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Abstract

The case described below concerns the actions of a serial killer. Based on analyses of traces and manifestations of the actions of
the offender in three different situations (5 murders), forensic psychologists were expected to give their opinions as to whether
they could have been committed by the same person. An important element of the expert report contributing to provision of a pos-
itive answer to the question posed by the prosecution was reconstruction of the offender’s motivation. On the basis of analysis of
the offender’s actions it was ascertained that in all cases the offender organised the scene in such a way as to, above all, satisfy his
sadistic drives and needs. His behaviour — reconstructed on the basis of evidence collected during the investigation — was com-
pletely inconsistent with the suspect’s statements, according to which the murders were carried out by him in order to gain mate-

rial benefits.
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1. Introduction. Reasons for consulting forensic
psychologists

One of the main aims of investigative psychology
is psychological profiling, that is drawing inferences
about the traits of an unknown offender on the basis of
analysis of an act committed [1, 10, 13]. Analysis and
interpretation of victimological data, manifestations of
the behaviour of the offender at the crime scene, loca-
tion and the time of crime allow us to draw up a psy-
cho-physical description of the unknown perpetrator,
i.e. a so-called profile. The results of the work of the
profiler usually serve to narrow down the number of
suspects, and also indicate further directions of inves-
tigation. Such a profile is drawn up in a situation where
no suspect has been determined/established, or where
the investigation is not focused on a specific person

[4, 12]. On the basis of a psychological analysis of
a series of crimes committed by an unknown perpetra-
tor(s), it is also possible to ascertain whether they were
all committed by the same person or by various per-
sons [3, 7, 9]. In such cases, we may be dealing with
a suspect, to whom commission of some acts may be
attributed without difficulty, but for whom there is no
data indicating unambiguously that he was also the
perpetrator of others.

The case described below concerns just such a situ-
ation. The prosecution asked experts to assess
whether, on the basis of a psychological interpretation
of traces and manifestations of the offender’s behav-
iour in three different cases (5 homicides), it is possi-
ble to ascertain that they were committed by the same
person.
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The investigation being conducted concerned
a suspect referred to as Krzysztof G. Certain psy-
cho-physical characteristics of the suspect corre-
sponded to traces revealed in the second case. During
questioning, Krzysztof G. denied being the perpetra-
tor, changed his statements many times, once even
pleaded guilty, but finally denied having any connec-
tion with these killings. The events below are de-
scribed chronologically (it should be mentioned that
this was the first psychological expert report carried
out in this field by experts from the Department of Fo-
rensic Psychology, Institute of Forensic Research).

2. Description of events
2.1. Murder of Violetta L.

On February 6, 2001 at about 22.00 in Poznan,
a 17-year-old prostitute, Violetta L., was shot in
arented apartment. Several other prostitutes belonging
to the same escort agency were near her apartment. All
were being watched by bodyguards. Violetta L.’s ser-
vices were advertised in a local newspaper in the
“Contacts” column with epithets such as “beautiful
blue-eyed” or “lonely eighteen-year-old girl”. Two
different mobile phone numbers were given. When the
homicide was discovered, the body of Violetta L. was
lying on its side on the floor in a pool of blood. She was
wearing a shiny sleeveless blouse and black pants
(knickers); next to her legs were high-heeled shoes.
She had been shot twice: in the chest and in the head.
According to experts, shots were fired from above, at
close range, but they were not contact shots. The head
wound was probably inflicted second. There were no
traces of semen in/on her body or next to it.

It was determined that on the day of the murder the
victim could not have possessed more than several
hundred Polish zloty. In her apartment, there no clear
traces of searching, yet no money was found either.
There were two mobile phones in a visible place in the
kitchen.

2.1.1. Manifestations of perpetrator’s actions

According to the case files, at about 14.00 on the
day of the murder, a client came to Violetta L., whom,
however, she did not let in as he looked suspicious. In
a description given to her girlfriend, he was described
as being about 40 years old, about 6 feet tall, and with
a limp. He had reddish blond hair and a “large and
prominent” moustache that looked as if it had been
stuck on. On that day, Violetta L. had an appointment

with her neighbour-friends from the agency to go to
a solarium after 21.00. From the testimony of one of
these friends, it transpires that at about 21.30-21.40,
Violetta was ready to go, but suddenly changed her
mind. She answered the phone and said that “a client is
already on his way, in the elevator”. Their colleagues
(bodyguards at the agency) who were waiting in the
car had, a little earlier, seen a man with a shoulder bag,
wearing a leather jacket and glasses, walking near the
entrance to the building.

It may be inferred that the perpetrator arranged the
meeting with his victim (as a client) just before (the
meeting) and came just after 21.30. According to her
girlfriends, Violetta only very rarely accepted clients
after 20.00, for example, when a client offered a con-
siderable amount of money for her services. Most
probably, Violetta L. was undressing in a hurry to pre-
pare herself to host her client. Her jacket hanging on
the door to the room was indicative of this.

A lack of signs of activity by the offender in the
apartment indicated that most probably he shot his vic-
tim soon after he entered the apartment. Just before he
fired, he switched on the TV and turned the volume up
to maximum. This is indicated by the testimony of her
neighbour from a lower floor, who said that about
21.00 or soon after she suddenly heard very loud music
and a single short scream of a woman.

According to the forensic medical doctor, the shot
to the chest might have been fired when the victim was
kneeling (however, analysis of data collected at the
scene suggested that the victim was rather sitting on
a small chair), and the second shot to her head was
fired when she was already lying down. The perpetra-
tor most probably took some money from the victim’s
apartment and then left the scene in a hurry without
switching off the TV and light. On the walls of the
staircase, small blood stains were found, suggesting
that the offender left using the stairs, and not the lift.
He left the building unnoticed by bodyguards sitting in
a car.

2.2. Murders of Lena H. and Janusz S.

Further murders took place on February 9, 2001 in
Wroctaw, at about 17.00—18.00. In a rented apartment,
2 persons were shot: 32-year-old prostitute Lena H.
from Ukraine, and 25-year-old Janusz S. — her body-
guard and also her partner. According to the neigh-
bours, Lena H. was a very silent, non-confrontational
lodger, who kept her home clean and tidy. None of her
neighbours suspected her of being a prostitute. She ad-
vertised her services in a local paper under captions
such as “attractive Czech girl”, or “small, dark, dis-
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crete”. She provided a contact mobile phone number.
During the investigation, it was determined that both
victims were shot with the same gun with which
Violetta L. had been shot. Both bodies were found on
the kitchen floor, completely dressed, partially cov-
ered by jackets. Lena had golden jewellery on her neck
and hands.

During the post-mortem it was stated that the cause
of death of Lena was a gunshot wound to her head. The
victim also had four other gunshot wounds, including
a wound in the right lumbar-hip area, a wound on her
right hand and penetrating bullet wounds of the right
hand and a finger of her left hand. According to ex-
perts, these wounds were not caused by contact shots.
What is more, the corpse also had injuries such as abra-
sions and ecchymosis on her neck and in the
infraclavicular area, suggesting that the victim was
strangled before death. There were also abrasions on the
hands and minor ecchymosis of the mucous membrane
of the vagina. Experts stated that the head wound was
the last to be inflicted and had “characteristics of
wounds typical for execution victims”. Traces of semen
were not found either in/on the body or near it.

From Janusz S.’s autopsy record, it transpires that he
was shot three times: in the chest, in the buttocks, and in
the head. Moreover, four stab wounds were found on
the corpse: one on his neck, one on his stomach, and two
on the abdomen, as well as several cut wounds on his
neck of varying depth. There were also abrasions on the
left ear, neck, and left knee. The gunshot wound to the
head and the stab wound to the neck were the causes of
death. According to experts, the type and distribution of
cut wounds of the neck and stab wounds of the stomach
suggested that the dead man could have been tortured
before death. The gunshot wound to the head was in-
flicted last and had characteristics of wounds found in
victims of execution. The shotgun wounds to the head
were not contact ones.

During inspection of the crime scene earprints on
the inside side of the front door were found, and it was
ascertained that the peephole was filled with plasti-
cine. The front door was locked, and the key (to the
front door) was found in the apartment; however, the
balcony door to one of the rooms was open. The lights
and TV were on and a radio was playing. On the room
floor, signs of wiping blood stains from the floor were
found. There were no signs that the flat had been
searched. In the apartment, mobile phones of the vic-
tims were also found, which were switched off at the
time of the crime scene inspection. No money was
found.

2.2.1. Manifestations of the perpetrator’s actions

It may be assumed that the perpetrator contacted
Lena H. by phone and came to her as a client. The com-
pletely dressed corpse of Lena H. does not suggest she
had fully prepared herself for “rendering services”.
Most probably, the perpetrator killed the victims
shortly after coming to their flat. The murder of the
man was committed by shooting three bullets in him
and, moreover, the perpetrator stabbed him 4 times in
his neck and stomach, and additionally inflicted on
him several superficial, cut wounds to the neck, which
were not inflicted to kill, but in order to maltreat the
victim.

In the case of Lena H., the offender strangled her,
but this was not the cause of her death — which was the
result of a gunshot wound to her head. It should be de-
duced that in this case the offender was also satisfying
his sadistic needs. This conclusion is also supported by
the fact that he brutally shot at the woman, while she
was trying to shield herself with her hands.

Analysing the offender’s behaviour, one may con-
clude that despite murdering two persons he was not
under the influence of strong emotions during the kill-
ing, or at least they were not causing his actions to be
disorganised. For traces he left at the crime scene
showed he took further logical actions, such as: cover-
ing his tracks on the scene by wiping blood stains,
moving corpses to the kitchen, covering them with
jackets and monitoring the situation outside the apart-
ment by listening by the front door. Analysis of item-
ised bills relating to the mobile phones possessed by
the victims showed that after the murders the offender
stayed for almost twenty four hours in their apartment.
During that time he used the victims’ phones to tele-
phone people advertising in newspapers that they
wished to buy a car. He fixed a meeting for the next
day between 16.00 and 17.00 in the victims’ apartment
with at least two people. He proposed such terms in
spite of the fact that one of these man wanted to be
there earlier, at least at 15.00. It is difficult to explain
this action, because from the point of view of his safety
it would have been more logical to leave the scene as
soon as possible. Finally, the offender left the apart-
ment through a window before he was due to meet the
appointed person, most probably just when one of the
potential clients rang the front door bell. Most proba-
bly, the perpetrator took some money from his victims’
apartment, since, as the inspection records show, not
even small change was found there.
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2.3. The murder of married couple K.

On March 10, 2001 (Saturday) in Wroclaw in
a block of several flats, in an apartment on the 2™
floor, 2 persons were shot with the same gun: a married
couple consisting of 50-year-old Maria K. and
64-year-old Marek K. The victims had no contact with
people from the margins of society. The married cou-
ple possessed two apartments, one of which was rented
to lodgers by Maria K. In January 2001, she put an ad
in Auto-Gietda Dolno$laska concerning a flat to rent,
giving her home telephone number as a means of con-
tact.

The body of Maria K., lying in the hall, was fully
dressed, with small items of jewellery still present.
From the autopsy record, it transpired she was shot
6 times, including one shot penetrating from the neck
to the skull, two shots in the chest (on the left and right
side), one in the lumbar area, and the last two gunshot
wounds on the left and right wrists. These wounds
were not inflicted as contact shots. Moreover, she had
abrasions on an ear auricle and on the neck. According
to forensic medical doctors, the gunshot wounds on the
neck and the head had characteristics of gunshot
wounds found in execution victims.

Marek K.’s corpse was found at the entrance to
a room and was also fully dressed. From the autopsy
record it transpired he was shot 4 times, including one
shot to his head, two in the region of his chest, one of
which penetrated into the abdominal cavity, and one in
the left arm, penetrating to the chest. Moreover,
ecchymoses were found in the area of the thyroid and
the neck muscles, as well as a fracture of the hyoid
bone, which might have been the result of using a blunt
or blunt-edged tool. According to forensic medical
doctors, these wounds suggest that the dead man was
either strangled or hit forcefully in the neck. The gun-
shot wounds were not contact ones. The head wound
was inflicted at the very end, and it also had features
typical of execution victims.

The front door was not locked. Gunshot residue
was found on it. The light was on in the hall, bathroom
and in the kitchen. In the room a window was open.
The apartment was generally in good order, with no
visible traces of searching. 430 zt were found in Ma-
rek K.’s wallet. The mobile phone of Maria K. was
missing, as well as her wallet with documents and
cheques. On the table in the room lay rental contracts,
with only the parts relating to the owners filled out.

2.3.1. Manifestations of the perpetrator’s actions

The facts indicate that the offender was a male,
who made an appointment with the victims with a view
to renting an apartment. He had obtained information
on the possibility of renting an apartment from an ad-
vertisement in a newspaper. He arranged a meeting on
March 8 (Thursday) with Marek K. by phone. On that
day, they were not able to enter the apartment as the
lock on the front door jammed. They stood together
outside the front door for several minutes, while
Marek K. tried unsuccessfully to unlock the door. The
situation was observed via a peephole by their neigh-
bour. Marek K. made a second appointment with the
potential lodger for Saturday at 11.00. Earlier, while
talking with his father, Marek K. described him as
a man of about 35 years of age, less than 6 feet tall,
slim, with some “defect of the foot”, which he dragged,
as if it was shorter. This client called them on Saturday
before 11.00. The telephone was answered by Ma-
rek K.’s father. The man asked him to pass on a mes-
sage that he could come at 13.00.

The perpetrator must have shot his victims shortly
after entering their apartment. Between 13.00 and
14.00 neighbours heard sounds resembling screaming,
the “cry” of a woman or a child, a bang as if a door had
been slammed, a dull thud as if something or someone
had fallen down. In the stairwell, it was silent at that
time. The rental contracts lying on the table were only
filled out partially, which indicates that the new lodger
had not yet provided his details. The perpetrator fired
at least 11 shots. Among the gunshot wounds found on
Maria K. were hand wounds — most probably they
were inflicted when she tried to shield herself. Apart
from shotgun wounds, Marek K. was also hurt in the
region of the thyroid and neck muscles, suggesting that
the offender was violently strangling him or hitting
him forcefully in his neck. Similar, but less severe
wounds were inflicted on Maria K.

The perpetrator took from his victims’ apartment
a wallet with credit cards and documents and a mobile
phone, but he left no visible traces of having searched
the apartment or any other activity. Most probably he
left the scene soon after committing the murders.

3. Results of investigation, information
concerning the suspect and his statements

In March 2001 in Wroctaw, a car driven at high
speed in the wrong direction (against the traffic flow)
along a one-way street was stopped. It was driven by
Krzysztof G., who, at the moment of arrest, had 2.72%o
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of alcohol in his exhaled air. Inside the car, there was
a leather haversack, with the butt of a pistol sticking
out of it. It was a machine pistol, Scorpion No. 00255,
equipped with a silencer, and in the magazine were
18 rounds of live ammunition. Also found in the car
were glasses in a plastic case, a tube of glue, and
a newspaper containing advertisements — Auto-Gielda
Slgska, with 3 marked offers of apartments to let in
Wroctaw. According to the criminalistics expert re-
port, it transpired that the shells collected at the scenes
of all five murders originated from this gun. However,
Krzysztof G. denied involvement in these killings. He
claimed he had bought the gun from a Czech, because
he was receiving threatening phone calls that if he did
not pay back his debts, he and his family would be
killed. At that time, he had been looking for a job and,
for that reason, had travelled, to, among other places,
Wroctaw, Poznan, and Warszawa.

During the investigation, many traces were re-
vealed indicating that Krzysztof G. had been in Le-
na H.’s apartment. According to a mechanoscopic
expert report, it transpired that a shoe print found on
the carpet in that apartment might have been a print of
his shoe. Moreover, blood stains originating from Le-
na H.’s body and lumps of clay similar to those found
under the balcony window of the apartment were
found on this shoe. Ear prints revealed on the inside
side of the front door corresponded to ear concha of the
suspect. A girlfriend of Violetta, recognised Krzysztof
G. during a display as the man with a stuck-on mous-
tache who had endeavoured to purchase the services of
the girl. Another prostitute testified that she had previ-
ously “seen the suspect somewhere”’, most probably be-
tween January 2 and February 6, 2001, in a nearby shop.
Violetta L.’s bodyguards stated that Krzysztof G. re-
sembled a man seen by them near her block when they
were waiting for the girl to drive her to the solarium.

Suffusions and abrasions of the epidermis on
Krzysztof G.’s hand, which might have occurred
a month before the examination, were diagnosed dur-
ing a medical examination. Their distribution sug-
gested that the examined person might have been
tugged on the hand by another person. Moreover,
bruises on his thighs and a haematoma on his left shin
were found, which might have occurred as a result of
akick or jumping from a height, and a state after injury
of the right ankle bone that occurred a year or two be-
fore examination was also ascertained. In the opinion
of the experts, the injuries of the lower limbs caused
a visible alternating limping, with predominance of
right leg limping.

36-year-old Krzysztof G. was married and had
a l4-year-old daughter. According to the family, he

was a good husband and father, with no addictions;
among his qualities were tranquillity and politeness
(kindness). He was a qualified driver-mechanic. Until
1994, he had worked in a mine, from where he was
made redundant because of group redundancies. He
received 3,000 zt of severance pay, which enabled him
to set up his own firm dealing with, among other
things, (building) timber trading. From 1999, the firm
began to have financial problems: Krzysztof G. owed
various collaborators over 100,000 z in total, and at
the same time he was not able to collect debts from un-
reliable clients. He tried to get back the debts, threaten-
ing debtors that he would kill a member of their family.
Because of the extortions, he was arrested and impris-
oned from June 2000 to January 2001. He was released
on bail paid by his wife.

In November 2001, Krzysztof G. confessed to
committing all five of the murders he had been accused
of. According to his statements, during his stay in jail
he had planned that he would earn money by “collect-
ing arrears”. He contacted an acquaintance from
Gdansk, who had already once arranged a firearm for
him. This acquaintance offered Krzysztof G. 20,000 zt
to carry out a murder. He provided him with the ad-
dresses and phone numbers of several escort agencies
in the area of Poznan, belonging to one owner and in-
structed him to kill anyone from among persons work-
ing there, he also gave him a Skorpion machine pistol.
Krzysztof G. arranged a meeting with one of the girls
from the agency by phone. When he entered the apart-
ment he found that the girl was alone. He asked if he
could use the toilet and there he prepared the gun and
attached the silencer. Immediately after leaving the
bathroom, he shot the girl, who was sitting on a low
chair, first in her chest, and then in the head. After-
wards he left the apartment in a hurry. After several
days he phoned his acquaintance from Gdansk, in-
forming him that he had done the job, but the acquain-
tance delayed paying him. So Krzysztof G. decided to
keep the gun until he was paid. He was not able to ex-
plain why he did not make consistent efforts to obtain
the payment.

During the investigation it was determined that im-
mediately after this murder, Krzysztof G. travelled by
train to Kalisz, where he stayed until 16.00 on the fol-
lowing day. He was not able to explain what he did in
that period of time. It was established that he phoned
several escort agencies and also his wife. Next, he
went by train to Watbrzych. He did not buy a ticket, as
he claimed that he had no money, and he received
a fine for this offence.

From further statements by Krzysztof G. it tran-
spired that, in connection with his lack of money he
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had decided to carry out a plan that he had drawn up
while in jail. The plan entailed meeting a prostitute
from an escort agency and shooting her and then using
her apartment to lure people interested in buying a car.
He planned to make a very attractive offer to these
people by phone concerning sale of a car, so that on the
next day they would undoubtedly come with money to
buy it. Krzysztof G. stated that he had not intended to
kill the potential clients, but only to threaten them with
the gun, to take money from them, tie them up and then
leave them at the scene of the prostitute’s murder. In
order to realise his plan, he bought some local
Wroclaw newspapers carrying advertisements, con-
tacted a prostitute by phone and arranged to meet her
as a client. He asked her if he could use the toilet, and
there he attached the silencer to the pistol. After leav-
ing the toilet, he realised there was a man in the
kitchen, so first he shot him several times. Then he
started to shoot the woman, who was just leaving the
room. After that he came back to the kitchen and
slashed the throat of the man, who was “still rasping”.
Next he moved the woman’s body to the kitchen and
covered both corpses with jackets. He washed away
the blood stains in the other rooms and after that, using
the mobile phones of his victims, he arranged meetings
with a few clients who advertised in a newspaper that
they were looking for a certain type of a car. From
Krysztof G’s statements, it transpires that he spent the
night in the victims’ apartment, going out only once to
buy a beer. On the next day, somebody knocked at the
front door several times. He then judged that the situa-
tion was dangerous, so he did not wait for the ap-
pointed clients any more, but around noon jumped
from the balcony and immediately drove away. Ac-
cording to the testimonies of the men, who on Febru-
ary 10 came to buy cars, it transpires, however, that at
about 15.30 they saw a man near the block, whom they
recognised from photos as Krzysztof G.

Krzysztof G.’s statements were also inconsistent
with other facts that were determined during the inves-
tigation. He completely omitted the strangulation of
Lena H. and the stabbing in the abdomen and stomach
of Janusz S. The suspect explained the cut wounds to
the neck of the victim as being the result of a need to
finish off the “wheezing” man, although Janusz S. died
as a result of a shot to the head. Krzysztof G. did not
mention the additional wounds inflicted on the mar-
ried couple K either.

From further statements by Krzysztof G. it tran-
spired that after the murder of Lena H. and Marek S.,
he decided not to use an escort agency any more, but to
rent an apartment, to which clients interested in buying
an alleged car would be invited. After selecting an ap-

propriate offer, he made an appointment with the
apartment’s owner. In the apartment, he met a man and
a woman. They expected to be paid 6 months rent in
advance, whilst he only wanted to pay for one month.
He said he became angry and was forced to kill them,
although at the beginning he had not planned it. After
the murder, he left the apartment hastily, despite the
fact that clients had arranged to come very soon after-
wards with money. He stated he was afraid that the
sound of shooting might have been heard by neigh-
bours, because during the event a window in the room
was open.

During the course of the investigation, it was deter-
mined that Krzysztof G. had intended to answer a few
more advertisements relating to apartment rental. He
had also already made appointments with people inter-
ested in buying cars. During successive interviews,
Krzysztof G. denied these established facts, and then
a number of times he changed his statements, saying,
among other things, that the murders were committed
by someone else, and he only accompanied the mur-
derer; and in other versions he also indicated the coop-
eration of various people.

4. Interpretation and conclusions

In order to attempt to answer the question posed by
the prosecution, it was most important to compare the
modus operandi of the offender (or offenders) in all the
murders. Moreover, it was necessary to diagnose the
motivation that drove the offender (or offenders). One
of the most important sources allowing us to draw in-
ferences on this matter was an analysis of statements
given by Krzysztof G.

From the analysis of Krzysztof G’s statements, it
transpired that his actions always had two stages: the
first, embracing preparation of a murder and its com-
mission, and the second stage, embracing realisation
of the aim which the murders facilitated. This aim was
to gain financial benefits, stemming from payment for
carrying out the murder or from robbing other victims.

According to Krzysztof G’s statements, in the first
case he carried out a contract killing, and in the other
cases, he realised his own idea of gaining money from
persons lured by the possibility of buying a good car at
an attractive price. This economic aim was thus in-
tended to be the most important for the offender, the
murder itself being only a “preliminary stage”, prepar-
ing for realisation of the main one. It is worth noting
that this “preliminary stage” was planned in detail by
Krzysztof G., taking into account possible hitches and
changes. Taking into consideration the effectiveness
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of his actions, this stage in all cases was very success-
ful and efficient, and led to the death of 5 people. The
offender began by selecting various offers from among
advertisements published in newspapers, then he made
contact by phone and found out the addresses. After
sizing up the situation at each given apartment, he
went to the bathroom under some pretext, where he
prepared his weapon (among other things he attached
the silencer). When he left the bathroom, he switched
on the TV and fired precisely, first in the chest, then in
the head. It is worth noting that in two cases he success-
fully controlled the behaviour of two victims. After the
murders he decided on how to leave the scene safely.

The strong tendency to commit murders despite
anumber of objective obstacles and a high risk of fail-
ure is remarkable. For instance, in the case of the mur-
der of Violetta L., the perpetrator did not change his
mind even though he had been seen by outside wit-
nesses when he had previously been near the scene.
Despite the fact that on the day of the murder, Violet-
ta L. had turned him down when he tried to enter her
apartment in disguise, he did not change his mind and
in the evening came again to her apartment. In the case
of Lena H.’s murder, he did not give up in spite of the
difficulty posed by the presence of Janusz S. He then
killed two persons, even though it significantly in-
creased the risk. In the case of the murders of Maria
and Marek K., earlier contact not only with his victims,
but also with their relatives, exposed him to the risk of
being recognised by the latter. Moreover, he shot his
victims a number of times despite the open window.
The above circumstances (facts) show that the of-
fender acted in a situation of high risk, which suggests
he had a strong motivation to kill his victims.

From the point of view of the effectiveness of the
actions of the murderer, the additional wounds in-
flicted on the four victims were purposeless. The aim
of killing the victims was not directly fulfilled by these
additional wounds, since it was determined that all the
victims were killed by “execution” shots to the head
(which constituted the last wounds). Furthermore, they
had no connection with the plan to obtain money from
the clients he had arranged to meet. Nonetheless, these
wounds were inflicted. One can deduce therefore that
these actions resulted from a different motivation —
that of sadism — and not that declared by Krzysztof G. —
economic motivation. This can be especially clearly
seen in the case of the superficial knife cuts on the neck
of Janusz S., which were inflicted after shooting the
victim twice (so the victim was immobile), and before
the third, fatal shot. One may also infer that in the case
of the murder of married couple K., the offender was

also fulfilling his sadistic needs by inflicting addi-
tional wounds on them.

Analysis of the data shows that the stated aim of ac-
tions given by Krzysztof G. — gaining financial benefit
from murders — was not realised in any of the above
cases. From Krzysztof G.’s statements, it transpires
that after committing the murders he became discour-
aged by even insignificant signs that he might be
caught. For example, after the murder of Lena H. and
Janusz S., he escaped through a window after hearing
knocking on the front door and never came back to that
apartment, although he most probably stayed in the
neighbourhood for some time and could have worked
out that nobody had entered the apartment. Neither did
he use the murders of Marek and Maria K. to realise
the aims (of financial gain) linked to them, although he
could have worked out that the noise created by the
event had not alarmed the neighbours. If one assumes
that the first murder was a contract killing, as Krzysz-
tof G. claimed, then in this case as well, the lack of
consistency in his endeavours to get paid for the ful-
filled contract is significant.

The statements of Krzysztof G. on the subject of
the above facts also do not explain his lack of effec-
tiveness in endeavouring to achieve profits from the
committed murders. One may deduce that the murder
of the victims itself was the main aim of the offender,
and the other aims were only a pretext to fulfil his sa-
distic needs. His sadism, ruthlessness, and brutality in
the treatment of victims — which were inconsistent
both with his plan and its realisation as presented by
Krzysztof G. — are noteworthy. At the same time, how-
ever, he devoted a lot of energy to the alleged financial
aim (i.e. appointments with people to sell them cars).
It is thus possible that they constituted a form of “justi-
fying himself”.

Analysis of the circumstances of the murders
shows that the sadism in the offender’s behaviour may
be linked with his disorders in the area of drives [2, 4,
5, 8, 11]. Admittedly, most probably there was no sex-
ual intercourse between Krzysztof G. and his victims,
but other, more indirect connections between murder
and the drives sphere are possible. This is suggested by
the choice of escort agencies and prostitutes as vic-
tims, which could not be justified from the point of
view of realisation of plans to lure other victims there.
Predicting that after a murder one may stay there lon-
ger is illogical, for these are places where strangers
may turn up at any moment (other prostitutes, clients,
bodyguards, owners of the agency or of the apartment,
chance witnesses etc.). Moreover, it is not insignifi-
cant that Krzysztof G., after killing Violetta L. — as he
put it, after fulfilling the contract — did not go back
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home directly, but spent several hours in Kalisz, where
he phoned several different escort agencies.

One may observe some changes in the offender’s
modus operandi, when comparing his behaviour in
particular cases. The linking of murders of victims
with luring of clients to be cheated became more effi-
cient, e.g. by making appointments with them at in-
creasingly early times, so as to finish everything dur-
ing the same day. Gradually, he even started to make
appointments with clients in apartments, where he had
only made plans to kill residents (but not yet carried
them out), most probably to limit the possibility of ad-
ditional obstacles/hindrances and to reduce the risk.
It is possible he gave up disguising himself (mous-
tache, glasses) when he realised it hindered making
contact with people.

It is noteworthy that in successive murders, the
number of shots fired at particular victims increased:
from two — in the case of Violetta L., to six —in the case
of Maria K. In successive murders, signs of sadistic be-
haviour appeared as well. Their intensity was greatest
towards victims in the second case (strangling of Lena
H. and cut and stab wounds inflicted with a knife on
Janusz S.). When taking into account the victimo-
logical data, the aggravated aggression towards
Janusz S. cannot be explained by provocative behav-
iour of the victim. A possible interpretation of the of-
fender’s behaviour in this case is the hypothesis that he
did not achieve a satisfactory release of tension after
the murder of Violetta L., so a short time later (three
days later!) he attacked another victim with signifi-
cantly more brutality. In the third case, the offender
was also not satisfied with lethally shooting his vic-
tims and so, before shooting them, he most probably
additionally strangled his victims. The changes and
modifications of behaviour in particular murders de-
scribed above, and especially aggravation of sadistic
behaviours are typical of the modus operandi of serial
killers.

In the conclusions in their expert report, the foren-
sic psychologists stated that it may be assumed with
high probability that the murders of Violetta L., Le-
na H., Janusz S., Maria K., and Marek K. were com-
mitted by the same offender. In the actions of the
murderer, the following elements occurred repeatedly:

— he found information on victims from advertise-
ments in newspapers, contacted them by telephone
as a client, and then established the place (address)
and time of meeting;

— victims lived in blocks of flats;

— choosing prostitutes as victims, he most probably

did not benefit from their services;

— all victims were killed with gunshots fired from the
same firearm — a “Skorpion” machine pistol
equipped with a silencer;

— all shots were fired from a small distance, but none
was a contact shot;

— each victim was shot in his/her chest at least once,
and the last wound in all victims was a lethal shot to
the head typical of executions;

— additional wounds — apart from gunshot wounds —
diagnosed in victims were mostly concentrated in
the area of the neck;

— the offender inflicted additional wounds on both
male victims;

— in situations where victims shielded themselves
with their hands, the offender shot through the
hands;

— he did not undress any of the victims, nor did he
take away their jewellery;

— the offender did not leave traces in any of the cases
suggesting that he searched apartments, and at the
same time in each case he most probably took
money or other objects belonging to victims (mo-
bile phone, wallet with credit cards);

— in the course of committing homicides, audio
equipment was switched on; the offender did not
switch it off before leaving the scene, he also left
lights on;

— in all cases of murders, the offender manifested
greater motivation to kill victims than to gain the
planned economic benefits;

— the perpetrator of all the murders manifested psy-
chopathic personality traits, characterised by: ruth-
lessness and brutality in treating victims, emotional
coldness, treating of victims as objects. His behav-
iour did not become disorganised under the influ-
ence of emotions. Clear elements of sadism were
manifested in his behaviour;

— the offender’s behaviour was typical of the way of
acting of serial killers.

A few months later another psychological expert
opinion was prepared in this case. The prosecution
asked that a psychological examination of the suspect
Krzysztof G. be conducted in order to pronounce on
his personality traits and the motivation that drove him
when he committed the deeds (he was accused of). The
conducted examination confirmed, among other
things, that the suspect possessed strong sadistic ten-
dencies. However, the examined suspect denied being
responsible for these acts. However, during the trial,
the defendant Krzysztof G. changed his mind and con-
fessed to all the murders. He stated he also felt satisfac-
tion while murdering, and maltreatment of victims
gave him special pleasure.
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Krzysztof G. received a life sentence on the basis of
a legally valid verdict, with the possibility of parole
not earlier than after 50 years.
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PSYCHOLOGICZNA ANALIZA DZIALANIA ORAZ MOTYWACJI
SPRAWCY PODEJRZANEGO O SERYJNE ZABOJSTWA. OPIS

PRZYPADKU

1. Wstep. Przyczyny powolania bieglych
psychologéw

Jednym z gléwnych zadan psychologii $ledczej jest
profilowanie psychologiczne, czyli wnioskowanie o ce-
chach nieznanego sprawcy przestgpstwa na podstawie
analizy dokonanego przez niego czynu [1, 10, 13]. Anali-
za 1 interpretacja danych wiktymologicznych, przejawow
zachowania sprawcy na miejscu zdarzenia, lokalizacji
oraz czasu dokonania czynu pozwala na opracowanie
sylwetki psychofizycznej nieznanego sprawcy, czyli tzw.
profilu. Wyniki pracy osoby ,,profilujacej” stuza zazwy-
czaj zawezeniu kregu podejrzanych, a takze wskazaniu
dalszych kierunkow §ledztwa. Profil taki opracowuje si¢
wigc w sytuacji, kiedy nie ustalono osoby podejrzanej
o dokonanie czynu lub $ledztwo nie toczy si¢ przeciwko
konkretnej osobie [4, 12]. Mozliwe jest takze, aby na
podstawie psychologicznej analizy serii czynow popet-
nionych przez nieznanego sprawcg (sprawcOw) wypo-
wiedzie¢ sig, czy wszystkie zostaly dokonane przez jedna
1tg sama osobg, czy tez mamy do czynienia z przestgpcza
dziatalnos$cia réznych osob [3, 7, 9]. W takich przypad-
kach mozemy mie¢ do czynienia z podejrzanym, ktéremu
bez wigkszych watpliwosci da si¢ przypisa¢ dokonanie
pewnych czynoéw, ale brak jest danych jednoznacznie
wskazujacych, ze byt on rowniez sprawca pozostatych.

Przytoczony ponizej przypadek dotyczy wiasnie
takiej sytuacji. Problem, jaki postawil przed biegtymi
prokurator, polegal na rozwazeniu, czy na podstawie
psychologicznej interpretacji §ladow i przejawdw zacho-
wania sprawcy w trzech réznych zdarzeniach (zabojstwa
5 0s6b) mozna stwierdzi¢, ze popehila je jedna i ta sama
osoba.

Sledztwo toczylo si¢ przeciwko podejrzanemu
Krzysztofowi G. Pewne cechy psychofizyczne podej-
rzanego odpowiadaty sladom ujawnionym w drugim zda-
rzeniu. W czasie przestuchania Krzysztof G. zaprzeczat
jednak dokonaniu zabdjstw, wielokrotnie zmienial wy-
jasnienia, jeden raz si¢ nawet przyznat do dokonania
czyndw, jednak ostatecznie zaprzeczyl, aby miat z nimi
zwiazek. Ponizej opisano zdarzenia w kolejnosci chro-
nologicznej (nalezy zaznaczy¢, ze byla to pierwsza
ekspertyza w tym zakresie opracowana przez bieglych
w Zaktadzie Psychologii Sadowej Instytutu Ekspertyz
Sadowych).

2. Opis zdarzen
2.1. Zabdjstwo Violetty L.

W dniu 6 lutego 2001 r. okoto godziny 22.00 w Poz-
naniu w wynajegtym mieszkaniu zostala zastrzelona
17-letnia prostytutka Violetta L. Obok jej mieszkania
znajdowato sig kilka innych nalezacych do jednej agencji
towarzyskiej. Wszystkie obserwowali ochroniarze. In-
formacje o ustugach Violetty L. umieszczane byly w lo-
kalnej gazecie w rubryce ,,Kontakty” i opatrzone tytutami
,.przesliczna niebieskooka” lub ,,sama osiemnastolatka”.
Podawano dwa rézne numery telefonéw komorkowych.
Kiedy odkryto zabojstwo, zwtoki Violetty lezaly na pod-
lodze, na boku, w kaluzy krwi. Byly ubrane w btyszczaca
bluzke bez rgkawow i czarne majtki, obok nog ofiary
znajdowaly si¢ buty na wysokim obcasie. Zadano jej
dwie rany postrzatlowe: w klatke piersiowa i w glowe.
Wedlug bieglych, strzaly zostaty zadane z gory, z bliskiej
odleglosci, ale nie z przylozenia. Rana gtowy najprawdo-
podobniej zostala zadana jako druga w kolejnosci. Nie
stwierdzono $ladéw nasienia w jej ciele ani przy nim.

Ustalono, ze w dniu zabdjstwa ofiara mogta mie¢
najwyzej kilkaset zlotych. W mieszkaniu ofiary nie
stwierdzono wyraznych $ladow penetracji, chociaz nie
znaleziono Zadnych pieni¢gdzy. Na widocznym miejscu
w kuchni znajdowaty si¢ dwa telefony komorkowe ofiary.

2.1.1. Przejawy dziatania sprawcy

Z akt sprawy wynikalo, ze w dniu zabdjstwa, okoto
godz. 14.00, do Violetty L. zglosit si¢ klient, ktdrego
jednak nie przyjeta, gdyz wygladat podejrzanie. Wedlug
opisu podanego kolezance, byt w wieku okoto 40 lat,
wzrostu okoto 180 cm, utykat na jedna nogg. Miat on
rudawoblond wtosy oraz wasy, ktore sprawiaty wrazenie
przyklejonych: ,,duze i sterczace”. Tego dnia Violetta L.
byta uméwiona z kolezankami-sasiadkami z agencji, ze
po godzinie 21.00 pdjda razem do solarium. Z zeznan
jednej z nich wynikato, ze okoto godziny 21.30-21.40
Violetta byla juz gotowa do wyjscia, lecz nagle zmienita
decyzje. Odebrata telefon i1 stwierdzita, ze ,klient juz
jedzie do niej windg”. Oczekujacy w samochodzie kole-
dzy (ochroniarze agencji) nieco wczesniej widzieli
mezezyzng z raportowka w skorzanej kurtce i okularach
chodzacego w poblizu bramy bloku.

Mozna wnioskowaé, ze sprawca umowit si¢ z ofiara
jako klient bezposrednio przed spotkaniem i przyszedt do
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niej tuz po godzinie 21.30. Zdaniem kolezanek, Violetta
tylko wyjatkowo przyjmowala klientow po godzinie
20.00, np. jezeli klient zaoferowal za uslugi znacznie
wigksza kwotg. Prawdopodobnie Violetta L. w poSpie-
chu rozbierata si¢ w celu przygotowania si¢ do przyjecia
klienta. Sugerowata to kurtka wiszaca na drzwiach
pokoju.

Brak $ladow aktywnoS$ci sprawcy w mieszkaniu wska-
zywal, ze najprawdopodobniej strzelat do ofiary wkrotce po
wejsciu do mieszkania. Tuz przed oddaniem strzatow
jeszcze wilaczyt telewizor i nastawil maksymalnie jego
regulator glo$nosci. Wskazuja na to zeznania sasiadki
z dotu, ktora podata, ze okoto godziny 21.00 lub tuz po
niej, ustyszata nagle z géry bardzo gltosna muzyke oraz
jeden krotki krzyk kobiety.

Wedlug opinii lekarza sadowego, strzal w piersi mogt
by¢ oddany wowczas, kiedy ofiara znajdowata si¢ w po-
zycji kleczacej (analiza danych z miejsca zdarzenia
wskazywata jednak, iz ofiara siedziata raczej na niskim
krzesetku), drugi w glowg, gdy juz lezata. Prawdopodob-
nie sprawca zabrat jakie$ pieniadze z mieszkania ofiary,
po czym pospiesznie opuscit miejsce zdarzenia nie wyla-
czajac telewizora, nie gaszac tez Swiatla. Na $cianie klat-
ki schodowej znaleziono niewielkie §lady krwi sugeru-
jace, ze sprawca oddalit si¢ po schodach, nie korzystajac
z windy. Jego wyjscia z budynku nie zauwazyli siedzacy
w samochodzie ochroniarze agencji.

2.2. Zabdjstwa Leny H. i Janusza S.

Kolejne zabdjstwa mialy miejsce w dniu 9 lutego
2001 r. we Wroctawiu okoto godziny 17.00-18.00.
W wynajmowanym mieszkaniu zostaty zastrzelone 2 oso-
by: 32-letnia prostytutka Lena H. narodowos$ci ukrainskiej
oraz 25-letni Janusz S. — jej ochroniarz, a zarazem part-
ner. W opinii sasiadow Lena H. byla bardzo spokojna
i nickonfliktowa lokatorka, utrzymujaca porzadek i czys-
tos¢ w domu. Nikt z sasiadow nie domyslat sig, ze zaj-
muje si¢ ona prostytucja. Reklamowata swoje ustugi
w gazecie lokalnej jako ,,atrakcyjna Czeszka” lub ,,mata,
czarna, dyskretna”. Do kontaktu podawala numer tele-
fonu komérkowego.

W toku $ledztwa ustalono, Ze obie ofiary zgingly z tej
samej broni, co Violetta L. Obydwa ciala znaleziono na
podtodze w kuchni, ubrane kompletnie, czgsciowo
przykryte kurtkami. Lena miata na szyi i r¢kach zlota
bizuterig.

W trakcie sekcji zwlok stwierdzono, ze przyczyna
zgonu Leny byla rana postrzatowa glowy. Ofiara miata
tez cztery inne rany zadane strzalami z broni palnej,
W tym ran¢ w prawej okolicy ledzwiowo-biodrowej, rang
prawej reki oraz rany przestrzalowe prawej reki i palca
reki lewej. Zdaniem biegtych, rany postrzatowe nie byty
zadane z przylozenia. Ponadto u denatki stwierdzono
obrazenia w postaci otarcia naskorka i podbiegnigcia

krwawe na szyi oraz w okolicy podobojczykowej, wska-
zujace, ze ofiara byta duszona na krétko przed $miercia
a takze otarcia naskorka na rgkach i skape podbiegnigcia
krwawe $luzowki pochwy. Biegli stwierdzili, Ze rana
glowy denatki byla zadana jako ostatnia i miata ,,cechy
ran spotykanych u ofiar egzekucji”. W jej ciele, ani
w okolicy zwlok, nie stwierdzono obecnosci §ladow na-
sienia.

Z protokotu sekcji zwlok Janusza S. wynikato, ze
zadano mu trzy rany z broni palnej: w klatk¢ piersiowa,
w posladek i w glowe. Ponadto u denata stwierdzono
cztery rany klute: po jednej na szyi i na brzuchu oraz dwie
na podbrzuszu, a takze kilka ran cigtych szyi o réznej
glebokosci. Stwierdzono rowniez otarcia naskorka na
lewym uchu, szyi i lewym kolanie. Przyczyna $mierci
byla rana postrzatlowa glowy oraz rana kiuta szyi. Zda-
niem bieglych, charakter i rozmieszczenie ran cigtych
szyi oraz ran khlutych brzucha sugerowal, ze denat mogt
by¢ torturowany przed $§miercia. Rana postrzalowa glowy
zostata zadana jako ostatnia i miata cechy ran spotyka-
nych u ofiar egzekucji. Rany postrzalowe nie byly zadane
z przylozenia.

W trakcie ogledzin miejsca zdarzenia stwierdzono na
drzwiach wejsciowych od wewnatrz $lady malzowiny
usznej oraz ze wizjer zalepiono plasteling. Drzwi wejs-
ciowe byly zamknigte na klucz, ktory znajdowat sig
w mieszkaniu, natomiast drzwi balkonowe w pokoju byty
otwarte. Pality si¢ Swiatta, wlaczony byt telewizor, grato
radio. Na podtodze pokoju stwierdzono slady wycierania
krwi. Brak bylo $ladéow wskazujacych na penetracjeg
mieszkania. W mieszkaniu znajdowaly si¢ tez telefony
komorkowe ofiar, ktore w chwili ogledzin byly wyta-
czone. Nie znaleziono zadnych pienigdzy.

2.2.1. Przejawy dziatania sprawcy

Mozna przyjaé, ze sprawca skontaktowat si¢ z Le-
na H. telefonicznie i zjawit si¢ u niej jako jej klient.
Wyglad zwlok Leny H., calkowicie ubranych, nie wska-
zywat na bezposrednie podjecie przez nia przygotowan
do wykonania ustugi. Prawdopodobnie sprawca zabit
ofiary wkrotce po przybyciu do ich mieszkania. Zaboj-
stwa megzczyzny dokonal przez postrzelenie go trzema
pociskami, ponadto zadal mu 4 rany ktute szyi i brzucha
oraz kilka ptytkich, cigtych ran szyi, ktore nie stuzyty
jego usmierceniu, lecz wskazywaty na zngcanie si¢ nad
ofiara.

W przypadku Leny H. sprawca dusit ja, jednak w ten
sposob nie spowodowal jej $mierci, lecz zabil strzatem
w glowe. Nalezy wnioskowac¢, ze i przy tej ofierze reali-
zowatl potrzeby sadystyczne. Wniosek ten znajduje do-
datkowe potwierdzenie w fakcie, ze brutalnie strzelat do
kobiety zastaniajacej si¢ rgkami.

Analizujac dzialanie sprawcy, mozna stwierdzi¢, ze
mimo dokonania zabdjstwa dwdch osob, podczas zda-
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rzenia nie ulegat wptywowi silnych emocji, a w kazdym
razie nie dezorganizowaly one jego dziatania. Slady,
jakie pozostawil na miejscu zdarzenia, wskazuja bowiem
na podjgcie przez niego dalszych logicznych czynnosci:
zacieranie §ladow przez usuwanie krwawych plam, prze-
mieszczenie zwlok do kuchni, przykrycie ich kurtkami
oraz kontrolowanie sytuacji na zewnatrz mieszkania
przez nastuchiwanie przy drzwiach. Analiza billingéw
aparatow nalezacych do ofiar wskazywata, ze po zaboj-
stwach sprawca pozostawal przez niemal dobg w ich
mieszkaniu i telefonowat z ich aparatoéw do osob ogta-
szajacych w gazecie, ze zamierzaja kupi¢ samochod.
Umoéwit si¢ w mieszkaniu ofiar z co najmniej dwiema
osobami na nastgpny dzien na godzing 16.00 i 17.00.
Podat takie terminy, pomimo, ze jednemu z mezczyzn
zalezalo, aby by¢ na miejscu wczedniej, przynajmniej
0 15.00. Trudno jest wyjasni¢ t¢ okoliczno$¢, bowiem
z punktu widzenia bezpieczenstwa sprawcy, logiczniej-
sze byloby jak najwczesniejsze opuszczenie miejsca
zbrodni. Ostatecznie sprawca wyszedl z mieszkania
przez okno, zanim spotkat si¢ z uméwiona osoba, za-
pewne w chwili, kiedy jeden z potencjalnych klientow
dzwonit juz do drzwi. Prawdopodobnie sprawca zabrat
z mieszkania ofiar jaka$ kwote, gdyz, jak wynika z pro-
tokotow ogledzin miejsca zdarzania, nie znaleziono tam
nawet drobnych pieniedzy ofiar.

2.3. Zabdjstwo matzonkow K.

W dniu 10 marca 2001 r. (sobota) we Wroclawiu
w bloku wielorodzinnym, w mieszkaniu polozonym na
2. pigtrze, zostaly zastrzelone z tej samej broni dwie
osoby, malzonkowie 50-letnia Maria K. oraz 64-letni
Marek K. Ofiary nie miaty zadnych kontaktéw z osobami
z marginesu spotecznego. Malzenstwo dysponowato
dwoma mieszkaniami, z ktérych jedno Maria K. wynaj-
mowata lokatorom. W styczniu 2001 r. zamiescita
w Auto-Gieldzie Dolnoslgskiej ogloszenie o lokalu do
wynajecia, podajac jako kontakt telefon do miejsca sta-
lego zamieszkania.

Zwtoki Marii K., lezace w przedpokoju, byty ubrane,
nie zdjeta tez byta drobna bizuteria. Z protokotu sekcji
zwlok wynikalo, ze zadano jej 6 ran postrzatlowych,
w tym jedna przechodzaca od szyi do jamy czaszkowe;j,
dwie w klatke piersiowa (po lewej i po prawej stronie)
jedna w okolicy ledzwiowej oraz po jednej na lewym
i prawym nadgarstku. Rany te nie byly zadane z przy-
lozenia. Ponadto miata ona otarcia naskérka na matzo-
winie usznej i na szyi. Wedhlug bieglych lekarzy sado-
wych, rana postrzalowa szyi i glowy miata cechy ran
postrzatowych spotykanych u ofiar egzekucji.

Zwtoki Marka K. ujawnione w przejsciu do pokoju
byty réwniez ubrane. Z protokotu sekcji zwtok wynikato,
ze zadano mu 4 rany postrzatlowe, w tym jedna w glowe,
dwie w okolice klatki piersiowej, przy czym jedna z nich

przechodzita do jamy brzusznej oraz jedna w lewe ramig,
przechodzaca do klatki piersiowej. Ponadto stwierdzono
podbiegnigcia krwawe w okolicy tarczycy i mig$niach
szyi oraz odtamanie ko$ci gnykowej, ktore mogly pow-
sta¢ od dziatania narzedzia tgpego lub tepokrawedzi-
stego. Wedlug biegltych lekarzy obrazenia te wskazuja, ze
denat byt albo silnie $ciskany, albo mocno uderzony
w szyj¢. Rany postrzalowe nie byly zadane z przylozenia.
Rana glowy zostala zadana jako ostatnia, przy czym takze
i ona posiadala charakter ran spotykanych na ciele ofiar
egzekucji.

Drzwi do mieszkania nie byly zamknigte na klucz.
Znaleziono na nich przestrzeling. W przedpokoju, tazience
i w kuchni palito si¢ $wiatto. W pokoju bylo otwarte okno.
W mieszkaniu panowat ogoélny porzadek, nie byto wi-
docznych sladow penetracji. W portfelu Marka K. znaj-
dowato si¢ 430 zt. Zginat telefon komorkowy Marii K.,
brak bylo réwniez jej portfela z dokumentami i czekami.
W pokoju na stole potozone byly umowy wynajmu, wy-
pehione tylko w czgsci dotyczacej wlasciciela mieszkania.

2.3.1. Przejawy dziatania sprawcy

Okoliczno$ci wskazuja, ze sprawca zabojstw byt
mezcezyzna, ktory umowit si¢ z ofiarami w celu wynajecia
mieszkania. Informacje o mozliwo$ci wynajgcia miesz-
kania uzyskat z ogloszenia zamieszczonego w gazecie.
Umowit sie telefonicznie z Markiem K. na 8 marca
(czwartek). W tym dniu nie udato si¢ im jednak wejs¢ do
mieszkania, gdyz zaciat si¢ zamek w drzwiach wejscio-
wych. Stali wspolnie przed drzwiami przez kilka minut,
gdy Marek K. bezskutecznie manipulowat przy zamku.
Sytuacjg t¢ obserwowat przez wizjer swojego mieszkania
ich sasiad. Marek K. uméwit si¢ ponownie na spotkanie
z potencjalnym najemca na sobotg na godz. 11.00.
Weczesniej w rozmowie ze swoim ojcem opisat go jako
mezezyzng w wieku okoto 35 lat, wzrostu ponizej
180 cm, szczuplego, z ,,defektem nogi”, ktoéra pociagat,
jakby miat krotsza. Klient ten zatelefonowat do nich
w sobotg przed godzing 11.00. Telefon odebrat ojciec
Marka K. Mgzczyzna poprosit o przekazanie informacji,
ze bedzie mogt przyjs¢ o godz. 13.00.

Sprawca musiat strzela¢ do ofiar wkroétce po wejsciu
do ich mieszkania. Sasiedzi styszeli bowiem pomiedzy
godzinami 13.00 a 14.00 odgtosy przypominajace krzyk,
,wrzask” kobiety lub dziecka, huk jakby od trzasnigcia
drzwiami, gluche uderzenie, jakby co$ lub kto$ upadt. Na
klatce schodowej byto w tym czasie cicho. Lezace na sto-
le umowy wynajmu mieszkania byly tylko czg§ciowo
wypehnione, co wskazuje, ze nowy lokator nie podat jesz-
cze swoich danych. Sprawca oddat co najmniej
11 strzalow. Wsrdd ran postrzatlowych zadanych Marii K.
stwierdzono rany rak — prawdopodobnie odniosta je
w trakcie zastaniania si¢ przed napastnikiem. Marek K.
oprocz ran postrzalowych odniost dodatkowo urazy
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w okolicy tarczycy i migsni szyi wskazujace, ze sprawca
bardzo silnie uciskat go lub mocno uderzyt w szyjg.
Podobne, cho¢ mniej nasilone obrazenia, odniosla
Maria K.

Sprawca zabral z mieszkania ofiar portfel z kartami
kredytowymi i dokumentami oraz telefon komorkowy,
nie pozostawil przy tym zadnych widocznych $ladow
penetrowania domu ani innej aktywno$ci. Prawdopodob-
nie opuscil miejsce zdarzenia wkrotce po dokonaniu za-
bojstwa.

3. Wyniki §ledztwa, dane dotyczace podejrzanego
i jego wyjasnienia

W marcu 2001 r. we Wroctawiu zatrzymano samo-
chdd jadacy z nadmierna predkoscia i pod prad na jedno-
kierunkowej jezdni. Kierowca byt Krzysztof G., ktory
w chwili zatrzymania mial w powietrzu wydychanym
2,72%o alkoholu. Wewnatrz samochodu lezala skorzana
torba raportowka, z ktorej wystawata kolba pistoletu.
Byt to automatyczny pistolet Skorpion nr 00255, ktory
posiadat dorobiony thumik; w magazynku bylo 18 sztuk
ostrej amunicji. W samochodzie znaleziono tez m.in.
okulary w plastikowej oprawie, tubkeg kleju oraz gazete
ogloszeniowa Auto-Gielda Dolnoslgska, w ktorej zazna-
czone byly trzy oferty wynajmu mieszkan na terenie
Wroctawia. Z opinii kryminalistycznej wynikato, ze tus-
ki, ktore zostaly zebrane na miejscu wszystkich pigciu
zabojstw, pochodza z tego pistoletu. Krzysztof G. za-
przeczal jednak, aby mial co$ z nimi wspoélnego. Twier-
dzit, iz bron kupit od pewnego Czecha, bowiem
otrzymywat telefony z pogrézkami, ze jezeli nie odda
dtugu, to zostanie zabity on i jego rodzina. W ostatnim
okresie zajmowat si¢ poszukiwaniem pracy i w tym celu
podrézowal m.in. do Wroctawia, Poznania i Warszawy.

W trakcie $ledztwa ujawniono wiele $ladow wska-
zujacych, ze Krzysztof G. byl w mieszkaniu Leny H.
Z opinii traseologicznej wynikato, ze $lad buta pozosta-
wiony na wykladzinie dywanowej w tym mieszkaniu
mogl pochodzi¢ od zelowki jego buta. Ponadto znalezio-
no na nim $§lady krwi pochodzacej od denatki oraz grudki
gliny podobne do probek zabezpieczonych z gleby pod
oknem balkonowym tego mieszkania. Slady matzowiny
usznej na wewngtrznej stronie drzwi mieszkania odpo-
wiadaly takze matzowinie uszu podejrzanego. Kolezanka
Violetty podczas okazania rozpoznata Krzysztofa G. jako
mezezyzng, ktory z przyklejonymi wasami usitowal sko-
rzysta¢ z ustug dziewczyny. Inna prostytutka zeznata, ze
uprzednio ,,gdzie§ widziata” podejrzanego, przypusz-
czalnie pomiedzy 2 stycznia a 6 lutego 2001 r. w poblis-
kim sklepie. Ochroniarze Violetty L. stwierdzili, ze
Krzysztof G. byt podobny do m¢zczyzny, ktorego widzieli
koto jej bloku, kiedy czekali na dziewczyng, aby ja
zawiez¢ do solarium.

W wyniku badania lekarskiego u Krzysztofa G.
stwierdzono since i otarcia naskorka na regee, ktore mogty
powsta¢ okoto miesiac przed badaniem. Ich rozmiesz-
czenie sugerowalo, ze badany mogt by¢ szarpany reka
przez inna osobg. Ponadto stwierdzono u niego since na
udach i krwiaka na lewym podudziu, ktory mogt powstac
od kopnigcia lub skoku z wysokosci oraz stan po urazie
kosci skokowej prawej powstatym od roku do dwoch lat
przed badaniem. Zdaniem bieglych, urazy konczyn dol-
nych powodowaly widoczne utykanie naprzemienne,
z przewaga utykania na prawa nogg.

36-letni Krzysztof G. byl Zonaty, miat 14-letnia cor-
ke. Wedlug opinii rodziny byt dobrym mezem i ojcem,
nie posiadal zadnych nalogow, cechowal go spokoj
i uprzejmos¢. Z wyksztatcenia byl kierowca-mechani-
kiem. Do 1994 r. pracowat w kopalni, skad zostat zwol-
niony w ramach zwolnien grupowych. Otrzymat 3 tys. zto-
tych odprawy, co pozwolilo mu zatozy¢ wlasna firme,
ktéra zajmowata si¢ m. in. handlem stolarka budowlana.
Od 1999 r. firma zaczela mie¢ trudnosci finansowe,
Krzysztof G. byl winien ré6znym kooperantom w sumie
ponad 100 tysigey z1, a zarazem sam nie byt w stanie wy-
egzekwowaé nalezno$ci od nierzetelnych klientow.
Usitowat odzyska¢ diugi, grozac dtuznikom zastrzele-
niem kogo$ z ich rodziny. W zwiazku z wymuszeniami
zostat aresztowany i przebywal w wigzieniu od czerwca
2000 r. do stycznia 2001 r. Wyszed} za kaucja, ktora
wplacila zona.

W listopadzie 2001 r. Krzysztof G. przyznat si¢ do
dokonania wszystkich pigciu zarzucanych mu zabojstw.
Z jego wyjasnien wynikato, ze podczas pobytu w wigzie-
niu zaplanowal, iz bedzie zarabiat poprzez ,Sciaganie
dtugéw”. Skontaktowat si¢ ze znajomym z Gdanska, kto6-
ry juz kiedy$ zatatwial mu bron palna. Zaproponowat on
Krzysztofowi G. kwotg 20 tys. zI za dokonanie zaboj-
stwa. Przekazal mu adresy i telefony kilku agencji towa-
rzyskich na terenie Poznania nalezacych do jednego
wlasciciela 1 polecit zabicie kogokolwiek sposrod osob
tam zatrudnionych, dat mu tez pistolet maszynowy Skor-
pion. Krzysztof G. umowit si¢ telefonicznie z jedna
z dziewczyn z agencji. Po wejsciu do mieszkania zorien-
towal sig, ze dziewczyna byla sama. Zapytal ja, czy moze
skorzysta¢ z toalety i tam przygotowat bron oraz zatozyt
thumik. Bezposrednio po wyjsciu z tazienki strzelit do
dziewczyny siedzacej na niskim krzesetku najpierw
w klatke piersiowa, a potem w glowe. Nastepnie szybko
opuscil mieszkanie. Po kilku dniach powiadomit telefo-
nicznie kolege z Gdanska o wykonaniu zadania, jednak
ten zwlekatl z zaptata. Krzysztof G. postanowit wigc za-
trzymac bron do czasu otrzymania wynagrodzenia. Nie
byl w stanie wytlumaczy¢, dlaczego nie dazyl konse-
kwentnie do uzyskania zaptaty.

W trakcie §ledztwa ustalono, ze bezposrednio po tym
zabojstwie Krzysztof G. wyjechal pociagiem do Kalisza,
gdzie przebywal do okoto godziny 16.00 nastgpnego
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dnia. Nie umial wyjasni¢, co w tym czasie robit. Ustalo-
no, ze telefonowatl wowczas do kilku agencji towarzys-
kich oraz do zony. Nastgpnie pojechat pociagiem do
Walbrzycha. Nie kupit biletu, gdyz jak twierdzil, nie miat
pieniedzy i wypisano mu mandat za ten przejazd.

Z dalszych wyjasnien Krzysztofa G. wynikato, ze
w zwiazku z brakiem pieni¢dzy postanowitl zrealizowac
plan, ktory obmyslil podczas pobytu w wigzieniu. We-
dtug tego planu mial wejs¢ do agencji towarzyskiej i za-
strzeli¢ prostytutke, a potem wykorzysta¢ jej mieszkanie
do zwabienia tam 0sob zainteresowanych zakupem sa-
mochodu. Planowal, Zze osobom tym przedstawi telefo-
nicznie bardzo atrakcyjna oferte sprzedazy, wiec z pew-
no$cia przyjada nastgpnego dnia z pienigdzmi na jego
zakup. Krzysztof G. podal, ze nie zamierzal zabija¢
ewentualnych klientow, lecz tylko zagrozi¢ im bronia,
odebra¢ pieniadze, zwiaza¢ i pozostawi¢ na miejscu za-
bojstwa prostytutki. W celu zrealizowania planu kupit we
Wroctawiu lokalne gazety z ogloszeniami, nawiazat
kontakt telefoniczny z prostytutka i uméwit si¢ z nig jako
klient. Poprosit o mozliwos$¢ skorzystania z toalety, gdzie
zainstalowal thumik do pistoletu. Po wyjsciu z toalety
zorientowal si¢, ze w kuchni znajduje si¢ jeszcze mez-
czyzna, wigc najpierw oddat do niego kilka strzatow.
Potem zaczatl strzela¢ do kobiety, ktora w tym czasie
wychodzita z pokoju. Nastegpnie wrocit do kuchni i pod-
ciat gardto mezczyznie, ktory ,,jeszcze charczal”. Potem
przenidst zwtoki kobiety do kuchni i przykryt obydwa
ciata kurtkami. Zmyt §lady krwi w pozostatych pomiesz-
czeniach, po czym, korzystajac z telefonow nalezacych
do ofiar, uméwit si¢ w tym mieszkaniu na nastepny dzien
z kilkoma klientami, ktérzy umiescili w gazecie ogto-
szenia, ze poszukuja okreslonego typu samochodu.
Z wyjasnien Krzysztofa G. wynikato, ze spedzit noc
w mieszkaniu ofiar, raz tylko wyszedt na chwilg do skle-
pu po piwo. Nastepnego dnia kilkakrotnie kto$ pukat do
drzwi. Uznatl wtedy, Ze sytuacja jest niecbezpieczna, nie
czekal wige na uméwionych klientéw, lecz okoto potud-
nia wyskoczyt przez balkon, po czym zaraz odjechat
samochodem. Z wypowiedzi mgzczyzn, ktérzy w dniu
10 lutego przybyli po zakup samochodéw, wynikato jed-
nak, ze okoto godz. 15.30 widzieli w okolicy bloku mez-
czyzng, ktorego ze zdjec rozpoznali jako Krzysztofa G.

Wyjasnienia Krzysztofa G. pozostawaly tez w sprzecz-
nosci z innymi ustaleniami $ledztwa. Pomijal on zupehie
duszenie Leny H. oraz zadawanie ran klutych podbrzusza
i srodbrzusza Januszowi S. Rany cigte jego szyi thuma-
czyt potrzeba ostatecznego dobicia ,,charczacego” jesz-
cze mgzcezyzny, chociaz Janusz S. zginal wskutek strzatu
w glowe. Krzysztof G. nie podat tez, ze zadawatl dodatko-
we obrazenia malzonkom K.

Z dalszych wyjasnien Krzysztofa G. wynikato, ze po
zabojstwie Leny H. i Marka S. postanowit juz nie korzys-
ta¢ z agencji towarzyskiej, lecz wynaja¢ mieszkanie, do
ktérego mieliby pozniej przyby¢ klienci z pienigdzmi

w celu kupna rzekomego samochodu. Po wybraniu odpo-
wiedniej oferty umoéwit si¢ z wiascicielem mieszkania.
W mieszkaniu zastal mezczyzng i kobiete. Oczekiwali
oni, ze pobiora z gory optatg za 6 miesigcy wynajmu, on
za$ chcial zaptaci¢ tylko za jeden miesiac. Podat, ze
zdenerwowat si¢ tym i zostal zmuszony do zastrzelenia
ich, chociaz poczatkowo tego nie planowat. Po zaboj-
stwie pospiesznie oddalit si¢ z mieszkania, pomimo ze
mieli tam wkrotce przyj$¢ umowieni klienci z pienigdz-
mi. Stwierdzil, ze przestraszyt si¢, iz odglos strzatow
mogt by¢ styszany przez sasiadow, gdyz podczas zda-
rzenia w pokoju bylo otwarte okno.

W toku $ledztwa ustalono, ze Krzysztof G. zamierzat
skorzystac jeszcze z kilku innych ofert wynajmu miesz-
kania. Byt tez juz uméwiony z osobami zainteresowany-
mi zakupem samochoddéw. Podczas kolejnych przestu-
chan Krzysztof G. zaprzeczyt tym ustaleniom, po czym
wielokrotnie zmieniatl wersje zdarzen, m.in. podawat, ze
zabojstwa dokonat kto$§ inny, a on jedynie towarzyszyt
zabojcy; w innych wskazywat tez na wspoétudzial roz-
nych oséb.

4. Interpretacja i wnioski

Przystepujac do rozwigzania problemu postawionego
przez prokuraturg, nalezato przede wszystkim poréwnac
sposob dziatania sprawcy (czy tez sprawcow) we wszyst-
kich zabdjstwach. Ponadto niezbgdna byta diagnoza mo-
tywacji, jaka kierowat si¢ sprawca (sprawcy). Jednym
z istotnych zrédet do wnioskowania w tym zakresie byta
takze analiza wyjas$nien sktadanych przez Krzysztofa G.

Z analizy wyjasnien Krzysztofa G. wynikato, ze jego
dziatania mialy za kazdym razem dwa etapy: pierwszy,
obejmujacy przygotowania do zabdjstwa i jego doko-
nanie oraz etap drugi, obejmujacy realizacj¢ celu, ktore-
mu zabdjstwa miaty stuzy¢. Bylo nim uzyskanie korzysci
finansowych pochodzacych z zaptaty za wykonanie zle-
cenia zabojstwa badZz rabunku innych ofiar.

Wedhug wypowiedzi Krzysztofa G., w pierwszym
przypadku dziatat na zlecenie, w pozostatych za$ realizo-
wal wlasny pomyst, ktory polegal na zdobyciu pienigdzy
od 0s6b skuszonych mozliwoscia kupienia po atrakcyjnej
cenie dobrych samochodow. Ten ekonomiczny cel miat
by¢ wigc dla sprawcy zasadniczy, za$ samo zabodjstwo
bylo tylko ,.etapem wstgpnym”, przygotowujacym do
jego realizacji. Zwraca uwagg fakt, ze ten ,,wstgpny etap”
byt przez Krzysztofa G. szczegdlowo zaplanowany
z uwzglednieniem mozliwych zaklocen i ewentualnych
zmian. Biorac pod uwagg sama efektywnos$¢ dziatania,
etap ten we wszystkich przypadkach byt wykonany sku-
tecznie, sprawnie i doprowadzil do S$mierci 5 oséb.
Sprawca zaczynat od wyboru roznych ofert sposrod ogto-
szefh zamieszczonych w gazetach, nastgpnie nawiazywat
kontakty telefoniczne i ustalal adresy. Po rozpoznaniu
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sytuacji na miejscu zdarzenia udawal si¢ pod jakims
pretekstem do tazienki, gdzie przygotowywat bron do
uzycia (m.in. zaktadat thumik). Po powrocie z tazienki
wilaczat telewizor 1 precyzyjnie oddawat strzaly najpierw
w okolice klatki piersiowej, a nast¢pnie w glowe. Zwraca
uwagg fakt, ze w dwodch przypadkach skutecznie kontro-
lowal zachowania dwu ofiar. Po zabojstwach podejmo-
wat decyzje o sposobie bezpiecznego oddalenia sig
z miejsca zdarzenia.

Na uwagg zashuguje silna tendencja do dokonania za-
bdjstw mimo pojawienia si¢ szeregu obiektywnych
przeszkod 1 wysokiego poziomu ryzyka niepowodzenia.
Na przyktad w przypadku zabodjstwa Violetty L. sprawca
nie zrezygnowal z podjgtego zamiaru, chociaz byt wi-
dziany przez postronnych $wiadkoéw, gdy przebywat
wczesniej w okolicy miejsca zdarzenia. Pomimo ze
w dniu zabdjstwa Violetta wczesniej go juz odprawita,
kiedy usitlowal dosta¢ si¢ do niej zamaskowany, to nie
zrezygnowal ze swego zamiaru i wieczorem przybyt po-
nownie do jej mieszkania. W przypadku zabojstwa Le-
ny H. nie odstapit od realizacji planu mimo utrudnienia,
jakim byta obecno$¢ Janusza S.; zabil wtedy dwie osoby,
chociaz znacznie zwigkszato to jego ryzyko. W przy-
padku zabojstw Marii i Marka K. nawiagzywanie wczes-
niejszego kontaktu nie tylko z ofiarami, ale i z czlonkami
ich rodzin, narazalo go na ryzyko rozpoznania ze strony
tych ostatnich. Ponadto strzelat do ofiar wielokrotnie
mimo otwartego okna w mieszkaniu. Powyzsze okolicz-
no$ci wskazuja na dzialanie sprawcy w sytuacji wyso-
kiego ryzyka, co sugeruje, ze wykazal on bardzo silna
motywacje do zabicia ofiar.

Z punktu widzenia skuteczno$ci dziatania zabojcy,
zadanie czterem ofiarom dodatkowych obrazen — poza
postrzeleniem — byto bezcelowe. Nie stuzyto bezposred-
nio potrzebie ich u$miercenia, gdyz stwierdzono, ze
u wszystkich ofiar ostatnimi byly ,,egzekucyjne” strzaty
w glowe. Tym bardziej nie miato to zwiazku z planowa-
nym pozyskaniem pieniedzy od uméwionych klientow.
A jednak obrazenia te zostaly zadane. Mozna wigc wnios-
kowag, ze dziatania te wynikaty z innej — sadystycznej mo-
tywacji, a nie deklarowanej przez Krzysztofa G. — eko-
nomicznej. Szczegodlnie wyraznie widaé to w przypadku
kilku ptytkich ci¢¢ nozem na szyi Janusza S., ktdre za-
dane zostaly juz po oddaniu do tej ofiary dwoch strzatow
(wigc do ofiary juz unieruchomionej), a przed oddaniem
trzeciego, u$miercajacego strzatu. Mozna wnioskowac
tez, ze i w przypadku zabojstw malzonkow K. sprawca,
zadajac im dodatkowe obrazenia, zaspokajal swoje po-
trzeby sadystyczne.

Analiza danych wskazuje, ze podawany przez
Krzysztofa G. gléwny cel dziatania — osiagnigcie zyskoéw
z zabojstw — nie zostat zrealizowany w zadnym z po-
wyzszych przypadkéw. Z wypowiedzi Krzysztofa G. na
ten temat wynika, ze po dokonaniu zabdjstw obawiat si¢
nawet drobnych sygnalow sugerujacych mozliwos¢ zde-

maskowania go. Np. po zabojstwie Leny H. i Janusza S.
uciekt przez okno po ustyszeniu pukania do drzwi i nie
wrocil juz do mieszkania, chociaz prawdopodobnie prze-
bywal w okolicy jeszcze przez jaki§ czas i mogt si¢
zorientowacd, ze nikt nie wszedt do wewnatrz. Nie wyko-
rzystal tez zabojstw Marka i Marii K. do realizacji
zwiazanych z tym zamiaréw, pomimo ze mogt si¢ zorien-
towac, iz odglosy zdarzenia nie zaalarmowaly sasiadow.
Jezeli zatozy¢, ze pierwsze zabdjstwo, tak jak podat
Krzysztof G., zostato dokonane na zlecenie, to i w tym
przypadku takze zwraca uwage brak konsekwencji
w dazeniu do uzyskania zaptaty za wykonane zlecenie.

Wypowiedzi Krzysztofa G. na temat powyzszych
okoliczno$ci rowniez nie wyjasniaja braku jego skutecz-
nos$ci w dazeniu do uzyskania zyskéw z dokonanych
zabojstw. Mozna wigc wnioskowaé, ze samo zabicie
ofiar bylo dla sprawcy celem gltéwnym, pozostale zas
byly tylko pretekstem do realizacji jego sadystycznych
sktonnosci. Zwracaja przy tym uwage przejawy sadyz-
mu, bezwzglednosci i brutalno$ci w traktowaniu ofiar, co
nie jest zgodne ani z planem dziatan, ani jego realizacja
przedstawionymi przez Krzysztofa G. Zarazem jednak
rzekomemu celowi finansowemu po§wigcit on stosunko-
wo duzo zabiegdéw (np. umawianie si¢ z osobami w celu
sprzedania im samochodéw). Mozliwe jest wigc, ze sta-
nowity one forme swoistego ,,usprawiedliwienia” przed
samym soba.

Analiza okoliczno$ci czynow wskazuje, ze sadyzm
w zachowaniu sprawcy mozna wiazac z jego zaburzenia-
mi w sferze popedowej [2, 4, 5, 8, 11]. Wprawdzie
Krzysztof G. prawdopodobnie nie odbywat stosunkow
seksualnych ze swoimi ofiarami, jednak mozliwe sa inne,
bardziej posrednie powiazania zabdjstwa ze sfera pope-
dowo-seksualna. Wskazuje na to wybor agencji towa-
rzyskich i prostytutek jako ofiar, co bylo nieuzasadnione
z punktu widzenia realizacji planoéw zwabienia tam in-
nych ofiar. Przewidywanie, ze po zdarzeniu mozna tam
przebywac przez dhuzszy czas, jest mato logiczne, gdyz
sa to miejsca, gdzie w kazdej chwili moga pojawié si¢
postronne osoby (inne prostytutki, klienci, ochroniarze,
wlasciciele agencji i lokalu, przygodni §wiadkowie itp.).
Ponadto nie bez znaczenia jest tu fakt, ze Krzysztof G. po
dokonaniu zabdjstwa Violetty L., a wigc jak podat, po
wykonaniu zleconego zadania, nie wrécit bezposrednio
do domu, lecz kilka godzin spedzil w Kaliszu, telefonujac
w tym czasie do kilku réznych agencji towarzyskich.

Biorac pod uwagg zachowanie sprawcy w poszcze-
gblnych przypadkach, mozna zauwazy¢ pewne zmiany
jego modus operandi. Usprawnieniu ulegto powigzanie
zabojstw ofiar z wabieniem oszukanych klientow, np.
przez umawianie si¢ z nimi na coraz wczesniejsza pore,
tak, aby wszystko zatatwi¢ w ciagu jednego dnia. Stop-
niowo nawet zaczal umawia¢ klientow do mieszkan,
w ktorych dopiero planowat zabi¢ mieszkancow, praw-
dopodobnie w celu ograniczenia mozliwo$ci wystapienia
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dodatkowych przeszkod oraz zmniejszenia ryzyka. Moz-
liwe, ze zrezygnowal tez z maskowania (wasy, okulary),
kiedy okazato sig, ze utrudnia mu to nawigzywanie kon-
taktow.

Zwraca uwage fakt, ze w kolejnych zabojstwach
wzrastata liczba strzatow oddanych do poszczegodlnych
ofiar: od dwoch — w przypadku Violetty L., do szesciu —
w przypadku Marii K. W kolejnych zabojstwach poja-
wily sig tez przejawy zachowan sadystycznych. Ich nasi-
lenie byto najwigksze wobec ofiar w drugim zdarzeniu
(duszenie Leny H. oraz zadanie ran cigtych i kiutych
nozem Januszowi S.). Biorac pod uwage dane wiktymo-
logiczne, nalezy przyjaé, ze wzmozonej agresji sprawcy
wobec Janusza S. nie mozna wyjasni¢ prowokacyjnym
zachowaniem si¢ ofiary. Mozliwa interpretacja zachowa-
nia sprawcy w tym zdarzeniu jest teza, ze przy zabojstwie
Violetty L. nie osiagnat on satysfakcjonujacego roztado-
wania napigcia, wigc w krotkim czasie (po trzech
dniach!) i ze znacznie wigksza brutalnoscia zaatakowat
kolejna ofiarg. W trzecim przypadku sprawca réwniez
nie poprzestal wytacznie na oddaniu $miertelnych strza-
tow i1 poza postrzeleniem prawdopodobnie dodatkowo
dusil obie ofiary. Wyzej opisane zmiany i modyfikacje
zachowania w poszczegolnych zabdjstwach, szczegdlnie
za$ nasilanie si¢ zachowan sadystycznych, sa typowe dla
sposobu dziatania seryjnych sprawcow zabojstw.

We wnioskach opinii biegli psychologowie stwier-
dzili, ze z duzym prawdopodobienstwem mozna przyjac,
iz zabojstw Violetty L., Leny H., Janusza S., Marii K.
oraz Marka K. dokonat ten sam sprawca. W dziataniu
sprawcy tych zabojstw powtarzaly si¢ nastgpujace ele-
menty:

— zdobywal informacje o ofiarach z ogloszen praso-
wych, nawiazywat z nimi kontakt telefoniczny jako
ich klient, ustalat wtedy adres i termin spotkania;

— ofiary mieszkaly w blokach wielorodzinnych;

— wybierajac jako ofiary prostytutki, najprawdopodob-
niej nie korzystat z ich ushug;

— wszystkie ofiary zginely od strzaldéw z tej samej broni
palnej — pistoletu z ttumikiem typu Skorpion;

— wszystkie strzaly byly oddawane z niewielkiej od-
leglosci, ale zaden nie byt oddany z przytozenia;

— kazda z ofiar zostata przynajmniej jeden raz postrze-
lona w piers, natomiast ostatnim obrazeniem u wszyst-
kich ofiar byt $miertelny strzat w gtowg o charakterze
egzekucyjnym;

— dodatkowe — poza postrzalowymi — obrazenia stwier-
dzone u ofiar byly w wigkszosci skoncentrowane
w obrebie szyi;

— sprawca zadawat dodatkowe obrazenia obu ofiarom
ptci meskiej;

— w sytuacji, kiedy ofiary zastaniaty si¢ re¢kami, prze-
strzeliwatl im rece;

— nie rozbierat Zadnej z ofiar, nie zdejmowat tez z ich
cial bizuterii;

— sprawca w zadnym przypadku nie pozostawit sladow
wskazujacych na penetracjg mieszkania, a zarazem
w kazdym przypadku najprawdopodobniej zabieral
pieniadze lub inne przedmioty nalezace do ofiar
(telefon komorkowy, portfel z kartami kredytowymi);

— w trakcie dokonywania zabojstw wiaczony byt sprzet
RTV, sprawca nie wylaczat go przed opuszczeniem
miejsca zdarzenia, pozostawial tez wlaczone $wiatla;

— we wszystkich przypadkach zabdjstw sprawca wy-
kazat silniejsza motywacj¢ do zabijania ofiar niz do
wyciagania z tego planowanych korzysci ekonomicz-
nych;

— sprawca wszystkich zabdjstw przejawiat cechy oso-
bowosci zaburzonej typu psychopatycznego: charak-
teryzuje si¢ ona bezwzglednoscia i brutalno$cia
w traktowaniu ofiar, chtfodem emocjonalnym, przed-
miotowym traktowaniem ofiar. Zachowanie jego nie
ulegato dezorganizacji pod wptywem emocji. W jego
dziataniu ujawnity si¢ wyrazne elementy sadyzmu;

— zachowanie sprawcy bylo typowe dla sposobu dziala-
nia seryjnych sprawcow zabdjstw.

— Kilka miesigcy pozniej w tej sprawie biegli opra-
cowywali tez druga opinig. Prokurator zwrdcit sig¢
z postanowieniem o przeprowadzenie badan psycho-
logicznych podejrzanego Krzysztofa G. w celu wypo-
wiedzenia si¢ o cechach jego osobowosci oraz o mo-
tywacji, ktora kierowat si¢ w przypadku popetienia
zarzucanych mu czyndéw. Przeprowadzone badania
m.in. potwierdzity wystgpowanie u podejrzanego sil-
nych tendencji sadystycznych. Badany zaprzeczat
jednak dokonaniu zarzucanych mu czynéw. Jednak
w trakcie rozprawy sadowej oskarzony Krzysztof G.
zmienit stanowisko w sprawie, przyznat si¢ do do-
konania wszystkich zabojstw. Stwierdzit tez, ze od-
czuwat satysfakcj¢ podczas ich zabijania, a szcze-
g6lng przyjemnos¢ sprawialo mu zngcanie si¢ nad
ofiarami.

Krzysztof G. zostal skazany prawomocnym wyro-
kiem sadowym na dozywocie z mozliwo$cia ubiegania
si¢ o warunkowe zwolnienie dopiero po uptywie 50 lat.
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