Richard L. Hudson, Jr
Detective Sergeant (Retired) – Charlottesville Police Department
Hudson Consulting and Investigations, LLC

September 12, 2017
Governor, Terry McAuliffe
Patrick Henry Building, 3rd Floor
1111 East Broad Street
Richmond, VA 23219

Re: Petition for Pardon Submitted by Jens Soering

Dear Governor McAuliffe:
My name is Richard Hudson. I am retired from the Charlottesville Police Department
with more than 26 years’ service. The majority of that time was spent as a Detective (more than
13 years) and as a Detective Sergeant (more than 5 years). During my tenure investigating
crimes, I was charged with investigating homicides and supervising homicide investigations. I
also was a certified instructor with the Virginia Department of Criminal Justice Services and
taught many years at the Central Shenandoah Criminal Justice Training Academy. My training
curriculums focused on Search and Seizure, Interviews and Interrogations, and Death
Investigations - among other subjects. I was centrally involved in homicide investigations for
almost 20 years in Charlottesville. During that time I traveled across most of the country and also
to the United Kingdom in search of suspects that committed homicides in Charlottesville. I also
served as a Crime Scene Investigator in my tenure at the Charlottesville Police Department. At
the time of my retirement from the Charlottesville Police Department in 2009 I began work as
the Staff Investigator for the Chandler Law Group based in Charlottesville with offices across the
state of Virginia. I held that position until the Law Firm ceased doing business in 2016. I
continue to do investigative work for Attorneys on a case by case basis. In 2009 I also
volunteered my services to the Albemarle County Sheriff's Office as a reserve Deputy Sheriff
conducting background investigations on new applicants for that Law Enforcement Agency. I am
still a sworn Law Enforcement Officer with almost 35 years experience. I am currently the sitting
Chairman of the Jefferson Area Crimestoppers Organization.
I am a conservative Republican and I don't generally think releasing criminals from the
penitentiary is a good idea. I am persuaded, however, that Mr. Soering could not be convicted

today on the evidence, science and analysis that has now been developed. I further affirmatively
believe that the evidence shows that Mr. Soering is innocent of killing the Haysoms.
My Review
In May of this year I was contacted by Sheriff J.E. “Chip” Harding and Attorney Steven
Rosenfield with respect to assisting them in reviewing the Derek and Nancy Haysom homicides
that took place in Bedford County, VA in March 1985. Mr. Rosenfield currently represents Jens
Soering who was convicted in the Bedford County Circuit Court of these murders in June 1990. I
am working pro bono on this case. My agreement with Mr. Rosenfield was that I would follow
the evidence wherever it leads and report honestly my findings to him. This letter to you is the
culmination of my review. I estimate that I have spent over 250 hours investigating this case.
I began reviewing documents and reports from the Bedford Sheriff's Office, The Virginia
Department of Forensic Science (hereinafter DFS), and transcripts of the Bedford County Circuit
Court proceedings of both Elizabeth Haysom and Jens Soering. These transcripts included
suppression hearings, expert testimony, witness testimony, a guilty plea by Elizabeth Haysom
and the trial of Jens Soering. I also reviewed crime scene photographs and all publicly accessible
evidence held in the custody of the Bedford County Circuit Court Clerk's Office. I also
conducted interviews of Steven Rosenfield, Attorney Gail Ball who represented Soering at
several of his Parole hearings, Past Deputy Attorney General Gail Marshall who represented
Soering in his Habeas Petition and his Repatriation efforts. All of these attorneys have spent
hundreds of hours with the evidence and reports as they relate to this case and believe Jens
Soering to be innocent of the murders of Derek and Nancy Haysom. Gail Ball retained Retired
Master Detective David Watson from the Prince William Police Department to assist her in
investigating the homicide case when she was representing Soering with his potential Parole
possibility. Watson was turned away by potential witnesses with no comment and threats to call
the police if he persisted in trying to speak with them. Watson told me during his investigation,
he could find no physical evidence to link Soering to the Haysom crime scene. I also interviewed
Retired Sheriff's Investigator Chuck Reid of the Bedford County Sheriff's Office who was one of
the initial responders to the Haysom murder scene and was the Senior Investigator at the Bedford
Sheriff's Office when the Haysom murders occurred. Chuck Reid says he does not believe that
Jens Soering was present at the time Derek and Nancy Haysom were murdered. Finally, I read in
detail the lengthy report submitted by Sheriff Harding to you.
Sheriff Harding and I reached out to the current Bedford County Sheriff, Mike Brown,
who declined to discuss the case with us; Brown was not the Sheriff in 1985 when the Haysom
murders occurred. We also contacted Major Ricky Gardner of the Bedford County Sheriff's
Office who was the primary investigator in the Haysom homicide. Major Gardner declined to
speak with us about the case citing that he was confident in his belief that Jens Soering killed
Derek and Nancy Haysom and the defense DNA expert was using inappropriate and inaccurate
information to reach the conclusion that Soering was eliminated as a contributor of genetic

material found at the crime scene. Gardner went on to say that he was too busy to meet with us to
discuss our findings and assessments of the genetic evidence that had been reevaluated and
reclassified by the 2009 DNA testing. Sheriff Harding and I did have the opportunity to have a
meeting with Mr. Wes Nance who is the current Commonwealth's Attorney of Bedford County.
Mr Nance was not the Commonwealth's Attorney for Bedford County at the time of these
murders and knew nothing of the case but what media reports he had seen. As we discussed our
investigation with Mr. Nance, it was obvious he knew nothing of the complexities of the case as
it related to the serology and DNA evidence. Mr. Nance was not able to hear our entire
presentation due to time limitations but we left documents for his review and he said he would
contact Major Gardner about the case. When Nance reconnected with me he said that he had
spoken with Major Gardner and would not be reviewing the Haysom homicides. Nance said that
Gardner reported that the right people had been arrested and that the case was now before the
Governor's Pardon and Parole Board.
I also spent a number of hours interviewing Jens Soering at the penitentiary in
Buckingham County where he is currently incarcerated. At the time I interviewed Soering, I
found his answers to the questions I put to him to be reasonable and accurate as best I could
determine. There is no question that Soering participated with Elizabeth Haysom in the efforts to
avoid the authorities beginning in September 1985 and continuing until their capture in London
the following year. I did not find any indication from Soering's interview that he was present at
the time the Haysoms were murdered, nor did I find any indication that Soering participated in
the pre-planning of the murders of Derek and Nancy Haysom.
There were multiple potential witnesses to the case or other people associated with the
case that were identified by some means in 1985 that we attempted to contact. All parties either
declined to speak with us or did not respond to multiple messages asking for a meeting or a
conversation.
During the course of my review of this case I had the opportunity to look at more than
several hundred crime scene photographs and compare those photos to the genetic evidence that
was collected and the locations of those samples in the crime scene. (See attachment to this
letter, crime scene sketch and evidence location). I also compared the evidentiary findings to the
Court Transcripts as the evidence related to arguments made by the Attorneys. In 1986 and 1990
blood stain evidence was introduced in court from five rooms in the Haysom house. Prosecuting
Attorney James Updike characterized some of the blood stains in the Haysom house in his
arguments as "alien" blood. Mr Updike went on to suggest that the "alien" blood, specifically
type O, belonged to Jens Soering. For reference purposes, Derek Haysom's blood type has been
identified as Type A. Nancy Haysom's blood type has been identified as Type AB. Elizabeth
Haysom's blood type has been identified as Type B, and Jens Soering's blood type has been
identified as Type O. Obviously Nancy Haysom and Elizabeth Haysom would have an X,X
chromosome in their DNA with Jens and Derek having the Y,X chromosome in their DNA.
In 2009, there were approximately 50 genetic samples, 42 of which were blood stains,
that had been collected from the Haysom crime scene in 1985 that were reexamined using DNA
technology and not ABO Serology technology. During the 2009 examination by Bode

Technology (at the request of DFS from the files of state serologist Mary Jane Burton), the
"alien" blood found on the inside handle of the screen door at the Front Entrance (labeled 6FE)
of the Haysom house was found to eliminate Jens Soering as a contributor. The blood was
scientifically identified (using ABO technology and DNA technology) as being type O blood
with a Y chromosome. This means it was contributed by a male and Jens Soering has been
scientifically eliminated as the male contributing this blood stain. Additionally there is another
blood stain that has been identified on the threshold of the front door (identified as 7FE#1) This
stain was examined using ABO technology and DNA technology . The result of those two
examinations reveal this stain to have been contributed by a person with AB type blood and it
also shows a Y chromosome. So, a male with AB(y) blood left that blood stain on the front
entrance threshold. Additionally there was AB blood discovered in the kitchen of the Haysom
house. During the 2009 DNA analysis of the 42 items submitted in 1985, there was a stain found
on the kitchen counter top that was identified to be AB(y). This stain was identified as 23K#1.
Using the information that has been scientifically substantiated, it is impossible for Jens Soering
to have contributed the O type male blood located on the front door handle OR the AB type male
blood at the front door threshold and on the kitchen counter top. This can only suggest that there
are two unidentified male subjects bleeding in the Haysom crime scene.
There is no genetic or scientific evidence to connect Jens Soering to the Haysom crime
scene. The discovery of the blood evidence described above completely undercuts the
prosecutor’s theory that Jens Soering was present at the crime and that he left his blood there.
The scientific evidence now demonstrates that two unknown men left their blood at the crime
scene. Moreover, a “shot” glass was found on a table near where Derek Haysom’s body was
found with an unidentified fingerprint; neither Elizabeth Hayson’s prints nor Mr. Soering’s prints
matched.
There has been speculation that mistakes were made in the 1985 analysis of the crime
scene blood stains and some of the blood stains may be mixtures of more than one contributor. In
2017, Dr. Moses Schanfield, renowned serology and DNA expert at George Washington
University School of Forensic Science (see Exhibit 65W) reviewed both the serology reports
from the DFS and the DNA reports from Bode Technology and confirmed with scientific
certainty that the blood stains at 7FE#1, 23K#1 and 6FE were neither mistakes in the ABO
typing nor were they mixtures of any type. These three samples that were left were that of two
different male contributors; neither of them being Jens Soering or Derek Haysom. In September,
2017, Dr. J. Thomas McClintock of DNA Diagnostics, Inc. reviewed the materials considered by
Dr. Schanfield and compared those materials with the ABO typing supplied by DFS and the
DNA analysis provided by BODE Technology. McClintock concurs that there are unknown male
contributions of the blood stains at 7FE#1, 23K#1 and 6FE. To my knowledge these expert’s
opinions have not been refuted by any other serology/DNA analysis. This science has to be
compelling.
With respect to a total overview of the investigation conducted by the Bedford Sheriff's
Office I recognize that they had limited means, inexperienced investigators and little solid
scientific testing that now renders their work unsupportable.. This is a very complicated case

with many twists and turns. It is impossible to make a competent assessment of the case without
spending many, many hours reviewing and digesting the statements and testimony presented in
various court proceedings and then compare those statements with what the evidence really is.
There is evidence that is critical to the case that was never presented by the prosecution or the
defense. It may be that the prosecution didn't want to introduce it and the defense didn't
recognize the importance of it.
In the complete review of the case, it is most likely that the murders occurred on the
evening of March 30, 1985. To reach that conclusion we must rely on very different statements
made by Jens Soering and Elizabeth Haysom. We do know that Elizabeth and Jens had checked
into the Key Bridge Marriott in Washington, D.C. on Friday March 29, 1985 driving a car
Elizabeth had rented in Charlottesville. On Sunday March 31, 1985 that rental car was returned
to the rental agency in Charlottesville. We next know that the deceased bodies of Derek and
Elizabeth Haysom were discovered by Annie Massie on Wednesday April 3, 1985. From this
point forward the analysis of the statements by both Jens Soering and Elizabeth Haysom
becomes very complicated. Both Soering and Haysom tell multiple stories of the events that
surely don't match the evidence - exactly. In some cases the statements are far from accurate. I
believe the discrepancies in the statements are easily explained. The statements made by
Elizabeth Haysom are lies and the statements made by Jens Soering are inaccurate because he
wasn't present in the Haysom house at the time the murders took place. A major conflict is who
went to Bedford on the 30th of March, who stayed in D.C. and what each of them did in each
place at what time.
It appears to me that once they obtained a confession from Soering (as unreliable as it
was) and incriminating statements from Elizabeth, they stopped investigating the case. This
happens sometimes with law enforcement and is seen as confirmation bias; looking only for
evidence to support one theory.
Elizabeth explains that she is walking down the street in Georgetown at 2:00 a.m. and
coincidentally encounters Jens driving up the street she happens to be walking on, in the rental
car, and wrapped only in a bloody bed sheet. Jens says in his statement that he was wearing a
sweatshirt belonging to Derek Haysom taken from the Haysom home and no other clothes. Then
Jens says he stayed in D.C. and Elizabeth showed up at 2:00 a.m. wearing different clothes than
she was wearing when she left earlier in the day to go buy drugs. There is never any reference
made to a “bed sheet” by Jens and to my knowledge, this sheet is never referenced any further,
except by Elizabeth. In reviewing the crime scene photos, there is a sheet obviously missing
from the bed in the Haysom master bedroom (see attached photograph). When Elizabeth
described Jens covered in blood wrapped in a sheet, the Bedford supervisory staff at Bedford
Sheriff's Office sends Investigator Chuck Reid to luminol the car with instructions only to
inspect the drivers area of the vehicle: seat, steering, floor, other controls. Reid luminols the area
of the vehicle he was instructed to examine and finds absolutely no evidence of blood staining or
residue. Chuck Reid acknowledges the entire car should have been examined using the luminol
technique but he was following directions from his supervisor. Every other time luminol was
employed at the crime scene to determine blood staining or residue it was successful, both

outside the Haysom house and also in the shower in the bathroom. When Elizabeth was asked
about the blood in the car, she said that Jens told her to clean it with Coca Cola. Impossible, but
the Bedford folks bought it (there were no cola stains found by the woman who inspected the
rented car upon its return).
The Bedford Sheriff's Office staff had identified the excess mileage on the rental car
within two weeks of the bodies being discovered, but neglected to send any investigators to the
Key Bridge Marriott to interview staff or attempt to collect evidence related to the room service
or charges for over a year after the homicides. By that time, the hotel staff couldn't identify who
was in the room or when room service was delivered. Had that been done in April, 1985, we
would know who was in the room when the food order was delivered. Both Jens and Elizabeth
described ordering food from room service and described paying the person who delivered the
order. Elizabeth's description of the order was completely out of line with the charge on the hotel
records: the total charge that was retained in the Marriott records didn't support the amount of
food and alcohol that Elizabeth said she ordered. Jens description of items he ordered was in line
with hotel restaurant pricing. Only one room service order went to their room that day/night so
that they couldn't both be right. Bedford bought Elizabeth's version.
Elizabeth also confessed to killing her parents when she was interviewed in London. She
said she "I did it myself . . . I got off on it". The Bedford authorities dismissed that. When Jens
was being questioned about the location of the bodies and where the assaults occurred in the
house, he described an event that doesn't fit the crime scene and blood stain patterns. Jens said he
attacked both Haysoms in the dining room and he positioned the bodies in a sketch for the
authorities when he was being interviewed in London in 1986. The following day he said he had
made a mistake and asked to see the sketch again and moved the body’s final resting place.
Based on his description as I understand it, he moved the bodies to a worse location than he
placed them in the day before. If he was covering for Elizabeth, as he said, why would he move
them unless he didn't think he got them positioned in the place she told him they were. The blood
pattern analysis in the kitchen where Nancy Haysom came to rest shows linear drip patterns on
the counter top. There are two ABO blood types in those drip patterns at location 23K: there is
Type AB blood with a Y chromosome (unknown male) and there is Type A blood (Derek
Haysom's blood type) that is in a linear drip pattern inches away from the AB blood drip pattern.
That suggests to me that Derek Haysom was bleeding in the kitchen. In Soering's statement he
says that he cut Derek's throat in the dining room and Derek went toward the living room where
he expired. Derek was stabbed and cut 48 times, with 14 of those stab wounds in his back as he
was trying to get away. He also showed “defensive wounds” by the medical examiner. Most all
of the blood staining on the floor in the dining room area has been purposefully obliterated by
the assailant(s), as were the blood stains near Nancy Haysom’s body; so I can't get any more
information from that. There was a letter written by a Bedford County Sheriff's Office Official to
block Soering's release/deportation to Germany to then Governor Bob McDonnell suggesting
that the Soering and Elizabeth Haysom statements were "identical" regarding the murders of
Derek and Nancy Haysom. There are very few similarities in the statements that I have read,
except the fact that Derek and Nancy Haysom were brutally murdered and their throats were cut.

