The sad tale of Isabella and Joseph Kipling

Joseph was the son of Lionel Kipling, porter at Raby Castle in Durham. For a while,
he was a barman at his brother’s pub in London.
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Golden Lane, Finsbury, London, 1861

Isabella was the daughter of Richard Wadeson, originally a shoemaker and later a
railway stationmaster.
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Joseph and Isabella married in 1865, when he was a shipping office clerk in West
Hartlepool and she had been a housemaid in Liverpool. Perhaps Joseph had spent time
working in Liverpool too. L

la.éé- Marriage sulclllnimdﬁ_lﬁe’&_—m thoM OfyMJ&-MHI the CUHHH’ OFM

“Hank or l aeasion i
[ Fahert e Nams and Surasane, | i

_T_"__\;s.... Married. Noms an Hurname. Age. Can uu ‘ ok o Pewin l“ ”"'“'m o ine um’ﬂ e = RPEY B
R 24 .,am i%w o Kl ot

215?&%’!— J’ EWJ’M‘- ,‘25 M Af“f Wb t{;%

nRY Calilcnn

Murried in linMumdmg to the Rites and Cevemonies of lhuﬁm :’% % . . ol

solemanized Q&M%JM / lzfuu[s - ﬂmx W ——e——

Letween us, —

Llliu\lnrrin\gm‘ /x.’r/ / Jé/ — 1 i { /fe;zﬂ M#{/‘*




Ao it

Mill Street, Stockton 1871
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By 1875, the marriage was clearly not working.

CHaRGE oF AccRavaTED Assavrr.—Isabella Kip-
ling charzed Joseph Kipling, her hasband, with
committing an agyravated assanlt opon her on the
26th September. Complainant said : My husband
bebaved very badly to me on Saturday night, and
ill used me. I want s separation from him. He
kicked me under my chin, and knocked me about 1n
the passage, making the marks I have upon me.
He is eo violent, else he is not & bad man. I leit
bim once before. He had a policeman sitting in the
house waiting for me, and I was dragzed to the
lock-up, withont shoes, and part of my eloth-
ing off, giviog wme a very bad cold, apnd I

to one o'clock on Suoday morning,
upon Nelson-terrace, when I saw the ecomplainant
laid on the roadway. BShe said that her husband
had ill-used her. I helped her up, and the husbaud
came and kicked her on the side, I took him into
custody. By the Bench: I was sitting in the house
of defendant about eleven o’clock. He asked me to
g» in and have a glass of gin. I was going by the
house, when he spoke to me, and said he was wareh-
ing for his wife,

Daily Gazette for Middlesbrough 27 September 1875

am very ill now.—P.C. Roddy said : About a quarter
1 was standing

The assualt took place
about one o'c'ock.—P.C. Roddy further charged |
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Isabella Kipling with being drunk and
incapable on the 26th Sept. P.C. Roddy said :
After I had locked the husband up I went back to
Sydney-strect about half-past one o'elock. I fonnd
Mrs Kipling lying upon the ground in the same place
that her hasband had konocked her down. I got her
on her feet, and she fell down again, and as I could
not get her to go bome, I took ber into emstody.
Both defendants alleged that the other was tke canse
of their trouble, and Mrs Kipling said she only
wished to be relieved from the ill-usage of her hus-
band. The Mayor said Joseph Kipling was fined 40s
and 63 10d costs for common assaalt, or two months’
hard labour in default; and Isabella Kipling was
fined 5s and costs or 14 days.




Four years later Joseph lost a court case about an alleged bet.

'A STOCKTON HOTEL KEEPER
AND HIS BETTING TRAN- i
_SACTIONS,
| Yn!mhy. "James H. M'Cann, ‘of th-
' Station Hetel. Stockton, sued Joseph Kip-
ling. clerk =t the Btoekton County Court,
for the ewm of £2, which the defendant luul
lob'ained under .?‘mh“ circamstan ces.
The plaintiif stated that on the 15th of

January last, the defendant eame into lm.
'bar and began to® chafl” bimabeut election-
‘eering, horserscing, and other matters..

| They argued shum.th last Derby, and he
offered o bet the defendant 40 to1 that he
was the first in to reoeive *the
‘tip” that Seflon was “a good thing.” He
:}l:em placed £2 on the counter, ﬂuch
t picked up, pocketed, and took
away. No bet had been made. Bame'
‘days afterwards defendant wrote to the eﬂ'ect
thatxfha t;;’ laintiff) acknowledged fhat he qu
e had lost the bet according to a
Hr \ hitwortl’s decision, the stake would |
be retorned. He weunld not, however,
mknmrhdgn that he was wrong, and the
- defendant refused to retarn the money. The
| bet was never cancluded, ss the *def«id“t

Hartlepool Mail 12 March 1879

| did not put any mouey down.
-wu that it was a real bet, and, that being

The dofenoo

the plamtifl eould not 1ecover. John
Aldcmn was called to prove that when the
alleged bet was made Mr Whitworth was
appouted referee, and the latter stated that
he waited on M'Cann and told him that he

had lost the bet. Witness implied that he
had got “the tip” before M Cann, Defendant
denied  that itworth was appointed

referee.  Iis llomeur (Mr ER. Turner)
feund for the plaintiff for the amanut
chlmed but wilhonut costs.
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1881 West Derby, Liverpool

It seems that the marriage had broken up by 1881 and Isabella had returned to

Lancashire.

Ten year later Joseph was still in Stockton but I cannot find Isabella. Joseph died in

1893.
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intPLING.—On th- c‘..j: 1 1mnst., at
Stackton, dusepls Nipiing.
York Herald 27 December 1893
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Isabella was convicted of prostitution in Liverpool at the age of 58 and spent 2
months in Wakefield prison.
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ecords of HMP Wakefield
Isabella was convicted again in 1898.
Records of HMP Wakefield

She died in the Liverpool Workhouse in 1900




APPENDIX

In 1870, an Isabella Kipling was involved in a dispute with a neighbour involving an
assault with a sweeping brush. The report opens by saying that Isabella was the one
assaulted but the report reads as if it was the other way around. In particular, Sarah
Oliver was the mother of Mary Nicholson, and Mary Nicholson was the one with a

young child whose paternity was being questioned.

STOCKTON BOROUGH POLICE COURT.

Moxpav.—Before the Mayor, R. Ord, W. B. Brayshay,
W. Richardson, and A. C. Knowles.

NEIGHBOURS' QUARRELS. — Mary Nicholson was
charged with assaulting Isabella Kipling, on the 11th
August. Mr Draper appeared with the complainant,
and Mr Clemmett for the defence. Mr Draper briefly
stated the facts of the case, and called Mrs Nicholson,
who said that her husband, Frederick, worked at the
Railway Company’s shops. Three weeks ngo, defen-
dant aceused her of being at Hartburn with a married
man. Afterwards she atiributed the paternity of her
child to a lodger, and the affairs between them eulmi-
nated in an assault on the 11th August, when the
defendant came across the Tilery-road to her, and
called her a ““stinking bitch.” The man at Hartburn
was mentioned, and then the defendant struck a blow
with the bristles of the hand-brush. This was done
without provoeation. By Mr Clemmett: T was firsé
struck with the brsh. I went to Mr Benington in the
afternoon, and also to Mr Faber's office. 1 there men-
tioned the bristles, and asked for a summons for the as-
sault, and my husband did as well. This ocenrred about
eleven o’cloek. 1 afterwards went to Mrs Kipling and
said, ** Do you persist in saying that I went with this
married man.” She said ** You stinking b—h, go

Daily Gazette for Middlesbrough 15 August 1870

away.”—Sarah Oliver, mother of cumplzinant, de-
posed that she saw defendant strike her daughter
with a long brush; defendant was on her knees
sweeping with it ; she got up and put it in the com-
plainant’s face. She afterwards went across with her
danghter, who said * Here is my mother ; what have
you got to say about me 2 The door was slapped in
their face, with an offensive expression.—For the
defence, Mr Clommett said that the complainant and
the witnesses are all friends together, and bore ani-
mosity towards her, because she had anticipated &
friend of theirs in the tenancy. He described the
evidenee of the two witnesses as deliberate untruths,
and commented upon their diserepancy with respeet
to the brush.—The bench imposed a fine of 2s 6d,
and 8s 6d costs, and cautioned defendant as to her
future behaviour.

However, it is not clear which Isabella Kipling was involved, as there was another
Isabella Kipling in Stockton at the time, the wife of William Kipling, born in
Cotherstone. They lived very close to Joseph and Isabella in 1871 but are not related.
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1871 Vane Street, Stockton.

Mary Nicholson and Sarah Oliver can both be found in the 1871 census as near
neighbours.
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Given the future course of events, it seems to me more likely that it was Joseph’s wife
who was involved. William and Isabella lived together in Stockton for at least another

twenty years.



