Frankenstein — the monster’'s home?

Nowadays Frankenstein Castle is often presentdtidoynedia as the “real home of the mon-
ster”. It is said, that there are relations betwdencastle and the famous hero of Mary Shel-
ley’s novel “Frankenstein”. The author is said twé seen the ruins when visi- ting the river
Rhine in 1814 and even visited the castle. Moreavisrbelieved that the scientist Konrad
Dippel did some alchemistic experiments at theleasid therefore he served as an example
of the hero Victor Frankenstein. But are theseréisss founded? In the following text this
will be challenged.

The “real home of the monster”-assertion

The “real home of the monster’-assertion is greafiyead. It is often found in newspapers
and books; even TV- documentaries deal with thésas In German-speaking areas authors,
such as university professors, public authorif@srnalists and film producers, rely on the ar-
gumentation of only one book: “Castle Frankenst®ligth, truth, legend” by Walter Scheele.
In English-speaking areas nearly all authors tRetu Florescus: “In search of Frankenstein”

Frankenstein Castle nowdys ‘

No castle in the book

But what is the exact meaning of this predicatal‘t®me of the monster”? Is the novel set in
Hesse or is it least in a castle? To find an angwarmust read Mary Shelley’s text “Fran-
kenstein — the modern Prometheus” first publisiedd18. The novel deals with the young
Swiss student Victor Frankenstein who succeedsreating a human being consisting of
pieces from dead bodies and bringing it to lifeut Bie result of this experiment is so horri-
ble, that Viktor flees to Geneva, his parents’ heafellowed by the nameless creature. Suf-
fering from loneliness the creature finds Frankeinsand asks him to create a girlfriend for
him. The scientist does so, but destroys the alfivoman finally. Witnes-sing this deed, the
creature gets furious and kills Frankenstein’sdadd father. Frankenstein hunts the monster
up to the Arctic, where he gets killed by it. Themater disappears on an ice floe ready to Kill
himself.



After reading the novel, four points are extremedynarkable: 1) The creature is nameless;
only the scientist's name is Frankenstein. 2) Tieattre is hardly called “monster”;mostly

“creature”, “wretch” or “figure”. 3) The story isab set in Hesse. 4) A castle is never men-
tioned.

View from Gernsheim/Rhine to Bergstrasse (approteind 6 km). “Mary Shelley has seen
a giant rock. That was Frankenstein.” Such aeta¢nt was made by a telecast. But you can

hardly find the castle with the naked eye; everdéylight. And Mary Shelley travelled by
night
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Simulation of light conditions at Septemb&t 2814, 11:00 pm.

Mary Shelley could not see the castle when being aver Rhine

If there is no castle in the novel, one may asky whe should even establish a connection to
Frankenstein Castle. It is said that the Englisitn@uhad been inspired to give this name to
her hero after seeing Frankenstein Castle. Had \aselley ever been there before writing
her novel? According to her diary she was on a iRigne trip in 1814 together with her sis-
ter and Percy Shelley, her later husband. In thening of September" she arrived at
Mannheim. After having breakfast there and a foit@ysightseeing tour she continued her
journey. The wind was not favourable; so the skigfmecked near Gernsheim in the evening,
waiting for better weather conditions. During thisie Mary and Percy had a three hours
walk. At 11.00 p.m. the ship cast off again. Mayo¢h of them immediately fell asleep, for it
was on the next morning they noticed that the skigfad docked on an island in the middle
of the river Rhine. They reached Mainz on Septer3ber

So Mary Shelley arrived at Gernsheim in the darkn@sit even by daylight she would not
have seen the castle. Discovering the castle frarh a distance is very difficult. Recently the
telecast “Galileo Mystery” has reportetfhe castle is a striking ruin on a long mountain
ridge...” But that is untrue. Sceptics might say that insthdays Frankenstein Castle was
much higher than the surrounding forest. But anremation reveals, that only one year be-
fore Mary Shelley arrived at Gernsheim, a pictufehe castle had been painted by Carl
Philipp Fohr. The trees had been as tall as ther quibtection wall. However, the towers had
no upper floors and no roofs. These were erect@dogmately in 1850. Nowadays only
these two towers can be seen from Gernsheim. Fr@viewpoint one can only assume that
this is Frankenstein Castle. At the time when Mahglley wrote her novel, the castle could
hardly be seen from so far away — and not at atligiat!



Frankenstein Castle 1813, The picture, painted ast Ehilipp Fohr, shows the castle. Both
the towers were half-dilapidated. They could noviséle from Gernsheim, not even by day.

Did the author Mary Shelley pay a visit to the case?

Frankenstein Castle could not have been discoveyddary Shelley during her river Rhine
trip. But what if someone else had given her samf@ination about the castle? Would Mary
and her fellow travellers have taken the opporjutaitvisit the castle? This is always claimed.
Firstly one can say, that the conditions for sudhart excursion really were very bad. The
tourists arrived at Gernsheim only in the late evgrafter a very exhausting day. The previ-
ous night had been spent on the boat. In the mgithiey had been on an excursion to Mann-
heim and then they had had a very troubled baat Tilney were told that a short time before
another boat had capsized, and all the 15 passehgdrdied. Maybe Mary was not well be-
cause of first symptoms of pregnancy. Six monther Ishe gave birth prematurely. Moreover
a nocturnal excursion to the hinterland would hagemed a risk because of their poor Ger-
man. And finally they had to adapt to the needshefother passengers. So they could not
plan their own activities. The diary entries shdwttthe tourist party had only a couple of
hours at Gernsheim. They had a three hours walktiBsitime would have been too short to
walk all the way up to the castle; a distance al&3ukm — and back again! Even a carriage
would not have managed such an adventure in theotabad roads and steep slopes!

In one of author Walter Scheele’s books you cad that there is some information about an
overnight stay of an English tourist party at Ebsmis near the castle hill. To prove those as-
sertions Scheele claims that the Shelleys as welllaire Clairmont have faked their diaries
to cover up any private details of the Frankenstespiration. As further eve-dence the author
even tells his readers about registrations in Ehétr's parish register. But such registrations
do not exist! Additionally the author cites a sdted secret diary excerpt, according to which
Mary Shelley has visited the castl@he authentic and unabridged diary of Mary Shelley
from this time has been discovered. It is in pagsanf a Swiss banker’s family, as Professor
Florescu has found out. The family let nobody keediary and don’t want to publish any in-



formation about the past ........ But at my (the aushomploring request | was allowed to
cite an extract from 1814. At last this will cedabe long speculation about Mary’s visit to
Frankenstein — has she or hasn’t she been theréf *Hrankenstein castle: a monumental
building, full of darkness; broken walls, mysticaighty(? in the sobering November-
mist(?)”. (This last sentence is cited in English by WaBieheele.)
This is really an unknown text for literature.
The chronological representation is wrong.
You can read “Novembermist” in the quota-
tion of the author's English text, but the
Shelleys docked at Gernsheim already at the
beginning of September, and in the middle of
September they were back again in England.
That’s true. Furthermore the English quota-
tion in the German text has surely never been
written by an English author (Mary Shelley).
The author was no native speaker. And Wal-
ter Scheele does not mention the quotation’s
bibliography; so it is not a scientific refer-
ence.

Historical map out of the year 1801 shows the
Rhine river before its regulation

Assertion without any evidence

Another important clue for links between Frankemsastle and the famous novel should be
a letter of Jakob Grimm. Mary Shelley was probablg about the castle on the Bergstrasse
by her stepmother Mary Jane Clairmont who wasaselcontact with the Grimm brothers as
she was a translater of Grimm’s Tales. Mary Jarsr@bnt could have told Mary Shelley a
horror story about Frankenstein Castle, which mlggnte been her inspiration for the Fran-
kenstein novel.

AU for Mary Jane Clairmont knew a lot about tlades of the Grimm brothers. She trans-
lated their anthology of folk tales, which had bgemlished since 1812 in Germany ....... A
letter of Jakob Grimm written to Mary Jane, date3l 3, is in British private possession and
must not be seen by the public. Donald E. Glut gasvletter. 25 years later, only I, myself
(Walter Scheele) was allowed to see the letterrgdait | was requested not to quote directly.
Yet the heirs who did not want to be named, allomedo publish a synopsis (of the letter).
Grimm tells us about a horror story which was nepablished in his tales ...... And this is
the proof that the ruin near Darmstadt is in faoe t'real Home of the Monster”, the origin of
the Frankenstein myth.”

This is a quotation from Walter Scheele’s book “‘@Hrankenstein. Mythos, Wahrheit, Leg-
ende“and he even names a witness: Donald F.Ghuhisledition , The Frankenstein Archive:
Essays on the Monster, the Myth, the Movies andeV]dre notes that there is no proof of
Mary Shelley’s visit to the castle or any knowledgj@out the castle. Additionally he re-
sponded to a written inquiry that he, (Glut) did know anything about the Jakob Grimm’s
letter and he repeats that there is no proof ofyMirelley’s visit to the castle. The important
reference to the assertion about links betweercastie and the novel is totally unknown by
the witness. And also the literary research hasangtknowledge about such a correspon-
dence. In summer 2006 the Grimm-Internet forum wmasiired about this theme. Berthold



Friemel, a Grimm-expert, said: “You can see adisthe whole Grimm-correspondence on
the Internet_http://www.grimmnetz.defbbut there is no correspondence between Jakob
Grimm and Mary Jane Clairmont.” Another author site

“It is a very dubious trick to combine Frankensté&astle near Darmstadt with the Grimm
brothers and Mary Shelley’s (1797-1851) famous neorfgyure. There are no facts whether
Mary Shelley’s stepmother Mary Jane Clairmont, weaid to have translated the Grimm’s
Fairy Tales into English language, had any cor@sgence with Jacob Grimm about this
“legend “ in 1813. Nothing is proven. Therefore tbeeators of this new myth write about a
suspicious private anthology; only the writers haverseen, and the anthology’s owners do
not allow any further information.”

Walter Scheele later changed his statement anthethithat the Bodleian Library, Oxford,
had this Grimm’s letter. Inquiries have been mdulg,such a letter is unknown and would
definitely been discovered. Berthold Friemel s&gsstory with a specific statement of place
(landscape, village, town) would rather be listedhie “German Legends” than in “Children’s
Tales”. The Grimm- Society does not know anythibgwt Grimmtransla-tions by Mary Jane
Clairmont and neither do the libraries. Even thiealritants of Eberstadt (Southern part of
Darmstadt) and the village Nieder-Beerbach in treosinding close to the Frankenstein do
not know this horror story. However, the Grimm bt surely knew anything about Fran-
kenstein Castle. Their anthology of legends costamnchapter 219 “The lindworm at the
well” with a knight of Frankenstein. But he doed have anything to do with Mary Shelley's
monster figure.

The two towers of castle Frankenstein

Author Mary Shelley did not know Frankenstein Caste

According to Walter Scheele Mary Shelley was venpliessed when seeing the river Rhine
valley between Mannheim and Mainz. But in her Feardtein novel she claims the opposite:
“The landscape downstream of Mainz to the nextishhmore picturesque than beforelri a
later publication she mentions another journey fierankfurt to Schaffhausen in 1840, but
this time by land. She started at Frankfurt on Jiand took a rest at Darmstadt the same



day. She gave a detailed description of the lamsead the castles. But Frankenstein Castle
was not mentioned. She summarized the trip froomi3tadt to Heidelberg as follow®riv-

ing on this road was very pleasant and the hillydscape to our left got more and more pic-
turesque. You could have nice excursions betweerhitls, but we continued the journey
straight ahead as we had planned and could notevast time with strolling. We turned to
the hills when approaching Heidelberg.”

So nothing is said about the Frankenstein! She ewvasidered the excursions to the hills as
“irrelevant strolls”. Would she have written suchsentence, if she had found out the si-
milarity between the name of the castle and heatgsaccessful novel? Especially because
she was accompanied by her son. Everything paintiset fact that Mary Shelley did not no-
tice the castle at all and did not even know alitsigxistence.

Has Konrad Dippel been a role model for the hero \étor Frankenstein?

The assertion that the historic person Konrad Dipg@es the literary model of Mary Shelley’s
novel is always widespread. But what are the fafitst Konrad Dippel was theologian,
chemist, physician and alchemist. He was born amkenstein Castle in 1673 where his par-
ents had fled of the cruelties of the Palatinatd gvar. He died at Wittgenstein Castle in
1734.

It is said that Dippel had been in possession of a

title of nobility by calling himself “Johann Kon-

rad Dippel von Frankenstein”. But that is not
correct. Sometimes Dippel added “Fran-
kensteinensis” to his name, which is Latin
grammar and simply means his place of birth;
it's not part of the surname. Yet a contract con-
cept from 1732 could really have served as the
example for a horror novel: He claims the reign
over Frankenstein as a reward for the handing
over of a mysterious elixir! The Landgraf denied
this demand. Instead he offered a big sum of
money. But until Dippel's death in 1734 this deal
was never made. However, the draft of the “con-
tract” was the subject of much speculations.

Surely Dippel did know about the castle’s value.

A letter from 1856 says that Dippel was a well-

known man in this region. Yet, it is very un-

likely that Dippel had a laboratory at the castle.

Water was short and the delivery of food and all

kinds of goods was difficult. And finally the

building was rather dilapidated.

One of Dippel's documents shows that he

Johann Conrad Dippel 1673 - 1734  pought a glass factory in one of the surrounding
A model of Shelley’s Frankenstein ? valleys.

Some military documents out of the time be-
tween 1690 and 1745 (state archives Darmstadijyctrat Dippel did not work at the castle.
There are different correspondences of leases aifdiry works at the castle and lots of peti-
tions of the inhabitants to the Landgraf. If Dippald needed some space for a laboratory or if
he had blasted some parts of the building (as tioa Scheele says) by doing experiments,
this would have led to written complaints. But grsuch documents do not exist it is highly
untruly that Dippel worked at the castle duringsttime. These military documents date back
to the year 1690, when Dippel was aged 18 and parbhis studies at Giessen. It is hard to
imagine that he did alchemical experiments beftgehrolment at university.



How did the author Mary Shelley come to choose theame “Frankenstein™?

A big number of English-speaking natural scientests considered to be the role model of
Victor of Frankenstein. All of them dealt with @omical and electrical experiments, and
lived in the 18 and 19 century. There are some speculations that Maryle§hehose the
name of one of these persons. Benjamin Franklindcba a role made into this case. But
Mary Shelley could also have been inspired by anchacquaintance. The surname “Frank-
enstein” is not rare. Mary Shelley would have haig lof opportunities to hear the name; a
name which sounded strange or ,Gothic* to her. @& @ne hand it could mean the term
“Franconia”. On the other hand it could mean oiwefrom the word “Frank”. The encyclo-
paedia of German palaces and castles lists fiver aifistles Frankenstein, situated in Silesia,
Palatinate, Thuringia, Carinthia and Lower Austhi@nce, there are numerous sources of in-
spiration for the novel’s title.

The picture shows Frankenstein Castle in Carinflagtria). There are lots of castles or places ahlle

“Frankenstein” in other german territories Palatite, Thuringia, Saxony and Silesia. The name
“Frankenstein” or the surname “Frankenstein” is nodre.

Summary

Is it a disadvantage, to falsify the history of mkanstein Castle? On the one hand it is good
for the local economy, because lots of visitors edimere to look for the monster. Yet the
way, the media has spread unproven informatiofarsrang.

Nobody has checked, whether the castle can befsmanGernsheim. University professors
retell stories of an “international famous ghoshteu” Walter Scheele’s “stories” are shown
periodically on TV, and the author himself givesngoinformation, too. It's very alarming,
that you can hardly watch a TV report about thé nesiory of the castle. The Monster Festi-
val is more lucrative! Some local teachers haveneadded the “real home of the monster-
assertion” to their curriculum.

But the following points are proven for sure:

1) There is no castle in the novel “Frankenstein thermodern Prometheus” by Mary
Shelley. The creature’s name is not “Frankensteis’creator is Victor Frankenstein.
The mere knowledge of the novel does not allowlarkg to Frankenstein Castle on
the Bergstrasse.

2) When Mary Shelley was on her way to Gernsheim cslogd not see the castle in the
moonlight. She was a stranger, she was too far aavad/the time for an excursion to
the castle was too short.



3) Konrad Dippel’'s biography may be read as a sinistery, because he was theolo-
gian, chemist and alchemist; but there is no pradfether Mary Shelley had any
knowledge about this biography. Dippel surely digl experiments at the castle.
There are no relations to other natural scientistee 18" and 19" century.

4) Documents supporting the “real home of the morassertion” do not exist. Nobody
can inspect Mary Shelley’s description of the egdthe correspondence between Ja-
kob Grimm and her stepmother Mary Jane Clairmomegistration in the parish reg-
ister of Eberstadt. It all seems to be completiehytious.

5) The author of the “real home of the monster-ass®ttis not credible. He only takes
financial interest in being author and guide, dsgjsthe Monster Festival and acting
as a ghost hunter on the TV channel “YouTube”.

One cannot prove that Mary Shelley had no relatmothe castle; she was close to the castle
twice, but there are no links to the “real homehaf monster-assertion”. Scheele presents du-
bious documents and fictitious events. His bookgehao bibliography and his texts show
small literary knowledge.
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