
 

Here is a contemporary illustration of the real Mary Jane Kelly next to a 

photo of “Liverpool” Mary Jane Kelly’s son born in 1887.  

               

  

Liverpool Mary Jane Kelly was a Stewart girl on her mother’s side. This is 
proven by AncestryDNA after two female descendants submitted their 

DNA.  

For now, it doesn’t matter if Liverpool Mary Jane Kelly was the real Mary 
Jane Kelly. She is still the source of the Royal Ripper Conspiracy Theory. 

William John Wilson, son of L’pool Mary Jane Kelly, a Stewart 
royal, went on to marry the goddaughter of the Earl of 

Carnarvon. The source of the Royal Conspiracy theory can be traced 
back to the Carnarvons.  

 

You can see for yourself how the Prince Eddy theory is traceable to the 
Carnarvons if you look at author Stewart P. Evans' dissertation on the 
origins of the theory and then dig deeper.  

First we'll start with Stewart.  

 

On the Origins of the Royal Conspiracy Theory 
By Stewart P Evans 

 

It is generally accepted that the origin of this fantasy 
[whatever!!!!] lies with Dr. Thomas Eldon Alexander 

Stowell, C.B.E., M.D., F.R.C.S., who had held appointments 
at St. Thomas's Hospital and the Royal Southern Hospital, 

Liverpool, and others. Stowell held many other distinguished 
appointments and authored several medical publications. 



Stowell made public his now famous theory for the first time 

in The Criminologist, Vol. 5 No. 18, November 1970, as 
"'Jack the Ripper' -A Solution?", pages 40-51. Unfortunately 

Stowell ... did not live to see the building of the great fantasy 
that he had brought into the world.... 

The origins of many apocryphal stories are difficult to 

trace and often have multiple, diverse sources. It is 
appealing for those who wish to propagate or preserve 

some sort of credibility for these tales, to suggest that 
there may be some unknown basis in fact for 

them....[Yeah, I didn’t believe it had any basis in fact 
either…] 

Jack the Ripper A-Z by Messrs. Begg, Fido and Skinner 

informs us: -  

"The allegation that he was the Ripper was first made by 
Phillipe Jullien [sic - Philippe Jullian] in Edouard VII 

(1962): Jullien [sic] asserted that the prince and 'the Duke of 
Bedford' were severally rumoured to be responsible for the 

murders." ... 

That leaves us with a question, who was Jullian's source for 
this information? Could it have been Stowell himself? Or was 

the story established elsewhere prior to Stowell?  

I decided that a little research in published sources might 
provide the answer to the mystery of where Jullian had 
obtained this information. For if Stowell was his source then 

his publication of it holds no real significance. Was there a 

common link and was it traceable? My old friend, the veteran 
Ripper seeker Colin Wilson was very much part of the story. I 

knew that Colin had been contacted by Stowell in 1960 after 
he wrote a series of articles, 'My Search for Jack the Ripper', 

for the Evening Standard in August 1960. Stowell 
subsequently met Colin for lunch and related his theory that 

Edward, the Duke of Clarence, was Jack the Ripper. This was 
two years before the publication of the first edition of 

Jullian's book..... 

In 1973 Colin Wilson contributed an 'introduction to the 
murders and the theories' to the authoritative Jack the 

Ripper A Bibliography and Review of the Literature by 
'Alexander Kelly', London, Association of Assistant Librarians, 

S.E.D. On pages 12-14 of this book Colin explained the 



Stowell story and made the following comment: -  

"But in a letter to the Times of November 9th he flatly denied 
that his suspect was Clarence. Startled - and rather 

overwhelmed - by the wave of publicity that he had caused, 
he died on November 8th, 1970, and his son destroyed his 

papers. This of course made no difference since at least a 

dozen people had known about his theory since 1960. (I told 
Sir Harold Nicolson about it on the evening of the day I 

lunched with Stowell; it would be interesting to find out 
whether he recorded it in his journal.)"  

Sir Harold Nicolson, (1886-1968) was the son of a diplomat 

who himself became a diplomat and a politician... Philippe 
Jullian, in the acknowledgements to his book (page v), states 

the following: -  

"In England it is to Sir Harold Nicolson, for allowing me to 
delve into his works and for telling me a number of 

hitherto unpublished anecdotes, that I am most 
indebted." [Emphasis mine]  

So here, at last, we have the route for 
Stowell's Prince Eddy story reaching Philippe Jullian:  

- from Stowell to Colin Wilson, from Colin Wilson to Sir 
Harold Nicolson and from Sir Harold Nicolson to Philippe 

Jullian. 

http://www.casebook.org/dissertation...nsorigins.html 

 

Yes, there we have it. At last. Or do we? All we have is the 

primary source for the earliest written record. Stowell.  

But who or what was his source. Do we know it? Yes, we do. Because he told 

us.  
 

Stowell twice gives his source as William Gull's daughter, Caroline Acland. 
She supposedly had secret papers about Prince Eddy and told a tale of 

Robert James Lees in Ghost Detective. The story goes Stowell met with her 
in the thirties although she died in 1929. 

http://archiver.rootsweb.ancestry.co...-02/1109226292  
 
As someone who, if he has to, would put more stock in strong rumor over a 



lot of other controversial aspects of the case, it makes me wonder if the 

source can't be traced further back than 1929-30s.... 

Interestingly, Caroline Acland's husband is a cousin of the wife of the 2nd 
Earl of Carnarvon (Elizabeth Kitty Acland), making Thomas Dyke 
Acland cousins with the Carnarvon family. 

 

It's interesting because, according to her family's genealogy, Elsie Frances 
Sullivan ne. Searle, wife of L'pool MJK's son, is the goddaughter of the 4th 

Earl of Carnarvon.  
 

Since she also knew Prince Eddy's betrothed, Princess May, could this be the 
path for a tale of an "MJK" orphan who may not have known who real his 

father was?  
 

Teck/Searle to Carnarvon to Acland to Stowell to Phillipe to Speare to 
Knight.... 

I would conclude that, even if Liverpool Mary Kelly is not the real MJK, then 
she is at least the source for the Stephen Knight conspiracy theory because 
her orphaned son William John, father possibly unknown, married into the 

"extended" Carnarvon family in 1919, and the William Gull/Prince Eddy story 
originated, according to Stowell, with the extended Carnarvons sometime 

after that. 

The Acland connection to the Carnarvons goes back to the 1700s through 
original ownership of the Carnarvon estates. 

 

The Pixton and Tetton estates in Somerset were inherited by Elizabeth 

Kitty Acland on the death of her brother, Sir John Dyke Acland, 8th Bt, 
in 1785. In 1796 she married Henry Herbert, Lord Porchester, who in 

1811 succeeded his father as 2nd Earl of Carnarvon. 

http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/a2a/records.aspx?cat=168-dddru&cid=
0#0  

 

Then there’s this from the same descendant on Rootsweb talking about her 
grandmother, the “goddaughter” of the Earl. 

Mistresses and Royal Lines. 

 

http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/a2a/records.aspx?cat=168-dddru&cid=0
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/a2a/records.aspx?cat=168-dddru&cid=0


archiver.rootsweb.ancestry.com/th/read/Bristol_and_Somerset/2004-11/110

0957326 

 

It talks about the possibility that the poster's grandfather married the 
illegitimate daughter of presumably the Earl of Carnarvon who became her 
grandmother's godfather. 

“A long time ago I posted a query regarding my grandmother (Elsie Frances 
Searle b Bristol 1881) being an Earl's goddaughter. The truth will out - I'll 
get it! Anyway, I have just found my first link - her Aunt Elizabeth Ryan was 

working for the Carnarvon family as housekeeper at Pixton Park during the 
1891 census. She was a very good looking woman (I have a photo) and I'm 

beginning to wonder if she was actually my grandmother's mother but 
handed over her child to her sister, who was married and childless (thereby 

giving her a home without the tag of illegitimacy). Adding to this was that in 
1901 she is reportedly "living on own means". Quite a leap for the 

housekeeper of the Carnarvons? Conjecture, yes, but illegitimacy can be 

hard to prove!” 

 

 

Now that it’s reasonably proven that she’s probably the basis for the 

Royal Ripper Conspiracy, we can now look into the possibility of her 
being the real Mary Jane Kelly.  

 

We know the story of Patricia Cornwell commissioning the King Richard III 
Discovery team from Leicester University to find Mary Jane Kelly was the 

“big news” in Ripperology in 2017. Looked like someone was finally going to 

find out who Mary Jane Kelly was through DNA testing. But it didn’t pan out. 

Sounds a whole lot like the Mad Trapper Project in 2007 by Myth Merchant 
Films and a couple of universities. 

What happened there?  

They exhumed the body, got the DNA, proved that all the relative claimants 
were wrong (because they wrongly assumed he was American when isotope 

tests proved he likely was raised in Norway and no one in Norway knows 
about him),....and now his DNA is sitting somewhere in a warehouse with 

the Ark of the Covenant, collecting dust, totally forgotten by the people 
tasked with IDing him.  



Interest having dissipated with the money and publicity, and no longer 

responding to requests for information from interested parties, they have all 
moved on to other projects, too too busy when all they have to do is upload 

the raw data to Ancestry and find all his cousins and use their trees to find 
out who he is and solve one of true crimes greatest mysteries.  

Not that they would upload to Ancestry for obvious reasons. Nothing to do 

with scientific rigour. It's just as scientific and a site like that is the only 
option available. 

This is exactly what the Maury Povich show of Ripperology has done.  

One “Royal” Mary Jane Kelly...  

One “royal” Son born in 1887…  

Several lovers and potential killers…  

Potential fathers. 

One Team. Two Continents. Two Sister Descendants of Mary Jane 
Kelly and Several Desendants of Her Lovers. 

Several AncestryDNA tests and Results. Hundreds of Close Family 
and Cousin Matches. Zero matches for the one potential 

lover/killer’s descendant who provided a sample. Several PMs and 
emails to descendants of 3 other known or presumed lovers to offer 

a free kit. 3 rejections. One recourse left.  

One and a half million in the database. Two Thousand Cousin 
Matches. One Royal. Hundreds of Family Trees. Thousands of 

Ancestors. Half a dozen lovers and suspects with Potential Relatives 
in the database and in the Cousin Matches… Months of research.  

One needle in a haystack.  

One Result. 
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