 

A person who is faced with a body to dispose of will often attempt to 'chop it up', either to make it easier to hide, easier to transport or easier to 'get rid of' in some way.  What is quite striking is that even individuals with no prior knowledge will often end up doing a job that will look remarkably similar (in appearance afterwards) to that of another, completely unrelated case.  It is not the presence of a common killer that is responsible for the similarities between cases, but the fact that bodies tend to have fairly obvious 'joins' to go for when attempting to reduce the size / bulk of a body. 

Put simply, the pattern of removing the head and limbs from the torso +/- splitting the torso in half seems to be fairly 'normal' in cases of dismemberment.  The handful of dismemberment cases that I have personally dealt with in my short career so far have all ended up looking fairly similar, but I would never have tried to claim that this represented some sort of common link between cases. 

Another observation that is usually quoted in historical cases is that the 'quality' of the dismemberment somehow points towards a skilled individual.  Whether this is medical / surgical / anatomical knowledge, or just prior experience of butchery / abattoir work varies, but the observation is often cited.  I can see how it is tempting to jump to this conclusion, but I have to say that I would usually regard the quality of dissection as an indicator of a lack of prior knowledge or experience!  Anyone who has taken the legs off a roast chicken can probably work out that the legs will come off a human with the right encouragement... 

Because the cuts are not particularly well planned in advance, there are often flaps and strips of skin here and there, with tears in the soft tissue and spurs of broken off bone.  The skin often has multiple cuts: cuts that don't 'add' any value to the process of limb removal.  They might be interpreted as deliberate 'mutilation', but a simpler explanation is that the person didn't really know what they were doing and just sort of 'went for it'.
When I am describing separated body parts, I'll use terms like 'flap' of skin, 'strip' of skin or perhaps 'bridge' of skin where two pieces haven't entirely separated.  These are purely descriptive terms, and have no underlying medical significance.  I suspect that the descriptions given in these historical cases were originally just that (i.e. descriptions), but that over the years undue significance has been pinned to the terminology in the hope of somehow finding a 'link' between cases.

 

I'm not saying there is no link between the bodies, of course, I'm just saying that you can't make that link based on similar descriptions of the remains by the medical persons who examined them at the time. I think unfortunately that the original literal, descriptive meaning might have been over-interpreted to try to make something more out of them over the years. 

In summary, I don't think (from what I have read) that there are sufficient similarities between the cases to conclude that the same 'killer' dismembered the bodies.  Equally, they could have been the work of the same individual, as there is nothing that can be used to conclude that a different individual must have done the deed.
 

I have dealt with a few of these dismemberment cases, and I've dealt with loads (and loads!) of road traffic / train collision / aircrash deaths where bodies have ended up being 'dismembered'.  There is almost never a clean line of separation between the body parts, and there always ends up being a ragged edge here and there.  Skin is very tough (hence why animal skins are so good for making leather!), so whilst there can be fairly catastrophic destruction of the underlying soft tissues (fat / muscle / etc.) and even bone, the skin usually holds together quite well. 

I have to say that I agree with you that I don't think the removal of 'flaps' of tissue can be taken as evidence of a 'signature' of the killer.  By signature, I am including both the intentional (i.e. 'calling card') and unintentional (habit, MO) interpretations of the word.  Essentially, these two individuals could have been killed by the same person, or by different individuals.  There is no way of telling one scenario from the other based purely on the pattern of body dismemberment.

It is interesting that one of the cases was in an advanced stage of pregnancy... goes with what you said before about the potential explanation that some of the cases may have been abortionists disposing of 'failures'.

 

