
TABLE TO SHOW FACTS AND DEDUCTIONS 

No Fact No Deductions 

1. The initial anonymous telephone call to the police at about 08.00am on Friday 28th of August 1981 

1 The caller indicated where the body was 

by referring to "willow herbs", which 

have a pink flower.  

1.1 The caller was a botanist or rambler with a knowledge of 

wild flowers 

  1.2 The caller had visited the sight recently and noticed what 

vegetation was present at that time 

2 The caller was a well spoken man 2.1 No mention of an accent 

3 The caller gave the location of the body 

as "Near Scawton Moor House you will 

find a decomposed body among the 

willow herbs". 

3.1 This is a vague description. As can be seen from the aerial 

photograph, the body was found quite far from Scawton 

Moor House. Yet the police were able to find the body that 

day, confirming they had precise directions and/or a grid 

reference 

4 An NYE interview with a police witness 

has confirmed that the caller gave a six 

grid reference for the location of the 

body. Explaining why the police were 

able to find it so quickly 

4.1 The person that discovered the body had a map 

  4.2 The person that discovered the body knew how to read a 

map and extract an accurate six figure grid reference for 

the body. Hence the reason the police were able to 

discover it so quickly. 

  4.3 The person that discovered the body was an experienced 

rambler, or a serviceman 

  4.4 The caller had visited the scene before telephoning the 

police, to obtain an accurate grid reference 

5 The caller refused to identify himself for 

reasons of "national security" 

5.1 The person that discovered the body was a serviceman, or 

civil servant working in security or intelligence 

  5.2 The person that made the call, (or authorised it) was an 

officer of sufficient rank to determine that the location of 

the body should be revealed, without revealing the 

identities or unit, of the servicemen that found the body  
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6 A Home Office pathologist could not 

identify the cause of death 

6.1 The victims skull was not damaged, precluding the 

possibility of the back of her skull being smashed in with a 

hammer 

   There were no nick wounds on any bones, so the 

possibility that she was stabbed cannot be excluded 

   The larynx had been removed by animals, so the possibility 

of ligature strangulation could not be ruled out  

7 An NYE interview with a police witness 

that visited the crime scene has 

confirmed the body was stuck to the  

because of the process of decomposition 

with sticky body fluids soaking into the 

soil underneath  

7.1 The process of skeletonisation is very variable and 

depends on weather, temperature, and the pH of the 

surrounding soil. In average conditions a body would 

skeletonise in 12 to 18 months. 

8 The body was naked 8.1 There was an attempt made to prevent identification of 

the body by removing any distinguishing evidence 

  8.2 Motivation for the attack was sexual 

9 There was no jewellery on the body 9.1 The deceased may have been poor and unable to afford 

jewellery 

  9.2 The deceased may have been robbed of her jewellery 

  9.3 There was an attempt made to prevent identification of 

the body by removing any distinguishing evidence 

2. The Crime Scene 

10 Deceased's clothes were not at the 

crime scene 

10.1 The deceased was undressed at Sutton Bank and the 

clothes removed and destroyed, to prevent identification 

  10.2 The deceased was undressed at another location and the 

clothes either left there, or removed and destroyed, to 

prevent identification 

11 The body was found only a few metres 

from an old pull-in for milk lorries, 

where cars regularly parked, and it was a 

popular spot for courting couples and 

shooting parties. 

11.1 Location was used by shooters, lorry drivers, ramblers, 

picnickers and courting couples. Level of activity made it 

highly likely that the body would be innocently discovered. 

12 There were three sets of recent tracks 

leading to the body  

12.1 Police Conclusion: The tracks had been made by someone 

looking for the body 
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  12.2 The body was discovered innocently by one member of a 

group. After the discovery, the person that discovered the 

body returned to show another person(s) the body. 

13 The body was found "to the side of this 

road and between two small 

plantations" 

13.1 Not far to drag a body. The aerial photograph shows that it 

was found close to the road. 

14 A yoghurt top was discovered beneath 

the body that gave police a vital timeline 

of how long she had been there – about 

two years 

14.1 Police conclusion: The body was dumped there in 1979 

between the probable date of sale of the yoghurt and the 

sell by date on the yoghurt top 

  14.2 The yoghurt top was placed under the body as a decoy, to 

mislead the investigation as to the date the body was 

placed there  

  14.3 The date of death and criteria for eliminating missing 

persons from the enquiry were set based on the date on a 

yoghurt top which may have been placed as a decoy  

15 In 1979 jockey from a nearby riding 

stable noticed a foul smell at the 

location, but did not investigate it.  

15.1 When the jockey smelt the decomposition in 1979, the 

body had been recently killed. Tying down the year of 

death to 1979 

16 The road is a "Quiet road" 16.1 Good place to dump a body from a car or lorry 

  16.2 Good place to commit a murder and leave the body 

  16.3 Good place to take a prostitute or hitch hiker for sex 

17 Detectives had to cut through tall pink 

flowers (willow herbs) and nettles to 

find the body 

17.1 The willow herbs had obscured the body from the various 

people that used the spot, hence the reason it was not 

discovered for two years 

18 A Home Office pathologist estimated she 

had been in situ for up to two years 

18.1 Pathologists Conclusion. There were two seasons of plant 

growth, leading to an estimate that the body had been in 

situ for two years. 

3. The first investigation 

19 The anonymous caller became an 

immediate suspect 

19.1 Police Conclusion:  The man making the call may be the 

murderer, an accomplice, or someone the murderer had 

confided in.  
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  19.2 The man making the call was not involved in the murder, 

had innocently stumbled across the body and wanted to 

report it without getting involved, fearing he would be 

wrongly identified as a suspect 

20 Despite an enormous and most 

conscientious effort over eighteen 

months, NYP was unable to identify the 

body 

20.1 The deceased was not local 

  20.2 The deceased may not have been reported as a missing 

person 

  20.3 The deceased may have been feral and estranged from her 

family, living in squats, itinerant, a traveller, or travelling 

around by "hull tapping" yachts, or hitch hiking 

  20.4 The deceased may have been from abroad 

  20.5 The deceased may have been a drug addict or been 

working as a prostitute for some years and had lost 

contact/been disowned/become estranged from her 

family 

  20.6 The criteria for eliminating missing persons from the 

enquiry were based on the date on a yoghurt top which 

may have been placed as a decoy by the murderer. Hence 

the date criteria in the elimination criteria could have been 

wrong. Thus preventing an efficient analysis of the missing 

persons data 

21 The police moved on the basis that the 

caller was involved in the crime straight 

away 

21.1 The caller realised this and decided not to come forward 

and be eliminated, because he knew he was already a 

suspect 

22 Peter Sutcliffe was not considered as a 

suspect 

22.1 Police did not interview Sutcliffe in jail about the murder 

  22.2 Police did not consider Sutcliffe's modus operandi against 

the facts of the crime 

  22.3 Police did not consider Sutcliffe's geographical location or 

travelling and compare it to the location of the body 
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23 The victim was assessed to have possibly 

been a prostitute 

23.1 Peter Sutcliffe was actively killing prostitutes in 1979 and 

should have been considered as a suspect. 

  23.2 Red light districts and truck stops should have been 

canvassed to see if the victim was known there 

  23.3 Sutcliffe's lorry had a sleeping compartment in the back of 

it. The victim could have been a "truck hopper" he had 

picked up at a lorry park 

24 When the Byford report was published, 

it caused a furore of controversy, with 

Members of Parliament calling for Chief 

Police Officers to be sacked over the 

incompetent way the Yorkshire Ripper 

investigation had been handled.  

24.1 Unlikely that NYP would want to name Sutcliffe as a 

suspect; thereby admitting that it had failed to identify a 

murder committed by the Yorkshire Ripper and then 

identified an innocent caller as the prime suspect. 

4. The 2011 cold case investigation 

25 According to the statement issued by 

NYP 30 years after the body was 

discovered: The anonymous male caller 

that started this 30 years police 

investigation may have the answer to 

the other questions – who is this lady left 

undiscovered at the top of Sutton Bank?, 

What was she doing there? And how did 

she die? 

25.1 This ensured that if the caller was aware of the 2011 

investigation he would not come forward and be 

eliminated, because he knew he was already the prime 

suspect. 

26 The victim was assessed to have possibly 

been a prostitute 

26.1 Peter Sutcliffe was actively killing prostitutes in 1979 and 

should have been considered as a suspect. 

27 Peter Sutcliffe was not considered as a 

suspect 

27.1 Police did not interview Sutcliffe in jail about the murder 

as part of Operation Painthall 

  27.2 Police did not consider Sutcliffe's modus operandi against 

the facts of the crime 

  27.3 Police did not consider Sutcliffe's geographical location or 

travelling and compare it to the location of the body 

5. The acquisition of a DNA profile in 2012 

28 A DNA profile was extracted, but failed 

to identify the deceased's identity 

28.1 None of the deceased's family have come into contact with 

the police since the introduction of DNA testing in 1995 

  28.2 The deceased may have been from abroad 
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