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Nathan Freudenthal Leopold, Jr. (November 19, 1904 – August 29, 1971) and Richard A. 
Loeb (June 11, 1905 – January 28, 1936), more commonly known as "Leopold and 
Loeb", were two wealthy University of Chicago students who murdered 14-year-old 
Bobby Franks in 1924, and were sentenced to life imprisonment. 
 
The duo were motivated to murder Franks by their desire to commit a perfect crime.  
 
Motive: 
Leopold, age 19 at the time of the murder, and Loeb, 18, believed themselves to be 
Nietzschean supermen who could commit a "perfect crime" (in this case a kidnapping and 
murder). Before the murder, Leopold had written to Loeb: "A superman ... is, on account 
of certain superior qualities inherent in him, exempted from the ordinary laws which 
govern men. He is not liable for anything he may do." 
 
The friends were exceptionally intelligent: Leopold had already completed college and 
was attending law school at the University of Chicago. He studied 15 languages and 
spoke five and was an expert ornithologist, while Loeb was the youngest graduate in the 
history of the University of Michigan. Leopold planned to transfer to Harvard Law 
School in September, after taking a trip to Europe. Loeb planned to enter the University 
of Chicago Law School after taking some post-graduate courses. 
 
Leopold and Loeb met at the University of Chicago as teenagers. Leopold agreed to act 
as Loeb's accomplice as long as Loeb would be his lover. Beginning with petty theft, the 
pair committed a series of more and more serious crimes; the series culminated in 
murder. 
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An Excerpt from a letter from Nathan Leopold to Richard Loeb: 
 
Now, that is all that is in point to our controversy but I am going to make 
more of an effort to explain my system of a Neitzschien philosophy with 
regard to you. It may have occurred to you why a mere mistake in judgment 
on your part should be treated as a crime, when on the part of another it 
should not be so considered.  
 
Here are the reasons. In formulating a superman, he is, on 
account of certain superior qualities inherent in him 
exempted from the ordinary laws which govern ordinary 
men. He is not liable for anything he may do. The only crime 
he can commit is to make a mistake.  
 
Now, obviously any code which conferred upon an individual or upon a group 
extraordinary privileges without also putting on him extraordinary 
responsibility would be unfair and bad. Therefore, an ubermensch is 
held to have committed a crime every time he errs in 
judgment, a mistake excusable in others. But you may say that 
you have previously made mistakes which I do not treat as crimes. This is true. 
To cite an example, the other night you expressed the opinion and insisted 
that Marcus Aurelius Antonius was, "practically the founder of stoicism", and in 
so doing you committed a crime. But it was a slight crime and I choose to 
forgive it.  
 
 
Similarly I have and had before this matter reached and forgiven the crime 
which you committed in committing the error in judgment which caused the 
whole train of events. I did not and do not wish to charge you with a crime, 
but I feel justified in using any of the consequences of your crime for which 
you were held responsible to my advantage. This and only this I did, so you 
see how careful you must be. 
 
 


