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Serial killers have been around for quite a bit longer than most people realize, the f irst known 
being Liu Pengli in 173BC. Only in recent history have we begun to document and persecute 
murderers due to advancements in forensic science and technology. The term serial killer is a 
relatively new term dating only back to the 1970’s. Today we define a serial as:

“A serial killer is traditionally defined as an individual who has killed three or more people over 
a period of more than a month, with down time (a “cooling off period”) between the murders, and 
whose motivation for killing is usually based on psychological gratif ication. Some sources, such 
as the FBI, disregard the “three or more” criteria and define the term as “a series of two or more 
murders, committed as separate events, usually, but not always, by one offender acting alone” 
or, including the vital characteristics, a minimum of two murders. Often, a sexual element is 
involved in the killings, but the FBI states that motives for serial murder include “anger, thrill, 
f inancial gain, and attention seeking.” The murders may have been attempted or completed in a 
similar fashion and the victims may have had something in common; for example, occupation, 
race, appearance, sex, or age group.”

The above exert from Wikipedia describes what a serial killer is by definition. Who a serial killer 
is, on the other hand, is another story. Some of them are from broken homes, rampant with abuse 
and neglect, such as John Wayne Gacy. Others come from picturesque families full of love and 
precious moments. Everyday we go about our routines never suspecting anyone around us. Just 
think - the person walking down the street, your neighbor, maybe even a family member? All the 
most unlikely suspects could be a serial killer hiding in plain sight. Throughout the course of this 
book we will look at a vast array of serial killers and their crimes; from the most prolif ic to some 
of the most evil. 



Case Files: Serial Killers

13 14

Volume One
The Beginning: Pre-1900’s



Case Files: Serial Killers

15 16

Introduction
We begin with pre-1900’s serial killers 

because they are the beginning of it 

all. After all, without their inf luence 

we wouldn’t be documenting or pursing 

suspects the way we do today. 

Historical criminologists have suggested 

that there may have been serial murders 

throughout history, but specific cases 

were not adequately recorded. 

Some sources suggest that legends 

such as werewolves and vampires were 

inspired by medieval serial killers.
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First recorded serial 
killer in history. 

Liu Pengli (Chinese: 劉彭離) of China, third child of Prince Xiao of Liang or King of Liang (梁孝王), grandson of Emperor 
Wen of Han (漢文帝) and cousin of Emperor Jing of Han (漢景帝). His four brothers are, in a descending order of age, Liu Mai 
(劉買), Liu Ming (劉明), Liu Ding (劉定) and Liu Bushi (劉不識).

Liu was made Prince of Jidong (濟東王) in the sixth year of the middle reign of Emperor Jing (144 BC), when Empress 
Dou (竇皇后) mourned over Prince Xiao of Liang’s death. His brothers took one the other four parts of Liang. According 
to the Chinese historian Sima Qian (司馬遷), “twenty-nine years later, he was arrogant and cruel, and would go out on 
marauding expeditions with tens of slaves or young men who were in hiding from the law, murdering people and seizing 
their belongings for sheer sport. Confirmed victims exceeded 100, and these murders were known across the kingdom, so 
people were afraid of going out of their houses at night. Eventually the son of one of his victims accused him to the Emperor, 
and the officials of the court requested that Liu Pengli be executed; however, the emperor could not bear to have his own 
cousin killed, and Liu Pengli was made a commoner and banished to the county of Shangyong (上庸縣), now Zhushan County 
(竹山縣), in Hubei Province (湖北省) of China. His sovereignty was abolished, and his land was reclaimed by Emperor Jing.”

Name: Lin Pengli
D.O.B: Unknown
D.O.D: Unknown
C.O.D: Unknown
Victims: 100+
Country: Jidong, China
Apprehended: Yes; Date Unknown
Conviction: Multiple Murders
Sentence: Execution; commuted to Exile in Shangyong
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Prominent woman of the 

Julio-Claudian dynasty.

Julia Agrippina, most commonly referred to as Agrippina Minor or Agrippina the Younger, and after 50 known as Julia 
Augusta Agrippina (Minor Latin for the ‘younger’, Classical Latin: IVLIA•AGRIPPINA; IVLIA•AVGVSTA•AGRIPPINA, 
November 7th, 15 or November 6th, 16 – March 19th/23rd, 59) was a Roman Empress and one of the more prominent women 
in the Julio-Claudian dynasty. She was a great-granddaughter of the Emperor Augustus, great-niece and adoptive 
granddaughter of the Emperor Tiberius, sister of the Emperor Caligula, niece and fourth wife of the Emperor Claudius, and 
mother of the Emperor Nero.

Agrippina the Younger has been described by both the ancient and modern sources as ‘ruthless, ambitious, violent and 
domineering’. She was a beautiful and reputable woman and according to Pliny the Elder, she had a double canine in her 
upper right jaw, a sign of good fortune. Many ancient historians accuse Agrippina of poisoning Emperor Claudius, though 
accounts vary.

Family
Agrippina was the f irst daughter and fourth living child of Agrippina the Elder & Germanicus. She had three elder brothers, 
Nero Caesar, Drusus Caesar and the future Emperor Caligula, and two younger sisters, Julia Drusilla and Julia Livilla. 
Agrippina’s two elder brothers and her mother were victims of the intrigues of the Praetorian Prefect Lucius Aelius Sejanus.

She was the namesake of her mother, Agrippina the Elder; who was remembered as a modest and heroic matron. Her 
mother was also the second daughter and fourth child of Julia the Elder and the statesman Marcus Vipsanius Agrippa. 
The father of Julia the Elder was the Emperor Augustus, and Julia was his only natural child from his second marriage to 

Scribonia, who had close blood relations with Pompey the Great and Lucius Cornelius Sulla. Maternally, Agrippina 
descended directly from Augustus.

Germanicus, Agrippina’s father, was a very popular general and politician. His mother was Antonia Minor and 
his father was the general Nero Claudius Drusus. He was Antonia Minor’s f irst child. Germanicus had two younger 
siblings; a sister, named Livilla, and a brother, the future Emperor Claudius. Claudius was Agrippina’s paternal uncle 
and third husband.

Antonia Minor was a daughter to Octavia the Younger by her second marriage to triumvir Mark Antony, and 
Octavia was the second eldest sister and full-blooded sister of Augustus. Germanicus’ father, Drusus the Elder, was 
the second son of the Empress Livia Drusilla by her f irst marriage to praetor Tiberius Nero, and was the Emperor 
Tiberius’s younger brother and Augustus’s stepson. In the year 9, Augustus ordered and forced Tiberius to adopt 
Germanicus, who happened to be Tiberius’s nephew, as his son and heir. Germanicus was a favorite of his great-uncle 
Augustus, who hoped Germanicus would succeed his uncle Tiberius, who was Augustus’s own adopted son and heir. 
This in turn meant that Tiberius was also Agrippina’s adoptive grandfather in addition to her paternal great-uncle.

Birth & Early Life
Agrippina was born at Oppidum Ubiorum, a Roman outpost on the Rhine River located in present day Cologne, 
Germany. As a small child, she travelled with her parents throughout the Empire until she and her siblings (apart 
from Caligula) returned to Rome to live with and be raised by Antonia. Her parents, in the meantime, journeyed to 
Syria to complete official duties. One year later in October, Germanicus died suddenly in Antioch (Antakya, Turkey).

Germanicus’ death in the year 19 caused much public grief in Rome, and gave rise to rumors that he had been 
murdered by Gnaeus Calpurnius Piso and Munatia Plancina on the orders of Tiberius, as his widow Agrippina the 
Elder returned to Rome with his ashes. Agrippina the Younger was thereafter supervised by her mother, her paternal 
grandmother Antonia Minor, and her great-grandmother, Livia, all of them notable, inf luential, and powerful f igures 
from whom she learnt how to survive. She lived on the Palatine Hill in Rome. Her great-uncle Tiberius had already 
become emperor and the head of the family after the death of Augustus in 14.

First Marriage to Gnaeus Domitius Ahenobarbus
After her thirteenth birthday in 28, Tiberius arranged for Agrippina to marry her paternal second cousin Gnaeus 
Domitius Ahenobarbus and ordered the marriage to be celebrated in Rome. Domitius came from a distinguished 
family of consular rank. Through his mother Antonia Major, Domitius was a great nephew of Augustus, f irst cousin 
to Claudius, and second cousin to Agrippina and Caligula. He had two sisters; Domitia Lepida the Elder and Domitia 

Name: Agrippina Minor or Agrippina the Younger
D.O.B: November 7th, 15 or November 6th, 16, Oppidum Ubiorum
D.O.D: March 19th or 23rd, 59, Misenum
C.O.D: Assainated
Victims: 10
Country: Roman Empire
Apprehended: N/A
Conviction: N/A
Sentence: Exiled by Caligula; Exile Lifted by Claudius
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Claudius lifted the exiles 

of Agrippina and Livilla.

Lepida the Younger. Domitia Lepida the Younger was the mother of the Empress Valeria Messalina.
Antonia Major was the elder sister to Antonia Minor, and the f irst daughter of Octavia Minor and Mark Antony. 

According to Suetonius, Domitius was a wealthy man with a despicable and dishonest character, who, according 
to Suetonius, was “a man who was in every aspect of his life detestable” and served as consul in 32. Agrippina and 
Domitius lived between Antium (Anzio) and Rome. Not much is known about the relationship between them.

Reign of Caligula
Tiberius died on March 16, 37 and Agrippina’s only surviving brother, Caligula, became the new emperor. Being the 
emperor’s sister gave Agrippina some inf luence. Agrippina and her younger sisters Julia Drusilla and Julia Livilla 
received various honors from their brother, which included but were not limited to: 

• They were given the rights of the Vestal Virgins like the freedom to view public games from the upper seats in 
the stadium.

• Coins were issued depicting images of Caligula and his sisters. Roman coins like these were never issued 
beforehand. The coins depicted Caligula on one side and his sisters on the opposite.

• Caligula added his sister’s names in to motions. In loyalty oaths, it was, “I will not value my life or that of 
my children less highly than I do the safety of the Emperor and his sisters,” or, if in consular motions: “Good 
fortune attend to the Emperor and his sisters.” 

Around the time that Tiberius died, Agrippina had become pregnant. Domitius had acknowledged the paternity 
of the child. In the early morning hours in Antium of December 15th, 37, Agrippina gave birth to a son. Agrippina and 
Domitius named their son Lucius Domitius Ahenobarbus, after the Domitius’ recently deceased father. This child 
would grow up to become the Emperor Nero. Nero was Agrippina’s only natural child. Suetonius states that Domitius 
was congratulated by friends on the birth of his son, whereupon he replied “I don’t think anything produced by me 
and Agrippina could possibly be good for the state or the people”.

Caligula and his sisters were accused of having incestuous relationships. On June 10th, 38, Drusilla died, possibly 
of a fever, rampant in Rome at the time. He was particularly fond of Drusilla, claiming to treat her as he would his 
own wife, even though Drusilla had a husband. Following her death, Caligula’s relationship with Agrippina and 
Livilla changed, showing no special love or respect toward them after Drusilla’s death. After this point, he was said 
to have gone insane.

In 39, Agrippina and Livilla, with their maternal cousin, Drusilla’s widower Marcus Aemilius Lepidus, were 
involved in a failed plot to murder Caligula, a plot known as the Plot of the Three Daggers, which was to make 
Lepidus the new emperor. Lepidus, Agrippina and Livilla were accused of being lovers. Not much is known concerning 
this plot and the reasons behind it. At the trial of Lepidus, Caligula felt no compunction about denouncing them as 
adulteresses, producing handwritten letters discussing how they were going to kill him.

Exile
Lepidus was executed. Agrippina and Livilla were exiled by their brother to the Pontine Islands. Caligula sold their 
furniture, jewellery, slaves and freedmen. In January 40, Domitius died of edema (dropsy) at Pyrgi. Lucius had gone 
to live with his second paternal aunt Domitia Lepida the Younger after Caligula had taken his inheritance away.

Caligula, his wife Milonia Caesonia and their daughter Julia Drusilla were murdered on January 24th, 41. 
Agrippina’s paternal uncle, Claudius, brother of her father Germanicus, became the new Roman Emperor.

Reign of Claudius

Return from Exile
Claudius lifted the exiles of Agrippina and Livilla. Livilla returned to her husband, while Agrippina was reunited 
with her estranged son. After the death of her f irst husband, Agrippina tried to make shameless advances to the 
future emperor Galba, who showed no interest in her and was devoted to his wife Aemilia Lepida. On one occasion, 
Galba’s mother-in-law gave Agrippina, in a whole bevy of married women, a public reprimand and a slap in the face.

Claudius had Lucius’ inheritance reinstated. Lucius became more wealthy despite his youth shortly after 
Gaius Sallustius Crispus Passienus divorced Lucius’ aunt, Domitia Lepida the Elder (Lucius’ f irst paternal aunt) so 
that Crispus could marry Agrippina. They married, and Crispus he became a step-father to Lucius. Crispus was a 
prominent, inf luential, witty, wealthy and powerful man, who served twice as consul. He was the adopted grandson 
and biological great, great nephew of the historian Sallust. Little is known on their relationship, but Crispus soon 
died and left his estate to Nero.

In the f irst years of Claudius’ reign, Claudius was married to the infamous Empress Valeria Messalina. Although 
Agrippina was very inf luential, she kept a very low profile and stayed away from the imperial palace and the court 
of the emperor. Messalina was Agrippina’s second paternal cousin. Among the victims of Messalina’s intrigues were 
Agrippina’s surviving sister Livilla, who was charged with having adultery with Seneca the Younger. Seneca was 
later called back from exile to be a tutor to Nero.

Nero was Agrippina’s 

only natural child.
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The Senate may have 
pushed for marriage of 

Agrippina and Claudius 

to end the feud between 

Julian and Claudian 
branches.

Messalina considered Agrippina’s son a threat to her son’s position and sent assassins to strangle Lucius during 
his siesta. The assassins f led in terror when they saw a snake suddenly dart from beneath Lucius’ pillow—but it was 
only a sloughed-off snake-skin in his bed, near his pillow.

In 47, Crispus died, and at his funeral, the rumor spread around that Agrippina poisoned Crispus to gain his 
estate. After being widowed a second time, Agrippina was left very wealthy. Later that year at the Secular Games, 
at the performance of the Troy Pageant, Messalina attended the event with her son Britannicus. Agrippina was 
also present with Lucius. Agrippina and Lucius received greater applause from the audience than Messalina and 
Britannicus did. Many people began to show pity and sympathy to Agrippina, due to the unfortunate circumstances 
in her life. Agrippina wrote a memoir that recorded the misfortunes of her family (casus suorum) and wrote an 
account of her mother’s life.

Rise To Power
After Messalina was executed in 48 for conspiring with Gaius Silius to overthrow her husband, Claudius considered 
remarrying for the fourth time. Around this time, Agrippina became the mistress to one of Claudius’ advisers, the 
former Greek Freedman Marcus Antonius Pallas. At that time Claudius’ advisers were discussing which noblewoman 
Claudius should marry. Claudius had a reputation that he was easily family. In more recent times, it has been 
suggested that the Senate may have pushed for the marriage between Agrippina and Claudius to end the feud between 
the Julian and Claudian branches. This feud dated back to Agrippina’s mother’s actions against Tiberius after the 
death of Germanicus, actions which Tiberius had gladly punished.

Regardless, for Agrippina’s seduction, it was a help that she had the niece’s privilege of kissing and caressing her 
paternal uncle. Claudius was seduced by her passions. Claudius made references to her in his speeches: “my daughter 
and foster child, born and bred, in my lap, so to speak”. When Claudius decided to marry her, he persuaded a group of 
senators that the marriage should be arranged in the public interest. In Roman society, an uncle (Claudius) marrying 
his niece (Agrippina) was considered incestuous, and obviously immoral.

Marriage to Cluadius
Agrippina and Claudius married on New Year’s Day, 49. This marriage caused widespread disapproval. This was a 
part of Agrippina’s scheming plan to make Lucius the new emperor. Her marriage to Claudius was not based on love, 
but on power. She quickly eliminated her rival Lollia Paulina. In 49, shortly after marrying Claudius, Agrippina 
charged Paulina with black magic. Paulina did not receive a hearing. Her property was confiscated. She left Italy and, 
on Agrippina’s orders, committed suicide.

In the months leading up to her marriage to Claudius, Agrippina’s maternal second cousin, the praetor Lucius 
Junius Silanus Torquatus, was betrothed to Claudius’ daughter Claudia Octavia. This betrothal was broken off in 
48 when Agrippina, scheming with the consul Lucius Vitellius the Elder, the father of the future Emperor Aulus 
Vitellius, falsely accused Silanus of incest with his sister Junia Calvina. Agrippina did this hoping to secure a 
marriage between Octavia and her son. Consequently, Claudius broke off the engagement and forced Silanus to resign 
from public office.

Silanus committed suicide on the day that Agrippina married her uncle, and Calvina was exiled from Italy in 
early 49. Calvina was called back from exile after the death of Agrippina. Towards the end of 54, Agrippina would 
order the murder of Silanus’ eldest brother Marcus Junius Silanus Torquatus without Nero’s knowledge, so that he 
would not seek revenge against her over his brother’s death.

Empress of Rome
On the day that Agrippina married her uncle Claudius as her third husband/his fourth wife, she became an Empress 
and the most powerful woman in the Roman Empire. She also was a stepmother to Claudia Antonia, Claudius’ daughter 
and only child from his second marriage to Aelia Paetina, and to the young Claudia Octavia and Britannicus, Claudius’ 
children with Valeria Messalina. Agrippina removed or eliminated anyone from the palace or the imperial court who 
she thought was loyal and dedicated to the memory of the late Messalina. She also eliminated or removed anyone she 
considered was a potential threat to her position and the future of her son, one of her victims being Lucius’ second 
paternal aunt and Messalina’s mother Domitia Lepida the Younger.

In 49, Agrippina presided over the exercises of Roman legions. The Celtic King Caratacus assumed that she, 
along with Claudius, was the martial leader and bowed before her throne with the same homage and gratitude as he 
accorded the emperor. In 50, Agrippina was granted the honorific title of Augusta, a title which, up until this point, 
no other imperial woman had ever received in the lifetime of her husband. She was only the third Roman woman 
(Livia Drusilla and Antonia Minor received this title) and only the second living Roman woman (the f irst being 
Antonia) to receive this title.

Also that year, Claudius had founded a Roman colony and called the colony Colonia Claudia Ara Agrippinensis 
or Agrippinensium, today known as Cologne, after Agrippina who was born there. This colony was the only Roman 
colony to be named after a Roman woman. In 51, she was given a carpentum which she used. A carpentum was a 
sort of ceremonial carriage usually reserved for priests, such as the Vestal Virgins, and sacred statues. That same 
year she appointed Sextus Afranius Burrus as the head of the Praetorian Guard, replacing the previous head of the 
Praetorian Guard, Rufrius Crispinus.

In 50, Agrippina was 

granted the honorific 

title of Augusta.
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Nero ordered Agrippina 

be executed and framed 

it as a suicide.

Towards 57, Agrippina was expelled from the palace and went to live in a riverside estate in Misenum. While Agrippina 
lived in Misenum, or whenever she went on short visits to Rome, Nero sent people to annoy her. Although living in Misenum, 
she was still very popular, powerful and inf luential. Agrippina and Nero would see each other on short visits.

Death & Aftermath
The circumstances that surround Agrippina’s death are uncertain due to historical contradictions and anti-Nero 
bias. All surviving stories of Agrippina’s death contradict themselves and each other, and are generally fantastical.
Tacitus’s account

According to Tacitus, in 58, Nero became involved with the noble woman Poppaea Sabina. With the reasoning that 
a divorce from Octavia and a marriage to Poppaea was not politically feasible with Agrippina alive, Nero decided to 
kill Agrippina. Yet, Nero did not marry Poppaea until 62, calling into question this motive. Additionally, Suetonius 
reveals that Poppaea’s husband, Otho, was not sent away by Nero until after Agrippina’s death in 59, making it highly 
unlikely that already married Poppaea would be pressing Nero. Some modern historians theorize that Nero’s decision 
to kill Agrippina was prompted by her plotting to set Gaius Rubellius Plautus (Nero’s maternal second cousin) or 
Britannicus (Claudius’ biological son) on the throne.

Tacitus claims that Nero considered poisoning or stabbing her, but felt these methods were too diff icult and 
suspicious, so he settled on building a self-sinking boat. Though aware of the plot, Agrippina embarked on this boat 
and was nearly crushed by a collapsing lead ceiling only to be saved by the side of a sofa breaking the ceiling’s fall. 
Though the collapsing ceiling missed Agrippina, it crushed her attendant who was outside by the helm.

The boat failed to sink from the lead ceiling, so the crew then sank the boat, but Agrippina swam to shore. Her 
friend, Acerronia Polla, was attacked by oarsmen while still in the water, and was either bludgeoned to death or 
drowned, since she was exclaiming that she was Agrippina, with the intention of being saved, unfortunately she did 
not know that this was an attempt of Agrippina’s life, not a mere accident. Agrippina was met at the shore by crowds 
of admirers. News of Agrippina’s survival reached Nero so he sent three assassins to kill her.

Suetonius’s Account
According to Suetonius, Nero was annoyed at his mother being too watchful and tried three times to poison Agrippina, 
but she took the antidotes in time and survived. He then tried to crush her with a mechanical ceiling over her bed 
at her residence. After this failed, he devised a collapsable boat, which would either have its cabin fall in or become 
shipwrecked. Nero then ordered captains of a different boat to ram this boat while Agrippina was aboard. Nero heard 
Agrippina survived the wreck so he ordered her to be executed and framed it as a suicide.

Agrippina successfully manipulated and inf luenced Claudius into adopting her son and having him become his 
successor. In the year 50 Lucius Domitius Ahenobarbus was adopted by his great maternal uncle and stepfather. 
Lucius’ name was changed to Nero Claudius Caesar Drusus Germanicus and he became Claudius’ adopted son, heir 
and recognised successor. Agrippina and Claudius betrothed Nero to Octavia while Agrippina arranged to have 
Seneca the Younger return from exile to tutor the future emperor. Claudius chose to adopt Nero because of his Julian 
and Claudian lineage.

Agrippina deprived Britannicus of his heritage and further isolated him from his father and succession for the 
throne in every way possible. For instance, in 51, Agrippina ordered the execution of Britannicus’ tutor Sosibius 
because he had confronted her and was outraged by Claudius’ adoption of Nero and his choice of Nero as successor, 
instead of choosing his own son Britannicus.

Nero and Octavia were married on June 9th, 53. Claudius later repented of marrying Agrippina and adopting 
Nero, began to favor Britannicus, and started preparing him for the throne. His actions allegedly gave Agrippina a 
motive to eliminate Claudius. The ancient sources say she poisoned Claudius on October 13s, 54 with a plate of deadly 
mushrooms at a banquet, thus enabling Nero to quickly take the throne as emperor. Accounts vary wildly with 
regard to this private incident and according to more modern sources, it is possible (but exceedingly convenient) 
that Claudius died of natural causes; Claudius was 63 years old.

Reign of Nero
Power Struggle Between Mother & Son
Agrippina was named a priestess of the cult of the deified Claudius. She was allowed to visit senate meetings, watch and 
hear the meetings behind a curtain. This evidently shows that she had real power.

In the first months of Nero’s reign Agrippina controlled her son and the Empire. She lost control over Nero when he 
began to have an affair with the freedwoman Claudia Acte, which Agrippina strongly disapproved of and violently scolded 
him for. Agrippina began to support Britannicus in her attempt to make him emperor. Britannicus was secretly poisoned 
on Nero’s orders during a banquet in February 55. The power struggle between Agrippina and her son had begun.

Between the years 55 and 58 Agrippina became very watchful and had a critical eye over her son. In 55, Agrippina 
was forced out of the palace by her son to live in an imperial residence. Nero deprived his mother of all honors, powers, and 
even removed her Roman and German bodyguards. Nero even threatened his mother he would abdicate the throne and 
would go to live on the Greek Island of Rhodes, a place where Tiberius had lived after divorcing Julia the Elder. Pallas also 
was dismissed from the court. The fall of Pallas and the opposition of Burrus and Seneca, contributed to Agrippina’s loss 
of authority.

Agrippina deprived 
Britannicus of his 

heritage in every 
way possible.
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At his mother’s 

funeral, Nero was 

witless, speechless 

and rather scared.

Cassius Dio’s Account
The tale of Cassius Dio is also somewhat different. It starts again with Poppaea as the motive behind the murder. Nero 
designed a ship that would open at the bottom while at sea. Agrippina was put aboard and after the bottom of the ship 
opened up, she fell into the water. Agrippina swam to shore so Nero sent an assassin to kill her. Nero then claimed 
Agrippina plotted to kill him and committed suicide. Her reputed last words, uttered as the assassin was about to 
strike, were “Smite my womb”, the implication here being she wished to be destroyed first in that part of her body 
that had given birth to so “abominable a son.”

Burial
After Agrippina’s death, Nero viewed her corpse and commented how beautiful she was, according to some. Her body 
was cremated that night on a dining couch. At his mother’s funeral, Nero was witless, speechless and rather scared. 
When the news spread that Agrippina had died, the Roman army, senate and various people sent him letters of 
congratulations that he had been saved from his mother’s plots.

Aftermath
During the remainder of Nero’s reign, Agrippina’s grave was not covered or enclosed. Her household later on gave 
her a modest tomb in Misenum. Nero would have his mother’s death on his conscience. He felt so guilty he would 
sometimes have nightmares about his mother. He even saw his mother’s ghost and got Persian magicians to scare 
her away. Years before she died, Agrippina had visited astrologers to ask about her son’s future. The astrologers had 
rather accurately predicted that her son would become emperor and would kill her. She replied, “Let him kill me, 
provided he becomes emperor,” according to Tacitus.

Agrippina’s Lovers
• Gaius or Caligula, Agrippina’s brother.
• Marcus Aemilius Lepidus, her sister Drusilla’s husband.
• Tigellinus, later prefect of the guard under Nero. 
• Lucius Annaeus Seneca, Nero’s tutor.
• Claudius, her uncle, before their marriage.
• Rufus, later prefect of the guard.
• Marcus Antonius Pallas, Claudius’ freedmen

• Aulus Plautius, a young nobleman.
• Rubellius Plautus, son of Julia, granddaughter of Tiberius. 
• Nero, her own son.

 
Agrippina’s Victims

47 AD 
• Passienus Crispus, Agrippina’s 2nd husband, poisoned.

49 AD
• Lollia Paulina, she was a rival for Claudius’ hand in marriage as proposed by the freedman, Callistus.

• Lucius Silanus was betrothed to Octavia, Claudius’ daughter before his marriage of Agrippina. He committed 
suicide on their wedding day.

• Sosibius Britannicus’ tutor executed for plotting against Nero.

• Calpurnia, banished/executed because Claudius had commented on her beauty.

53 AD
• Statilius Taurus was forced to suicide because Agrippina wanted his gardens.

54 AD
• Claudius, her husband, poisoned.

• Domitia Lepida, mother of Messalina, executed.

• Marcus Junius Silanus, potential rival to Nero, poisoned.

• Cadius Rufus was executed on the charge of extortion.

In Later Literature
• The Empress, by Robert DeMaria, Vineyard Press (ISBN 1-930067-05-4)
• Handel’s 1709 opera, Agrippina with a libretto by Vincenzo Grimani.

In Film
• Imperium: Nero (2005), Agrippina is played by Laura Morante
• I, Claudius (1976), Agrippina is played by Barbara Young
• Miniseries (1985), Agrippina is played by Ava Gardner
• Caligula (1979), Agrippina is played by Lori Wagner
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Sculpture of Agrippina crowning 
her young son Nero (c. 54–59 AD)

Marble bust of Nero.

Roman aureus depicting 
Agrippina and Claudius

During the reign of Caligula, 
coins like the one pictured here 
were issued depicting his three 
sisters, Drusilla, Livilla and 
Agrippina the Younger
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Gilles de Montmorency-Laval (also known as Gilles de Retz) (1404–1440), Baron de Rais, was a Breton knight, a leader in 
the French army and a companion-in-arms of Joan of Arc. He is best known by his reputation and conviction as a prolif ic 
serial killer of children.

A member of the House of Montmorency-Laval, Gilles de Rais grew up under the tutelage of his maternal grandfather 
and increased his fortune by marriage. He earned the favour of the Duke of Brittany and was admitted to the French court. 
From 1427 to 1435, Gilles served as a commander in the Royal Army, and fought alongside Joan of Arc against the English 
and their Burgundian allies during the Hundred Years’ War, for which he was appointed Marshal of France.

In 1434/1435, he retired from military life, depleted his wealth by staging an extravagant theatrical spectacle 
of his own composition and dabbled in the occult. After 1432 Gilles engaged in a series of child murders, his victims 
possibly numbering in the hundreds. The killings came to an end in 1440 when a violent dispute with a clergyman led to 
an ecclesiastical investigation which brought Gilles’ crimes to light. At his trial the parents of missing children in the 
surrounding area and Gilles’ own confederates in crime testif ied against him. Gilles was condemned to death and hanged 
at Nantes on October 26th, 1440. 

Gilles de Rais is believed to be the inspiration for the 1697 fairy tale “Bluebeard” by Charles Perrault. His life is the 
subject of several modern novels, and referenced in a number of rock bands’ albums and songs.

Life
Early Life
Gilles de Rais was born in late 1404 to Guy II de Montmorency-Laval and Marie de Craon in the family castle at 
Champtocé-sur-Loire. He was an intelligent child, speaking f luent Latin, i lluminating manuscripts, and dividing his 
education between military discipline and moral and intellectual development. Following the deaths of his father and 
mother in 1415 (the former of whom was killed while hunting), Gilles and his younger brother René de La Suze were 
placed under the tutelage of Jean de Craon, their maternal grandfather. Jean de Craon was a schemer who attempted 
to arrange a marriage for twelve-year-old Gilles with four-year-old Jeanne Paynel, one of the richest heiresses in 
Normandy, and, when the plan failed, attempted unsuccessfully to unite the boy with Béatrice de Rohan, the niece 
to the Duke of Brittany. On November 30th, 1420, however, Craon substantially increased his grandson’s fortune by 
marrying him to Catherine de Thouars of Brittany, heiress of La Vendée and Poitou. Their only child, Marie, was born 
in 1429.

Military Career
In the decades following the Breton War of Succession, the defeated faction led by Olivier de Blois, Count of Penthièvre, 
continued to plot against the Dukes of the House of Montfort. The Blois faction, who still refused to relinquish their 
claim to rule over Brittany, had taken Duke John VI prisoner in violation of the Treaty of Guérande (1365). The 
sixteen-year-old Gilles took the side of the House of Montfort. Rais was able to secure the Duke’s release, and was 
rewarded with generous land grants which were converted to monetary gifts.

In 1425, Rais was introduced to the court of the Charles VII at Saumur and learned courtly manners by studying 
the Dauphin. In combat at Saint-Lô and Le Mans between 1427 and 1429, Gilles was allowed to indulge his taste 
for violence and carnage. At the battle for the Château of Lude, he climbed the assault ladder and slew the English 
captain Blackburn. He was young, handsome and rich with companions-in-arms of his own stripe about him.

From 1427 to 1435, Rais served as a commander in the Royal Army, distinguishing himself by displaying 
reckless bravery on the battlefield during the renewal of the Hundred Years War. In 1429, he fought along with Joan 
of Arc in some of the campaigns waged against the English and their Burgundian allies. He was present with Joan 
when the Siege of Orléans ended.

On Sunday, July 17th, 1429, Gilles was chosen as one of four lords for the honor of bringing the Holy Ampulla from 
the Abbey of Saint-Remy to Notre-Dame de Reims for the consecration of Charles VII as King of France. On the same 
day, he was officially created a Marshal of France.

In combat at Saint-Lô 

and Le Mans between 

1427 and 1429, Gilles 

was allowed to indulge 

his taste for violence 

and carnage.

Name: Gilles de Rais
D.O.B: September 4th, 1404, Champtocé-sur-Loire, Anjou
D.O.D: October 26th, 1440, Nantes, Brittany
C.O.D: Execution by Hanging
Victims: 80-200
Country: Champtocé-sur-Loire & Machecoul
Apprehended: September 15th, 1440
Conviction: Serial Killer of Children
Sentence: Death

Executed
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In June 1435, family 

members gathered to 

put a curb on Gilles.

traveling Breton, de Rais chose to initiate experiments, the f irst being in the lower hall of his castle at Tiffauges, to 
summon a demon named Barron. De Rais provided a contract with the demon for riches that Prelati was to give to the 
demon at a later time.

As no demon manifested after three tries, the Marshal grew frustrated with the lack of results. Prelati responded 
the demon summoned, named Barron, was angry and required the offering of parts of a child. De Rais provided these 
remnants in a glass vessel at a future invocation. All of this was to no avail, and the occult experiments left him bitter 
and with his wealth severely depleted.

Child Killer
In his confession, Gilles maintained the f irst assaults on children occurred between spring 1432 and spring 1433. 
The first murders occurred at Champtocé-sur-Loire; however, no account of these murders survived. Shortly after, 
Gilles moved to Machecoul where, as the record of his confession states, he killed, or ordered to be killed, a great but 
uncertain number of children after he sodomized them. Forty bodies were discovered in Machecoul in 1437.

The first documented case of child-snatching and murder concerns a boy of twelve called Jeudon (first name 
unknown), an apprentice to the furrier Guillaume Hilairet. Gilles de Rais’ cousins, Gilles de Sillé and Roger de 
Briqueville, asked the furrier to lend them the boy to take a message to Machecoul, and, when Jeudon did not return, 
the two noblemen told the inquiring furrier that they were ignorant of the boy’s whereabouts and suggested he had 
been carried off by thieves at Tiffauges to be made into a page. In Gilles de Rais’ trial, the events were testif ied to by 
Hillairet and his wife, the boy’s father Jean Jeudon, and five others from Machecoul.

In his 1971 biography of Gilles de Rais, Jean Benedetti tells how the children who fell into Rais’s hands were put 
to death:

“[The boy] was pampered and dressed in better clothes than he had ever known. The evening began 
with a large meal and heavy drinking, particularly hippocras, which acted as a stimulant. The boy was 
then taken to an upper room to which only Gilles and his immediate circle were admitted. There he was 
confronted with the true nature of his situation. The shock thus produced on the boy was an initial source 
of pleasure for Gilles.”

Gilles’ bodyservant Étienne Corrillaut, known as Poitou, was an accomplice in many of the crimes and testif ied 
that his master hung his victims with ropes from a hook to prevent the child from crying out, then masturbated 
upon the child’s belly or thighs. Taking the victim down, Rais comforted the child and assured him he only wanted 

Following the Siege of Orleans, Rais was granted the right to add the royal arms, the f leur-de-lys on an azure 
ground, to his own. The letters patent authorizing the display cited Gilles’ “high and commendable services”, the 
“great perils and dangers” he had confronted, and “many other brave feats”.

In May 1431, Joan of Arc was burned at the stake; Gilles was not present. His grandfather died November 15th, 
1432, and, in a public gesture to mark his displeasure with Gilles’ reckless spending of a carefully amassed fortune, 
left his sword and his breastplate to Gilles’ younger brother René de La Suze.

Private Life
In 1434/5, Rais gradually withdrew from military and public life in order to pursue his own interests: the construction of 
a splendid Chapel of the Holy Innocents (where he officiated in robes of his own design), and the production of a theatrical 
spectacle called Le Mistère du Siège d’Orléans. The play consisted of more than 20,000 lines of verse, 140 speaking parts, 
and 500 extras. Gilles was almost bankrupt at the time of the production and began selling property as early as 1432 to 
support his extravagant lifestyle. By March 1433, he had sold all his estates in Poitou (except those of his wife) and all 
his property in Maine. Only two castles in Anjou, Champtocé-sur-Loire and Ingrandes, remained in his possession. Half 
of the total sales and mortgages were spent on the production of his play. The spectacle was first performed in Orléans 
on May 8th, 1435. Six hundred costumes were constructed, worn once, discarded, and constructed afresh for subsequent 
performances. Unlimited supplies of food and drink were made available to spectators at Gilles’ expense.

In June 1435, family members gathered to put a curb on Gilles. They appealed to Pope Eugene IV to disavow 
the Chapel of the Holy Innocents (which he refused to do) and carried their concerns to the king. On July 2nd, 1435, 
a royal edict was proclaimed in Orléans, Tours, Angers, Pouzauges, and Champtocé-sur-Loire denouncing Gilles as 
a spendthrift and forbidding him from selling any further property. No subject of Charles VII was allowed to enter 
into any contract with him, and those in command of his castles were forbidden to dispose of them. Gilles’ credit fell 
immediately and his creditors pressed upon him. He borrowed heavily, using his objets d’art, manuscripts, books and 
clothing as security. When he left Orléans in late August or early September 1435, the town was littered with precious 
objects he was forced to leave behind. The edict did not apply to Brittany and the family was unable to persuade the 
Duke of Brittany to enforce it.

Occult Involvement
In 1438, according to testimony at his trial from the priest Eustache Blanchet and the cleric François Prelati, de 
Rais sent out Blanchet to seek individuals who knew alchemy and demon summoning. Blanchet contacted Prelati 
in Florence and convinced him to take service with his master. Having reviewed the magical books of Prelati and a 
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The last recorded murder 

was of the son of Éonnet 

de Villeblanche and his 

wife Macée.

The victims ranged in age 

from six to eighteen and 

included both sexes.

The precise number of Gilles’ victims is not known, as most of the bodies were burned or buried. The number 
of murders is generally placed between 80 and 200; a few have conjectured numbers upwards of 600. The victims 
ranged in age from six to eighteen and included both sexes.

On October 23rd, 1440, the secular court heard the confessions of Poitou and Henriet and condemned them both 
to death, followed by Gilles’ death sentence on October 25th. Gilles was allowed to make confession, and his request to 
be buried in the church of the monastery of Notre-Dame des Carmes in Nantes was granted.

Execution by hanging and burning was set for Wednesday, October 26th. At nine o‘clock, Gilles and his two 
accomplices made their way in procession to the place of execution on the Ile de Biesse. Gilles is said to have addressed 
the crowd with contrite piety and exhorted Henriet and Poitou to die bravely and think only of salvation. Gilles’ 
request to be the f irst to die had been granted the day before. At eleven o’clock the brush at the platform was set afire 
and Rais was hanged. His body was cut down before being consumed by the f lames and claimed by “four ladies of high 
rank” for burial. Henriet and Poitou were executed in similar fashion but their bodies were reduced to ashes in the 
f lames and then scattered.

Questions of Guilt
Although Gilles de Rais was convicted of murdering many children through his confessions and the detailed 
eyewitness accounts of his own confederates and victims’ parents, doubts have persisted about the court’s verdict. 
Counterarguments are based on the theory de Rais was himself a victim of an ecclesiastic plot or act of revenge by the 
Catholic Church or French state. Doubts on Gilles de Rais’ guilt have long persisted because the Duke of Brittany, who 
was given the authority to prosecute, received all the titles to Gilles’ former lands after his conviction. The Duke then 
divided the land among his own nobles. Writers such as French professor and secret societies specialist Jean-Pierre 
Bayard, in his book Plaidoyer pour Gilles de Rais, contend he was a victim of the Inquisition.

In the early 20th century, Anthropologist Margaret Murray and occultist Aleister Crowley are among those who 
questioned the involvement of the ecclesiastic and secular authorities in the case. Murray, who propagated the witch-
cult hypothesis, speculated in her book The Witch-Cult in Western Europe that Gilles de Rais was really a witch and 
adherent of a fertility cult centered on the pagan goddess, Diana. However, many historians reject Murray’s theory. 
Norman Cohn argues that her theory does not agree with what is known of Gilles’ crimes and trial. Historians do not 
regard Gilles as a martyr to an antiquated religion; other scholars tend to view him as a Catholic who descended into 
crime and depravity.

In 1992, Freemason Jean-Yves Goëau-Brissonnière, the Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of France, organized 
a court consisting of former French ministers, parliament members and UNESCO experts to re-examine the source 

to play with him. Gilles then either killed the child himself or had the child killed by his cousin Gilles de Sillé, 
Poitou or another bodyservant called Henriet. The victims were killed by decapitation, cutting of their throats, 
dismemberment, or breaking of their necks with a stick. A short, thick, double-edged sword called a braquemard was 
kept at hand for the murders. Poitou further testif ied that Rais sometimes abused the victims (whether boys or girls) 
before wounding them and at other times after the victim had been slashed in the throat or decapitated. According 
to Poitou, Rais disdained the victim’s sexual organs, and took “infinitely more pleasure in debauching himself in this 
manner...than in using their natural orif ice, in the normal manner.”

In his own confession, Gilles testif ied that “when the said children were dead, he kissed them and those who had 
the most handsome limbs and heads he held up to admire them, and had their bodies cruelly cut open and took delight 
at the sight of their inner organs; and very often when the children were dying he sat on their stomachs and took 
pleasure in seeing them die and laughed.”

Poitou testif ied that he and Henriet burned the bodies in the f ireplace in Gilles’ room. The clothes of the victim 
were placed into the f ire piece by piece so they burned slowly and the smell was minimized. The ashes were then 
thrown into the cesspit, the moat, or other hiding places. The last recorded murder was of the son of Éonnet de 
Villeblanche and his wife Macée. Poitou paid 20 sous to have a page’s doublet made for the victim, who was then 
assaulted, murdered, and incinerated in August 1440.

Trial & Execution
On May 15th, 1440, Rais kidnapped a cleric during a dispute at the Church of Saint-Étienne-de-Mer-Morte. The act 
prompted an investigation by the Bishop of Nantes, during which evidence of Gilles’ crimes was uncovered. On July 
29th, the Bishop released his f indings, and subsequently obtained the prosecutorial cooperation of Rais’s former 
protector, Jean VI, the Duke of Brittany. Rais and his bodyservants Poitou and Henriet were arrested on September 
15th, 1440, following a secular investigation which paralleled the f indings of the investigation from the Bishop of 
Nantes. Rais’s prosecution would likewise be conducted by both secular and ecclesiastical courts, on charges which 
included murder, sodomy, and heresy.

The extensive witness testimony convinced the judges that there were adequate grounds for establishing the 
guilt of the accused. After Rais admitted to the charges on October 21st, the court canceled a plan to torture him into 
confessing. Peasants of the neighboring villages had earlier begun to offer up accusations that since their children 
had entered Gilles’ castle begging for food they had never been seen again. The transcript, which included testimony 
from the parents of many of these missing children as well as graphic descriptions of the murders provided by Gilles’ 
accomplices, was said to be so lurid that the judges ordered the worst portions to be stricken from the record.
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material and evidence available at the medieval trial. The hearing, which concluded Gilles de Rais was not guilty of 
the crimes, was turned into a documentary called Gilles de Rais ou la Gueule du loup, narrated by Gilbert Prouteau.

Cultural References
In Television and Film
•  David Oxley played the part in Otto Preminger’s 1957 film version of Shaw’s play, Saint Joan.
•  In 1987, the Spanish director Agusti Villaronga directed the f ilm Tras El Cristal, with an original script based 

on the killings of Gilles de Rais.
•  Vincent Cassel played the part in Luc Besson’s The Messenger: The Story of Joan of Arc in 1999.
•  In the anime series “Fate/Zero,” he appears as a summoned “caster-class” servant to participate in the Holy Grail 

War by abducting and murdering children along with his serial killer master, Ryuunosuke Uryuu.
•  In the 7th episode of Season 4 on Archer, “Live and Let Dine”, Ray Gillette uses the undercover name “Giles de 

Rais”, whose job description is explained as child-murderer.
 
In Literature
• Under the name Gilles de Retz, he is the villain in the 1899 novel The Black Douglas by S.R. Crockett.
• His relationship with Joan of Arc partly informs David Rudkin’s play The Triumph of Death.[59]
• The novel Gilles & Jeanne by Michel Tournier covers his campaigning with Joan of Arc.
• H. G. Wells also makes extensive reference to Gilles de Rais in his works, Crux Ansata and ‘42 to ‘44 in 1943 and 

1944, respectively.
• The protagonist Durtal, from Huysmans’s Là-bas (1891), conducts intensive research into Gilles de Rais which 

forms the basis of many of the chapters in the novel.
• La Passion de Gilles, play, 1982, Actes-Sud (publisher), by Pierre Mertens (turned into a 1983 opera (same title), 

music by Philippe Boesmans.
• “Bluebeard, Gilles de Rais” is referenced in ‘Damned” from Chuck Palahnuk (p 197) as one of the many literary 

and historical conquests of Madison during her quest for power in the depths of Hell.

In Music
• Cradle of Filth’s album Godspeed on the Devil’s Thunder is centered on the life of Gilles de Rais after Joan of Arc’s 

burning.
• Celtic Frost’s song “Into the Crypts of Rays”, from their 1984 Morbid Tales EP, is about Gilles de Rais.

• The Black Dahlia Murder’s song “The Window” from 
their 2011 album “Ritual” is about Gilles de Rais.

• The Argentinian rock and roll band “Patricio Rey 
y sus Redonditos de ricota” named one of their hits 
“Barba azul vs. el amor letal” or “Bluebeard vs the 
lethal love”

• The English power electronic band Whitehouse 
wrote a song called ‘Gilles de Rais’ on their Right 
To Kill album (1983).

• La Passion de Gilles, opera (French libretto), 
1983, music: Philippe Boesmans, libretto: Pierre 
Mertens based on his 1982 play (same title).

• Death metal band Macabre wrote a song about 
Gille de Rais called ‘The Black Knight’ on their 
2011 album Grim Scary Tales.

 
In Video Games
• Gilles de Rais was a minion of Count Dracula’s in 

Castlevania 64 and its sequel/remake Castlevania: 
Legacy of Darkness

• The character Lord Barrows from the game Clock 
Tower 3 is probably a reference to him.

• In board games
• Gilles de Rais is a playable character in Cipher 

Studios’ Hell Dorado. He is “the Marshall of Hell” 
and a Mercenary officer. 
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In 1610, King Matthias II 

assigned György Thurzó, 

the Palatine of Hungary, 

to investigate. 

Countess Elizabeth Báthory de Ecsed (Báthory Erzsébet in Hungarian, Alžbeta Bátoriová in Slovak; August 7th, 1560 –    August 
21st,1614) was a countess from the renowned Báthory family of nobility in the Kingdom of Hungary. She has been labeled the most 
prolific female serial killer in history, although the number of murders is debated, and is remembered as the “Blood Countess.”

After her husband Ferenc Nádasdy’s death, she and four collaborators were accused of torturing and killing hundreds of 
girls, with one witness attributing to them over 650 victims, though the number for which they were convicted was 80. Elizabeth 
herself was neither trialed nor convicted. In 1610, she was imprisoned in the Csejte Castle, now in Slovakia and known as Čachtice, 
where she remained bricked in a set of rooms until her death four years later.

Later writings about the case have led to legendary accounts of the Countess bathing in the blood of virgins to retain her 
youth and subsequently also to comparisons with Vlad III the Impaler of Wallachia, on whom the fictional Count Dracula is partly 
based, and to modern nicknames of the Blood Countess and Countess Dracula.

Life
Early Years
Erzsébeth Báthory was born on a family estate in Nyírbátor, Hungary in 1560 or 1561, and spent her childhood at Ecsed Castle. 
Her father was George Báthory of the Ecsed branch of the family, brother of Andrew Bonaventura Báthory, who had been Voivod 
of Transylvania, while her mother was Anna Báthory (1539–1570), daughter of Stephen Báthory of Somlyó, another Voivod 
of Transylvania, who was of the Somlyó branch. Through her mother, Elizabeth was the cousin of the Hungarian noble Stefan 
Báthory, King of Poland and Duke of Transylvania. As a young woman she learned Latin, German and Greek.

Married Life
Elizabeth was engaged to Ferenc Nádasdy, in what was probably a political arrangement within the circles of the 
aristocracy. The couple married on May 8th, 1575 when she was 14 and a half years old, in the little palace of Varannó. 
There were approximately 4,500 guests at the wedding. Elizabeth moved to Nádasdy Castle in Sárvár and spent much 
time on her own, while her husband studied in Vienna. Ferenc was the son of Baron Tamás Nádasdy de Nádasd et 
Fogarasföld and his wife, Orsolya Kanizsay.

Nádasdy’s wedding gift to Báthory was his home, Csejte Castle. The castle had been bought by his mother in 
1579 and given to Ferenc, who transferred it to Elizabeth during their nuptials situated in the Little Carpathians 
near Trencsén (now Trenčín), together with the Csejte country house and 17 adjacent villages. The castle itself was 
surrounded by a village and agricultural lands, bordered by outcrops of the Little Carpathians.

In 1578, Nádasdy became the chief commander of Hungarian troops, leading them to war against the Ottomans. 
With her husband away at war, Elizabeth Báthory managed business affairs and the estates. That role usually 
included providing for the Hungarian and Slovak peasants, even medical care.

During the length of the Long War (1593–1606), she was charged with the defence of her husband’s estates, which 
lay on the route to Vienna. The threat was significant, for the village of Csejte had previously been plundered by the 
Ottomans while Sárvár, located near the border that divided Royal Hungary and Ottoman-occupied Hungary, was in 
even greater danger. She was an educated woman who could read and write in four languages. There were several 
instances where she intervened on behalf of destitute women, including a woman whose husband was captured by the 
Turks and a woman whose daughter was raped and impregnated.

Around 1585, Elizabeth gave birth to a daughter, Anna (the wife of Miklós Zrinyi VI, who died after 1605), and, 
later, to daughter Katalin, son György, daughter Orsolya, and sons, Pál (1593/1597-1633/1650 – father of Ferenc 
Nádasdy II), András (1598–1603), and Miklós (husband to Zsuzsanna Zrinyi). All of her children were cared for by 
governesses, as Elizabeth had been. Elizabeth’s husband Ferencz died in 1604 at the age of 48, reportedly due to an 
unknown illness sustained during battle. The couple had been married for 29 years.

Accusations
Investigation
Between 1602 and 1604, Lutheran minister István Magyari complained about atrocities both publicly and with 
the court in Vienna, after rumors had spread. The Hungarian authorities took some time to respond to Magyari’s 
complaints. Finally, in 1610, King Matthias II assigned György Thurzó, the Palatine of Hungary, to investigate. 
Thurzó ordered two notaries to collect evidence in March 1610. In 1610 and 1611, the notaries collected testimony 

Name: Elizabeth Báthory
D.O.B: August 7th, 1560, Nyírbátor, Kingdom of Hungary
D.O.D: August 21st, 1614, Csejte, Kingdom of Hungary
C.O.D: Unknown; Found Dead in Immured Castle
Victims: Sentenced for 80, Estimated 650+
Country: Kingdom of Hungary
Apprehended: December 30th, 1610
Conviction: Never Tried or Convicted
Sentence: Lifelong Confinement

Imprisoned
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Elizabeth was immured 

within the tower with 

only but one slit to give 

her provisions.

Arrest
Thurzó debated further proceedings with Elizabeth’s son Paul and two of her sons-in-law. A trial and execution would 
have caused a public scandal and disgraced a noble and inf luential family (which at the time ruled Transylvania), 
and Elizabeth’s considerable property would have been seized by the crown. Thurzó, along with Paul and her two 
sons-in-law, originally planned for Elizabeth to be spirited away to a nunnery, but as accounts of her murder of the 
daughters of lesser nobility spread, it was agreed that Elizabeth Báthory should be kept under strict house arrest, 
but that further punishment should be avoided. King Matthias requested that Elizabeth be sentenced to death. It was 
also determined that Matthias would not have to repay his large debt to her, for which he lacked sufficient funds.

Thurzó went to Csejte Castle on December 30th, 1610 and arrested Báthory and four of her servants, who were 
accused of being her accomplices: Dorotya Semtész, Ilona Jó, Katarína Benická, and János Újváry (“Ibis” or Fickó). 
Thurzó’s men reportedly found one girl dead and one dying and reported that another woman was found wounded 
while others were locked up. The countess was put under house arrest.

King Matthias urged Thurzó to bring her to court and two notaries were sent to collect further evidence, but 
Thurzó successfully convinced the king that such an act would negatively affect the nobility. Hence, a trial was 
postponed indefinitely. Thurzo’s motivation for such an intervention is debated by scholars.

Trial
Báthory’s accomplices were brought to court. The trial was held on January 7th, 1611 at Bicse, presided over by Royal 
Supreme Court judge Theodosious Syrmiensis de Szulo and 20 associate judges. Bathory herself did not appear at the trial. 
The defendants were found guilty and three of them – Semtész, Jó and Ficko – condemned to death, the sentence being 
carried out immediately. Before being burned at the stake, Semtész and Jó had their fingers ripped off their hands with hot 
pokers, while Ficko, who was deemed less culpable, was beheaded before being consigned to the f lames. A red gallows was 
erected near the castle to show the public that justice had been done. Benická was sentenced to life imprisonment, since 
recorded testimony indicated that she was dominated and bullied by the other women.

Last Years & Death
Báthory remained under house arrest, life imprisonment, and was immured within the tower with only but one slit to 
give her provisions. She remained there for four years, until her death. On August 21st, 1614, Elizabeth Báthory was 
found dead in her castle. Since there were several plates of food untouched, her actual date of death is unknown. She 
was buried in the church of Csejte, but due to the villagers’ uproar over having “The Tigress of Csejte” buried in their 
cemetery, her body was moved to her birth home at Ecsed, where it is interred at the Báthory family crypt.

from more than 300 witnesses. The trial records include the testimony of the four defendants, as well as thirteen 
witnesses. Priests, noblemen and commoners were questioned. Witnesses included the castellan and other personnel 
of Sárvár castle.

According to all this testimony, her initial victims were the adolescent daughters of local peasants, many of 
whom were lured to Csejte by offers of well-paid work as maidservants in the castle. Later, she is said to have begun 
to kill daughters of the lesser gentry, who were sent to her gynaeceum by their parents to learn courtly etiquette. 
Abductions were said to have occurred as well. The atrocities described most consistently included severe beatings, 
burning or mutilation of hands, biting the f lesh off the faces, arms and other body parts, freezing or starving to 
death. The use of needles was also mentioned by the collaborators in court.

Some witnesses named relatives who died while at the gynaeceum. Others reported having seen traces of torture 
on dead bodies, some of which were buried in graveyards, and others in unmarked locations. However, two witnesses 
(court officials Benedikt Deseo and Jakob Szilvassy) actually saw the Countess herself torture and kill young servant 
girls. According to the testimony of the defendants, Elizabeth Báthory tortured and killed her victims not only at 
Csejte but also on her properties in Sárvár, Németkeresztúr, Bratislava (then Pozsony, Pressburg), and Vienna, and 
even between these locations. In addition to the defendants, several people were named for supplying Elizabeth 
Báthory with young women. The girls had been procured either by deception or by force. A little-known figure named 
Anna Darvulia was rumored to have inf luenced Báthory, but Darvulia was dead long before the trial.

The exact number of young women tortured and killed by Elizabeth Báthory is unknown, though it is often 
speculated to be as high as 650, between the years 1585 and 1610. The estimates differ greatly. During the trial 
and before their execution, Szentes and Ficko reported 36 and 37 respectively, during their periods of service. The 
other defendants estimated a number of 50 or higher. Many Sárvár castle personnel estimated the number of bodies 
removed from the castle at between 100 to 200. One witness who spoke at the trial mentioned a book in which a total 
of over 650 victims was supposed to have been listed by Báthory. This number became part of the legend surrounding 
Báthory. Reportedly, the location of the diaries is unknown but 32 letters written by Báthory are stored in the 
Hungarian state archives in Budapest.

László Nagy has argued that Elizabeth Báthory was a victim of a conspiracy, a view opposed by others. Nagy 
argued that the proceedings were largely politically motivated. The theory is consistent with Hungarian history 
at that time. There was great conf lict between religions, including Protestant ones, and this was related to the 
extension of Habsburg power over Hungary. As a Transylvanian Protestant aristocrat, Elizabeth belonged to a group 
generally opposed to the Habsburgs.
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Folklore & Popular Culture
The case of Elizabeth Báthory inspired numerous stories during the 18th and 19th centuries. The most common motif 
of these works was that of the countess bathing in her victims’ blood to retain beauty or youth.

This legend appeared in print for the f irst time in 1729, in the Jesuit scholar László Turóczi’s Tragica Historia, 
the f irst written account of the Báthory case. At the beginning of the 19th century, this certainty was questioned, 
and sadistic pleasure was considered a far more plausible motive for Elizabeth Báthory’s crimes. In 1817, the witness 
accounts (which had surfaced in 1765) were published for the f irst time, which included no references to bloodbaths. 
This myth is also speculated to persist because of Bathory’s connection to Transylvania and vampire lore.

The legend nonetheless persisted in the popular imagination. Some versions of the story were told with the 
purpose of denouncing female vanity, while other versions aimed to entertain or thrill their audience. The ethnic 
divisions in Eastern Europe and financial incentives for tourism contribute to the problems with historical accuracy 
in understanding Elizabeth Báthory. During the 20th and 21st centuries, Elizabeth Báthory has continued to appear 
as a character in music, f i lm, plays, books, games and toys and to serve as an inspiration for similar characters.

Bathory was the name of a band from Vällingby, Sweden, who are widely credited with the creation of the Black 
Metal and Viking Metal sub-genres. In 1998, the band Cradle of Filth took inspiration from Elizabeth Báthory for 
their album Cruelty and the Beast. Lady Bathory is also included in the card game of “Evil Baby Orphanage” created 
by a NerdFighter, though the idea of an Evil Baby Orphanage was created by another NerdFighter involved in the 
VlogBrothers fandom. The band Kamelot have written songs about her cruelty and want of eternal youth. Elizabeth 
Báthory’s story also inf luenced a full classical album entitled ‘The Flamboyant aspersion of Red’ by the composer and 
English poet known as ‘The Raveness’. In 2010, Swedish heavy/doom metal band Ghost released “Elizabeth” as the 
f irst single off their debut album Opus Eponymous. The track is inspired by the crimes of Báthory. 

Cachtice Chateau

Elizabeth
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Darya Nikolayevna Saltykova (Russian: Дарья Николаевна Салтыкова; née Ivanova, commonly known as Saltychikha) (1730 – 
1801) was a Russian murderer and noble from Moscow who became notorious for torturing and killing over 100 of her serfs, 
mostly women and girls.

Darya Ivanova married young into the famous Saltykov family. She was widowed by the age of 26. With her husband’s 
death, she inherited a substantial estate, where she lived with her two young sons and a substantial number of serfs. Many 
early complaints to authorities about the deaths at the Saltykova estate were ignored, or resulted in punishment to the 
complainants, because Saltykova was well connected with holders of power at the royal court.

Eventually, however, relatives of the murdered women were able to bring a petition before Empress Catherine II. 
Catherine decided to try Saltykova publicly, in order to further her “lawfulness” initiative. Saltykova was arrested in 1762.

Saltykova was held for six years (until 1768), while the authorities conducted a painstaking investigation. Catherine’s 
Collegium of Justice questioned many witnesses and examined the records of the Saltykova estate. The investigating 
official counted as many as 138 suspicious deaths, of which the vast majority were attributed to Saltykova.

She was found guilty of having killed 38 female serfs by beating and torturing them to death, but the Empress was 
unsure about how to punish her; the death penalty had been abolished in Russia in 1754, and the new Empress needed the 
support of the nobility.

In 1768, Saltykova was chained on a platform in Moscow for one hour, with a sign around her neck with the text: “This 
woman has tortured and murdered.” Many people came to look at her during the hour she was displayed. Afterward, she 
was sent to imprisonment for life in the basement of Ivanovsky Convent in Moscow. She was buried next to her relatives in 
the Donskoy Monastery necropolis.

The investigating official 
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Name: Darya Saltykova
D.O.B: November 3rd, 1730
D.O.D: December 27th, 1801
C.O.D: Natural Causes
Victims: 38-147
Country: Russian Empire
Apprehended: 1762
Conviction: 38 Counts of Murder
Sentence: Life Imprisonment

Imprisoned
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Thug Behram (1765–1840) of the Thuggee cult in India, was one of the world’s most prolif ic killers. He may have murdered 
up to 931 victims by strangulation between 1790–1840 with the ceremonial cloth (or rumal, which in Hindi means 
handkerchief), used by his cult. Behram was executed in 1840 by hanging.

Biography
While Behram is sometimes suspected to have committed 931 murders, James Paton, an East India Company officer 
working for the Thuggee and Dacoity Office in the 1830s who wrote a manuscript on Thuggee, quotes Behram as saying he 
had “been present” at 931 cases of murder, and “I may have strangled with my own hands about 125 men, and I may have 
seen strangled 150 more.”

The English word ‘Thug’ is in fact borrowed from the word ‘Thuggee’, although the use of the word today differs from 
the true reality of the ‘Thuggee’. The ‘Thuggee’ were covert and operated as a member of a group, and the term typically 
referred to the killing of a large number of people in a single operation. This distinguished the term from simple armed 
robbery as they would target groups of travellers and kill them in one go, before taking their possessions.

Behram used his cummerbund as a rumal to execute his killings, with a large medallion sewn into it. With practiced skill 
he could cast the rumal so as to cause the medallion to land at the adam’s-apple of his victims, adding pressure to the throat 
when he strangled them. Today the sinister Canova medallion, reputed to have been used in at least 65 murders, along with 
an aged hand-written document of 1831 supporting Behram’s son Ali’s continuance at an Indigo factory (Correspondence 
from the Quarter Master General’s off ice regarding the Indigo Factory in the Sepoy Lines at Vellore) are preserved in a 
private museum.

Behram used his cummerbund as a rumal to execute his killings, with a large medallion sewn into it.

Name: Thug Behram
D.O.B: 1765
D.O.D: 1840
C.O.D: Execution by Hanging
Victims: 931+
Country: India
Apprehended: 1840
Conviction: Unknown
Sentence: Death

Executed
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Micajah “Big” Harpe (1768? – August 1799) and Wiley “Little” Harpe (1770? – January 1804), pronounced (Mickey) and 
(Why-lee), were murderers, highwaymen, and river pirates, who operated in Tennessee, Kentucky, Illinois, and Mississippi 
in the late 18th century. Their crimes appear to have been motivated more by blood lust than financial gain and many 
historians have called them the America’s f irst true “serial killers”. The Harpes are said to have been brothers (though 
some sources say cousins), born in Orange County, North Carolina to Scottish parents. Their father or their uncles, were 
allegedly of Tory allegiance, who fought on the British side during the Revolutionary War. Big Harpe is known to have had 
two wives, sisters Susan and Betsey Roberts. Little Harpe married Sally Rice, daughter of a Baptist minister.

Disputed Claims of Early Lives & Involvement in Revolutionary War & Indian Wars
In Jon Musgrave’s article of October 23rd, 1998, in the southern Illinois newspaper, American Weekend, through thorough 
research, he cited the T. Marshall Smith 1855 book, Legends of the War of Independence, and of the Earlier Settlements 
in the West, that the Harpes were much older than most mainstream historians have acknowledged. Smith stated he had 
heard stories from his grandfather, older pioneers, and those who had interviewed two of the Harpe wives. One of his 
stories was that the Harpe brothers were actually cousins, William and Joshua Harper, who would sometime later take 
the alias Harpe, emigrated, in 1759 or 1760, at a young age, from Scotland. Their fathers were brothers, John and William 
Harper, who settled Orange County, North Carolina between 1761 and 1763. The Harper patriarchs were loyal to the British 
Crown and were known as Royalists, Kings Men, Loyalists, and Tories and may also, have been regulators involved in the 
North Carolina Regulator War. The anti-British Crown neighbors of the Harpers were known as Whigs, Rebels, and Patriots. 
Around April or May, 1775, the young Harper cousins left North Carolina and went to Virginia to f ind overseer jobs on a 
slave plantation.

At the outbreak of the American Revolution, little is known of the Harpes’ whereabouts. According to Smith, from 
an eyewitness account from Captain James Wood, they joined a Tory rape gang in North Carolina and took part in 
the kidnapping of three teenage girls, with a fourth girl being rescued by Captain Wood. These gangs took advantage 
of the war by raping, stealing, and murdering, and burning and destroying the property, especially farms, of patriot 
colonists. In an interview Smith had with the Patriot soldier, Frank Wood, who was the son of Captain James Wood 
revealed that he was the older brother of Susan Wood Harpe, the later kidnapped wife of Micajah “Big” Harpe. Frank 
Wood claimed to have seen the Harpe brothers, serving “loosely” as Tory militia, under the command of Lieutenant 
Colonel Banastre Tarleton’s British Legion, at the Battles of Blackstocks, November 20th, 1780, and Cowpens, January 
17th, 1781. They also appeared in the same supporting role, at the Battle of King’s Mountain, October 7, 1780, under 
British commander Major Patrick Ferguson. These battles that the Harpes supposedly participated in resulted in 
major Patriot victories. Following the British defeat at Yorktown in 1781, the Harpes left North Carolina, dispersed 
with their Indian allies, the Chickamauga Cherokees, to Tennessee villages west of the Appalachian Mountains. On 
April 2nd, 1781, they joined war parties of four hundred Chickamauga Cherokee and attacked the Patriot frontier 
settlement of Bluff Station, at Fort Nashborough (now Nashville, Tennessee), which would again be assaulted by them, 
on either July 20th, 1788, or April 9th, 1793. A Captain James Leiper was killed in the 1781 attack on the fort and may 
have been related to the John Leiper, who was later involved in the killing of Micajah “Big” Harpe in Kentucky in 
1799. On August 19th, 1782, the Harpes accompanied a British-backed, Chickamauga Cherokee war party to Kentucky 
in the Battle of Blue Licks, where they helped to defeat an army of Patriot frontiersmen. During the Harpe brothers’ 
early frontier period among the Chickamauga Cherokee, they lived in the village of Nickajack, near Chattanooga, 
Tennessee, for approximately twelve to thirteen years. During this span of time, they kidnapped Maria Davidson 
and later, Susan Wood and made them their women. In 1794, the Harpes and their women abandoned their Indian 
habitation, before the main Chickamauga Cherokee village of Nickajack, in eastern Tennessee, was destroyed in a 
raid by American settlers. They would later relocate to Powell’s Valley, around Knoxville, Tennessee, where they 
stole food and supplies from local pioneers. The whereabouts of the Harpes were unknown between the summer of 
1795 and spring of 1797, but by spring they were dwelling in a cabin on Beaver’s Creek, near Knoxville. On June 
1st, 1797, Wiley Harpe married Sarah Rice, which was recorded in the Knox County, Tennessee marriage records. 
Sometime during 1797, the Harpes would begin their trail of death in Tennessee, Kentucky, and Illinois.

Atrocities
As young men, the Harpes lived with renegade Creek and Cherokee Indians who committed atrocities against white 
settlers and against their own tribes. By 1797 the Harpes were living near Knoxville, Tennessee. However, they were 
driven from the town after being charged with stealing hogs and horses. They were also accused of murdering a man 
named Johnson, whose body was found in a river, ripped open and weighted with stones. This became a characteristic 
of the Harpes’ murders. They butchered anyone at the slightest provocation, even babies. R.E. Banta in The Ohio 
claims that Micajah Harpe even bashed his infant daughter’s head against a tree because her constant crying 

As young men, the Harpes 
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Name: Micajah “Big” Harpe and Wiley “Little” Harpe
D.O.B: 1768 & 1770
D.O.D: August 1799 & January 1804
C.O.D: Micajah, killed by a posse; Wiley, execution by hanging.
Victims: 40+
Country: Tennessee/Kentucky, USA
Apprehended: August 1799 & February 8th, 1804
Conviction: Theft & Murder  
Sentence: Death

Executed
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annoyed him. This was the only crime for which he would later confess genuine remorse. From Knoxville they f led 
north into Kentucky. They entered the state on the Wilderness Road, near the Cumberland Gap. They are believed to 
have murdered a peddler named Peyton, taking his horse and some of his goods. They then murdered two travellers 
from Maryland.

Deaths
In July 1799, John Leiper raised a posse to avenge the murder of Mrs. Stegal, including Moses Stegal, the victim’s 
husband. Leiper reached Harpe first, and managed to shoot Big Harpe. After a scuff le with a tomahawk, Leiper 
overcame Harpe. When Stegal arrived, he decapitated Harpe and stuck his head on a pole, at a crossroads still known 
as “Harpe’s Head” or Harpe’s Head Road in Webster County, Kentucky. By the end of their reign of terror, the “Bloody 
Harpes” were responsible for the known murders of no less than 40 men, women, and children. Little Harpe eluded 
the authorities for some time, using the alias John Setton, until allegedly being caught in an effort to get a reward 
of his own on the head of an outlaw, Samuel Mason. He was captured in 1803, tried and hung on February 8th, 1804.

Harpe Women
According to Jon Musgrave, the Harpe women, after cohabitation with the Harpe brothers, led lives that were 
relatively respectable and normal. Upon the death of Micajah “Big” Harpe in Kentucky, Wiley “Little” Harpe f led and 
went into hiding and their women were apprehended and taken to the Russellville, Kentucky state courthouse and 
later released. Sally Rice Harpe went back to Knoxville, Tennessee to live in her father’s house. For a time, Susan 
Wood Harpe and Maria Davidson (aka Betsey Roberts Harpe) lived in Russellville. Susan Wood remarried later, and 
died in Tennessee. According to Ralph Harrelson, a McLeansboro, Illinois historian, records show that on September 
27th, 1803, Betsey Roberts remarried, moved with her husband to Hamilton County, Illinois in 1828, had many 
children, and eventually the couple passed away in the 1860s. Cave-In-Rock historian, Otto A. Rothert, believed that 
Susan Wood died in Tennessee and her daughter went to Texas. According to the former sheriff of Hamilton County, 
Illinois, in 1820, Sally Rice, who had remarried, travelled with her husband and father to their new home in Illinois 
via the Cave-In-Rock ferry.

Descendants
After the atrocities committed by the Harpes, many members bearing the family name changed their name, in some 
way, to hide the heritage of their infamous ancestors. The Harpes may have disguised their Tory past from their 
Patriot neighbours, by changing their original name of “Harper,” which was a common Loyalist name in Revolutionary 
War-era North Carolina. Some went by “Harp” merely removing the f inal “E” in Harpe, but leaving the pronunciation 
the same. Others changed the name significantly. Wyatt Earp is a famous example said - though unconfirmed - to 
have been a member of the Harpe family. There are still descendants of the family today, including those that have 
changed their surname back to the original spelling.

Appearances in Literature, Stage, Television, & Film
The Harpe saga was explored in depth by noted historian Paul I. Wellman in his book “Spawn of Evil”, now no longer 
in print.

E. Don Harpe, perhaps the only Harpe descendant to openly acknowledge and write about the Harpe brothers, 
currently, has two books born wolf DIE WOLF The Last Rampage of the Terrible Harpes and Resurrection: Rebirth of 
the Terrible Harpes with a third book being written. His short work, The True Story of America’s First Serial Killers, 
may be as close to the truth about the story of the Harpes, as has been written. A graphic novel was written in 2009 
by Chad Kinkle and illustrated by Adam Show called Harpe America’s First Serial Killers. The Harpe brothers, 
identified as “Big Harp” and “Little Harp” are among the characters in the stage musical The Robber Bridegroom, 
adapted by Alfred Uhry and Robert Waldman from the novel by Eudora Welty. In this musical, Big Harp has already 
been decapitated at the beginning of the story, but his disembodied head is still alive: the head is portrayed by an 
actor whose body is concealed behind the scenery. Robert Hayden’s poem “Theory of Evil” takes the Harpe brothers’ 
crimes, and Big Harpe’s demise, as its explicit subject. In the 1941 film version of The Devil and Daniel Webster, both 
Harpes are among the jury the Devil calls, but do not appear in the original story. Big and Little Harpe appeared 
in Disneyland’s Davy Crockett miniseries. Both Harpes and their decedents play a key role in the Silver John book 
The Voice Of The Mountain by Manly Wade Wellman, though their real-life accounts were f ictionalize and morphed 
into more supernatural abilities. The Harpe brothers were the inspiration for Big and Little Drum in Lois McMaster 
Bujold’s The Sharing Knife:Passage.
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Early Life
Mary Ann Robson was born in October 1832 at Low Moorsley (now part of Houghton-le-Spring in the City of Sunderland) and baptised 
at St Mary’s, West Rainton on November 11th. Her father Michael, a miner, was ardently religious and a fierce disciplinarian.

When Mary Ann was eight, her parents moved the family to the County Durham village of Murton, where she went to 
a new school and found it diff icult to make friends. Soon after the move her father fell 150 feet (46 m) to his death down a 
mine shaft at Murton Colliery.

In 1843, Mary Ann’s widowed mother, Margaret (née Lonsdale) married George Stott, with whom Mary Ann did not 
get along. At the age of 16, she moved out to become a nurse at Edward Potter’s home in the nearby village of South Hetton. 
After three years there, she returned to her mother’s home and trained as a dressmaker.

Husband One: William Mowbray
In 1852, at the age of 20, Mary Ann married colliery labourer William Mowbray in Newcastle Upon Tyne register office; 
they soon moved to Plymouth, Devon. The couple had five children, four of whom died from gastric fever. William and Mary 
Ann moved back to North East England where they had, and lost, three more children. William became a foreman at South 
Hetton Colliery and then a f ireman aboard a steam vessel. He died of an intestinal disorder in January 1865. William’s life 
was insured by the British and Prudential Insurance office and Mary Ann collected a payout of £35 on his death, equivalent 
to about half a year’s wages for a manual labourer at the time.

Husband Two: George Ward
Soon after Mowbray’s death, Mary Ann moved to Seaham Harbour, County Durham, where she struck up a relationship 
with Joseph Nattrass. He, however, was engaged to another woman and she left Seaham after Nattrass’s wedding. 
During this time, her 3½-year-old daughter died, leaving her with one child out of the nine she had borne. She returned 
to Sunderland and took up employment at the Sunderland Infirmary, House of Recovery for the Cure of Contagious 
Fever, Dispensary and Humane Society. She sent her remaining child, Isabella, to live with her mother.

One of her patients at the infirmary was an engineer, George Ward. They married in Monkwearmouth on 28 August 
1865. He continued to suffer ill health; he died in October 1866 after a long illness characterised by paralysis and 
intestinal problems. The attending doctor later gave evidence that Ward had been very ill, yet he had been surprised 
that the man’s death was so sudden. Once again, Mary Ann collected insurance money from her husband’s death.

Husband Three: James Robinson
James Robinson was a shipwright at Pallion, Sunderland, whose wife, Hannah, had recently died. He hired Mary 
Ann as a housekeeper in November 1866. One month later, when James’ baby died of gastric fever, he turned to his 
housekeeper for comfort and she became pregnant. Then Mary Ann’s mother, living in Seaham Harbour, County 
Durham, became ill so she immediately went to her. Although her mother started getting better, she also began to 
complain of stomach pains. She died at age 54 in the spring of 1867, nine days after Mary Ann’s arrival.

Mary Ann’s daughter Isabella, from the marriage to William Mowbray, was brought back to the Robinson 
household and soon developed bad stomach pains and died; so did another two of Robinson’s children. All three 
children were buried in the last two weeks of April 1867.

Robinson married Mary Ann at St Michael’s, Bishopwearmouth on August 11th, 1867. Their child, Mary Isabella, 
was born that November, but she became ill with stomach pains and died in March 1868.

Robinson, meanwhile, had become suspicious of his wife’s insistence that he insure his life; he discovered that 
she had run up debts of £60 behind his back and had stolen more than £50 that she was supposed to have put in the 
bank. The last straw was when he found she had been forcing his children to pawn household valuables for her. He 
threw her out.

“Husband” Four: Frederick Cotton
Mary Ann was desperate and living on the streets. Then her friend Margaret Cotton introduced her to her brother, 
Frederick, a pitman and recent widower living in Walbottle, Northumberland, who had lost two of his four children. 
Margaret had acted as substitute mother for the remaining children, Frederick Jr. and Charles. But in late March 

Name: Mary Ann Cotton
D.O.B:  October 1832, Low Moorsley, County Durham, England
D.O.D: March 24th, 1873
C.O.D:  Hung in Durham Gaol
Victims: 21
Country: England
Apprehended: 1873
Conviction: Murders via Poisoning
Sentence: Death

Executed
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1870 Margaret died from an undetermined stomach ailment, leaving Mary Ann to console the grieving Frederick Sr. 
Soon her eleventh pregnancy was underway.

Frederick and Mary Ann were bigamously married on September 17th, 1870 at St Andrew’s, Newcastle Upon Tyne 
and their son Robert was born early in 1871. Soon after, Mary Ann learnt that her former lover, Joseph Nattrass, 
was living in the nearby village of West Auckland, and no longer married. She rekindled the romance and persuaded 
her new family to move near him. Frederick followed his predecessors to the grave in December of that year, from 
“gastric fever.” Insurance had been taken out on his life and the lives of his sons.

Two Lovers
After Frederick’s death, Nattrass soon became Mary Ann’s lodger. She gained employment as nurse to an excise 
officer recovering from smallpox, John Quick-Manning. Soon she became pregnant by him with her twelfth child. It 
may well be that the name of the excise man was in fact Richard Quick Mann. There appears to be no trace of John 
Quick-Manning in the records of The West Auckland Brewery or The National Archives at Kew. The census records, 
birth, death and marriage records also show no trace of him. Richard Quick Mann was a custom and excise man 
specialising in breweries and has been found in the records and this may indeed be the real name of Mary Ann 
Cotton’s alleged lover.

Frederick Jr. died in March 1872 and the infant Robert soon after. Then Nattrass became ill with gastric fever, 
and died — just after revising his will in Mary Ann’s favour.

The insurance policy Mary Ann had taken out on Charles’ life still awaited collection.

Death of Charles Edward Cotton & Inquest
Mary Ann’s downfall came when she was asked by a parish official, Thomas Riley, to help nurse a woman who was ill 
with smallpox. She complained that the last surviving Cotton boy, Charles Edward, was in the way and asked Riley if 
he could be committed to the workhouse. Riley, who also served as West Auckland’s assistant coroner, said she would 
have to accompany him. She told Riley that the boy was sickly and added: “I won’t be troubled long. He’ll go like all 
the rest of the Cottons.”

Five days later, Mary Ann told Riley that the boy had died. Riley went to the village police and convinced the 
doctor to delay writing a death certif icate until the circumstances could be investigated.

Mary Ann’s f irst port of call after Charles’ death was not the doctor’s but the insurance office. There, she 
discovered that no money would be paid out until a death certif icate was issued. An inquest was held and the jury 

returned a verdict of natural causes. Mary Ann claimed to have used arrowroot to relieve his i llness and said Riley 
had made accusations against her because she had rejected his advances.

Then the local newspapers latched on to the story and discovered Mary Ann had moved around northern England 
and lost three husbands, a lover, a friend, her mother, and a dozen children, all of whom had died of stomach fevers.

Arrest
Rumour turned to suspicion and forensic inquiry. The doctor who attended Charles had kept samples, and they tested 
positive for arsenic. He went to the police, who arrested Mary Ann and ordered the exhumation of Charles’ body. She 
was charged with his murder, although the trial was delayed until after the delivery of her last child in Durham Gaol 
on January 10th, 1873, whom she named Margaret Edith Quick-Manning Cotton.

Trial & Execution
Mary Ann Cotton’s trial began on March 5th, 1873. The delay was caused by a problem in the selection of the public 
prosecutor. A Mr. Aspinwall was supposed to get the job, but the Attorney General, Sir John Duke Coleridge, chose his 
friend and protégé Charles Russell. Russell’s appointment over Aspinwall led to a question in the House of Commons. 
However, it was accepted, and Russell conducted the prosecution. The Cotton case would be the f irst of several famous 
poisoning cases he would be involved in during his career, including those of Adelaide Bartlett and Florence Maybrick.

The defence in the case was handled by Mr. Thomas Campbell Foster, who argued during the trial that Charles 
had died from inhaling arsenic used as a dye in the green wallpaper of the Cotton home. The jury retired for 90 
minutes before f inding Mary Ann guilty.

The Times correspondent reported on March 20th: “After conviction the wretched woman exhibited strong 
emotion but this gave place in a few hours to her habitual cold, reserved demeanour and while she harbours a strong 
conviction that the royal clemency will be extended towards her, she staunchly asserts her innocence of the crime 
that she has been convicted of.” Several petitions were presented to the Home Secretary, but to no avail. Mary Ann 
Cotton was hanged at Durham County Gaol on March 24th, 1873 by William Calcraft.

Nursery Rhyme
Mary Ann Cotton also had her own nursery rhyme of the same title, sung after her hanging on March 24th, 1873.
Lyrics:

Mary Ann Cotton
She lies in her bed,

Mary Ann’s downfall 

came when she was asked 

by a parish official, 

Thomas Riley, to help 

nurse a woman who was 

ill with smallpox.
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With her eyes wide open.
Sing, sing, oh, what can I sing,
Mary Ann Cotton is tied up with string
Where, where? Up in the air
Sellin’ black puddens a penny a pair.

“Black puddens” refers to black pudding, a type of sausage 
made with pig’s blood.

As with all nursery rhymes passed on primarily by word 
of mouth, there are variations. A more complete version runs:

Mary Ann Cotton
She’s dead and she’s rotten
She lies in her bed
With eyes wide open.
Sing, sing, oh, what can I sing,
Mary Ann Cotton is tied up with string.
Where, where? Up in the air
Sellin’ black puddens a penny a pair.
Mary Ann Cotton
She’s dead and forgotten,
She lies in a grave with her bones all-rotten;
Sing, sing, oh, what can we sing,
Mary Ann Cotton is tied up with string.
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H.H. Holmes had multiple 

wives and girlfriends at 

the same time. 

Herman Webster Mudgett (May 16, 1861 – May 8, 1896), better known under the alias of Dr. Henry Howard Holmes, was one 
of the f irst documented American serial killers in the modern sense of the term. In Chicago at the time of the 1893 World’s 
Fair, Holmes opened a hotel which he had designed and built for himself specifically with murder in mind, and which was 
the location of many of his murders. While he confessed to 27 murders, of which four were confirmed, his actual body count 
could be as high as 200. He took an unknown number of his victims from the 1893 Chicago World’s Fair, which was less than 
two miles away, to his “World’s Fair” hotel.

The case was notorious in its time and received wide publicity through a series of articles in William Randolph Hearst’s 
newspapers. Interest in Holmes’ crimes was revived in 2003 by Erik Larson’s The Devil in the White City: Murder, Magic, 
and Madness at the Fair That Changed America, a best-selling non-fiction book that juxtaposed an account of the planning 
and staging of the World’s Fair with Holmes’ story. His story had been previously chronicled in The Torture Doctor by 
David Franke (1975), Depraved: The Shocking True Story of America’s First Serial Killer by Harold Schechter (1994), and 
chapter VI “The Monster of Sixty-Third Street” of Gem of the Prairie: An Informal History of the Chicago Underworld by 
Herbert Asbury (1940, republished 1986).

Early Life
Mudgett was born in Gilmanton, New Hampshire[4] to Levi Horton Mudgett and Theodate Page Price, both of whom were 
descended from the f irst European settlers in the area. According to the 2007 Most Evil profile on Holmes, his father 
was a violent alcoholic, and his mother was a devout Methodist who read the Bible to Herman. He claimed that, as a child, 

classmates forced him to view and touch a human skeleton after discovering his fear of the local doctor. The bullies 
initially brought him there to scare him, but instead he was utterly fascinated, and he soon became obsessed with death.

On July 4, 1878, Mudgett married Clara Lovering in Alton, New Hampshire; their son, Robert Lovering Mudgett, 
was born on February 3, 1880 in Loudon, New Hampshire (as an adult, Robert was to become a Certif ied Public 
Accountant, and served as City Manager of Orlando, Florida).

Mudgett graduated from the University of Michigan Medical School in June 1884 after passing his examinations. 
While enrolled, he stole bodies from the laboratory, disfigured the bodies, and claimed that the people were killed 
accidentally in order to collect insurance money from policies he took out on each deceased person. He moved to 
Chicago to pursue a career in pharmaceuticals. It was also at this time that Mudgett began engaging in many shady 
businesses, real estate, and promotional deals under the name “H. H. Holmes”.

On January 28, 1887, while he was still married to Clara, Holmes married Myrta Belknap in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota; their daughter, Lucy Theodate Holmes, was born on July 4, 1889 in Englewood, Illinois (in adult life, Lucy 
was to become a public schoolteacher).

Holmes lived with Myrta and Lucy in Wilmette, Illinois, and spent most of his time in Chicago tending to business. 
He filed for divorce from Clara after marrying Myrta, but the divorce was never f inalized. He married Georgiana 
Yoke on January 9, 1894 in Denver, Colorado while still married to Clara and Myrta. He also had a relationship with 
Julia Smythe, the wife of one of his former employees; Julia later became one of Holmes’ victims.

Chicago and the “Murder Castle”
While in Chicago during the summer of 1886, Holmes came across Dr. E.S. Holton’s drugstore at the corner of S. 
Wallace and W. 63rd Street, in the Englewood neighborhood. With Holton suffering from cancer, his wife minded the 
store. Overwhelmed by personal sorrow and the responsibility of managing a business, Mrs. Holton gave Holmes a job. 
Holmes proved himself to be a stellar employee. Mr. Holton died and Holmes used his well-practiced skills of charm 
and persuasion to comfort and reassure the grieving widow. He subsequently convinced Mrs. Holton that selling the 
drugstore to him would relieve the burdened woman’s responsibilities. It was agreed that Mrs. Holton could remain 
residing in her upstairs apartment. Holmes’ proposal seemed like a godsend to the elderly woman and she agreed. 
Holmes purchased the store mainly with funds obtained by mortgaging the store’s f ixtures and stock, the loan to be 
repaid in substantial monthly installments of one hundred dollars (worth $2,555 today). When he failed to pay his 
debt, Mrs. Holton sought legal action against him, but she mysteriously disappeared. Holmes told people that she 
was visiting relatives in California. As people started asking questions about her return, he told them that she was 
enjoying California so much that she had decided to live there.

Name: H.H. Holmes
D.O.B: May 16th, 1861, Gilmanton, NH
D.O.D: May 8th, 1896, Philadelphia, PA
C.O.D: Execution by Hanging
Victims: 4–200 (4 confirmed; 27 confessed)
Country: U.S., Canada
Apprehended: November 17th, 1894, in Boston, MA
Conviction: 4 counts first degree murder; 6 counts attempted murder
Sentence: Death

Executed
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Tracked by the Pinkertons 

from Philidephia to Boston.

company out of $10,000 by taking out a policy on himself and then faking his death. Holmes promised Hedgepeth a 
$500 commission in exchange for the name of a lawyer who could be trusted. He was directed to Colonel Jeptha Howe, 
the brother of a public defender, who found Holmes’s plan brilliant. Holmes’ plan to fake his own death failed when 
the insurance company became suspicious and refused to pay. Holmes did not press his claim; instead he concocted 
a similar plan with his associate, Benjamin Pitezel.

Pitezel had agreed to fake his own death so that his wife could collect on the $10,000 policy, which she was to split 
with Holmes and the shady attorney, Howe. The scheme, which was to take place in Philadelphia, was that Pitezel 
should set himself up as an inventor, under the name B.F. Perry, and then be killed and disfigured in a lab explosion. 
Holmes was to f ind an appropriate cadaver to play the role of Pitezel. Holmes instead killed Pitezel. Forensic evidence 
presented at Holmes’ later trial showed that chloroform was administered after Pitezel’s death, presumably to fake 
suicide. (Pitezel had been an alcoholic and chronic depressive.) Holmes proceeded to collect on the policy on the basis 
of the genuine Pitezel corpse. He then went on to manipulate Pitezel’s wife into allowing three of her f ive children 
(Alice, Nellie, and Howard) to stay in his custody. The eldest daughter and baby remained with Mrs. Pitezel. He 
traveled with the children through the northern United States and into Canada. Simultaneously, he escorted Mrs. 
Pitezel along a parallel route, all the while using various aliases and lying to Mrs. Pitezel concerning her husband’s 
death (claiming that Pitezel was in hiding in South America) as well as lying to her about the true whereabouts of 
her other children—they were often separated by only a few blocks. A Philadelphia detective, Frank P. Geyer, had 
tracked Holmes, f inding the decomposed bodies of the two Pitezel girls in Toronto buried in the cellar of 16 St. Vincent 
Street. He then followed Holmes to Indianapolis, where Holmes had rented a cottage. Holmes was reported to have 
visited a local pharmacy to purchase the drugs which he used to kill Howard Pitezel, and a repair shop to sharpen 
the knives he used to chop up the body before he burned it. The boy’s teeth and bits of bone were discovered in the 
home’s chimney.

In 1894, the police were tipped off by his former cellmate, Marion Hedgepeth, whom Holmes had neglected to pay 
off as promised for his help in providing Howe. Holmes’ murder spree f inally ended when he was arrested in Boston 
on November 17, 1894, after being tracked there from Philadelphia by the Pinkertons. He was held on an outstanding 
warrant for horse theft in Texas, as the authorities had little more than suspicions at this point and Holmes appeared 
poised to f lee the country, in the company of his unsuspecting third wife.

After the custodian for “the Castle” informed police that he was never allowed to clean the upper f loors, police 
began a thorough investigation over the course of the next month, uncovering Holmes’ eff icient methods of committing 
murders and then disposing of the corpses.

Holmes purchased a plot across from the drugstore, where he built his three-story, block-long “Castle”—as it was 
dubbed by those in the neighborhood. It was opened as a hotel for the World’s Columbian Exposition in 1893, with part 
of the structure used as commercial space. The ground f loor of the Castle contained Holmes’ own relocated drugstore 
and various shops, while the upper two f loors contained his personal office and a maze of over 100 windowless rooms 
with doorways opening to brick walls, oddly-angled hallways, stairways to nowhere, doors openable only from the 
outside, and a host of other strange and labyrinthine constructions. Holmes repeatedly changed builders during the 
construction of the Castle, so only he fully understood the design of the house.

During the period of building construction in 1889, Holmes met Benjamin Pitezel, a carpenter with a past of 
lawbreaking, whom Holmes exploited as a stooge for his criminal schemes. A district attorney later described Pitezel 
as Holmes’ “tool... his creature.”

After the completion of the hotel, Holmes selected mostly female victims from among his employees (many of whom 
were required as a condition of employment to take out life insurance policies, for which Holmes would pay the premiums 
but was also the beneficiary), as well as his lovers and hotel guests. He tortured and killed them. Some were locked in 
soundproof bedrooms fitted with gas lines that let him asphyxiate them at any time. Other victims were locked in a huge 
soundproof bank vault near his office, where they were left to suffocate. The victims’ bodies were dropped by secret chute 
to the basement, where some were meticulously dissected, stripped of f lesh, crafted into skeleton models, and then sold 
to medical schools. Holmes also cremated some of the bodies or placed them in lime pits for destruction. Holmes had two 
giant furnaces as well as pits of acid, bottles of various poisons, and even a stretching rack. Through the connections he 
had gained in medical school, he sold skeletons and organs with little difficulty.

Capture and Arrest
Following the World’s Fair, with creditors closing in and the economy in a general slump, Holmes left Chicago. He 
reappeared in Fort Worth, Texas, where he had inherited property from two railroad heiress sisters, to one of whom 
he had promised marriage and both of whom he murdered. There, he sought to construct another castle along the 
lines of his Chicago operation. However, he soon abandoned this project, f inding the law enforcement climate in 
Texas inhospitable. He continued to move about the United States and Canada, and it is possible that he continued to 
kill. The only murders verified during this period were those of his longtime associate Benjamin Pitezel and three of 
Pitezel’s children.

In July 1894, Holmes was arrested and brief ly incarcerated for the f irst time, for a horse swindle that ended 
in St. Louis. He was promptly bailed out, but while in jail, struck up a conversation with a convicted train robber 
named Marion Hedgepeth, who was serving a 25-year sentence. Holmes had concocted a plan to swindle an insurance 

A district attorney later 
described Pitezel as Holmes’ 
“tool... his creature.”
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The number of his victims has typically been estimated between 20 and 100, and even as high as 200, based 
upon missing persons reports of the time as well as the testimony of Holmes’ neighbors who reported seeing him 
accompany unidentified young women into his hotel—young women whom they never saw exit. The discrepancy in 
numbers can perhaps best be attributed to the fact that a great many people came to Chicago to see the World’s Fair 
but, for one reason or another, never returned home. The only verified number is 27, although police had commented 
that some of the bodies in the basement were so badly dismembered and decomposed that it was diff icult to tell how 
many bodies there actually were. Holmes’ victims were mainly women (and primarily blonde), but included some men 
and children.

Trial and Execution
While Holmes sat in prison in Philadelphia, the Chicago police started to investigate his operations in that city, as 
the Philadelphia police sought to unravel the Pitezel situation—in particular, the fate of the three missing children. 
Philadelphia detective Frank Geyer was tasked with f inding answers. His quest for the children, like the search of 
Holmes’ Castle, received wide publicity. His eventual discovery of their remains essentially sealed Holmes’ fate, at 
least in the public mind.

Holmes was put on trial for the murder of Pitezel and confessed, following his conviction, to 30 murders in Chicago, 
Indianapolis and Toronto (though some he confessed to murdering were, in fact, still living), and six attempted 
murders. Holmes was paid $7,500 (worth $206,970 today) by the Hearst Newspapers in exchange for this confession. 
He gave various contradictory accounts of his life, claiming initially innocence and later that he was possessed by 
Satan. His faculty for lying has made it diff icult for researchers to ascertain any truth on the basis of his statements.

On May 7, 1896, Holmes was hanged at Moyamensing Prison, also known as the Philadelphia County Prison. 
Until the moment of his death, Holmes remained calm and amiable, showing very few signs of fear, anxiety or 
depression. Holmes’ neck did not snap; he instead was strangled to death slowly, twitching over 15 minutes before 
being pronounced dead 20 minutes after the trap had been sprung.

On New Year’s Eve, 1909, Marion Hedgepeth, who had been pardoned for informing on Holmes, was shot and 
killed by Edward Jaburek, a police officer, during a holdup at a Chicago saloon. Then, on March 7, 1914, the Chicago 
Tribune reported that, with the death of the former caretaker of the Murder Castle, Pat Quinlan, “the mysteries of 
Holmes’ Castle” would remain unexplained. Quinlan had committed suicide by taking strychnine. Quinlan’s surviving 
relatives claimed Quinlan had been “haunted” for several months before his death and could not sleep.

Documentary
•  A documentary film on Holmes, H. H. Holmes: 

America’s First Serial Killer, was released in 
2005. The producer and director of the f ilm, John 
Borowski, also wrote a book on Holmes titled The 
Strange Case of Dr. H.H. Holmes.

•  According to a biography written by Jeff Mudgett, 
a descendant of Holmes, it is very compelling to 
speculate that HH Holmes is Jack the Ripper, a 
serial killer who terrorized London. Jeff Mudgett 
submitted handwriting samples resulting in a 
97.95% handwriting analysis match.

•  The ghost of H.H. Holmes appears in the episode 
“No Exit” of the second season of the U.S. television 
series Supernatural.
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Jack the Ripper is the best-known name given to an unidentified serial killer who was active in the largely impoverished 
areas in and around the Whitechapel district of London in 1888. The name originated in a letter, written by someone claiming 
to be the murderer, that was disseminated in the media. The letter is widely believed to have been a hoax, and may have been 
written by a journalist in a deliberate attempt to heighten interest in the story. Other nicknames used for the killer at the time 
were “The Whitechapel Murderer” and “Leather Apron”.

Attacks ascribed to the Ripper typically involved female prostitutes from the slums whose throats were cut prior to 
abdominal mutilations. The removal of internal organs from at least three of the victims led to proposals that their killer 
possessed anatomical or surgical knowledge. Rumours that the murders were connected intensified in September and October 
1888, and letters from a writer or writers purporting to be the murderer were received by media outlets and Scotland Yard. The 
“From Hell” letter, received by George Lusk of the Whitechapel Vigilance Committee, included half of a preserved human kidney, 
supposedly from one of the victims. Mainly because of the extraordinarily brutal character of the murders, and because of media 
treatment of the events, the public came increasingly to believe in a single serial killer known as “Jack the Ripper”.

Extensive newspaper coverage bestowed widespread and enduring international notoriety on the Ripper. An investigation 
into a series of brutal killings in Whitechapel up to 1891 was unable to connect all the killings conclusively to the murders of 
1888, but the legend of Jack the Ripper solidified. As the murders were never solved, the legends surrounding them became a 
combination of genuine historical research, folklore, and pseudohistory. The term “ripperology” was coined to describe the study 
and analysis of the Ripper cases. There are now over one hundred theories about the Ripper’s identity, and the murders have 
inspired multiple works of fiction.

Background
In the mid-19th century, England experienced an inf lux of Irish immigrants, who swelled the populations of England’s 
major cities, including the East End of London. From 1882, Jewish refugees from Eastern Europe and Tsarist Russia 
moved into the same area. The civil parish of Whitechapel in London’s East End became increasingly overcrowded. 
Work and housing conditions worsened, and a significant economic underclass developed. Robbery, violence and 
alcohol dependency were commonplace, and the endemic poverty drove many women to prostitution. In October 
1888, London’s Metropolitan Police Service estimated that there were 1200 prostitutes and about 62 brothels in 
Whitechapel. The economic problems were accompanied by a steady rise in social tensions. Between 1886 and 1889, 
frequent demonstrations, such as that of November 13th, 1887, led to police intervention and further public unrest. 
Racism, crime, social disturbance, and real deprivation fed public perceptions that Whitechapel was a notorious den of 
immorality. In 1888, such perceptions were strengthened when a series of vicious and grotesque murders attributed to 
“Jack the Ripper” received unprecedented coverage in the media.

Murders
The large number of attacks against women in the East End during this era adds uncertainty to how many victims 
were killed by the same person. Eleven separate murders, stretching from April 3rd, 1888 to February 13th, 1891, were 
included in a London Metropolitan Police Service investigation, and were known collectively in the police docket as the 
“Whitechapel murders”. Opinions vary as to whether these murders should be linked to the same culprit, but five of 
the eleven Whitechapel murders, known as the “canonical five”, are widely believed to be the work of the Ripper. Most 
experts point to deep throat slashes, abdominal and genital-area mutilation, removal of internal organs, and progressive 
facial mutilations as the distinctive features of Jack the Ripper’s modus operandi. The first two cases in the Whitechapel 
murders file, those of Emma Elizabeth Smith and Martha Tabram, are not included in the canonical five.

Smith was robbed and sexually assaulted on Osborn Street, Whitechapel, on April 3rd, 1888. A blunt object was 
inserted into her vagina, rupturing her peritoneum. She developed peritonitis, and died the following day at London 
Hospital. She said that she had been attacked by two or three men, one of whom was a teenager. The attack was linked to 
the later murders by the press, but most authors conclude that it was gang violence unrelated to the Ripper case.

Tabram was killed on August 7th, 1888; she had suffered 39 stab wounds. The savagery of the murder, the lack 
of obvious motive, and the closeness of the location (George Yard, Whitechapel) and date to those of the later Ripper 
murders led police to link them. However, the attack differs from the canonical murders in that Tabram was stabbed 
rather than slashed at the throat and abdomen. Many experts today do not connect it with the later murders because of 
the difference in the wound pattern.

The large number of 

attacks against women in 

the East End during this 

era adds uncertainty to 

how many victims were 

killed by the same person.

Name: “Jack the Ripper”
D.O.B: Unknown
D.O.D: Unknown
C.O.D: Unknown
Victims: 5+
Country: United Kingdom
Apprehended: N/A
Conviction: N/A
Sentence: N/A

Unsolved



Jack the Ripper

69

Case Files: Serial Killers

70

The ‘Cannocle Five’ are 

also commoly reffered to 

as ‘C5’ by ripperologists.

Eddowes had her uterus and a kidney removed and her face mutilated; Kelly’s body was eviscerated and her face 
hacked away, though only her heart was missing from the crime scene.

Historically, the belief that these five crimes were committed by the same man derives from contemporary 
documents that link them together to the exclusion of others. In 1894, Sir Melville Macnaghten, Assistant Chief 
Constable of the Metropolitan Police Service and Head of the Criminal Investigation Department (CID), wrote a report 
that stated: “the Whitechapel murderer had 5 victims—& 5 victims only”. Similarly, the canonical five victims were 
linked together in a letter written by the police surgeon Thomas Bond to Robert Anderson, head of the London CID, 
on November 10th, 1888. Some researchers have posited that while some of the murders were undoubtedly the work 
of a single killer, an unknown larger number of killers acting independently were responsible for the others. Authors 
Stewart P. Evans and Donald Rumbelow argue that the canonical five is a “Ripper myth” and that while three cases 
(Nichols, Chapman, and Eddowes) can be definitely linked, there is less certainty over Stride and Kelly, and less again 
over Tabram. Conversely, others suppose that the six murders between Tabram and Kelly were the work of a single 
killer. Dr. Percy Clark, assistant to the examining pathologist George Bagster Phillips, linked only three of the murders 
and thought the others were perpetrated by “weak-minded individual[s]...induced to emulate the crime”. Macnaghten 
did not join the police force until the year after the murders, and his memorandum contains serious factual errors 
about possible suspects.

Later Whitechapel Murders
Kelly is generally considered to be the Ripper’s final victim, and it is assumed that the crimes ended because of the 
culprit’s death, imprisonment, institutionalisation, or emigration. The Whitechapel murders file does, however, detail 
another four murders that happened after the canonical five: those of Rose Mylett, Alice McKenzie, the Pinchin Street 
torso and Frances Coles.

Mylett was found strangled in Clarke’s Yard, High Street, Poplar on December 20th, 1888. As there was no sign of a 
struggle, the police believed that she had accidentally choked herself while in a drunken stupor, or committed suicide. 
Nevertheless, the inquest jury returned a verdict of murder.

McKenzie was killed on July 17th, 1889 by severance of the left carotid artery. Several minor bruises and cuts were 
found on the body, discovered in Castle Alley, Whitechapel. One of the examining pathologists, Thomas Bond, believed 
this to be a Ripper murder, though another pathologist, George Bagster Phillips, who had examined the bodies of three 
previous victims, disagreed. Later writers are also divided between those who think that her murderer copied the 
Ripper’s modus operandi to def lect suspicion from himself, and those that ascribe it to the Ripper.

“The Pinchin Street torso” was a headless and legless torso of an unidentified woman found under a railway arch 

Canonical Five
The canonical five Ripper victims are Mary Ann Nichols, Annie Chapman, Elizabeth Stride, Catherine Eddowes and 
Mary Jane Kelly. Nichols’ body was discovered at about 3:40 a.m. on Friday August 31st, 1888 in Buck’s Row (now 
Durward Street), Whitechapel. The throat was severed deeply by two cuts, and the lower part of the abdomen was partly 
ripped open by a deep, jagged wound. Several other incisions on the abdomen were caused by the same knife.

Chapman’s body was discovered at about 6 a.m. on Saturday, September 8th, 1888 near a doorway in the back yard 
of 29 Hanbury Street, Spitalfields. As in the case of Mary Ann Nichols, the throat was severed by two cuts. The abdomen 
was slashed entirely open, and it was later discovered that the uterus had been removed. At the inquest, one witness 
described seeing Chapman at about 5:30 a.m. with a dark-haired man of “shabby-genteel” appearance.

Stride and Eddowes were killed in the early morning of Sunday, September 30th, 1888. Stride’s body was discovered 
at about 1 a.m., in Dutfield’s Yard, off Berner Street (now Henriques Street) in Whitechapel. The cause of death was 
one clear-cut incision which severed the main artery on the left side of the neck. Uncertainty about whether Stride’s 
murder should be attributed to the Ripper, or whether he was interrupted during the attack, stems from the absence 
of mutilations to the abdomen. Witnesses who thought they saw Stride with a man earlier that night gave differing 
descriptions: some said her companion was fair, others dark; some said he was shabbily dressed, others well-dressed. 
Eddowes’ body was found in Mitre Square, in the City of London, three-quarters of an hour after Stride’s. The throat 
was severed, and the abdomen was ripped open by a long, deep, jagged wound. The left kidney and the major part of 
the uterus had been removed. A local man, Joseph Lawende, had passed through the square with two friends shortly 
before the murder, and he described seeing a fair-haired man of shabby appearance with a woman who may have been 
Eddowes. His companions, however, were unable to confirm his description. Eddowes’ and Stride’s murders were later 
called the “double event”. Part of Eddowes’ bloodied apron was found at the entrance to a tenement in Goulston Street, 
Whitechapel. Some writing on the wall above the apron piece, which became known as the Goulston Street graffito, 
seemed to implicate a Jew or Jews, but it was unclear whether the graffito was written by the murderer as he dropped 
the apron piece, or merely incidental. Police Commissioner Charles Warren feared the graffito might spark antisemitic 
riots, and ordered it washed away before dawn.

Kelly’s gruesomely mutilated body was discovered lying on the bed in the single room where she lived at 13 Miller’s 
Court, off Dorset Street, Spitalfields, at 10:45 a.m. on Friday, November 9th, 1888. The throat had been severed down to 
the spine, and the abdomen virtually emptied of its organs. The heart was missing.

The canonical five murders were perpetrated at night, on or close to a weekend, and either at the end of a month or 
a week or so after. The mutilations became increasingly severe as the series of murders proceeded, except for that of 
Stride, whose attacker may have been interrupted. Nichols was not missing any organs; Chapman’s uterus was taken; 
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In addition to the eleven 

Whitechapel murders, 

commentators have 

linked other attacks to 

the Ripper.

John Gill, a seven-year-old boy was found murdered in Manningham, Bradford, on December 29th, 1888. His legs had 
been severed, his abdomen opened, his intestines drawn out, and his heart and one ear removed. The similarities with the 
murder of Mary Kelly led to press speculation that the Ripper had killed the boy. The boy’s employer, milkman William 
Barrett, was twice arrested for the murder on circumstantial evidence but was released. No-one else was ever prosecuted.

Carrie Brown (nicknamed “Shakespeare”, reportedly for quoting Shakespeare’s sonnets) was strangled with 
clothing and then mutilated with a knife on April 24th, 1891 in New York City. Her body was found with a large tear 
through her groin area and superficial cuts on her legs and back. No organs were removed from the scene, though an 
ovary, either purposely removed or unintentionally dislodged, was found upon the bed. At the time, the murder was 
compared to those in Whitechapel though the Metropolitan Police eventually ruled out any connection.

Investigation
The surviving police files on the Whitechapel murders allow a detailed view of investigative procedure in the Victorian 
era. A large team of policemen conducted house-to-house inquiries throughout Whitechapel. Forensic material was 
collected and examined. Suspects were identified, traced and either examined more closely or eliminated from the 
inquiry. Police work follows the same pattern today. Over 2000 people were interviewed, “upwards of 300” people were 
investigated, and 80 people were detained.

The investigation was initially conducted by the Metropolitan Police Whitechapel (H) Division Criminal 
Investigation Department (CID) headed by Detective Inspector Edmund Reid. After the murder of Nichols, Detective 
Inspectors Frederick Abberline, Henry Moore, and Walter Andrews were sent from Central Office at Scotland Yard to 
assist. After the Eddowes murder, which occurred within the City of London, the City Police under Detective Inspector 
James McWilliam were involved. However, overall direction of the murder enquiries was hampered by the fact that the 
newly appointed head of the CID, Robert Anderson, was on leave in Switzerland between September 7th, and October 6th, 
during the time Chapman, Stride and Eddowes were killed. This prompted the Metropolitan Police Commissioner, Sir 
Charles Warren, to appoint Chief Inspector Donald Swanson to coordinate the enquiry from Scotland Yard.

Partly because of dissatisfaction with the police effort, a group of volunteer citizens in London’s East End called the 
Whitechapel Vigilance Committee patrolled the streets looking for suspicious characters, petitioned the government 
to raise a reward for information about the killer, and hired private detectives to question witnesses independently.

Butchers, slaughterers, surgeons and physicians were suspected because of the manner of the mutilations. 
A surviving note from Major Henry Smith, Acting Commissioner of the City Police, indicates that the alibis of local 
butchers and slaughterers were investigated, with the result that they were eliminated from the inquiry. A report from 
Inspector Swanson to the Home Office confirms that 76 butchers and slaughterers were visited, and that the inquiry 

in Pinchin Street, Whitechapel, on September 10th, 1889. It seems probable that the murder was committed elsewhere 
and that parts of the dismembered body were dispersed for disposal.

Coles was killed on February 13th, 1891 under a railway arch at Swallow Gardens, Whitechapel. Her throat was cut 
but the body was not mutilated. James Thomas Sadler, seen earlier with her, was arrested by the police, charged with 
her murder and was brief ly thought to be the Ripper. He was, however, discharged from court for lack of evidence on 
March 3rd, 1891.

Other Alleged Victims
In addition to the eleven Whitechapel murders, commentators have linked other attacks to the Ripper. In one case, 
that of “Fairy Fay”, it is unclear whether the attack was real or fabricated as a part of Ripper lore. “Fairy Fay” was 
a nickname given to a victim allegedly found on December 26th, 1887 “after a stake had been thrust through her 
abdomen”, but there were no recorded murders in Whitechapel at or around Christmas 1887. “Fairy Fay” could have 
been created by the press through confusion of the details of the murder of Emma Elizabeth Smith with a separate non-
fatal attack the previous Christmas. Most authors agree that “Fairy Fay” never existed.

Annie Millwood was admitted to Whitechapel workhouse infirmary with stab wounds in the legs and lower abdomen 
on February 25th, 1888. She was discharged but died from apparently natural causes aged 38 on March 31st, 1888. She 
was later postulated as the Ripper’s first victim, but the attack cannot be linked definitely. Another supposed early 
victim was Ada Wilson, who reportedly survived being stabbed twice in the neck on March 28th, 1888. Annie Farmer, 
who resided at the same lodging house as Martha Tabram, reported an attack on November  21st,1888. She had a 
superficial cut on her throat, but it was possibly self-inf licted.

“The Whitehall Mystery” was a term coined for the discovery of a headless torso of a woman on October 2nd, 1888 
in the basement of the new Metropolitan Police headquarters being built in Whitehall. An arm belonging to the body 
was previously discovered f loating in the river Thames near Pimlico, and one of the legs was subsequently discovered 
buried near where the torso was found. The other limbs and head were never recovered and the body was never 
identified. The mutilations were similar to those in the Pinchin Street case, where the legs and head were severed but 
not the arms. The Whitehall Mystery and the Pinchin Street case may have been part of a series of murders, called 
the “Thames Mysteries”, committed by a single serial killer, dubbed the “Torso killer”. Whether Jack the Ripper and 
the “Torso killer” were the same person or separate serial killers active in the same area is debatable. As the modus 
operandi of the Torso killer differed from that of the Ripper, police at the time discounted any connection between the 
two. Elizabeth Jackson, a prostitute whose various body parts were collected from the river Thames between June 2nd 
and 25th of 1889, may have been another victim of the “Torso killer”.
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Suspects
The concentration of the killings at the weekend, and within a few streets of each other, has indicated to many that 

the Ripper was employed during the week and lived locally. Others have thought the killer was an educated upper-class 
man, possibly a doctor or an aristocrat, who ventured into Whitechapel from a more well-to-do area; such theories draw 
on cultural perceptions such as fear of the medical profession, distrust of modern science, or the exploitation of the 
poor by the rich. Suspects proposed years after the murders include virtually anyone remotely connected to the case 
by contemporary documents, as well as many famous names, who were never considered in the police investigation. As 
everyone alive at the time is now dead, modern authors are free to accuse anyone, “without any need for any supporting 
historical evidence”. Suspects named in contemporary police documents include three in Sir Melville Macnaghten’s 
1894 memorandum, but the evidence against them is circumstantial at best.

Despite the many and varied theories about the identity and profession of Jack the Ripper, authorities are not 
agreed on a single solution and the number of named suspects reaches over one hundred.

Letters
Over the course of the Ripper murders, the police, newspapers and others received many hundreds of letters regarding 
the case. Some were well-intentioned offers of advice for catching the killer but the vast majority were useless.

Hundreds of letters claimed to have been written by the killer himself, and three of these in particular are 
prominent: the “Dear Boss” letter, the “Saucy Jacky” postcard and the “From Hell” letter.

The “Dear Boss” letter, dated September 25th, was postmarked September 27th, 1888. It was received that day by the 
Central News Agency, and was forwarded to Scotland Yard on 29 September. Initially it was considered a hoax, but when 
Eddowes was found three days after the letter’s postmark with one ear partially cut off, the letter’s promise to “clip 
the ladys (sic) ears off” gained attention. However, Eddowes’ ear appears to have been nicked by the killer incidentally 
during his attack, and the letter writer’s threat to send the ears to the police was never carried out. The name “Jack 
the Ripper” was first used in this letter by the signatory and gained worldwide notoriety after its publication. Most of 
the letters that followed copied this letter’s tone. Some sources claim that another letter, dated September 27th, 1888, 
was the first to use the name “Jack the Ripper”,  but most experts believe this was a fake inserted into police records 
in the 20th century.

The “Saucy Jacky” postcard was postmarked October 1st, 1888 and was received the same day by the Central News 
Agency. The handwriting was similar to the “Dear Boss” letter. It mentions that two victims were killed very close to 
one another: “double event this time”, which was thought to refer to the murders of Stride and Eddowes. It has been 
argued that the letter was mailed before the murders were publicised, making it unlikely that a crank would have such 

encompassed all their employees for the previous six months. Some contemporary figures, including Queen Victoria, 
thought the pattern of the murders indicated that the culprit was a butcher or cattle drover on one of the cattle boats 
that plied between London and mainland Europe. Whitechapel was close to the London Docks, and usually such boats 
docked on Thursday or Friday and departed on Saturday or Sunday. The cattle boats were examined but the dates of 
the murders did not coincide with a single boat’s movements and the transfer of a crewman between boats was also 
ruled out.

Criminal Profiling
At the end of October, Robert Anderson asked police surgeon Thomas Bond to give his opinion on the extent of the 
murderer’s surgical skill and knowledge. The opinion offered by Bond on the character of the “Whitechapel murderer” 
is the earliest surviving offender profile. Bond’s assessment was based on his own examination of the most extensively 
mutilated victim and the post mortem notes from the four previous canonical murders. He wrote:

“All five murders no doubt were committed by the same hand. In the first four the throats appear 
to have been cut from left to right, in the last case owing to the extensive mutilation it is impossible to 
say in what direction the fatal cut was made, but arterial blood was found on the wall in splashes close 
to where the woman’s head must have been lying.”

All the circumstances surrounding the murders lead me to form the opinion that the women must have been lying 
down when murdered and in every case the throat was first cut.

Bond was strongly opposed to the idea that the murderer possessed any kind of scientific or anatomical knowledge, 
or even “the technical knowledge of a butcher or horse slaughterer”. In his opinion the killer must have been a man 
of solitary habits, subject to “periodical attacks of homicidal and erotic mania”, with the character of the mutilations 
possibly indicating “satyriasis”. Bond also stated that “the homicidal impulse may have developed from a revengeful 
or brooding condition of the mind, or that religious mania may have been the original disease but I do not think either 
hypothesis is likely.”

While there is no evidence of any sexual activity with any of the victims, psychologists suppose that the penetration 
of the victims with a knife and “leaving them on display in sexually degrading positions with the wounds exposed” 
indicates that the perpetrator derived sexual pleasure from the attacks. This view is challenged by others who dismiss 
such hypotheses as insupportable supposition.
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outgrowth of the reporter’s fancy”. John Pizer, a local Jew who made footwear from leather, was known by the name 
“Leather Apron” and was arrested, even though the investigating inspector reported that “at present there is no 
evidence whatsoever against him”. He was soon released after the confirmation of his alibis.

After the publication of the “Dear Boss” letter, “Jack the Ripper” supplanted “Leather Apron” as the name adopted by 
the press and public to describe the killer. The name “Jack” was already used to describe another fabled London attacker: 
“Spring-heeled Jack”, who supposedly leapt over walls to strike at his victims and escape as quickly as he came. The 
invention and adoption of a nickname for a particular killer became standard media practice with examples such as the 
Axeman of New Orleans, the Boston Strangler, and the Beltway Sniper. Examples derived from Jack the Ripper include 
the French Ripper, the Düsseldorf Ripper, the Camden Ripper, the Blackout Ripper, Jack the Stripper, the Yorkshire 
Ripper, and the Rostov Ripper. Sensational press reports, combined with the fact that no one was ever convicted of the 
murders, have confused scholarly analysis and created a legend that casts a shadow over later serial killers.

Legacy
The nature of the murders and of the victims drew attention to the poor living conditions in the East End, and galvanised 
public opinion against the overcrowded, unsanitary slums. In the two decades after the murders, the worst of the slums 
were cleared and demolished, but the streets and some buildings survive and the legend of the Ripper is still promoted 
by guided tours of the murder sites. The Ten Bells public house in Commercial Street was frequented by at least one of 
the victims and was the focus of such tours for many years.

In the immediate aftermath of the murders, and later, “Jack the Ripper became the children’s bogey man.” Depictions 
were often phantasmic or monstrous. In the 1920s and 1930s, he was depicted in film dressed in everyday clothes as a 
man with a hidden secret preying on his unsuspecting victims; atmosphere and evil were suggested through lighting 
effects and shadowplay. By the 1960s, the Ripper had become “the symbol of a predatory aristocracy”, and was more 
often portrayed in a top hat dressed as a gentleman. The Establishment as a whole became the villain with the Ripper 
acting as a manifestation of upper-class exploitation. The image of the Ripper merged with or borrowed symbols from 
horror stories, such as Dracula’s cloak or Victor Frankenstein’s organ harvest. The fictional world of the Ripper can 
fuse with multiple genres, ranging from Sherlock Holmes to Japanese erotic horror.

In addition to the contradictions and unreliability of contemporary accounts, attempts to identify the real killer 
are hampered by the lack of surviving forensic evidence. DNA analysis on extant letters is inconclusive; the available 
material has been handled many times and is too contaminated to provide meaningful results.

Jack the Ripper features in hundreds of works of fiction and works which straddle the boundaries between both 
fact and fiction, including the Ripper letters and a hoax Diary of Jack the Ripper. The Ripper appears in novels, short 

knowledge of the crime, but it was postmarked more than 24 hours after the killings took place, long after details were 
known by journalists and residents of the area.

 The “From Hell” letter was received by George Lusk, leader of the Whitechapel Vigilance Committee, on October 
16th, 1888. The handwriting and style is unlike that of the “Dear Boss” letter and “Saucy Jacky” postcard. The letter 
came with a small box in which Lusk discovered half of a kidney, preserved in “spirits of wine” (ethanol). Eddowes’ 
left kidney had been removed by the killer. The writer claimed that he “fried and ate” the missing kidney half. There 
is disagreement over the kidney: some contend it belonged to Eddowes, while others argue it was nothing more than 
a macabre practical joke. The kidney was examined by Dr Thomas Openshaw of the London Hospital, who determined 
that it was human and from the left side, but (contrary to false newspaper reports) he could not determine its gender or 
age. Openshaw subsequently also received a letter signed “Jack the Ripper”.

Scotland Yard published facsimiles of the “Dear Boss” letter and the postcard on October 3rd, in the ultimately vain 
hope that someone would recognise the handwriting. In a letter to Godfrey Lushington, Permanent Under-Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, Charles Warren explained “I think the whole thing a hoax but of course we are bound to 
try & ascertain the writer in any case.” On October 7th, 1888, George R. Sims in the Sunday newspaper Referee implied 
scathingly that the letter was written by a journalist “to hurl the circulation of a newspaper sky high”. Police officials 
later claimed to have identified a specific journalist as the author of both the “Dear Boss” letter and the postcard. 
The journalist was identified as Tom Bullen in a letter from Chief Inspector John Littlechild to George R. Sims dated  
September 23rd, 1913. A journalist called Fred Best reportedly confessed in 1931 that he had written the letters to 
“keep the business alive”.

Media
The Ripper murders mark an important watershed in the treatment of crime by journalists. While not the first serial 
killer, Jack the Ripper’s case was the first to create a worldwide media frenzy. Tax reforms in the 1850s had enabled 
the publication of inexpensive newspapers with wider circulation. These mushroomed later in the Victorian era to 
include mass-circulation newspapers as cheap as a halfpenny, along with popular magazines such as The Illustrated 
Police News, which made the Ripper the beneficiary of previously unparalleled publicity.

After the murder of Nichols in early September, the Manchester Guardian reported that: “Whatever information 
may be in the possession of the police they deem it necessary to keep secret ... It is believed their attention is particularly 
directed to... a notorious character known as ‘Leather Apron’.” Journalists were frustrated by the unwillingness of the 
CID to reveal details of their investigation to the public, and so resorted to writing reports of questionable veracity. 
Imaginative descriptions of “Leather Apron” appeared in the press, but rival journalists dismissed these as “a mythical 
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stories, poems, comic books, games, songs, plays, operas, television programmes and films. To date more than 100 
non-fiction works deal exclusively with the Jack the Ripper murders, making it one of the most written-about true-
crime subjects. The term “ripperology” was coined by Colin Wilson in the 1970s to describe the study of the case by 
professionals and amateurs. The periodicals Ripperana, Ripperologist and Ripper Notes publish their research.

Unlike murderers of lesser fame, there is no waxwork figure of Jack the Ripper at Madame Tussauds’ Chamber of 
Horrors, in accordance with their policy of not modelling persons whose likeness is unknown. He is instead depicted as 
a shadow. In 2006, Jack the Ripper was selected by BBC History magazine and its readers as the worst Briton in history.
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Amelia Elizabeth Dyer née Hobley (1837 – June 10th, 1896) was the most prolif ic baby farm murderer of Victorian England. 
She was tried and hanged for one murder, but there is little doubt she was responsible for many more similar deaths—
possibly 400 or more—over a period of perhaps twenty years.

Background
Unlike many of her generation, Amelia Dyer was not the product of grinding poverty. She was born the youngest of 5 (with 
3 brothers, Thomas, James and William, and a sister, Ann) in the small village of Pyle Marsh, just east of Bristol (now part 
of Bristol’s urban sprawl known as Pile Marsh), the daughter of a master shoemaker, Samuel Hobley, and Sarah Hobley née 
Weymouth. She learned to read and write and developed a love of literature and poetry. However, her somewhat privileged 
childhood was marred by the mental i llness of her mother, caused by typhus. Amelia witnessed her mother’s violent f its and 
was obliged to care for her until she died raving in 1848. Researchers would later comment on the effect this had on Amelia, 
and also what it would teach Amelia about the signs exhibited by those who appear to lose their mind through illness.

After her mother’s death Amelia lived with an aunt in Bristol for a while, before serving an apprenticeship with a corset 
maker. Her father died in 1859 and her eldest brother, Thomas, inherited the family shoe business. In 1861, at the age of 24, 
Amelia became permanently estranged from at least one of her brothers, James, and moved into lodgings in Trinity Street, 
Bristol. There she married George Thomas. George was 59 and they both lied about their ages on the marriage certif icate 
to reduce the age gap. George deducted 11 years from his age and Amelia added 6 years to her age—many sources later 
reported this age as fact, causing much confusion.

Nursing
For a couple of years, after marrying George Thomas, she trained as a nurse, a somewhat gruelling job in Victorian 
times, but it was seen as a respectable occupation, and it enabled her to acquire useful skills. From contact with a 
midwife, Ellen Dane, she learnt of an easier way to earn a living—using her own home to provide lodgings for young 
women who had conceived illegitimately and then farming off the babies for adoption or allowing them to die of neglect 
and malnutrition (Ellen Dane was forced to decamp to the USA, shortly after meeting Amelia, to escape the attention 
of the authorities). Unmarried mothers in Victorian England often struggled to gain an income, since the 1834 Poor 
Law Amendment Act had removed any financial obligation from the fathers of illegitimate children, whilst bringing up 
their children in a society where single parenthood and illegitimacy were stigmatised. This led to the practice of baby 
farming in which individuals acted as adoption or fostering agents, in return for regular payments or a single, up-front 
fee from the babies’ mothers. Many businesses were set up to take in these young women and care for them until they 
gave birth. The mothers subsequently left their unwanted babies to be looked after as “nurse children.”

The predicament of the parents involved was often exploited for f inancial gain: if a baby had well-off parents 
who were simply anxious to keep the birth secret, the single fee might be as much as £80. £50 might be negotiated if 
the father of the child wanted to hush up his involvement. However, it was more common for these expectant young 
women, whose “immorality” even precluded acceptance, at that time, into workhouses, to be impoverished. Such 
women would be charged about £5.

Unscrupulous carers resorted to starving the farmed-out babies, to save money and even to hasten death. 
Noisy or demanding babies could be sedated with easily-available alcohol and/or opiates. Godfrey’s Cordial—known 
colloquially as “Mother’s Friend”, (a syrup containing opium)—was a popular choice, but there were several other 
similar preparations. Many children died as a result of such dubious practices: “Opium killed far more infants through 
starvation than directly through overdose.” Dr. Greenhow, investigating for the Privy Council, noted how children 
“kept in a state of continued narcotism will be thereby disinclined for food, and be but imperfectly nourished.” Death 
from severe malnutrition would result, but the coroner was likely to record the death as “’debility from birth,’ or ‘lack 
of breast milk,’ or simply ‘starvation.’” Mothers who chose to reclaim or simply check on the welfare of their children 
could often encounter diff iculties, but some would simply be too frightened or ashamed to tell the police about any 
suspected wrongdoing. Even the authorities often had problems tracing any children that were reported missing.

This was the world opened up to her by the now-departed Ellen Danes. Amelia had to leave nursing with the birth 
of a daughter, Ellen Thomas. In 1869 the elderly George Thomas died and Amelia needed an income.
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Name: Amelia Dyer
D.O.B: 1837, Pyle Marsh, Bristol, England
D.O.D: June 10th, 1896, Newgate Prison, London, England
C.O.D: State Execution by Hanging
Victims: 200-400+ Attributed; 6 Confirmed
Country: England
Apprehended: April 3rd, 1896
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Death

Executed
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Arthur Palmer. This was followed by a move to Kensington Road, Reading, Berkshire later the same year. Smith was 
persuaded by Amelia to be referred to as ‘mother’ in front of innocent women handing over their children. This was 
an effort to present a caring mother-daughter image.

Case Study: The Murder of Doris Marmon
In January 1896, Evelina Marmon, a popular 25-year-old barmaid, gave birth to an illegitimate daughter, Doris, 
in a boarding house in Cheltenham. She quickly sought offers of adoption, and placed an advertisement in the 
“Miscellaneous” section of the Bristol Times & Mirror newspaper. It simply read: “Wanted, respectable woman to take 
young child.” Marmon intended to go back to work and hoped to eventually reclaim her child.

Coincidentally, next to her own, was an advertisement reading: “Married couple with no family would adopt 
healthy child, nice country home. Terms, £10.” Marmon responded, to a “Mrs. Harding”, and a few days later she 
received a reply from Dyer. From Oxford Road in Reading, “Mrs. Harding” wrote that “I should be glad to have a dear 
little baby girl, one I could bring up and call my own.” She continued: “We are plain, homely people, in fairly good 
circumstances. I don’t want a child for money’s sake, but for company and home comfort...Myself and my husband are 
dearly fond of children. I have no child of my own. A child with me will have a good home and a mother’s love.”

Evelina Marmon wanted to pay a more affordable, weekly fee for the care of her daughter, but “Mrs. Harding” 
insisted on being given the one-off payment in advance. Marmon was in desperate straits, so she reluctantly agreed 
to pay the £10, and a week later “Mrs. Harding” arrived in Cheltenham.

Marmon was apparently surprised by Dyer’s advanced age and stocky appearance, but Dyer seemed affectionate 
towards Doris. Evelina handed over her daughter, a cardboard box of clothes and the £10. Still distressed at having 
to give up care for her daughter, Evelina accompanied Dyer to Cheltenham station, and then on to Gloucester. She 
returned to her lodgings “a broken woman.” A few days later, she received a letter from “Mrs. Harding” saying all was 
well; Marmon wrote back, but received no reply.

Dyer did not travel to Reading, as she had told Marmon. She went instead to 76 Mayo Road, Willesden, London 
where her 23-year-old daughter Polly was staying. There, Dyer quickly found some white edging tape used in 
dressmaking, wound it twice around the baby’s neck and tied a knot. Death would not have been immediate. (Amelia 
later said “I used to like to watch them with the tape around their neck, but it was soon all over with them”)

On April 2nd, both bodies were stacked into a carpet bag, along with bricks for added weight. Dyer then headed for 
Reading. At a secluded spot she knew well near a weir at Caversham Lock, she forced the carpet bag through railings 
into the River Thames.

Murders
Amelia was apparently keen to make money from baby farming, and alongside taking in expectant women, she would 
advertise to nurse and adopt a baby, in return for a substantial one-off payment and adequate clothing for the child. 
In her advertisements and meetings with clients, she assured them that she was respectable, married, and that she 
would provide a safe and loving home for the child.

At some point in her baby farming career, Amelia was prepared to forego the expense and inconvenience of 
letting the children die through neglect and starvation; soon after the receipt of each child, she murdered them, thus 
allowing her to pocket most or all of the fee.

For some time, Dyer eluded the resulting interest of police. She was eventually caught in 1879 after a doctor was 
suspicious about the number of child deaths he had been called to certify in Dyer’s care. However, instead of being 
convicted of murder or manslaughter, she was sentenced to six months’ hard labour for neglect. The experience 
allegedly almost destroyed her mentally, though others have expressed incredulity at the leniency of the sentence 
when compared to those handed out for lesser crimes at that time.

Upon release, she attempted to resume her nursing career. She had spells in mental hospitals due to her alleged 
mental instability and suicidal tendencies; these always coincided with times when it was convenient for her to 
“disappear.v” Being a former asylum nurse Amelia knew how to behave to ensure a relatively comfortable existence 
as an asylum inmate. Dyer appears to have begun abusing alcohol and opium-based products early in her killing 
career; her mental instability could have been related to her substance abuse. In 1890, Dyer cared for the illegitimate 
baby of a governess. When she returned to visit the child, the governess was immediately suspicious and stripped the 
baby to see if a birthmark was present on one of its hips. It wasn’t, and prolonged suspicions by the authorities led to 
Dyer having, or feigning, a breakdown. Dyer at one point drank two bottles of laudanum in a serious suicide attempt, 
but her long-term abuse had built up her tolerance to opium products, so she survived.

Inevitably, she returned to baby farming, and murder. Dyer realised the folly of involving doctors to issue 
death certif icates and began disposing of the bodies herself. The precarious nature and extent of her activities 
again prompted undesirable attention; she was alert to the attentions of police—and of parents seeking to reclaim 
their children. She and her family frequently relocated to different towns and cities to escape suspicion, regain 
anonymity—and to acquire new business. Over the years, Dyer used a succession of aliases. 

In 1893, Dyer was discharged from her f inal committal at Wells mental asylum. Unlike previous “breakdowns” 
this had been a most disagreeable experience and she never entered another asylum. Two years later, Dyer moved 
to Caversham, Berkshire, accompanied by an unsuspecting associate, Jane “Granny” Smith, whom Amelia had 
recruited from a brief spell in a workhouse and Amelia’s daughter and son-in-law, Mary Ann (known as Polly) and 
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“was how you could tell it was one of mine.” Eleven days after handing her daughter to Dyer, Evelina Marmon, whose 
name had emerged in items kept by Dyer, identified her daughter’s remains.

Inquest and Trial
At the inquest into the deaths in early May, no evidence was found that Mary Ann or Arthur Palmer had acted as 
Dyer’s accomplices. Arthur Palmer was discharged as the result of a confession written by Amelia Dyer. In Reading 
gaol she wrote (with her own spelling and punctuation preserved):

“Sir will you kindly grant me the favour of presenting this to the magistrates on Saturday the 
18th instant I have made this statement out, for I may not have the opportunity then I must relieve 
my mind I do know and I feel my days are numbered on this earth but I do feel it is an awful thing 
drawing innocent people into trouble I do know I shal have to answer before my Maker in Heaven for 
the awful crimes I have committed but as God Almighty is my judge in Heaven a on Hearth neither 
my daughter Mary Ann Palmer nor her husband Alfred Ernest Palmer I do most solemnly declare 
neither of them had any thing at all to do with it, they never knew I contemplated doing such a 
wicked thing until it was to late I am speaking the truth and nothing but the truth as I hope to be 
forgiven, I myself and I alone must stand before my Maker in Heaven to give an answer for it all 
witnes my hand Amelia Dyer.”

— April 16th, 1896

On May 22nd, 1896, Amelia Dyer appeared at the Old Bailey and pleaded guilty to one murder, that of Doris 
Marmon. Her family and associates testif ied at her trial that they had been growing suspicious and uneasy about her 
activities, and it emerged that Dyer had narrowly escaped discovery on several occasions. Evidence from a man who 
had seen and spoken to Dyer when she had disposed of the two bodies at Caversham Lock also proved significant. Her 
daughter had given graphic evidence that ensured Amelia Dyer’s conviction.

The only defense Dyer offered was insanity: she had been twice committed to asylums in Bristol. However, the 
prosecution argued successfully that her exhibitions of mental instability had been a ploy to avoid suspicion; both 
committals were said to have coincided with times when Dyer was concerned her crimes might have been exposed.

It took the jury only four and a half minutes to f ind her guilty. In her 3 weeks in the condemned cell, she f illed 
f ive exercise books with her “last true and only confession.” Visited the night before her execution by the chaplain 
and asked if she had anything to confess, she offered him her exercise books, saying, “isn’t this enough?” Curiously 

Dyer’s Downfall
Discovery of Corpses
Unknown to Dyer, on March 30th, 1896, a package was retrieved from the Thames at Reading by a bargeman. It contained 
the body of a baby girl, later identified as Helena Fry. In the small detective force available to Reading Borough 
Police headed by Chief Constable George Tewsley, a Detective Constable Anderson made a crucial breakthrough. As 
well as f inding a label from Temple Meads station, Bristol, he used microscopic analysis of the wrapping paper, and 
deciphered a faintly-legible name—Mrs. Thomas—and an address.

This evidence was enough to lead police to Dyer, but they still had no strong evidence to connect her directly 
with a serious crime. Additional evidence they gleaned from witnesses, and information obtained from Bristol police, 
only served to increase their concerns, and D.C. Anderson, with Sgt. James, placed Dyer’s home under surveillance. 
Subsequent intelligence suggested that Dyer would abscond if she became at all suspicious. The officers decided to 
use a young woman as a decoy, hoping she would be able to secure a meeting with Dyer to discuss her services. This 
may have been designed to help the detectives to positively link Dyer to her business activities, or it may have simply 
given them a reliable opportunity to arrest her.

It transpired that Dyer was expecting her new client (the decoy) to call, but instead she found detectives waiting 
on her doorstep. On April 3rd (Good Friday), police raided her home. They were apparently struck by the stench of 
human decomposition, although no human remains were found. There was, however, plenty of other related evidence, 
including white edging tape, telegrams regarding adoption arrangements, pawn tickets for children’s clothing, 
receipts for advertisements and letters from mothers inquiring about the well-being of their children.

The police calculated that in the previous few months alone, at least twenty children had been placed in the care 
of a “Mrs. Thomas”, now revealed to be Amelia Dyer. It also appeared that she was about to move home again, this 
time to Somerset. This rate of murder has led to some estimates that Mrs. Dyer may, over the course of decades, have 
killed over 400 babies and children, making her one of the most prolif ic murderers ever, as well as the most prolif ic 
female murderer ever.

Helena Fry, the baby removed from the River Thames on March 30th, had been handed over to Dyer at Temple 
Meads station on March 5th. That same evening, she arrived home carrying only a brown paper parcel. She hid the 
package in the house but, after three weeks, the odor of decomposition prompted her to dump the dead baby in the 
river. As it was not weighted adequately, it had been easily spotted.

Amelia Dyer was arrested on 4 April and charged with murder. Her son-in-law Arthur Palmer was charged as an 
accessory. During April, the Thames was dragged and six more bodies were discovered, including Doris Marmon and 
Harry Simmons—Dyer’s last victims. Each baby had been strangled with white tape, which as she later told the police Mrs. Dyer may, over the 
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she was subpoenaed to appear as a witness in Polly’s trial for murder, set for a week after her own execution date. 
However, it was ruled that Amelia was already legally dead once sentenced and that therefore her evidence would be 
inadmissible. Thus, her execution was not delayed. On the eve of her execution Amelia heard that the charges against 
Polly had been dropped. She was hanged by James Billington at Newgate Prison on Wednesday, June 10th, 1896. Asked 
on the scaffold if she had anything to say, she said “I have nothing to say”, just before being dropped at 9 am precisely.

Later Developments
It is uncertain how many more children Amelia Dyer murdered. However, inquiries from mothers, evidence of other 
witnesses, and material found in Dyer’s homes, including letters and many babies’ clothes, pointed to many more. The 
Dyer case caused a scandal. She became known as the “Ogress of Reading”, and she inspired a popular ballad:

The old baby farmer, the wretched Miss Dyer
At the Old Bailey her wages is paid.
In times long ago, we’d ‘a’ made a big fy-er
And roasted so nicely that wicked old jade.

Subsequently, adoption laws were made stricter, giving local authorities the power to police baby farms in the 
hope of stamping out abuse. Despite this and the scrutinising of newspaper personal ads, the trafficking and abuse of 
infants did not stop. Two years after Dyer’s execution, railway workers inspecting carriages at Newton Abbot, Devon 
found a parcel. Inside was a three-week-old girl, but though cold and wet, she was alive. The daughter of a widow, Jane 
Hill, the baby had been given to a Mrs. Stewart, for £12. She had picked up the baby at Plymouth—and apparently 
dumped her on the next train. It has been claimed that “Mrs. Stewart” was Polly, the daughter of Amelia Dyer.

Identified Victims
• Doris Marmon, 4 months old
• Harry Simmons, 13 months old
• Helena Fry, Age unknown, 1-year old or less

 

Jack the Ripper Speculation
Because she was a murderer alive at the time of the Jack the Ripper killings, some have suggested that Amelia Dyer 
was Jack the Ripper, who killed the prostitutes through botched abortions. This suggestion was put forward by 
author William Stewart, although he preferred Mary Pearcey as his chosen suspect. There is, however, no evidence 
to connect Dyer to the Jack the Ripper murders.

Amelia Dyer’s HomeNewspaper Article

Amelia Dyer
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John Makin (February 14th, 1845 – August 15th 1893) and Sarah Jane Makin (December 20th, 1845 – September 13th, 1918) were 
Australian baby farmers who were convicted in New South Wales of the murder of infant Horace Murray. Both were tried and 
found guilty in March 1893 and sentenced to death. John was hanged on August 15th, 1893, but Sarah’s sentence was commuted 
to life imprisonment. On April 29th, 1911, she was paroled from State Reformatory for Women at Long Bay in response to the 
petition of her daughters.

Background
Sarah Jane Sutcliffe was born on December 20th, 1845 to Ellen Murphy and Emanuel Sutcliffe; her father was a miller and former 
convict. Sarah was first married to sailor Charles Edwards on April 29th, 1865 in Sydney, Australia. She later married brewery 
drayman John Makin of Dapto, New South Wales on August 27th, 1871. John was the son of farmer William Samuel Makin and 
his wife Ellen Selena. John and Sarah eventually had five sons and five daughters. The couple turned to baby farming, the 
practice of caring for illegitimate babies in exchange for payment, as a source of income after John was injured in an accident.

Case of Horace Murray
In 1892, 18-year-old Amber Murray placed an advertisement in the Sydney Morning Herald in search of a mother to adopt a 
baby boy. Murray was unable to care for her illegitimate son Horace, born on May 30th, of that year, and offered to cover child 
support expenses. The Makins replied that they were willing to take care of Horace in exchange for 10 shillings per week. 
Daughter Blanche Makin accepted an upfront payment of £3 and picked up the child.

John Makin continued to collect child support payments from Amber Murray while responding with excuses to her 
requests to see Horace. When Murray visited an address near Sydney that was provided by the Makins, the family was 
nowhere to be found. They had already moved to Macdonaldtown, New South Wales. Murray never saw her baby alive again.

Discovery of Bodies
The Makins came to police attention on October 11th, 1892, when worker James Hanoney was clearing a clogged 
underground drain in the backyard of a home in Burren Street, Macdonaldtown and found it blocked with the remains 
of two infant children. Investigators examined records to trace the Makins, who had moved again to Chippendale. The 
Makins and four of their daughters were arrested, though only John and Sarah were charged. Police exhumed remains 
from the backyards of eleven homes that the Makins had occupied since 1890. A total of twelve dead infant bodies were 
recovered, though some sources count thirteen. Prosecutors believed the Makins sought to profit by taking in babies 
for child care payments, and found it easier to kill the children and deceive the parents to continue receiving money. 
One of their victims was Horace Murray, whose clothing would be identified by his mother Amber.

Trial
In March 1893, the Makins’ own daughters testified against them in court. 16-year-old Clarice stated that she 
recognized clothing recovered from one of the dead babies that was previously in the custody of her mother. Eleven-
year-old Daisy recalled that two young girls followed them to Macdonaldtown, but not Horace. Another couple testified 
that they had also been paying the Makins 10 shillings per week for the temporary care of their illegitimate baby. 
However, they ended up paying the Makins £2 to cover funeral costs, as the child died within days. The Makins did not 
attend the funeral.

Sentencing
Both Sarah and John Makin were sentenced to death by hanging by the Supreme Court of New South Wales at Sydney 
for the murder of Horace Murray, with a recommendation by the jury that Sarah Makin be spared the death penalty. 
Before sentencing the Makins, the judge in the case spoke out:

“You took money from the mother of this child. You beguiled her with promises which you never 
meant to perform and which you never did perform having determined on the death of the child. You 
deceived her as to your address and you endeavoured to make it utterly fruitless that any search 
should be made and finally, in order to make detection impossible, as you thought, having bereft it 
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Name: John and Sarah Makin
D.O.B: February 14th/December 20th, 1845, New South Wales, Australia
D.O.D: August 15th, 1893/September 13th, 1918, New South Wales, Australia
C.O.D: Hung/Natural Causes
Victims: 12+
Country: Austrailia
Apprehended: October 11th, 1892
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Capital Punishment

Executed
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The case of John and Sarah 

Makin raised awareness of 

baby farming.

of life, you buried this child in your yard as you would the carcase of a dog... No one who has heard 
the case but must believe that you were engaged in baby farming in its worst aspect. Three yards of 
houses in which you lived testify, with that ghastly evidence of these bodies, that you were carrying 
on this nefarious, this hellish business, of destroying the lives of these infants for the sake of gain.”

—Justice Matthew Henry Stephen

After two appeals and a plea for clemency were denied, John Makin was hanged in the gallows on August 15th, 1893 
at Darlinghurst Gaol. Sarah’s sentence was commuted to life imprisonment with hard labour at the State Reformatory 
for Women at Long Bay. After her daughters campaigned for her release, Sarah was paroled in 1911, having served 
19 years in prison. According to court records, the Makins were not charged in any further criminal activity. On 
September 13th, 1918, Sarah Makin died in Marrickville, New South Wales; she was buried in Rookwood Cemetery.

Effect on Legislation
The case of John and Sarah Makin raised awareness of the institution of baby farming and led the New South Wales 
Legislative Assembly to initiate the Children’s Protection Act of 1892, to bring the care of orphaned and destitute 
children under state control.

In Media
The story of Amber Murray and the Makin family inspired the 2008 Australian theater production The Hatpin, which 
played in Sydney and in New York City. In 2009, it was nominated for three Sydney Theatre Awards and won one for 
best actress.

In August 2009, the Makin story was televised in the Discovery Channel documentary series Deadly Women. 
According to the third season episode “Blood for Money”, which featured reenactments with actress Pip Moore as 
Amber Murray.
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Jane Toppan (1857–1938), born Honora Kelley, was an American serial killer. She confessed to 31 murders in 1901. She is quoted 
as saying that her ambition was “to have killed more people — helpless people — than any other man or woman who ever lived...”.

Early life
Though scant records survive of Toppan’s early years, it is known that her parents were Irish immigrants, and her mother, 
Bridget Kelley, died of tuberculosis when she was very young. Her father, Paul Kelley, was well known as an alcoholic and 
eccentric, nicknamed by those who knew him “Kelley the Crack” (crack as in “crackpot”). In later years Kelley would become 
the source of many local rumors concerning his supposed insanity, the most popular of which being that his madness finally 
drove him to sew his own eyelids closed while working as a tailor. The story’s authenticity is dubious, but it accurately ref lects 
the prevailing opinion of Peter Kelley as an extremely unbalanced person.

In 1863, only a few years after his wife’s death, Kelley brought his two youngest children, the eight-year-old Delia Josephine 
and six-year-old Honora, to the Boston Female Asylum, an orphanage for indigent female children founded in 1799 by Mrs. 
Hannah Stillman. Kelley surrendered the two young girls, never to see them again. Documents from the asylum note that the 
two girls were “rescued from a very miserable home”.

No records of Delia and Honora’s experiences during their time in the asylum exist, but in less than two years, in November 
1864, Honora Kelley was placed as an indentured servant in the home of Mrs. Ann C. Toppan of Lowell, Massachusetts. Though 
never formally adopted by the Toppans, Honora took on the surname of her benefactors and eventually became known as Jane.

Delia remained in the institution until 1868 when she was placed as a servant in Athol, New York at the age of 12. 
Later she turned to prostitution, and eventually died a destitute alcoholic, in squalid conditions.

Murders
In 1885, Toppan began training to be a nurse at Cambridge Hospital. During her residency, she used her patients as 
guinea pigs in experiments with morphine and atropine; she would alter their prescribed dosages to see what it did to 
their nervous systems. However, she would spend a lot of time alone with those patients, making up fake charts and 
medicating them to drift in and out of consciousness and even get into bed with them. It is not known whether any sexual 
activity went on when her victims were in this state but when Jane Toppan was asked after her arrest, she answered 
that she derived a sexual thrill from patients being near death, coming back to life and then dying again. Toppan would 
administer a drug mixture to patients she chose as her victims, lie in bed with them and hold them close to her as they 
died. This is quite rare for female serial killers, who usually murder for material gain and not sexual satisfaction. She 
was recommended for the prestigious Massachusetts General Hospital in 1889; there, she claimed several more victims 
before being fired the following year. She brief ly returned to Cambridge, but was soon dismissed for prescribing opiates 
recklessly. She then began a career as a private nurse, which f lourished despite complaints of petty theft.

She began her poisoning spree in earnest in 1895 by killing her landlords. In 1899, she killed her foster sister 
Elizabeth with a dose of strychnine.

In 1901, Toppan moved in with the elderly Alden Davis and his family in Cataumet to take care of him after the 
death of his wife (whom Toppan herself had murdered). Within weeks, she killed Davis and two of his daughters. She then 
moved back to her hometown and began courting her late foster sister’s husband, killing his sister and poisoning him so 
she could prove herself by nursing him back to health. She even poisoned herself to evoke his sympathy. The ruse did not 
work, however, and he cast her out of his house.

The surviving members of the Davis family ordered a toxicology exam on Alden Davis’ youngest daughter. The report 
found that she had been poisoned, and local authorities put a police detail on Toppan. On October 26, 1901, she was 
arrested for murder.

By 1902, she had confessed to 31 murders. On June 23, in the Barnstable County Courthouse, she was found not 
guilty by reason of insanity and committed for life in the Taunton Insane Hospital.

Soon after the trial, one of William Randolph Hearst’s newspapers, the New York Journal, printed what was purported 
to be Toppan’s confession to her lawyer that she had killed more than 31 people, and that she wanted the jury to find 
her insane so she could eventually have a chance at being released. Whether or not that was truly Toppan’s intention is 
unknown. She remained at Taunton for the rest of her life.
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Name: Jane Toppan
D.O.B: 1857, Boston, MA
D.O.D: August 17th, 1938, Taunton, MA
C.O.D: Natural Causes
Victims: 31
Country: Massachusetts, USA
Apprehended: October 29th, 1901
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Imprisonment

convicted
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Fictional Portrayals and Legacy
Toppan is widely believed to have been the inspiration for “the Incomparable Bessie Denker”, a character in William 
March’s novel The Bad Seed, which Maxwell Anderson turned into a successful play and film. Like Toppan, Denker was a 
serial poisoner who began killing at a young age.

In the independent film American Nightmare, written and directed by John Keyes, Debbie Rochon portrays a serial 
killer named “Jane Toppan” who manages to kill numerous characters throughout the course of the film by various 
means. The character is also employed as a nurse. This character was inspired by Toppan.

Toppan was the subject of one of six monologues in the play Murderess by Anne Bertram, which premiered in St. 
Paul, Minnesota at Theatre Unbound. She was portrayed by Laura Wiebers in the segment The Truth About Miss Toppan, 
directed by Mishia Burns Edwards. The play opened to favorable reviews. Minneapolis StarTribune theater critic William 
Randall Beard called the Toppan segment “a chilling portrait of a sociopath nurse.”

Cambridge Hospital
Mass. General Hospital
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Obituary

Taunton State Hospital
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Madame Alexe Popova (died 1909), native of Samara, Russia, was a “murderer for hire” during the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries. For a fee, she would “liberate” wives married to supposedly cruel husbands using inexpensive, 
lethal remedy.

Her murders began in 1879 and lasted until 1909, when the police were tipped off by a remorseful liberated woman and 
Popova was captured. During that time, she had killed over three hundred victims by poison.

Czarist soldiers saved her from a mob that sought to burn her at the stake, and she was unrepentant as she stood before 
the f iring squad.

Name: Madame Alexe Popova
D.O.B: Unknown
D.O.D: 1909
C.O.D: Firing Squad
Victims: 300+
Country: Russia
Apprehended: 1909
Conviction: Murder by Poisoning
Sentence: Death

Executed
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George Chapman (December 14th, 1865 – April 7th, 1903) was a Polish serial killer known as the Borough Poisoner. Born Seweryn 
Antonowicz Kłosowski in Poland, he moved as an adult to England, where he committed his crimes. He was convicted and executed 
after poisoning three women, but is remembered today mostly because some authorities suspected him of being the notorious serial 
killer, Jack the Ripper.

Early Life
Chapman was born in the village of Nagórna, near Koło, Poland. According to a certificate found in his personal effects after his arrest, 
he was apprenticed at age 14 to a provincial feldsher (a sort of nurse-practitioner) in Zwoleń, whom he assisted in procedures such as 
the application of leeches for blood-letting. He then enrolled on a course in practical surgery at the Warsaw Praga hospital. This course 
was very brief, lasting from October 1885 to January 1886 (attested to by another certificate in his possession) but he continued to 
serve as a male nurse, or doctor’s assistant in Warsaw until December 1886. He later left Poland, although the year in which he came to 
England has not been ascertained. Witness testimony at his trial seems to indicate that he arrived in London between 1887 and 1888.

Crimes and Execution
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), Bessie Taylor (died February 14, 1901) and Maud Marsh (died October 22, 1902). He administered 
the compound tartar-emetic to each of them, having purchased it from a chemist in Hastings. Rich in the metallic element antimony, 
improper usage of tartar-emetic causes a painful death with symptoms similar to arsenic poisoning.

His motives for these murders are unclear. In one case, his victim had given him £500, but he gained nothing 
from the other two victims.

Suspicions surrounding Marsh’s death led to a police investigation. It was found that she had been poisoned, as 
had the other two women, whose bodies were exhumed.

An indictment for murder could contain only one count and Chapman was therefore charged only with the murder 
of Maud Marsh. He was prosecuted by Sir Archibald Bodkin and the solicitor-general, Sir Edward Carson, convicted 
on March 19th, 1903, and hanged at Wandsworth Prison on April 7th, 1903.

Jack the Ripper Suspect
One of the detectives at Scotland Yard, Frederick Abberline, is reported to have told George Godley, the policeman who 
arrested Klosowski: “You’ve got Jack the Ripper at last!” In two 1903 interviews with the Pall Mall Gazette, Abberline 
spelled out his suspicions, referring to Klosowski by name. Speculation in contemporary newspaper accounts and 
books has led to Chapman, like fellow serial killer Thomas Neill Cream, becoming one of many individuals cited as 
a possible suspect in the infamous Jack the Ripper murders of 1888. In The Complete History of Jack the Ripper, 
Philip Sugden argued that Chapman is the most likely candidate among known Ripper suspects, but that the case is 
far from proven. As far as is known, Chapman was not a suspect at the time of the murders either under his proper 
name, or as “Ludwig Schloski”, a name he was using in London. Chapman was a later surname borrowed from one of 
his common-law wives whom he did not poison — Annie Chapman (not to be confused with the Jack the Ripper victim 
of the same name).

The case against Chapman rests mainly on the point that he undoubtedly was a violent man with a misogynistic 
streak. Chapman is known as a poisoner and not a mutilator, but was known to beat his common-law wives and was 
prone to other violent behavior. In one incident often used as an argument to link him to the Ripper crimes, while 
living in the United States, Chapman allegedly forced his wife, Lucy Klosowska, down on their bed and began to 
strangle her, only stopping to attend to a customer who had walked into the adjoining shop he owned. When he left, 
she was said to have found a knife under the pillow. He reportedly 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 said to their neighbors.

It is even suggested that he may have carried out a Ripper-style killing in New York City, the murder of Carrie 
Brown, but recent research suggests he did not reach the United States until after this incident.

There is a lack of any hard evidence that would link Chapman to the Ripper murders. Most scholars also believe 
the Ripper selected victims who were previously unknown to him, while Chapman killed acquaintances. In Jack 
the Ripper: An Encyclopedia John Eddleston rates Chapman at only 2 (“a remote possibility”) on his 0 to 5 rating of 
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Name: George Chapman
D.O.B: December 14th, 1865, Nagórna, Poland
D.O.D:  April 7th, 1903
C.O.D: Hanging
Victims: 3
Country: England
Apprehended: 1903
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Death

Executed
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Ripper suspects. He argues that although Chapman did live in Whitechapel it was not particularly near the murders, 
and as a 22-year-old immigrant he is unlikely to have had detailed knowledge of the area which the Ripper seems to 
have had.

Chapman’s story was dramatized twice by Towers of London. Firstly in 1949 in Secrets of Scotland Yard as 
George Chapman... Poisoner, Publican and Lady Killer and then again in a 1951 episode of The Black Museum entitled 
“The Straight Razor”. Both conclude with a brief argument for Chapman’s identity as Jack the Ripper.

George and Bessie Taylor George and Maud Marsh
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“Sister” Amy Duggan Archer-Gilligan (October 1868 – April 23rd, 1962) was a Windsor, Connecticut, nursing home proprietor 
and multiple murderer. She systematically murdered at least f ive people by poison; one was her second husband, Michael 
Gilligan, and the rest were residents of her nursing home. It is possible that she was involved in more deaths; authorities 
found 48 deaths total from her nursing homes.

Childhood and Marriage
Amy E. Duggan was born in October 1868 to James Duggan and Mary Kennedy in Milton, Connecticut, the eighth of ten 
children. She was taught at the Milton School and went to the New Britain Normal School in 1890.

Amy married James Archer in 1897. A daughter, Mary J. Archer, was born in December 1897. The Archers got their 
f irst job as caretakers in 1901. They were hired to take care of elderly widower John Seymour, and they settled in his home 
at Newington, Connecticut. Seymour died in 1904. His heirs turned the residence into a boarding house for the elderly. The 
Archers were allowed to stay. They provided care for the elderly for a fee and in turn paid rent to Seymour’s family. They 
ran the house under the name of “Sister Amy’s Nursing Home for the Elderly”.

In 1907, Seymour’s heirs decided to sell the house. The Archers moved to Windsor, Connecticut and used their savings 
to purchase their own residence. They soon converted it into a business, the Archer Home for the Elderly and Infirm. James 
Archer died in 1910 of apparently natural causes. The official cause of death was Bright’s disease, a generic term for kidney 
diseases. Amy had taken out an insurance policy on him a few weeks before his death, so she was able to continue running 
the Archer Home.

In 1913, Amy married her second husband, Michael W. Gilligan, a widower with four adult sons. He was reportedly 
wealthy and interested in both Amy and in investing in the Archer Home. Michael died February 20th, 1914. The 
official cause of death was “acute bilious attack”, in other words “severe indigestion.” Archer-Gilligan was once again 
f inancially secure: In their short marriage her new husband had drawn up a will, leaving her his entire estate.

Killings and Capture
Between 1907 and 1917, there were 60 deaths in the Archer Home. Relatives of her clients grew suspicious as they 
tallied the large numbers of its residents dying. Only 12 residents died between 1907 and 1910, but 48 residents 
died between 1911 and 1916. Among them was Franklin R. Andrews, an apparently healthy man. On the morning of 
May 29th, 1914, Andrews was doing some gardening in the Archer house. His health collapsed within a day and he 
was dead by the evening. The official cause of death was gastric ulcer. His sister Nellie Pierce inherited his personal 
papers. She soon noted occasions where Archer-Gilligan was pressing Andrews for money. Archer-Gilligan’s clients 
showed a pattern of dying not long after giving their caretaker large sums of money.

As the deaths continued, Pierce reported her suspicions to the local district attorney. He mostly ignored her. 
Pierce took her story to The Hartford Courant, a newspaper. On May 9th, 1916, the f irst of several articles on the 
“Murder Factory” was published. A few months later, the police started seriously investigating the case. The 
investigation took almost a year to complete, but the results were interesting. The bodies of Gilligan, Andrews, and 
three other boarders were exhumed. All f ive had died of poisoning, either by arsenic or strychnine. Local merchants 
were able to testify that Archer-Gilligan had been purchasing large quantities of arsenic, supposedly to “kill rats.” A 
look into Gilligan’s will helped to establish that it was actually a forgery, written in Amy’s handwriting.

Trials
Archer-Gilligan was arrested and tried for murder, originally on five counts; ultimately, her lawyer managed to get 
the charges reduced to a single count (Franklin R. Andrews). On June 18th, 1917, a jury found her guilty, and she was 
sentenced to death. Archer-Gilligan appealed and was granted a new trial in 1919. She pleaded insanity, while Mary 
Archer testif ied that her mother was addicted to morphine. Archer-Gilligan was nonetheless found guilty of second 
degree murder and was sentenced to life imprisonment.

Death
In 1924, Archer-Gilligan was declared temporarily insane and was transferred to Connecticut Hospital for the Insane 
in Middletown, where she remained until her death on April 23th, 1962.
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Name: Amy Archer-Gilligan
D.O.B: October 1868, Milton, CT
D.O.D: April 23rd, 1962, Middletown, CT
C.O.D: Natural
Victims: 5-50+
Country: U.S.
Apprehended: 1917
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Death, later sent to Connecticut Hospital for the Insane.

Convicted



Amy Archer-Gilligan

113

Case Files: Serial Killers

114

Publicity
The case attracted wide publicity at the time and has been cited as an inspiration for the play and later f ilm, Arsenic 
and Old Lace. Some have also claimed that hers was the f irst for-profit nursing home in the United States.
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William “Billy” Gohl (February 6th, 1873 – March 3th, 1927) was an American serial killer who, while working as a union 
official, murdered sailors passing through Aberdeen, Washington. He murdered for an unknown period of time and was 
a suspect in dozens of murders until his capture in 1910. Spared from the death penalty by a request for leniency by the 
jury, he was sentenced to life in prison at Walla Walla State Penitentiary where he died in 1927 from lobar pneumonia and 
erysipelas complicated by dementia paralytic caused by syphilis.

Occupation and Murders
Gohl was employed as a union official at the Sailor’s Union of the Pacific. Before this he had been employed as a bartender 
after returning broke from the Yukon. Already an accomplished criminal, Gohl was suspected of being responsible for many 
of the large numbers of deceased migrant workers that were found washed up on shore during his tenure as a bartender, 
as well as a number of other crimes. In 1905 during the great waterfront strike Gohl was charged with “assembling men 
under arms” and is also alleged to to have forcibly abducted non-union crewmen from the schooner Fearless for which he 
was f ined $1,250 in the Superior Court. As a union official, Gohl used his reputation and intimidating size to discourage 
strikes and “recruit” new union members.

The Union building proved to be a location that was ideal for his crimes, both in providing victims, and in concealing 
the evidence of their murders. Sailors arriving in the port of Aberdeen would usually visit the Sailor’s Union building soon 
after disembarking. There they could collect their mail and, if they wished, set some money aside in savings. Gohl would 
usually be on duty, alone. Typically Gohl would ask if the sailors had any family or friends in the area. Then he would turn 

the conversation to the topic of money and valuables. If the sailor was just passing through, and would not be missed 
by anyone in the area, and had more than a trivial amount of cash or valuables on hand, Gohl would choose him as 
his next victim.

Gohl would kill most of his victims in the union building by shooting them. Then after relieving them of their 
money and valuables, he would dispose of them in the Wishkah River, which ran behind the building and into Grays 
Harbor. According to some reports, there was a chute which descended from a trapdoor in the building directly 
into the river. Other reports state that Gohl would use a small launch to murder his victims and dump the bodies 
directly in the harbor. Though suspected of being responsible for the large numbers of sailors who would disembark 
in Aberdeen and disappear, nothing was done to stop him until an accomplice, John Klingenberg, was brought back 
to Aberdeen after trying to jump ship in Mexico to escape prosecution, or possibly to escape Gohl.

Arrest
Klingenberg was able to testify to seeing Gohl alone with a sailor, Charles Hatberg, whose body had recently been 
found in the harbor, soon before his disappearance. Gohl had already been arrested in February 1910 for the Hatberg 
murder and was convicted of two counts of murder, though suspected of 41 or more, found guilty May 12th, 1910 and 
sentenced to life imprisonment and taken to the State Prison June 13th, 1910. The second count was for the murder 
of John Hoffman, a witness to the Hatberg murder who was shot and injured by Gohl on the night of the murder, and 
killed the next day by Klingenberg, for which he was sentenced to 20 years. Gohl was later transferred to an asylum 
for the criminally insane, where he died in 1927.

Notes
Allegedly from 1905 to 1910 40 bodies were found f loating near Aberdeen. It is alleged Gohl started a f ire that burned 
an Alaskan saloon and that a man and woman who lived in a cabin owned by Gohl “vanished.” Other corpses found in 
the Grays Harbor area were suggested to be victims of Gohl, including the body of Carl O. Carlson found on April 27th, 
1910 f loating in the harbor and an unidentified skeleton found along Indian Creek on July 21th, 1910.

Gohl would kill most of 

his victims in the union 

building by shooting them.

Name: Billy Gohl
D.O.B: February 6th, 1873, Germany
D.O.D:  March 3rd, 1927, Eastern State Hospital, WA, U.S.
C.O.D: Lobar pneumonia, erysipelas, and syphilis.
Victims: 2 Confirmed; Possibly 100+
Country: U.S.
Apprehended: 1910
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Life Imprisonment

Convicted
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Friedrich Heinrich Karl “Fritz” Haarmann (October 25th, 1879 – April 15th, 1925), also known as the Butcher of Hanover 
and the Vampire of Hanover was a German serial ki l ler who is believed to have been responsible for the murder of 27 boys 
and young men between 1918 and 1924. He was convicted, found guilty of 24 murders and executed.

Early Life
Fritz Haarmann was born in Hanover in 1879, the sixth child of poor parents. Haarmann was a quiet child who shunned many boys’ 
activities such as sports and preferred to play with his sisters’ toys. He was also a poor student. At the age of 16, at the urging of his 
parents, Haarmann enrolled in a military academy at Neu Breisach. He initially adapted to military life, and performed well as a 
trainee soldier. After just one year in the academy, however, he began to suffer seizures and was discharged for medical reasons.

Haarmann returned to Hanover and took employment in a cigar factory. He was arrested in 1898 for molesting 
children, but a psychologist declared Haarmann was mentally unfit to stand trial, and he was sent to a mental institution 
indefinitely. Six months later, Haarmann escaped and f led to Switzerland, where he worked for two years before he 
returned to Germany. He again enlisted in the military, this time under an alias, but in 1902, he was again discharged 
under medical terms. He was awarded a full military pension and returned to live with his family and took employment 
in the small business his father had established. After an argument with his father, Ollie, led to a violent f ight between 
them, Haarmann was arrested, charged with assault and again sent for psychiatric evaluation. This time, a doctor did not 
diagnose Haarmann as mentally unstable. A court discharged Haarmann and he again returned to live with his family. 
Shortly afterwards, Haarmann attempted to open a small shop, but the business soon went bankrupt.

Criminal Career
For the next decade, Haarmann lived as a petty thief, burglar and con artist. He was frequently arrested and served 
several short prison sentences. He gradually began to establish a relationship with Hanover police as an informer, 
largely as a means of redirecting the attention of the police from himself, and later admitted that the police began to 
view him as a reliable source of information regarding Hanover’s criminal network.

In 1914, Haarmann was convicted of a series of thefts and frauds and was imprisoned just as World War I began. 
Upon his release in 1918, he was struck by the poverty of the German nation as a result of the loss the nation had 
suffered in World War I. The country was bankrupt. Fritz Haarmann immediately reverted to the criminal life he had 
lived before he was arrested in 1914. The new state of Germany provided him with even more opportunities to operate 
on the fringes of the criminal network, and because of the increase in crime as a result of the poverty the nation was 
enduring, police again began to rely on Haarmann as an informer.

Murders
Between 1918 and 1924, Haarmann committed at least 24 murders, although he is suspected of murdering a minimum 
of 27. Haarmann’s f irst known victim was a 17-year-old youth named Friedel Rothe. When Rothe disappeared in 
September 1918, his friends told police he was last seen with Haarmann. Under pressure from Rothe’s family, police 
raided Haarmann’s apartment, where they found their informer in the company of a semi-naked teenage boy. They 
charged Haarmann with sexual assault, and he was sentenced to nine months imprisonment. Haarmann avoided 
serving his sentence throughout 1919, and during this time, met a young runaway named Hans Grans, who was 
subsequently to become his lover.

Haarmann served his nine-month imprisonment between March and December 1920. Again, he regained the 
trust of the police and became an informer. Shortly after his release, Haarmann moved into a new apartment: number 
27 Cellerstraße. Shortly afterwards, Hans Grans moved into Haarmann’s apartment. 

Haarmann’s subsequent victims largely consisted of young male commuters, runaways and, occasionally, male 
prostitutes whom he would typically encounter around Hanover’s central railway station. The victims would be lured 
back to his apartment and then killed by being bitten through their throats, sometimes as they were sodomized. All 
of Haarmann’s victims were dismembered before they were discarded, usually in the Leine River. The possessions 
of several victims were either sold on the black market or retained by either Haarmann or his younger lover, Hans 
Grans. Rumor also had it that Haarmann would peddle meat from the bodies of his victims as canned black market 
pork. Although no physical evidence was ever produced to confirm this, Haarmann was known to be an active trader 
in contraband meat.

Haarmann’s first known 

victim was a 17-year-old 

youth named Friedel Rothe.

Name: Fritz Haarmann
D.O.B: October 25th, 1879, Hanover, German Empire
D.O.D: April 15th, 1925
C.O.D: Decapitation by Guillotine
Victims: 24-27+
Country: Province of Hanover, Prussia, Germany
Apprehended: June 22nd, 1924
Conviction: Murder
Sentence: Death

Executed
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Haarmann’s head was 

preserved in a jar by 

scientists to examine the 

structure of his brain.
Haarmann’s accomplice and live-in partner, Hans Grans, sold the possessions of several of the victims cheaply 

on the black market, and kept other possessions for himself. Haarmann initially claimed that although Grans knew 
of many of his murders, and personally urged him to kill two of the victims so he could obtain their clothing and 
personal possessions, he was otherwise not involved.

Haarmann was eventually apprehended when numerous skeletal remains, which he had dumped into the Leine 
River, washed up downstream in May and June 1924. The police decided to drag the river and discovered more 
than 500 human bones which were later confirmed as having come from at least 22 separate human individuals. 
Suspicion quickly fell upon Haarmann, who had convictions for molesting children and had been connected to the 
disappearance of Friedel Rothe in 1918. Haarmann was placed under surveillance and on the night of June 22nd, was 
observed prowling Hanover’s central station. He was quickly arrested after trying to lure a boy to his apartment. His 
apartment was searched and the walls were found to be heavily bloodstained. Haarmann tried to explain this as a 
by-product of his i llegal trade as a butcher. However, clothing and personal items known to be possessions of several 
missing youths were also found in his home. Under interrogation, Haarmann quickly confessed to raping, killing and 
butchering young men since 1918. When asked how many he had killed, Haarmann claimed “somewhere between 50 
and 70”. The police, however, could only connect Haarmann with the disappearance of 27 youths, and he was charged 
with 27 murders. It is interesting to note that only a quarter of the personal items found in his apartment were 
identified as having belonged to any of the victims.

Trial
Fritz Haarmann’s trial began on December 4, 1924. Haarmann was charged with the murder of 27 boys and young 
men who had disappeared between 1918 and June that year. The trial was spectacular; it was one of the f irst major 
modern media events in Germany. The term “serial killer” had not yet been coined, and the public and press were at 
a loss for words to describe the case; Haarmann was simultaneously referred to as the “werewolf”, a “vampire”, and 
“The Wolf Man.” Apart from the cruelty of what Haarmann had admittedly done, even more scandalous—shaking 
German society to the core—was the involvement of the police in the case: Haarmann was a police informant who 
frequently gave up other criminals to investigators. Until Haarmann was arrested, it had never occurred to police 
that the serial killer they were looking for had been working right under their nose, even though some of the victims 
were last seen in his company.

The trial lasted barely two weeks. On December 19th, 1924, Haarmann was found guilty of 24 of the 27 murders and 
sentenced to death. He was acquitted of three murders which he denied, even though the personal possessions of the boys 
were either in his possession or acquaintances of his at the time of his arrest. Haarmann made no appeal against the verdict.

Haarmann was beheaded by guillotine on April 15th, 1925. His last words before he was beheaded were: “I repent, 
but I do not fear death.”

Aftermath
Hans Grans was initially found guilty of incitement to murder in the case of Adolf Hannappel, a 17-year-old apprentice 
carpenter who vanished from Hanover’s railroad station on November 11th, 1923, and to an additional 12 years’ 
imprisonment for being an accessory to murder in the case of Fritz Wittig, a 17-year-old traveling salesman who was 
last seen walking towards Haarmann’s apartment in the company of both Grans and Haarmann on May 26th, 1924.

In the case of Hannappel, witnesses had seen Grans, in the company of Haarmann, pointing towards the youth. 
Haarmann claimed this was one of two murders committed upon the insistence of Grans and for this reason, Grans 
was sentenced to death. In the case of Wittig, police had found a handwritten note from Haarmann, dated the day of 
Wittig’s disappearance and signed by both he and Grans, in which Grans had agreed to pay Haarmann 20 Goldmarks 
for the youth’s suit. As the note indicated Grans’s possible knowledge in the disappearance of Wittig, he was convicted 
of being an accomplice to Haarmann in the murder and sentenced to 12 years’ imprisonment

The discovery of a letter from Haarmann declaring Grans’ innocence, dated February 5th, 1925, subsequently led 
to a second trial and a 12-year prison sentence for Grans. After serving his sentence, Hans Grans continued to live 
in Hanover until his death in 1975.

The remains of Haarmann’s victims were buried together in a communal grave in Stöckener Cemetery in 
February 1925. In April 1928, a large granite memorial in the form of a triptych, inscribed with the names and ages 
of the victims, was erected over the communal grave.

After his execution, Haarmann’s head was preserved in a jar by scientists to examine the structure of his brain. 
Haarmann’s head is now kept at the Göttingen medical school.

The case stirred much discussion in Germany about the death penalty, the correct approach towards mentally ill 
offenders, police investigation methods, and homosexuality.

Victims
1918
•	 September 25th: Friedel Rothe, 17. Haarmann claimed to have buried Rothe in Stöckener cemetery.

 
1923
•	 February 12th: Fritz Franke, 17. Franke was a pianist, originally from Berlin. He encountered Haarmann in 

the Hanover station waiting rooms.

Haarmann was apprehended 

when numerous skeletal remains 

washed up downstream in May 

and June 1924.
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•	 March 20th: Wilhelm Schulze, 17. An apprentice writer. Schulze’s clothing was found in the possession of 
Haarmann’s acquaintances.

•	 May 23rd: Roland Huch, 16. Student. Vanished from Hanover station after running away from home.
•	 May 31st: Hans Sonnenfeld, 19. A runaway from the town of Limmer; Sonnenfeld’s coat and tie were found at 

Haarmann’s apartment. Haarmann was acquitted of this murder.
•	 June 25th: Ernst Ehrenberg, 13. The son of Haarmann’s own neighbor. Ehrenberg disappeared while running 

an errand for his parents.
•	 August 24th: Heinrich Struß, 18. Haarmann was in possession of Struß’s violin case when arrested.
•	 September 24th: Paul Bronischewski, 17. Vanished as he traveled home to the city of Bochum after visiting his 

Uncle in Groß Garz. He was offered work by Haarmann when he alighted the train at Hanover.
•	 September 30th: Richard Gräf, 17. Disappeared after telling his friends a detective from Hanover had found him a job.
•	 October 12th: Wilhelm Erdner, 16. A locksmith’s son from the town of Gehrden. Erdner disappeared as he cycled 

to work. On October 20, Haarmann is known to have sold Erdner’s bicycle.
•	 October 24th or 25th: Hermann Wolf, 15. The victim’s clothes were traced to Haarmann and his acquaintances. 

Haarmann was acquitted of this murder.
•	 October 27th: Heinz Brinkmann, 13. Vanished from Hanover station after missing his train home to Clausthal.
•	 November 11th: Adolf Hannappel, 17. An apprentice carpenter from Düsseldorf. Witnesses saw Haarmann 

approach Hannappel.
•	 December 6th: Adolf Hennies, 19. Hennies disappeared while looking for work in Hanover. Haarmann was 

acquitted of this murder.
1924
•	 January 5th: Ernst Spiecker, 17. Disappeared on his way to appear as a witness at a trial. Grans was wearing 

Speicker’s shirt at the time of his arrest.
•	 January 15th: Heinrich Koch, 20. Koch was known to be an acquaintance of Haarmann.
•	 February 2nd: Willi Senger, 19. Senger’s clothes were found in Haarmann’s apartment after his arrest.
•	 February 8th: Hermann Speichert, 16. An apprentice electrician from Linden-Limmer. Speichert’s geometry kit 

was found in the possession of Grans.
•	 April 8th: Alfred Hogrefe, 16. An apprentice mechanic. All of Hogrefe’s clothes were traced to Haarmann or Grans.
•	 April 15th: Hermann Bock, 22. Bock was last seen by his friends walking towards Haarmann’s apartment in 

mid-April, 1924.
•	 April 17th: Wilhelm Apel, 16. Disappeared on his way to work. Apel was lured from the Hannover-Leinhausen 

station to Haarmann’s apartment.

•	 April 26th: Robert Witzel, 18. Last seen visiting a traveling circus; Witzel’s skull was found May 20. Haarmann 
admitted dumping Witzel’s remains in the Leine River.

•	 May 9th: Heinrich Martin, 14. An apprentice locksmith. Martin disappeared from Hanover station. His leather 
marine cap was found in Haarmann’s apartment.

•	 May 26th: Fritz Wittig, 17. Last seen in the company of Haarmann and Grans at a bar. Haarmann insisted Grans 
ordered him to commit both this murder and the murder of Hannappel.

•	 May 26th: Friedrich Abeling, 10. The youngest victim. Abeling disappeared while playing truant from school. 
Remains dumped in the Leine River.

•	 June 5th: Friedrich Koch, 16. Vanished on his way to college. Koch was last seen in the company of Haarmann.
•	 June 14th: Erich de Vries, 17. De Vries was an apprentice baker. Haarmann led police to his remains after his arrest.

 
Footnotes

• In September 1918, Haarmann is believed to have killed a 14-year-old named Hermann Koch; a youth who 
disappeared just weeks prior to Friedel Rothe, his f irst confirmed victim. Haarmann is known to have kept 
company with Koch; he is also known to have written a letter to Koch’s school providing an explanation for 
the youth’s prolonged absence. As had been the case in the disappearance of Friedel Rothe, police searched 
Haarmann’s apartment in search of the youth, although no trace of Koch was found and charges against 
Haarmann in relation to the disappearance were dropped.

• Haarmann is also strongly suspected of the murder of Hans Keimes, a 17-year-old Hanover youth who was 
reported missing on March 17, 1922 and whose nude, bound body was found in a canal on May 6. The cause of 
death was listed as strangulation, and the body bore no signs of mutilation. A distinctive handkerchief bearing 
Grans’s name was found lodged in Keimes’s throat.

 
Prior to the discovery of Keimes’s body, Haarmann is known to have both visited the youth’s parents offering to 
locate their son and to have immediately thereafter informed police that he believed Grans was responsible for 
Keimes’s disappearance (Grans was in custody at the time of the disappearance).

Two weeks prior to the disappearance of Keimes, Haarmann is known to have argued violently with Grans over 
his (Grans’s) theft of property from Haarmann’s apartment. It is likely Haarmann committed this murder in an 
attempt to frame Grans in reprisal for the theft of his property.

Haarmann was not tried for the murder of either Koch or Keimes. Officially, both cases remain unsolved.
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In Film
The case of Fritz Haarmann has been the inspiration for at least three f ilms. The classic f i lm M, which starred Peter 
Lorre and was released in 1931 and directed by Fritz Lang was inspired by the crimes of Fritz Haarmann, as well as 
those of two other infamous German serial killers of the early twentieth century: Düsseldorf child killer Peter Kürten 
and Carl Großmann.

The film The Tenderness of the Wolves (Die Zärtlichkeit der Wölfe), released in July 1973, was directly based upon 
Haarmann’s crimes. The film, directed by Ulli Lommel, written by and starring Kurt Raab as Haarmann. German 
film director Rainer Werner Fassbinder produced the f ilm and also appeared in a minor role as Wittkowski.

The most recent f ilm to be based upon Haarmann’s murder spree, Der Totmacher (The Deathmaker), was released 
in 1995. This f i lm starred Götz George as Haarmann. This f ilm focuses on the records of the psychiatric examinations 
of Haarmann by Erich Schultze, one of the main psychiatric experts in the trial. The plot of Der Totmacher centers 
around Haarmann’s interrogation after his arrest, as he is being interviewed by a court psychiatrist.

In Other Media
• In 2007, the Hanover Tourism Board (Hannover Tourismus) caused controversy by including Haarmann in its 

cartoon-style advertising calendar, along with other well-known people from the city. The calendar became a 
best-seller, and the initial print run of 20,000 calendars was expected to run out in November 2007, rather 
than lasting through Christmas as planned. Allegedly, Haarmann had also featured in the 2006 issue, but the 
inclusion drew no attention at the time. The 2008 calendar included a new picture of Haarmann in handcuffs.

• Kim Newman included Haarmann as a minor character in his 1995 novel The Bloody Red Baron, serving as a 
“batman” (military servant) to Manfred von Richthofen, the “Red Baron”.

• Beton Kopf Media, the record label behind German electro-industrial project :Wumpscut:, uses a picture of 
Haarmann as company logo.

• Margit Sandemo opted to use Haarmann for the villainous Lynx in her Isfolket book series.
• Haarmann has also been the subject of the song “Fritz Haarmann der Metzger” (“Fritz Haarmann the butcher”) 

by death/thrash metal band Macabre.
• Mentioned as an example of notorious serial killers in the Alfred Hitchcock Hour, “Don’t Look Behind You”, 

Season 1, Episode 2, 9/27/1962.
• Mentioned as an example of notorious serial killers in Criminal Minds, Season 8, Episode 13, “Magnum Opus”, 1/23/2013.

Fritz Haarmann’s Apartment

Fritz HaarmannHans Grans
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Fritz Haarmann escorted by and 
chained to the local police.

German investigators seraching 
Fritz Haarmann’s room and stove.

Fritz Haarmann’s resting area.

Hans GransGerman Newspaper
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Above: Haarmann’s Trial
Below: Haarmann’s Head

Above: Bone’s of Victims
Below: Leine River, Germany
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The communal grave of 
Haarmann’s victims
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The English term and concept of “serial killer” 

is commonly attributed to former FBI Special 

agent Robert Ressler in the 1970s. Author 

Ann Rule postulates in her 2004 book Kiss 

Me, Kill Me that the English-language credit 

for coining the term “serial killer” goes to 

LAPD detective Pierce Brooks, creator of the 

ViCAP system. In his book Serial Killers The 

Method and Madness of Monsters, criminal 

justice historian Peter Vronsky argues that 

while Ressler might have coined the term 

“serial homicide” within law enforcement 

when guest lecturing in 1974 at Bramshill 

Police Academy in Britain, the terms “serial 

murder” and “serial murderer” appear in 1966 

in John Brophy’s book The Meaning of Murder. 

Moreover, Vronsky reports that the term 

“serial killer” does not appear in Anne Rule’s 

seminal book on Ted Bundy, The Stranger 

Beside Me, published in 1980, when the term 

was not yet in popular use.
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Chapter Two | A Media Frenzy: Well Known Faces
George Hodel
Ted Bundy
Gary Ridgway
John Wayne Gacy
Jeffrey Dahmer
Edmund Kemper
Dennis Rader
David Berkowitz
Albert Fish
Gordon Northcott
Harvey Glatman

Chapter Three | Unknown: Not So Well Documented
Karl Denke
Dean Croll
Adolfo Constanzo
Jaun Corona
Béla Kiss
Fritz Haarmann
William Bonin
Yoo Youn-chul
Charles Ray Hatcher

Chapter Four | They Enjoyed Killing: Most Prolific
Oskar Direwanger
Luis Garavito
Pedro Aloso López

Daniel Camargo Barbosa
Pedro Rodrigues Filho
Yang Xinhai
Andrei Chikatilo
Antoly Onoprienko
Alexander Pichushkin
Ahmad Suradji
Moses Sithole
Serhiy Tkach
Gennady Mikhasevich

Chapter Five | Malpractice Massacre:  
Medical Professionals and Quackslavers

Josef Mengele
Harold Shipman
Hu Wanlin
John Bodkin Admas
Miyuki Ishikawa Hu
Donald Harvey
Andres Hansson
Marcel Petiot
 

Chapter Six | Feminine Rage: Murderous Women
Amy Archer-Gilligan
Belle Gunnes
Bertha Gifford
Nannie Doss
Martí Enriqueta



Appendix | Volumes 

139

Case Files: Serial Killers

140

Marie Noe
Dorthea Puente
Marybeth Tinning
Aileen Wurnos
Irma Grese
Isle Koch

Chapter Seven | Double Trouble: Duos and Couples
William & Lila Gladys Young
Delfina & Mária de Jesús González
Susi Olah & Julia Fazekas
Igor Suprunyuck & Viktor Sayenko
Surender Koli & Moninder Singh Pandher
Fred & Rosemary West
Charles Ng & Leonard Lake
Filipina Narciso & Leonora Perez
Ian Brady & Myra Hindley
Gwendolyn Graham & Catherine May Wood
Paul Bernardo & Karla Holmolka

 Chapter Eight | Unsolved Cases: Who Done It?
1800-1899
1950-1999
2000-2009
2010-Present
 

 
 

Chapter Nine | Getting Away With Murder:  
Paroled, Released, and Acquitted

John Bodkin Adams
Pedro Lopez
Harold Zelnias
Marie Besnard
Filipina Narciso & Leonora Perez
Karla Holmoka


