London, 1975, p.138)

7i.e. Sunday 5 January 1873.

8 Mill Road Cemetery, the main burial ground for the parishes of Cambridge from 1848 onwards.

9 Rev. Arthur Robert Ward (1829-1884) was vicar of St Clement’'s Church, 1860-1884; he was M.A. St John’s
College, Cambridge, and a Cambridge University Cricket Blue.

10 A parish church on Bridge Street, Cambridge, across the road from the Granby inn.

11 This may refer to a report in the rival publication, the Cambridge Chronicle and University Journal; however,
the report has not been traced.

12 The Cambridge Guildhall was and is located in the Market Square, about ten minutes’ walk from 36 Bridge
Street.

13 A dungeon in Calcutta (Kolkata) in which British prisoners of war were held on the night of 20 June 1756 and
some suffocated in the cramped conditions; it became a byword for overcrowding.

14 The Cambridge Borough Police was established in 1836 to police within what was then a small borough; it
was renamed Cambridge City Police in 1951 and later became part of the Cambridgeshire Constabulary.

15 Probably Thomas Nichols (c.1818-1910), grocer and wine merchant of 51 Bridge Street, St. Clement, or
possibly Thomas Herbert Nichols (1838-1874), photographer of 2 St. Mary’s Passage, St. Mary the Great.

16 Hammond Spinks (c.1825-1913), bootmaker of 8 Clement Place, St. Clement.

17 William Francis (c.1811-1893), grocer of 11 Portugal Place, St. Clement.



18 Daniel Hobbs (c.1844-), chemist and druggist of 44 Bridge Street, St. Clement, who later moved to Croydon,
Surrey, by 1881.

19 George Legge (c.1813-1896), baker of 32 Bridge Street, St. Clement.

20 possibly either: Edward R. Lawrence (c.1813-), wine merchant of 18 Bridge Street, St. Clement; or Joseph
Lawrence (c.1825-), corn and coal merchant of Chesterton Road, Chesterton; or Juner P. Lawrence (c.1839-),
banker’s clerk of Victoria Road, Chesterton; or James Lawrance (c.1825-), college cook of 5 King’s Lane, St.
Edward.

21 Edward George Ransom (c.1835-1897), also known as George Ransom, chemist of 34 Bridge Street, St.
Clement; he and his wife Annie were tried in 1881 for aiding and abetting John Tepper in “Unlawfully and
feloniously using an instrument to procure a miscarriage”; he died in the Union Workhouse, Mill Road.

22 William Potts (c.1807-1877), brewer and maltster of the Anchor Brewery, 5 Quay Side, St. Clement.

23 Probably George Collin (c.1822-1885), master tailor of 16 Bridge Street, The Holy Sepulchre; he was born in
North Shields, Northumberland and baptised at Tynemouth, 7 April 1822.

24 Probably Robert Clayton (c.1824-1894), master stonemason of 2 Magdalene Street, St. Peter — like Jessie
Chauntler, he was born at Chelsea, London; or possibly Robert Page Clayton (c.1846-1873), fishmonger and
game dealer of 11 Peas Hill, St. Edward.

25 Probably James Careless (c.1834-1882), draper of 48 Bridge Street, St. Clement; or possibly James
Careless (c.1795-1875), college servant and lodging house keeper of 8 Downing Street, St. Andrew the Great.

26 William Bullen (c.1821-1879), brewer of the Pickerel Inn, 30 Magdalene Street, St. Peter; he was born at
Weeting, Norfolk.

27 Probably Frederic Poland Adcock (c.1835-1884), solicitor of 30 Regent Street, Cambridge; or possibly his
older brother, Alexander Poland Adcock (c.1829-1877), solicitor of 4 Clyde Street, West Brompton, London;
their father, Stephen Adcock (c.1803-1867), was also a solicitor, who lived at 1 Hills Road, Trumpington, near
Cambridge, which may have been the same property, Trumpington House, where Richard Miller later lived and
died; indeed, Miller may have purchased it from the Adcock family.

28 Jesse Chauntler (c.1815-1883) was Jessie’s father. He was born about 1815, the child of Jesse and Sophia
Chauntler at Staplehurst in Kent, According to census data from 1841-1881, his occupation was a Plaint Clerk
in Westminster County Court. He died on 6 April 1883 at 22 Cryssell (later Chryssell) Road, Brixton.

29 Probably Charles Frederick Jarrold (1843-1883) of 53 Regent Street, Cambridge, a partner in the firm of
Fetch & Jarrold, solicitors of 55 St. Andrew’s Street; he became deputy coroner for the Borough from around
1872 onwards.

30 Possibly Charles Dawson (c. 1840-) of vy Cottage, Little Shelford, Cambridgeshire, the son of George, a
farmer of 130 acres, and Bridget Dawson (née Rainbird); his birth was registered in the third quarter of 1840 at
Chesterton, Cambridgeshire; in February 1872, he was described as a coprolite merchant in a report by the
Cambridge Chronicle and University Journal on his lawsuit against William Fuller; he later married a woman
called Elizabeth and they lived in Birmingham, where Charles worked as a canvassing agent and bailiff. Why
more attention is not paid to Mr. Dawson at the inquest, as reported, is not clear.



31 Horace James Browne (1842-1896) of King Street, St. James’s, London, barrister-at-law; he was born at
Cambridge, lived in London, married Georgina Mary Statter from Bury, Lancashire, and died at Great Byfleet,
Surrey.

32 Dr. John William Cooper (1845-1906), of 59 Bateman Street, Cambridge, L.L.M. of Trinity Hall and barrister-
at-law of Lincoln’s Inn and the Norfolk Circuit; he was a Liberal who represented the East Barnwell ward on the
Cambridge Town Council, 1874-1883; he was politically close to William Cockerell and they both supported
Ephraim Wayman, a Conservative, to be elected clerk to the Borough magistrates, leading to Cooper and
Cockerell’'s removal as Liberal candidates and their joining of the Conservative party; Dr. Cooper was also
Editor of the Cambridge Independent Press for several years.

33 Ephraim Wayman (1832-) of Merton House, St Giles, Cambridge, solicitor and B.A. of Peterhouse; he was
elected clerk to the Borough magistrates; he left Cambridge in 1888 owing extensive debts.

34 Richard Miller (c.1827-1876), wine merchant of Trumpington House, Hills Road, Trumpington near
Cambridge; he was baptised 26 August 1827 at Holy Trinity, Cambridge, the son of Richard Miller senior
(c.1877-1853), also a wine merchant, and his wife Sarah (née Inglett, c.1796-1882); Richard Miller junior
inherited his father’s business at 10-12 Market Hill, Cambridge, alongside his mother and brother, George
Edward Miller (c.1830-1862); he lived at the business premises and was recorded there on the 1841, 1851 and
1861 Censuses; however, in 1871 he was recorded on the Census at 4 Newnham Terrace {later Newnham
Road}, Cambridge, with his mother, Sarah Miller (née Inglett), and Elizabeth Vail, 28, housemaid, and Sarah A.
French, 22, cook; the property may have been rented preparatory to the move to Trumpington House in around
1872.

35 William Cockerell (1826-1895), of 9 Fitzwilliam Street, barrister-at-law.

36 The first record of the publication of Jessie Chauntler’s letter mentioning Mr. Miller can be dated to 11
January; however, there may have been an earlier publication, untraced.

37 Selina Jackson (1835-1896). Wife of William Jackson (cf. note 54 below). She was born Selina Sheldon at
Cambridge on 4 January 1835, the daughter of William and Sarah Sheldon (née Cropley), and baptised at St.
Peter’s church on 4 October 1835; she later lived with William at Mile End Old Town, London, and died there in
the second quarter of 1896. William and Selina had eight children: Ernest Albert (1864-1905); William Isaac
(1865-1867); Selina Mary (1868-1945); William George (1871-); Harry Langham, who was born at Cambridge
in July 1872, baptised there on the 18t and buried at St. Mary the Great on the 21st; Harry Robert (1874-);
Percy John (1876-1941); Arthur (1878-1879). Of these, Jessie Chauntler would have known Ernest, Selina,
William George and, briefly, Harry Langham. On 2 April 1871, William and Selina Jackson were living at 3 Petty
Cury, with Ernest A. (6), Selina M. (2) and William G. (1 month); and with Selina’s mother, Sarah Sheldon
(c.1797-1874), 74, ‘Retired Fancy dealer’, born at Cambridge; William’s niece, Ellen Jackson (c.1852-), 19,
‘Assistant Fancy dealer’, born at London; and Isabella Brown (c.1847-), Boarder, 24, ‘Assistant Fancy dealer’,
born at Cambridge; also Emily Fitch, an unmarried General Servant aged 21, born at Ashdon, Essex; and Clara
Hett, an unmarried Nursemaid aged 14, born at Cambridge. Selina Jackson was in fact distantly related to
Richard Miller: her cousin Emma Cropley (1816-1895) was married to John Jones (1818-1900), whose brother
Alfred Jones (1832-1905) was married to Eliza Miller (1831-1894), Richard’s sister.

38 j.e. Jessie Chauntler.

39 St Mary the Great, both a parish church next to Cambridge’s central market, and also the University Church.

40 The Cambridge Chronicle and University Journal reported the text of the letter as follows: “Please send alll
my things and my money home to my beloved friends—how | love them all! and ask Mr. Miller to pay for my
funeral: he can afford it. If he had helped me out of the trouble he gave me, he would not have had my life to
answer for. | hope some one will pray for me.”



41 This was probably somewhat below the average salary for a woman in the UK in 1872.

42 j.e. since about October 1872.

43 j.e. Mr Nichols.

44 Jessie’s mother was Lucinda Chauntler (1821-1905), who was born the daughter of James and Lucinda
Fordham on 24 October 1821 in Hackney, East London; she married Jesse Chauntler on 24 September 1843
at St Martin-in-the-Fields, Westminster; after she was widowed, she lived with her eldest surviving daughter,
also called Lucinda.

45 j.e. a juryman, Daniel Hobbs, who was a druggist.

46 James Starling (c.1828-1880) of 31 Bridge Street, a wood turner.

47 Cambridge’s Great Bridge is now generally known as Magdalene Bridge; it is on the site of an ancient
crossing of the river Cam.

48 i.e. downstream of Magdalene Bridge, on the southern side of the river, in the area of modern Quayside.

49 Most likely Edward George Ransom of 34 Bridge Street, who was one of the jurymen.

50 Frederick Charles Rutt (1817-1890) ‘built boats in Chesterton Road from the 1870’s’ {https://
capturingcambridge.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Boat-Building.pdf}.

51 The Spade and Becket (sometimes Beckett or Bucket) inn, according to the Cambridge Chronicle and
University Journal.

52 James William Roberts (1849-1932) a hairdresser born in London but settled in Cambridge from about 1872
onwards.

53 Petty Cury is a shopping street in central Cambridge, subject to much controversial redevelopment in the
1970s.

54 William Jackson (c.1831-c.1902) of 3 Petty Cury, Cambridge: he was born at Haughley, Suffolk, and baptised
there on 1 July 1831; he later lived in Mile End Old Town, London.

55 j.e. Sunday 15 December 1872.



56 Jessie Chauntler had four sisters and seven brothers (although one may be putative). The siblings were:
1. Edward Joseph Chauntler, born at Chelsea (or possibly Hoxton), 16 October 1844, baptised at
Chelsea, 20 December 1844;
2. Jessie Chapman Chauntler, born at Chelsea, 4 June 1846, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 10 January

1847;

3. Lucinda Sophia Chauntler, born at Chelsea, 28 March 1848, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 9 June
1850;

4. Charles Frisby Chauntler, born at Chelsea, 1 March 1850, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 9 June 1850;

5. Jesse Chauntler, born at Chelsea, 18 October 1851, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 18 July 1858;

6. Spencer Chauntler, born at Chelsea, 24 October 1853, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 18 July 1858;

7. Arthur James Chauntler, born at Kensington, 28 November 1855, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 18
July 1858;

8. Emily Chauntler, born at Kensington, 18 August 1858, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 11 November
1860;

9. Alice Sarah Chauntler, born at Kensington, 26 July 1860, baptised at St. Luke, Chelsea, 11 November
1860;

10. Francis Chauntler, born at Kensington, 8 June 1862, baptism not traced;

11. Kate Chauntler, born at Kensington, 24 May 1864, baptism not traced;

12. Walter Chauntler, born at Kensington, 15 February 1869, baptism not traced.

The pattern is clear, with Jesse and Lucinda Chauntler having a birth approximately every two years for twenty
years, producing eleven children. Then there is a gap of almost five years until the birth of Walter. This seems
odd. Possible explanations are that:

* Walter was an ‘afterthought’, a late, perhaps accidental, flowering of his parents’ love, but that would
seem more a phenomenon of the twentieth or twenty-first century than the nineteenth; Jesse and
Lucinda apparently exercised quite strict birth control and it is unikely that they would suddenly lapse;

* There was another, unacknowledged birth between Kate and Walter, in around 1866/67, which might
have been a still-birth, for instance; that is quite possible, but there is no evidence for it in the birth
records;

*  Walter was born not to Jesse and Lucinda but another, and was simply registered as their child and in
some way adopted by them and assimilated into their family; if so, it seems most likely that he was the
child of one of their daughters — possibly Jessie, who was aged 22 at the time of his birth; in the
Census of 2 April 1871, Jessie was recorded in her parents’ home along with her six youngest siblings,
including Walter, aged 2; the only other daughter old enough to have borne Walter was Lucinda
Sophia, who was recorded on the 1871 Census as a visitor in the household of Leonard Giorgi, a
Professor of Music living at 8 Hollywood Road, Brompton; she was aged 23 and occupied as a
dressmaker, a profession that she maintained throughout her life. [Richard Miller himself had a cousin,
Eliza Miller Dawes (1822-1884), a laundress living at Trumpington, who had at least six illegitimate
children: the eldest of them, Sarah Dawes (1840-1897) was registered as Eliza’s child on her birth
certificate but recorded in the 1851 Census as the daughter of Eliza’s mother, Frances Elizabeth
Dawes (née Miller, 1794-1877) and by implication Eliza’s younger sister, presumably for reasons of
respectability; perhaps the Chauntlers were even more respectably-minded.]

57 i.e. pregnancy dated to mid-October.

58 Edmund Carver (1824-1904), surgeon of 58 Trumpington Street (Corpus Buildings), St. Benedict; he was
born in Melbourn, Cambridgeshire and was an MA of St. John'’s College, Cambridge; he ‘practised at
Cambridge for many years’ (Venn: Alumni Cantabrigienses).

59 Dr Josiah Blomfield (1822-1905), M.D. King’s College Aberdeen, F.R.C.S. England, general practitioner of 20
Rye-lane {later Peckham Road}, Camberwell, Surrey.

60 Presumably a member of the Borough Police Force.

61 Probably Henry Bovis (c.1828-1893), painter decorator of Rodgers Passage, Sidney Street; he was the only
male Bovis recorded by the 1871 Census in Cambridge; he was married to Sarah Ellen Cropley (c.1813-1874),
a working jeweller; it is not clear whether or why Henry Bovis had a particular animus against Richard Miller, or
was more of a troublemaker; he seems to have been something of a political radical.



62 j.e. King’s Parade, a central street in Cambridge outside King’s College.

63 i.e. at Richard Miller's home, Trumpington House, Hills Road, Trumpington.

64 j.e. on Sunday 15 December 1872, according to the Cambridge Chronicle and University Journal — note that
it apparently took Lucinda Chauntler a week to come in response to her daughter’s disappearance, whereas
she had been able to come the same day after Jessie’s night n Shelford with Mr. Dawson.

65 Francis Russell Hall (1828-1894), MRCS Eng, LM, surgeon of 3 Trinity Street; he was born at Fulbourn, near
Cambridge, studied in London, and practiced at various locations in Cambridge.

66 j.e. Monday 30 December 1872.

67 a sexually transmitted infection.

68 The ‘Backs’ are a green area in Cambridge popular for walking.

69 Tennis-court-road was and is a back lane that would have been a useful route for William Butcher from the
town centre to his home in the New Town; from Downing Street, he would have been heading home.

70 William Warren Butcher (c.1823-1908), tailor of 6 Coronation Street, St Andrew the Less, Cambridge; he was
born in Lowestoft, Suffolk, and baptised there on 29 October 1823; he lived in Cambridge from at least 1871
until his death.

71 A street about fifteen minutes’ walk south of central Cambridge, near the Hills Road.

72 j.e. either Tuesday or Wednesday.

73 Presumably juryman Daniel Hobbs, chemist and druggist.

74 It is not known which Mr Benton this refers to: possibly Joseph Benton, carman of Falcon Yard, St Andrew
the Great, or Richard Benton, post messenger of St Andrew Street, St Andrew the Great, or perhaps another.

75 i.e. Addenbrooke’s Hospital, which was then on Trumpington Street, backing on to Tennis Court Road, about
halfway along.

76 Richard Miller still had his shop on the Market Place, but no longer lived there.

77 j.e. a side street between Tennis Court Road and Trumpington Street, south of Downing Street in the town
centre.

78 Downing Street runs parallel to Fitzwilliam Street and further north, so William Butcher doubled back on
himself and returned towards the city centre to identify the man he had seen.



79 Emmanuel United Reformed Church, Trumpington Street; it was designed by James Cubitt and completed in
1874; it is now deconsecrated and in the possession of Pembroke College, Cambridge.

80 j.e. Richard Miller.

81 felo de se: a criminal act of suicide punishable by forfeiture of property.

82 Possibly Sarah Maria Rushby (c.1858-), whose birth was registered in the first quarter of 1858 at Holborn,
London, with her mother’s maiden name being Shedd. She was recorded on the 1871 Census under the name
Maria S. Rushby, living at 29 Causeway, Holy Trinity, Cambridge, aged 13, a scholar, born at 5 Leather Lane,
Middlesex. The head of the household was her grandmother, Katherine Shedd (70); also living with them was
Katherine Kempton (24), granddaughter of the older Katherine and cousin to Maria. The same household was
recorded on the 1881 Census: Sarah Maria was then noted as Maria, unmarried, aged 23, a Shop Assistant.
By 1891, Katherine Shedd had died and Maria was living at 2 Kingston Street, Cambridge, as a servant to
Margaret Clifton; she was single, aged 33 and her occupation given as ‘Assistant Shop’. Maria would have
been notably young, 14, when Jessie Chuantler confided in her, but perhaps that is a mark of Jessie’s
desperation. Maria Rushby’s testimony, given on Friday 3 January 1872, was reported by the Cambridge
Chronicle and University Journal on 11 January.

83 unidentified.

84 Richard Miller died on 1 December 1876 at Trumpington House, not apparently of remorse but of ‘Chronic
pleuro Pneumonia - & disease of the Aortic Valves of the Heart’. Trumpington House was inherited by Richard’s
sister Eliza and her husband Alfred Jones, who inhabited it with Richard’s mother, Sarah Miller, and his sister,
Marianne Starmer (c. 1823-1911); Marianne was living there from at least 1873, when she gave it as her
address in a published appeal for funds to assist the Titchborne Claimant; the 1881 Census records: Alfred
Jones, head, mar, 48, Member of College of Dentists, Dentist, Farmer 210 acres, 7 men, born Cambs.
Cambridge; Eliza Jones, wife, mar, 49, born Cambs. Cambridge; Sarah Miller, mother-in-law, widow, 84,
Annuitant, born Cambs. Swavesey; Marianne Starmer, sister-in-law, widow, 57, Annuitant, born Cambs.
Cambridge; Alfred Jones, nephew, unmar, 25, Dentist, born Lincoln Stamford; Adelaide Jones, niece, unmar,
24, born Lincoln Lincoln; Laura Sexton, servant, unmar, 29, Cook Domestic Servt, born Norfolk Shalding; Kate
Duce, servant, unmar, 24, Housemaid Domestic Servt, born Cambs. Shelford; Rebecca Easy, servant, unmar,
18, Housemaid Domestic Servt, born Cambs. Cambridge.



