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                        FAQ 77 

             (12/23/2008) 

                                                77.1 

THE LOUISE SPRINGER MURDER 

                JUNE 13, 1949 

 

Now let us move forward in time to a crime that occurred just 

THREE BLOCKS from the Dahlia vacant lot, and briefly examine 

another 1940s Los Angeles lone woman murder.  One which I 

summarized in BDA but has been mostly ignored by the reading 

public and totally ignored by today’s LAPD. (This despite the fact 

that their own, on-scene investigator, (and lead Dahlia detective), 

Harry Hansen, was actively assigned to the case fro m its 

onset, and publicly stated his belief that the crim e was very 

likely, “Dahlia connected.”)   
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DETECTIVE HARRY HANSEN WAS ASSIGNED TO INVESTIGATE THE 1947 ELIZABETH SHORT & 

THE 1949 LOUISE SPRINGER MURDERS. FIVE DAYS INTO THE SPRINGER INVESTIGATION HE 

PUBLICLY INFORMED THE PRESS THAT THE TWO CRIMES WER E POSSIBLY CONNECTED.  

WHY? 
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LOUISE SPRINGER CRIME SUMMARY:  

     

     At approximately 9:15 p.m. on the evening of J une 13, 1949, Laurence Springer, 

drove his new Studebaker convertible to pick-up his  wife.  Louise Springer met 

him in the parking-lot on Crenshaw Blvd, near Santa  Barbara where she worked as 

a beautician.  As she entered the car, Louise notic ed she had left her eye-glasses 

inside the beauty parlor. Her husband offered to ge t them for her and also 

purchased   a newspaper and cigarettes at an adjace nt drugstore. He was gone 

less than ten minutes.   Upon his return, both his car and Louise were gone.   

The husband immediately contacted LAPD who referred  him to University Division 

Police Station, where the desk officer advised Mr. Springer, “They could not take a 

formal Missing Person Report, for 24-hours.”  The hu sband attempted to convince 

the officers that his wife would not simply drive a way, and that she had to have 

been the victim of a kidnapping, or foul play. Sadl y, his pleas fell upon deaf ears. 

Frustrated and angry, the husband returned to his H ollywood home to be with 

their three-year-old son, and could only hope his w ife would call. Three days later, 

Laurence Springer’s suspicions were confirmed.  Lou ise Springer’s body was 

found in the back seat of the car, which the suspec t by circumstance, had been 

forced to park on a quiet residential street just a n hour after the abduction and 

murder.  Here are the investigative highlights and findings: 
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June 13, 1949-    9:15 P.M. 

VICTIM KIDNAPPED (HIGHJACKED IN OWN CAR) WHILE WAIT ING FOR HUSBAND TO 
RETURN TO CAR.   VICTIM SEXUALLY ASSAULTED BY SUSPE CT WHO USED A 14” 
LONG TREE LIMB TO SODOMIZE VICTIM IN VEHICLE.  SUSP ECT THEN STRANGELED 
VICTIM USING ROPE LIGATURE AND LEFT HER BODY IN REA R SEAT OF VEHICLE 
COVERING HER WITH A BEAUTICIAN’S TARP BELONGING TO VICTIM.��

�

LOUISE SPRINGER KIDNAP LOCATION ON CRENSHAW BLVD, J UST NORTH OF SANTA BARBARA BLVD. 
(NOW MARTIN LUTHER KING BLVD.)  THIS LOCATION IS JU ST 500 YARDS SOUTH OF WHERE ELIZABETH 

SHORT BODY PARTS WERE FOUND AT THE VACANT LOT, 3815  S. NORTON.) 
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June 13, 1949  - 10:30 p.m. – 

 

Neighborhood witnesses observed Springer’s vehicle being driven eastbound on 

38th St., and saw the driver quickly swerve the car to the south curb and park. (126 

W. 38th St., Los Angeles) The driver turned off the headli ghts and slumped down 

behind the driver’s wheel. Seconds later, an LAPD u niformed patrol car with its 

emergency lights blinking pulled over a teenage dri ver for a traffic violation. As 

the witnesses watched from their residence the man in the Studebaker sat 

motionless while the officers exited their patrol c ar and wrote a ticket to the 

teenager, standing just a few yards away.  The offi cers after citing the teen then 

reentered their police car and drove off.  The witn esses continued looking out 

their window and saw the man reach toward the back seat, then after a few 

minutes he was seen to exit the Studebaker and walk  away. Due to the darkness, 

the only description they could provide was “A Male  with black curly hair.”   These 

actions occurred just one-hour after the abduction,  but because the witnesses 

were unaware that any crime had occurred, nothing w as reported for three days. 

On June 16 th, a separate neighbor became suspicious of the aban doned vehicle 

and called the police.  Officers determined it was the missing Springer vehicle and 

responded to find the victim strangled to death und er a tarp in the backseat. A 

neighborhood check by homicide detectives for witne sses resulted in three 

coming forward to describe what they saw on the nig ht of June 13 th.    
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126 W. 38TH St. - 4 miles (10 minutes) from abduction location  

LOUISE SPRINGER MURDER HEADLINES  JUNE 17, 1949  

 



��

�

Los Angeles Examiner --June 18, 1949  

“POLICE MISSED MAD KILLER IN AUTO WITH SLAIN VICTIM , PARKED NEAR SQUAD CAR” 

 

 

1949 PHOTO OF GEORGE HODEL SHOWING HIS “BLACK CURLY  HAIR”  

1949 STUDEBAKER CONVERTIBLE SIMILAR TO SPRINGER VEHICLE  
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  Los Angeles Examiner of June 17, read: 

… 

Body Violated 

And with a 14-inch length of finger-thick tree branch, ripped from some small tree, the killer had 

violated her body in such manner as to stamp this crime at once and indelibly in the same 

category as the killing of Elizabeth Short, “the Black Dahlia.”  
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Some additional investigative findings:  

 

·  Police suspected killer may have known victim prior . Possible 
jealous ex-boyfriend? Det. Hanson and partner trave led to San 
Francisco for a full week investigation into victim ’s background. 
Newspapers of the day hinted at a “possible romanti c affair.”  
No hard evidence believed found? 

·  Prior to the murder a male called Laurence Springer ’s work 
telephone (six times) over six days, and kept hangi ng up.  Also, 
called Springer’s home residence.   

·  Though LAPD continued to suspect the Springer and E lizabeth 
Short and other lone woman crimes could have been c onnected, 
Louise Springer’s sadistic killer, like the others-  was never 
identified.  

·  1949 Grand Jury demanded a reinvestigation of the E lizabeth 
Short and other unsolved murders as is evidenced by  the below 
1949 headline, which adds Louise Springer’s photo t o the long 
list of unsolved murders. 
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1949 Grand Jury assigns DA to reinvestigate LAPDs u nsolved lone-woman-murders 

·   


