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Introduction 
 

 
LϥƳ /ƘǳŎƪ wŜƛŘΣ ŀƴŘ ōŀŎƪ ƛƴ мфурΣ L ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ .ŜŘŦƻǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ {ƘŜǊƛŦŦΩǎ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ {ŜƴƛƻǊ 
Investigator on the Haysom double-murder case for most of the year. During that time, every piece 
of case evidence collected by the investigative team came across my desk. 

When the murders were discovered on April 3, 1985, I was among the first officers to arrive at the 
crime scene. For the initial two months, I collaborated with the Regional Homicide Squad, and then I 
took over the case with Ricky Gardner, a young officer new to the investigative unit. 

 
LǘΩǎ no secret that Ricky and I have different views on this case. That ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ change the fact that I 
recognize his performance during the first seven months of the investigation as a job well done. 

 
After Jens Soering and Elizabeth Haysom left the U.S. in October 1985, the case went cold, and it 
eventually landed completely in Ricky's hands. Meanwhile, we worked on a separate murder case 
together. Then, I took a brief retirement in April 1986 and later returned to the Bedford County 
{ƘŜǊƛŦŦΩǎ Department. I had no further involvement in the Haysom case until my retirement in 1998. 

 
LΩƳ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ WŜƴǎ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ DŜǊƳŀƴȅ ƛƴ нлмфΣ ŀ 
peculiar dynamic has arisen that no longer has anything to do with a realistic view of the case, the 
evidence or the law. Criminology, justice, media and society should not be about creating myths and 
theories or distorting facts. But that has been happening in the Haysom/Soering case since 2019. 

 
Some people have started spreading theories that are clearly wrong. In this report, I would like to set 
the facts straight. Everyone has the right to his or her own opinion, but untruths and false claims 
have to be called out. 

 
 
 

The sock print 
 

The first and perhaps most important false claim that LΩŘ like to address is the ridiculous notion that 
one can identify someone by means of a sock print. Below is a picture of the sock print that was 
found at the crime scene and presented as evidence in court. 

 
From the crime scene photos: 
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Anyone can see that the print is smeared and the foot was covered by a sock. There are no dermal 
ǊƛŘƎŜǎΣ ƭƛƪŜ ƛƴ ŀ ŦƛƴƎŜǊǇǊƛƴǘΦ L ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘƛǊǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ƭŀǿ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ Ƴŀƴȅ 
cases where the suspect wore gloves. Never once could I prove guilt based on a glove print. 

 
With the sock print above, we have no information on what kind of sock it was τ wool, nylon, etc. 
τ or how thick the material was. The thicker the material, the more blood is absorbed, and the 
larger the print appears. 

 
At {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ trial, that sock print was compared to various ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘǎΩ ink footprints τ in other words, 
prints of feet without socksΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎ ŀǇǇƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǊŀƴƎŜǎΗ LǘΩǎ ƘŀǊŘ ǘƻ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ 
ŜǾŜƴ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ŎƻǳǊǘΣ ŀƴŘ LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘƻŘŀȅΦ 

 
Back in 1985, we realized that the sock print had only limited value as evidence when we received a 
report from the state forensic lab dated August 29. Based on that report, the sock print could have 
ōŜŜƴ ƭŜŦǘ ōȅ IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ ƘŀƭŦ-brother, Julian. But by that time, we had eliminated Julian on other 
ƎǊƻǳƴŘǎΣ ǎƻ ǿŜ ƪƴŜǿ ƘŜ ƘŀŘƴΩǘ ƭŜŦǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴǘΦ Lǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ƭƛƪŜ ƘƛǎΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎΦ 

 
The only thing you can really do with a sock print like this is to eliminate suspects whose feet are 
very much larger or very much smaller. We eliminated a young woman as a suspect because she had 
very small feet. But anyone with that approximate size foot could have left the print at the scene. 

 
 
 

Jens Soering and Elizabeth Haysom as co-perpetrators 
 
 

When, after decades, people can no longer find something new to say about the case, they resort to 
absurd theories to keep the debate going. A glaring example: the claim that Soering and Haysom 
committed the crime together. This theory is so obviously false that I find it hard to believe that 
anyone made it up. 

 
Let me say it clearly, as the original Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛŦŦΩǎ Department Senior Investigator on the 
Haysom case: Soering and Haysom did not kill Derek and Nancy Haysom together. The evidence 
shows clearly that one of them stayed in Washington while the other one drove to Bedford. 

 
How can I be so sure? Because of Yale Feldman. 

 
Mr. Feldman was the manager of the Marriott Hotel, where Soering and Haysom stayed on the 
weekend of the murders. On the night of the crime τ March 30, 1985 τ one of them ordered two 
meals on room service for $33 in order to provide an alibi for the other one. According to Mr. 
Feldman, that room service order was the last posting of the day on March 30. 

 
 

From the trial transcript of June 6, 1990, page 141: 
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That last posting would have been made not long before 11 p.m. 

From the trial transcript of June 6, 1990, page 142: 

 
 

The prosecutor accepted the testimony of Mr. Feldman to be true, as one of his follow-up questions 
shows. From the trial transcript of June 6, 1990, page 143: 

 

 

 
{ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ defense lawyer also accepted the testimony of Mr. Feldman as true. Why would Mr. 
Feldman commit perjury about the time of the room service? 

 
In any case, the room service order could not have been placed before 5:30 p.m. because the dinner 
menu did not go into effect until then. 

 
From the trial transcript of June 6, 1990, p. 149: 

 

If the room service had been ordered at precisely 5:30 p.m., as soon as the dinner menu went into 
effect, the meals would have to be cooked, delivered to the room and signed for before Soering and 
Haysom could leave. Their actual departure time could not have been before 6:00 p.m. 

In 1985, the speed limit of 55 mph was still in effect, so the drive from the Georgetown Marriott to 
the Haysom residence would have taken at least four hours, especially considering that most of it 
would have been at night, in part over small, winding country roads. 

 
That means that Soering and Haysom τ if they had traveled together τ would have arrived no 
earlier than 10 p.m., more likely 10:30 p.m. The evidence at the crime scene shows that the killer(s) 
drank alcohol with the victims and probably shared a snack (ice cream) with them before the attack 
began. 

 
And all of that is supposed to have happened between 10:30 and 11:00 p.m.? L ŘƻƴΩǘ believe it, and 
ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ŘƻŜǎ ŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƻǊ ǿƘƻΩǎ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜΦ 
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In addition to Mr. CŜƭŘƳŀƴΩǎ testimony about the room service, there are also movie tickets and a 
cashed check dated March 30 that one of them collected as an alibi for the other one. 

 
From the trial exhibits: 

 

 

 
!ŦǘŜǊ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ǘǊƛŀƭΣ Ƙƛǎ ƭŀǿȅŜǊ ŎƻƴǘŀŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜŀǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǾƛŜ 
ά{ǘǊŀƴƎŜǊ than ǇŀǊŀŘƛǎŜέ at 10:15 p.m. on the night of the murders. Those are the tickets at the top 
of the photograph above. The manager said that the tickets were sequentially numbered in order of 
the sale, regardless of the show time. This means that the manager could determine from the 
numbers of the tickets (27140 and 27141) at what approximate time of day they were bought. 
According to the movie theater manager, those two tickets were purchased either as one of the last 
tickets for the 8 p.m. showing or one of the first tickets for the 10:15 p.m. showing. 

 
From Richard bŜŀǘƻƴΩǎ letter of September 25, 1991: 

 

In combination, the testimony of Yale Feldman and the statement from the movie theater manager 
prove beyond any reasonable doubt that either Soering or Haysom was in Washington, D.C. while 
ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƻƴŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ .ŜŘŦƻǊŘΦ bƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƻǊ ǘƘŀǘ LΩƳ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ Ƙŀǎ ever doubted that. So I really 
have to wonder about the motives of the people who spread nonsense, like the theory that Soering 
and Haysom committed the crime together. Are the people spreading this nonsense trying to make a 
name for themselves by pretendƛƴƎ ǘƘŜȅ άǎƻƭǾŜŘέ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜΚ 

 
 
 

Terry Wright and his report 
 

Another person whose motives I wonder about is Terry Wright. He is one of the British investigators 
who assisted Ricky during his questioning of Soering in London in 1986. More than 33 years later, 
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after Soering was paroled, Mr. Wright released a report about the case in which he tries to prove 
{ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ guilt. 

 
²Ƙȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŜ ōƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƻ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘΚ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎ ǿŀǎ ǇŀǊƻƭŜŘΤ ƘŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜ ŀ ǇŀǊŘƻƴΦ [ŜƎŀƭƭȅΣ ƘŜ ƛǎ ŀ 
convicted double-murderer. Why would anyone write a report trying to prove that all over again? 
What does Mr. Wright have to gain by this τ except maybe fame? In his report, he makes it sound 
like he solved the case all by himself! 

 
Some folks seem to think that Mr. ²ǊƛƎƘǘΩǎ report holds weight. But in my opinion, it's full of false 
statements, wrong facts, and misguided conclusions. 

 
¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǎǳǊǇǊƛǎƛƴƎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ¢ŜǊǊȅ ²ǊƛƎƘǘ ŘƛŘƴϥǘ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀƴȅ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΤ ƘŜ ǿŀǎƴϥǘ 
even aware of the Haysom murders until the following year. He admitted that in a German-language 
ǇƻŘŎŀǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ άōƻƴǳǎ ŜǇƛǎƻŘŜέ ƛƴ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΦ !ǘ ƳƛƴǳǘŜ рΥрфΣ ƘŜ ǎŀȅǎΥ 

 
άL was never involved in the forensics in the 1980s. That had all been done in America before I 
got involved. A lot of the stuff that went on I was not a party to because I was a witness. In 
ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ŦŜǿ ƳƻƴǘƘǎΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ όƛΦŜΦΣ Ƙƛǎ ƻǿƴύ ǿŀǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘΣ LΩǾŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƭƻǎŜ 
ƭƻƻƪΦέ 

 
Terry Wright is entitled to his opinion, but ƛǘΩǎ just that: one opinion. At the end of this report, I have 
included an appendix in which I address some of the problems with his report. I am prepared to 
speak with Terry Wright personally and at length at any time. 

 
My goal is to provide a complete record of the facts and evidence, with as little opinion as possible. 
Readers can make up their own minds about what the evidence suggests. Now, I couldn't avoid all 
opinions, especially regarding some of the more bizarre statements about the case: for example, the 
claim that Jens Soering bribed highly respected scientists to get favorable DNA reports. That is just 
too stupid to take seriously. 

As we look at the evidence against Soering, you might be surprised by how little there actually is. 
Now, it's not impossible that Soering was at the house when the murders happened. But if he was, 
he left no forensic evidence behind τ which would be a miracle, given slaughter that took place at 
the crime scene. 

 
Interested readers can follow the development of the case evidence in chronological order below. 

 
 
 

 



April 3, 1985 
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A friend of the Haysom family, Annie Massie, visits the home of Derek and Nancy Haysom aser being 
unable to reach her best friend, Nancy, by phone for days. She discovers that the couple was 
murdered. 

 
At the <me, the Haysoms were living as a respectable re<red couple in Boonsboro, Bedford County, 
ŀƴ ŀƉǳŜƴǘ ǎǳōǳǊō ƻŦ [ȅƴŎƘōǳǊƎΣ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀΦ CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ C.L ŬƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅǎƻƳ ƳǳǊŘŜǊǎΥ 

 
 

 



April 4, 1985 τ A 
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The case is assigned to me. One of my Ŭrst conclusions is that there must have been more than one 
perpetrator. 

 
From an interview with me, published by the Washington Post on March 9, 2017: 

 

 
With paywall: 
hQps://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked- 
virginia-was-the-wrong-man-convicted/2017/03/07/44c60742-e8b2-11e6-80c2- 
30e57e57e05d_story.html 

 
Without paywall: 
hQps://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the- 
wrong-man-was-convicted/MOIPAHMHO6JFE2KWENQULYNFKE/ 

 
In addi<on, the Haysoms are found in two widely separated rooms, each of which have doors leading 
to the outside. This again suggests that more than one perpetrator must have been involved. 

 
From the Lynchburg Police Department crime scene sketches: 

(The individual room sketches were combined by {ƘŜǊƛũ J.E. ά/ƘƛǇέ Harding.) 
 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the-


April 4, 1985 τ B 
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In forensic work, luminol is an essen<al aspect when it comes to the examina<on and detec<on of 
blood. Luminol reacts to the smallest traces of blood long aser all visible traces have disappeared. 
These blood traces become visible under UV light - even at pinhead size. 

 
The luminol issue is essen<al in the Haysom murder case because I myself did the tes<ng on the 
rental car but was never able to present my results in court. 
A luminol examina<on of the bathroom at the crime scene reveals that the perpetrator(s) took a 
ǎƘƻǿŜǊ ŀǎŜǊ ŎƻƳƳƛǿƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛƳŜΣ ǿŀǎƘƛƴƎ ƻũ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǉǳŀƴғғŜǎ ƻŦ ōƭƻƻŘΦ 

 
From the crime scene photographs: 

 



April 5, 1985 
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Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛũ Carl H. Wells asks the FBI to perform a psychological ǇǊƻŬƭŜΦ 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ C.L ŬƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅǎƻƳ ƳǳǊŘŜǊǎΥ 

The FBI grants {ƘŜǊƛũ ²ŜƭƭǎΩ request and performs a psychological ǇǊƻŬƭŜΦ 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ C.L ŬƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅǎƻƳ ƳǳǊŘŜǊǎΥ 

(The FBI redacted the female ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘΩǎ name before releasing the document below under a 
Freedom of Informa<on Act request.) 

 

 
FBI Special Agent and tǊƻŬƭŜǊ Edward F. Sulzbach determines that the murders were commiQed by a 
woman in a close rela<onship to the vic<ms. 

 
From prosecutor James W. ¦ǇŘƛƪŜΩǎ leQer of June 18, 1985: 

 

In an interview for the documentary Ŭlm άYƛƭƭƛƴƎ for ƭƻǾŜΣέ Sulzbach says that he άǎŜvƭŜŘ on the 
ŘŀǳƎƘǘŜǊέ as the likeliest killer. (This Ŭlm/series is no longer available on streaming services, but 
DVDs are s<ll available for purchase.) 



April 6, 1985 
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5ŜǊŜƪ ŀƴŘ bŀƴŎȅ IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ ŘŀǳƎƘǘŜǊ IŀȅǎƻƳΣ ƛǎ ŀ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀΣ 
CharloQesville. She is Ŭrst interrogated on April 6, 1985, and immediately throws suspicion on 
another woman, Fontaine. 

 
From the trial transcript of August 11, 1987, page 11: 

 



April 8, 1985 
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We (the Regional Homicide Squad and the Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ Department) learn that a bloody 
ǎƴŜŀƪŜǊ ǇǊƛƴǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛƳŜ ǎŎŜƴŜΣ ƛǘŜƳ [wнΣ ǿŀǎ ƭŜǎ ōȅ ŀ ǎƛȊŜ у ǘƻ у ѹ ǿƻƳŀƴΩǎ ǎƘƻŜΦ 

 
From {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ Deputy C.L. .ŀƪŜǊΩǎ report of April 8, 1985: 

 

 



April 16, 1985 τ A 
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We (the Regional Homicide Squad and the Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ Department) learn that Haysom 
ǿŜŀǊǎ ŀ ǎƛȊŜ у ǿƻƳŀƴΩǎ ǎƘƻŜΦ 

 
From the trial transcript of June 18, 1990, page 16: 

 



April 16, 1985 τ B 
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²Ŝ όǘƘŜ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ IƻƳƛŎƛŘŜ {ǉǳŀŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ .ŜŘŦƻǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘύ ƭŜŀǊƴ ǘƘŀǘ IŀȅǎƻƳ 
smoked Merit cigareQes. Merit cigareQe buQs were recovered next to the front and rear doors of the 
Haysom house. 

 
From the trial transcript of June 18, 1990, pages 10 and 11 (Ricky tes<fying): 

 

 



Late May /  early June 1985 τ A 
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Haysom persuades her family that they should clean their ǇŀǊŜƴǘǎΩ house themselves before ƻũŜǊƛƴƎ 
it for sale. 

 
From the trial transcript of August 24, 1987, page 35: 

 

 

From the trial transcript of August 24, 1987, page 36: 
 



Late May /  early June 1985 ς B 
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Haysom is observed comparing her foot to a bloody sock print at the crime scene. 

From the trial transcript of August 24, 1987, page 36: 

 

Haysom is also observed cleaning the front screen door. 
 

From the trial transcript of October 6, 1987, pages 439 and 440: 
 

 

 
This could be ǎƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴǘ because type O blood τ presumably the ƪƛƭƭŜǊΩǎ blood τ is found on the 
handle of the door screen: item 6FE. Soering is excluded as a source of item 6FE by DNA tests 
conducted in 2009, as will be discussed below. 



June 7, 1985 
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The Bureau of Forensic Sciences determines that the sock print at the crime scene corresponds to a 
ǎƛȊŜ с ѹ ǘƻ т ѹ ǿƻƳŀƴΩǎ ǎƘƻŜ ƻǊ ŀ ǎƛȊŜ р ǘƻ с ƳŀƴΩǎ ǎƘƻŜΦ 

 
From the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis: 

 



June 25, 1985 τ A 
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I perform a luminol test on the car rented by Haysom on the weekend of the murders. I Ŭnd no trace 
of blood. 

 
From my leQer to Governor Ralph S. Northam of July 2, 2018: 

 

The accuracy of the luminol test result is ŎƻƴŬǊƳŜŘ twenty-eight years later, in 2013, by Ricky. 

 
From άWŜƴǎ Soering: New Turns in Infamous Virginia /ŀǎŜΣέ by Sandy Hausman, WVTF/Radio iQ, 
October 30, 2013: 

 

 
hQps://www.wvy.org/law-crime/2013-10-30/Soering-soering-new-turns-in-infamous-virginia-case 

http://www.wvy.org/law-crime/2013-10-30/Soering-soering-new-turns-in-infamous-virginia-case


June 25, 1985 τ B 
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The luminol test result is further ŎƻƴŬǊƳŜŘ by Sylvia Moore, the cleaning ǎǘŀũ at the car rental 
ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǿƘƻ ƛƴǎǇŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǊ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘΩǎ ǊŜǘǳǊƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƎŜƴŎȅ ƻƴ aŀǊŎƘ омΣ мфурΦ 

 
From the trial transcript of June 6, 1990, page 132: 

 

 



June 25, 1985 τ C 
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Luminol tests of the walkway and grass between the house and the driveway show that the ƪƛƭƭŜǊόǎΩύ 
shoes were s<ll very bloody when they les the house. If the rental car had been used to drive to the 
crime scene, there should have been blood found in the footwell. 

 
From the crime scene photographs: 

 

 

 



July 2, 1985 
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IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ Ŭngerprints are found on an Absolut Vodka boQle near her ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ body. 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΥ 
 

Both Derek and Nancy Haysom have elevated blood alcohol levels. 

From the two autopsy reports of April 5, 1985: 
 

 

 
Derek IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ body is found near the bar area with the Absolut Vodka boQle. 

From the Lynchburg Police Department crime scene sketches: 

 
 

 
Haysom had visited her ǇŀǊŜƴǘǎΩ house one week before the murders, so she could have les her 
ŬƴƎŜǊǇǊƛƴǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !ōǎƻƭǳǘ ±ƻŘƪŀ ōƻvƭŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǾƛǎƛǘΦ 



August 12, 1985 τ A 
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Forensic examiner (and later head of the serology sec<on of the Bureau of Forensic Sciences) Mary 
WŀƴŜ .ǳǊǘƻƴ ǎǳōƳƛǘǎ ŀ ƭŜƴƎǘƘȅ /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ ƘŜǊ ōƭƻƻŘ ǘȅǇƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƘŀƛǊ 
analyses. 

 
One ǎƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴǘ Ŭnding is that all four blood groups are present at the crime scene: Derek IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ A 
and Nancy IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ AB blood, but also B and O blood. This further strengthens my theory that there 
must have been at least two perpetrators, each of whom was injured during the struggle. 

 
From the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis: 

 

 



August 12, 1985 τ B 
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One of the samples of type O blood is item 6FE, on the handle of the screen door at the front 
entrance to the house. 

 
This blood must have been les by (one of) the perpetrator(s) since the vic<ms had type A and AB 
blood. 

 
 

From the crime scene photographs: 

 



August 12, 1985 τ C 
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There is also a sample of type B blood found at the crime scene: item 38K, found next to Nancy 
IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ ōƻŘȅΦ 

 
Like the type O blood, the type B blood, too, must have been les by (one of) the perpetrator(s) since 
the vic<ms had type A and AB blood. 

 
From the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis: 

 

 
From the crime scene photographs and Lynchburg Police Department crime scene sketches: 

 

 



August 12, 1985 τ D 
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Another ǎƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴǘ Ŭnding from the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis of August 12, 1985, is that (one of) the 
perpetrator(s) les a hair in the blood-stained bathroom sink. 

 
From the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis: 

 

 
The perpetrator(s) washed ƻũ blood in the sink, as can be seen by the bloody sock prints in front of 
ǘƘŜ ǎƛƴƪΦ ό¢ƘŜ ōƭŀŎƪ Řǳǎǘ ōŜƭƻǿ ƛǎ ŬƴƎŜǊǇǊƛƴǘ ǇƻǿŘŜǊΦύ 

 
From the crime scene photos and Lynchburg Police Department crime scene sketches: 

 

 



August 29, 1985 
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The Bureau of Forensic Sciences determines that sock print LR3 could have been les by IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ 
half-brother, Julian Haysom. 

 
 

From the /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ of Analysis: 

 



October 6, 1985 
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Ricky and I informally ques<on Soering at the Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ Department. 

 
From ά/ǊƛƳƛƴŀƭ inves<gator says Soering is ƛƴƴƻŎŜƴǘΣέ by Sandy Hausman, WVTF/Radio iQ, October 
11, 2016: 

 

 

 
hQps://www.wvy.org/news/2016-10-11/criminal-inves<gator-says-soering-is-innocent 

 
Soering is unable to explain why the mileage on the rental car matches the drive from Washington, 
D.C. to Lynchburg and back. Also, he is unwilling to provide Ŭngerprints, a blood sample and 
ŦƻƻǘǇǊƛƴǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŬǊǎǘ ǎǇŜŀƪƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΣ ŀ ²Ŝǎǘ DŜǊƳŀƴ ŎƻƴǎǳƭŀǊ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘΦ 

http://www.wvy.org/news/2016-10-11/criminal-inves


October 12 and 13, 1985 
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Soering and Haysom leave the United States for Europe. 
 

From an interview with me, published by the Washington Post on March 9, 2017: 
 

 

 
With paywall: 
hQps://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked- 
virginia-was-the-wrong-man-convicted/2017/03/07/44c60742-e8b2-11e6-80c2- 
30e57e57e05d_story.html 

 
Without paywall: 
hQps://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the- 
wrong-man-was-convicted/MOIPAHMHO6JFE2KWENQULYNFKE/ 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the-


November 18, 1985 
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Haysom is determined to have blood type B. (Roughly 10% of the popula<on have that blood type.) 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ŜǊғŬŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΥ 
 



Early April 1986 

34 

 

 

 
 

I re<re temporarily from the Bedford County {ƘŜǊƛũΩǎ Department. 
 

From an interview with me, published by the Washington Post on March 9, 2017: 
 

 
 

With paywall: 
hQps://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked- 
virginia-was-the-wrong-man-convicted/2017/03/07/44c60742-e8b2-11e6-80c2- 
30e57e57e05d_story.html 

 
Without paywall: 
hQps://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the- 
wrong-man-was-convicted/MOIPAHMHO6JFE2KWENQULYNFKE/ 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/magazine/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/world/in-1985-a-gruesome-double-murder-rocked-the-us-what-if-the-


April 30, 1986 
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Soering and Haysom are arrested in London, England. 

From the Cavalier Daily (U. Va.): 
 



May 1, 1986 
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In {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ and IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ possessions, Bri<sh police Ŭnd a diary describing their travels from the 
United States to Asia and Europe. 

 
From the trial photographs: 

 

 

 
This diary contains several passages that are obvious nonsense, like the one pictured above: Haysom 
writes that she has a brain tumor removed with experimental laser surgery. 

 
.ǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŀǎǎŀƎŜ ƛƴ IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ ƘŀƴŘǿǊƛғƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛғǎƘ ƻŶŎŜǊǎ ŬƴŘ ǎǳǎǇƛŎƛƻǳǎΦ hƴ 
October 12, she writes, ά¢ƘŜ case is about to be solved. Perhaps Ŭngerprints on ŎƻũŜŜ mug used by 
{ƻŜǊƛƴƎ ƛƴ .ŜŘŦƻǊŘ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ƎŀǾŜ ƘƛƳ ŀǿŀȅΦέ ό¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ wƛŎƪȅΩǎ ŀƴŘ Ƴȅ ǉǳŜǎғƻƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ 
Soering on October 6, 1985.) 

 
hƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛғǎƘ ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ 5ŜǘŜŎғǾŜ /ƻƴǎǘŀōƭŜ ¢ŜǊǊȅ ²ǊƛƎƘǘΣ ōŜƎƛƴǎ ŎŀƭƭƛƴƎ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǇƻƭƛŎŜ 
departments in towns called Bedford throughout the United States. Eventually, he reaches Bedford 
County, Virginia, and speaks with Ricky. 



June 5 to 8, 1986 τ A 
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Ricky ƅies to England and ques<ons Soering and Haysom for four days. 

 
At this point, he does not have enough evidence against either one of them to bring charges. 

 
 

From the trial transcript of June 7, 1990, page 138: 
 



June 5 to 8, 1986 τ B 

38 

 

 

 
Ricky is assisted by two Bri<sh ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ Detec<ve Sergeant Kenneth Beever and Detec<ve Constable 
¢ŜǊǊȅ ²ǊƛƎƘǘΦ !ǎ .ǊƛғǎƘ ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ƴƻ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎғƻƴ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ƳǳǊŘŜǊ ŎŀǎŜΦ 

 
 

From the trial transcript of June 7, 1990, pages 140: 

 



June 5, 1986 

39 

 

 

 
On ǘƘŜ ŬǊǎǘ day of ques<oning, Soering admits being at the crime scene, but each <me inves<gators 
ask him to admit killing the Haysoms, he refuses. At no point does he ever say that he harmed Derek 
and Nancy Haysom. 

 
 

From the transcript of the June 5, 1986, interroga<on, pages 13, 23, 24 and 32: 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



June 7, 1986 
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One of the Bri<sh ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ Kenneth Beever, asks Soering whether he could imagine pleading guilty to 
ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƘŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ŘƻΦ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎ ǎŀȅǎ ƘŜ ŎŀƴΦ 

 
 

From the transcript of the June 7, 1986, interroga<on, page 25: 
 



41 

 

 

June 8, 1986 τ A 
 
 

Soering gives a long, detailed confession. His statement is not tape-recorded. 
 

Soering claims that he went to Derek and bŀƴŎȅ IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ house, drank alcohol and ate with them, 
ǎƭƛǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǘƘǊƻŀǘǎΣ ƛƴƧǳǊŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ƘŀƴŘ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƪƛƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳΣ ǿƛǇŜŘ ŀǿŀȅ ŦƻƻǘǇǊƛƴǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƅƻƻǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ 
drove to Washington, D.C. to meet Haysom. 

 
 

Many details of {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ confession match the crime scene: 
 
 

Correct Detail #1 

The Haysoms had elevated blood alcohol levels τ see July 2, 1985 τ and there were used alcohol 
glasses and boQles found at the scene. This matches {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ claim that he drank alcohol with his 
vic<ms before killing them. 

 
From the crime scene photos: 

 



Correct Detail #2 
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The Haysoms ǎǳũŜǊŜŘ massive injuries to their throats. This matches {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ claim that he slit both 
ǾƛŎғƳǎΩ throats. 

 
 

From the autopsy reports: 

 

 
 

 



Correct Detail #3 
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There was a lot of blood on the ƅoor in the dining room. This matches {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ claim that he 
aQacked his vic<ms in the dining room. 

 
From the crime scene photos: 

 



Correct detail #4 
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Five samples of type O blood were found at the crime scene: one in the bedroom and four on the 
ŦǊƻƴǘ ŘƻƻǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƳŀǘŎƘŜǎ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƛƴƧǳǊŜŘ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƪƛƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ IŀȅǎƻƳǎΦ 

 
From the Lynchburg Police Department crime scene sketches: 

 



Correct detail #5 
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The killer(s) wiped blood on the ƅoor. This matches {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ claim that he wiped away footprints on 
ǘƘŜ ƅƻƻǊΦ 

 
From the crime scene photos: 
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June 8, 1986 τ B 
 
 

But there are several details of {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ confession that are obviously incorrect. 
 
 

Incorrect Detail #1 
 

Soering says that Nancy Haysom wore jeans. But in reality, she wore a housecoat. 

From the crime scene photos: 

 



Incorrect Detail #2 
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Soering says a long, violent struggle took place at the dining room table. But the candles<cks and 
wine glass on the table are s<ll standing, and the cards on the mantelpiece have not been knocked 
down. 

 
 

From the crime scene photos: 

 



Incorrect Detail #3 

48 

 

 

Soering says he cut his own hand during the struggle and bled heavily in the rental car. 

From the trial transcript of June 7, 1990, pages 221 and 224: 
 

 

 

 
But τ see June 25, 1985 τ A and τ B τ both the luminol test and Sylvia Moore indicate there was 
ƴƻ ǘǊŀŎŜ ƻŦ ōƭƻƻŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǊΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ άǎǇƻǘƭŜǎǎΦέ 



Incorrect Detail #4 
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Soering makes no men<on of taking a shower aser killing the Haysoms. But τ see April 4, 1985 τ B 
τ (one of) the perpetrator(s) ŘŜŬƴƛǘŜƭȅ washed ƻũ a lot of blood in the shower. 

 
 

Incorrect Detail #5 

Soering says he killed Derek and Nancy Haysom. But τ see April 5, 1985 τ FBI Special Agent Edward 
{ǳƭȊōŀŎƘΩǎ ǇǊƻŬƭŜ ǎŀȅǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳǳǊŘŜǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻƳƳƛvŜŘ ōȅ ŀ female ǇŜǊǇŜǘǊŀǘƻǊ ǿƘƻ ǿŀǎ άǾŜǊȅ 
closely related to the ǾƛŎғƳǎΦέ (Soering only met the Haysoms one <me, for a brief lunch more than a 
month before the murders.) 

 
 

Incorrect Detail #6 
 

Soering wears a ƳŜƴΩǎ size 8 ½ shoe. 
 
 

From the trial transcript of June 19, 1990, page 70: 

 

 
However τ see April 8, 1985 τ A τ shoe print LR2 was made by an άу to 8 ѹ ǿƻƳŀƴΩǎ shoe or a 
small ōƻȅΩǎ ǎƘƻŜΦέ 

 
 

Incorrect Detail #7 
 

Again, Ricky has four days to no<ce that Soering has normal-size feet. But τ see June 7, 1985 τ sock 
ǇǊƛƴǘ [wо άŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘǎ ǘƻ Χ ŀ size 5 to 6 ƳŀƴΩǎ ǎƘƻŜΦέ ¢Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳŀƴΩǎ ŦƻƻǘΦ 

 
 

Incorrect Detail #8 
 

Soering says there were three people in the house when the crime occurred: Derek and Nancy 
Haysom and himself. But τ see August 25, 1985 τ there were four blood groups found at the scene. 

 
Probably Incorrect Detail #9 

 
Soering says he killed Derek and Nancy Haysom alone. But τ see April 4, 1985 τ A τ it seems highly 
ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ŀvŀŎƪŜǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƪƛƭƭ ǘǿƻ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ ǘǿƻ ŘƛũŜǊŜƴǘ ǊƻƻƳǎ όƪƛǘŎƘŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ǊƻƻƳύ 
separated by a third room (dining room). 



June 8, 1986 τ C 
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Aser Soering gives his confession, Ricky and the two Bri<sh ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ Kenneth Beever and Terry 
Wright, ques<on Haysom. She admits commiwng the crime herself τ but then withdraws her 
confession immediately, saying she was only being face<ous. 

 
 

From the trial transcript of June 14, 1990, page 113: 
 



June 8, 1986 τ D 
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IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ confession τ άL did it myself. Χ I got ƻũ on ƛǘΦέ τ is corroborated by: 

¶ FBI Special Agent Edward {ǳƭȊōŀŎƘΩǎ crime scene ǇǊƻŬƭŜ τ see April 5, 1985 

¶ the presence at the crime scene of a shoe print matching IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ size (item LR2) τ see 
April 8 and April 16, 1985 τ A 

¶ IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ brother Dr. Howard Haysom observing Haysom comparing her foot to the sock 
print at the crime scene τ see late May/early June 1985 

¶ the presence of a sock print only half a size smaller than her foot size (item LR3) τ see June 
7, 1985 

¶ the presence of IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ Ŭngerprints on a vodka boQle near her inebriated ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ body 
(item 17LR) τ see July 2, 1985 

¶ the presence of IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ blood type (type B) near her ƳƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ body (item 38K) τ see 
August 12 and November 19, 1985 

¶ the presence of Merit cigareQe buQs, IŀȅǎƻƳΩǎ favorite brand, next to the front and rear 
doors of the Haysom house τ see April 16, 1985 τ B 

 
But in spite of all this, Ricky and the two Bri<sh ƻŶŎŜǊǎΣ Kenneth Beever and Terry Wright, do not 
push Haysom to add details to her confession. Instead, they allow Haysom to withdraw her 
ŎƻƴŦŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŀ ƧƻƪŜΦ {ƘŜ ǘƘŜƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜǾŜƴǘǎΦ 



June 9-12, 1986 
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Aser Soering gives his confession, Ricky makes no ŜũƻǊǘ to corroborate or refute his statement. 

From the trial transcript of June 7, 1990, pages 189 to 190: 

 
 



June 13, 1986 
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On Friday the 13th, just Ŭve days aser giving his confession, Soering is indicted for capital murder. He 
now faces execu<on in the electric chair. 

 
 

From the Florida Department of Correc<ons/Doug Smith (Public Domain): 

 



June 14, 1986, onward 
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Aser {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ indictment, Ricky makes no further aQempts to gather forensic evidence. 

From the trial transcript of June 5, 1990, page 249: 
 



Fall 1986 
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Aser Soering is indicted, his Bri<sh aQorneys make several aQempts to save his life from execu<on. 
 

In their Ŭrst aQempt, they try to persuade the Bri<sh courts to reduce the extradi<on charges from 
murder to the lesser (Bri<sh) charge of άƳŀƴǎƭŀǳƎƘǘŜǊ by reason of diminished ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅΦέ The 
maximum penalty for manslaughter is 10 years in prison, not execu<on. 

 
¢ƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛғǎƘ ŎƻǳǊǘǎΣ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ŀvƻǊƴŜȅǎ ŬǊǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ǇǎȅŎƘƛŀǘǊƛŎ 
diagnoses to jus<fy the reduc<on of charges. In the fall of 1986, two psychiatrists examine both 
Soering and Haysom. They diagnose Haysom with borderline schizophrenia (called borderline 
personality disorder today) and Soering with folie à deux (called shared delusional disorder today). 

 
From the psychiatric reports of Dr. HenrieQa Bullard and Dr. John R. Hamilton: 

 

 

 
In order to obtain this diagnosis, Soering has to repeat his story, that he killed Derek and Nancy 
Haysom, to the two psychiatrists. But this is not a confession in the legal sense, and his statements to 
the psychiatrists cannot be used against him at his trial in Virginia. 

 
¢ƘŜ .ǊƛғǎƘ ŎƻǳǊǘǎ ǊŜƧŜŎǘ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ŀvƻǊƴŜȅǎΩ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǊǳƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄŀŎǘ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
charges should be determined not by Bri<sh but by American courts, since the crime took place in 
the United States. 



December 30, 1986 
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!ǎŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŬǊǎǘ ŀvŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǎŀǾŜ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ŜȄŜŎǳғƻƴ ŦŀƛƭǎΣ Ƙƛǎ ŀvƻǊƴŜȅǎ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ŀvŜƳǇǘΦ 
They try to have Soering extradited to Germany. Under German law, he could be tried there for the 
murders that occurred in the United States. In Germany, there is no death penalty. 

 
But for Soering to be sent to Germany, the German government must Ŭle an extradi<on request to 
the Bri<sh government. This requires some evidence to show that the accused may be responsible 
for the crime with which he is to be charged. But the German government has no such evidence, 
since the American government refuses to provide the German government a legally valid copy of 
the confession that Soering gave on June 8. 

 
To obtain evidence ǎǳŶŎƛŜƴǘ to jus<fy a German extradi<on request, {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ aQorneys arrange for 
a German prosecutor to come to England to obtain another confession. Hoping to save his own life 
from execu<on, Soering repeats the story he told Ricky six months earlier. 

 
¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƳƛƴƻǊ ŘƛũŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ wƛŎƪȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ DŜǊƳŀƴ 
prosecutor, but on the whole they are similar. The confession to the German prosecutor is later used 
ŀǘ {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ ǘǊƛŀƭ ƛƴ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀΦ 

 
 

From the German public ǇǊƻǎŜŎǳǘƻǊΩǎ ƻŶŎŜΥ 
 

 
This second aQempt to save Soering from the death penalty also fails. The Bri<sh courts reject the 
German extradi<on request and grant the American request. {ƻŜǊƛƴƎΩǎ aQorneys then Ŭle an appeal 
to the European Court of Human rights. 



August 24, 1987 τ A 
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Unlike Soering, Haysom does not face the death penalty. In the spring of 1987 she is extradited to 
Virginia and, on August 24, pleads guilty to two counts of Ŭrst-degree murder under § 18.2-32 of the 
/ƻŘŜ ƻŦ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀ ƻŦ мфрлΣ ŀǎ ŀƳŜƴŘŜŘΦ IŀȅǎƻƳ ŀŘŘǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘǎ άŀǎ ŀƴ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƻǊȅ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘέ ǘƻ 
ƘŜǊ ǇƭŜŀΣ ōǳǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀ ƭŀǿΣ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŀƪŜǎ ƴƻ ƭŜƎŀƭ ŘƛũŜǊŜƴŎŜΦ 

 
From the trial transcript of August 24, 1987, pages 4 and 5: 

 

 

 

 

 
From the trial transcript of June 14, 1990, pages 93 to 94: 

 

 










































































































































































































