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The Endless Nightmare
 

 

 

 

This is the story of the most chilling series of crimes ever to take place in Italy in the last 40
years.

This story is a puzzle that we possess a lot of pieces to, perhaps even too many pieces, but no
matter how hard we try to put them all together, we never succeed.

This story is a bloody puzzle that reveals a terrifying picture based on the pieces that we put
together and the way in which we connect them.

Either way, that picture always leads to too many open questions.

This is a story without a final word, a story that for more than thirty years lives in the
nightmares of one of Italy's most beautiful and famous regions, Tuscany.

What comes next is the storytelling of the crimes of the one that came to be know as "The
Monster of Florence".

We are talking about an event that has tested all existing criminology theories on serial
killers, to the point where we can state that there are traditional crimes, serial killers, and then
there is "The Monster of Florence".

 



The crimes
 

 

 

 

SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1974, PLACE: BORGO SAN LORENZO, ABOUT 40
KILOMETERS FROM FLORENCE.

 

Pasquale Gentilcore and Stefania 
Pettini

 

It's 9 pm Pasquale Gentilcore, nineteen, blue collar, arrives with his sister at Teen Club, a
Borgo San Lorenzo nightclub. Pasquale has agreed to return around midnight to pick her up.

He drives towards Pesciola di Vicchio where his eighteen year old girlfriend Stefania Pettini
resides. At the time, Stefania had just been hired as a secretary by the company Magif of
Florence. Pasquale and Stefania have been dating for two years.

We assume that Pasquale was serene as he drove from the nightclub to Stefania's house:
summer is coming to an end and although it rained the night before, the weather is not cold yet.

His father had previously lent him the car he was driving, a blue FIAT 127, which even had a
radio, a small luxury in those days.

It is probable that Pasquale does not have much on his mind as he drives along that road: he



is serene, he is listening to the radio and is looking forward to having a good evening.

It is around 9:30 pm when the young man pulls up in front of the house where Stefania lives
with her family. The girl leaves her house and gets in the car.

From that moment on, it is complete darkness.

 

Borgo San Lorenzo: The Scene of 
The Crime

 

The reconstruction based on eye witnesses leads to believe that they took the freeway to
Borgo San Lorenzo to meet up with a group of their friends who were at Teen Club.

Along the way, they decide to make a stop at a solitary road by the river Sieve, an area
known to be a pit stop for young couple looking for some privacy.

The couple is inside the car when around midnight, someone walks up to the driver's side.

The stranger shoots at close range, hitting Pasquale with one shot to the heart and four more
shots in the body.

Four more shots hit Stefania in non vital areas of her body. And then, according to the
official reconstruction, Stefania was pulled out of the car and thrown to the ground, the same
area where her body would later be found, under the car's tail pipe stabbed 96 times.

Three of these stab wounds are fatal and had been inflicted while the girl was still alive and
probably conscious. This was to be the first and only instance in the series of crimes of a
physical contact between the killer and a female victim still alive during the assault.

The other 93 stab wounds were inflicted post-mortem and are concentrated around the pubic
area and the breasts.

Before abandoning the girl's body, the Monster inserts a vine shoot in her vagina and prior to
leaving the murder scene, he stabs Pasquale's lifeless body 5 times, opens Stefania's purse, and
scatters its content on the ground performing what would later become a macabre ritual in the
many crimes to come.

The necklace with a cross pendant that Stefania was wearing was never to be found.



The lifeless bodies of the two young people were found the following morning by a local
farmer. The girl's purse and bra were found about 250 meters from the crime scene following an
anonymous call.

Shells from a Winchester H series caliber 22 long rifle from the murderer's weapon were
found on the ground. The gun was identified as a Beretta compatible with models 70, 72, 73, and
74.

Unfortunately, these were some of the most widespread gun models in Italy in those days,
same as the ammunitions of the Winchester H series.

Up to this point, the timing on the official reconstruction also relies on the testimonies of two
people who say to have heard gunshots at around 11:45 pm as they were driving near the area of
the homicides.

But there is another reconstruction of the events based on the analysis of the crime scene
pictures taken by the authorities at the time the bodies were found. On one of these pictures, we
can see the body of Stefania lying on the ground next to the car.

Despite the photo being in black and white, it is easy to see on her bare feet what seems to be
the typical soil marks left on the back of one's feet after walking bare feet on the lawn.

When do these marks date to? Had Stefania, for some reason, voluntarily walked bare feet on
the lawn as if she somehow reacted to the aggression and maybe got out of the car in an attempt
to flee? How long would she have walked for and how far would she have gotten? Were the few
steps from the passenger's side ,where she surely was, to the place where her body was lying
lifeless sufficient to leave such marks on the girl's feet?

Did someone ask her to get out of the car? Based on certain contusions found on the young
girl's body, some have hypothesized that there had been a confrontation between her and her
killer.

Unfortunately, these questions remain unanswered.

The afternoon leading to her murder, Stefania had confessed to a friend having had a negative
encounter with an unpleasant person.

But she did not give her friend any further details and there would later be no pertinent
information found in her diary.

Certain elements of this double murder, in so many ways different from the future more
robotic killings lead to believe that the killer had a profound emotional involvement with the
female victim, feelings that seem absent in the other upcoming murders.

In the end, one last question still remains unanswered: the distance between Stefania's house
and the crime scene is of about five minutes by car, so the couple should have reached the place
between 9:30 and 10 pm while the murders took place at around 11:45 pm.

Was the killer already at the location waiting in the dark for the right moment or did he arrive
after the couple, shortly prior to the attack?

A few years later, Stefania's grave was vandalized by unidentified people. An ultimate and
barbaric offense.



 

 

SATURDAY, JUNE 6, 1981, PLACE: MOSCIANO DI SCANDICCI, ABOUT 15 KM FROM

FLORENCE.
 

Carmela de Nuccio and Giovanni 
Foggi

 

It's a moonless Saturday, summer is nearing and two young people are inside a car not far
from the nightclub Anastasia in an area frequented by couples and peeping toms.

The two youngsters are Giovanni Foggi, thirty, warehouse worker at ENEL the national
power company, and Carmela de Nuccio recently employed by the leather goods company ASI
from Scandicci.

They have been dating for just a few months but are already thinking of getting married.

That evening they had dinner at Carmela's with her parents before leaving to get some ice
cream at around 10 pm.

 

The body of 

Carmela de Nuccio



 

The Monster's act is swift and probably catches the couple by surprise: in an instant,
Giovanni gets hit with three precise shots: one in the heart, one in the lung, and one in the head.

In turn, Carmela is hit with five shots, one of which at point blank range in the upper body,
inflicting a fatal wound.

The entire assault lasts a few seconds. The weapon is once again a Beretta, caliber 22, later
confirmed by ballistics to have been the same firearm used in the 1974 murders, and the shells,
Winchester H series.

Once the door opened, the Monster grabs the girl and moves her to an embankment about 12
meters away where she would later be found fully dressed, with her necklace clenched in
between her teeth.

Then, after cutting off her jeans up to the belt, he removes her pubis with a knife, obtaining
the first in a series of macabre fetishes. There are no traces of dragging on the surrounding
ground, leading to believe that the girl's body was carried away.

Before leaving the murder scene, the killer opens the girl's purse and scatters its content on
the ground. He inflicts stab wounds to the young man post-mortem almost like an insult and goes
away.

The next day, a policeman taking a walk with his son finds the bodies. Giovanni's body is
still inside the car on the driver's seat with the window completely shattered, and his pants pulled
half way down.

The most common interpretation says that the attack took place in a disadvantageous
situation for the young man as he was taking his pants off prior to a sexual activity.

Other interpretations claim that the position in which the pants were found suggest that the
attack took place while the young man was getting dressed.

Giovanni's body is found with his right leg almost completely slipped into his pants which
agrees better with the theory that he was getting dressed.

Given that there is no evidence of a consummated sexual intercourse, this interpretation
suggests that the couple was abandoning the area due to a disturbance by something or someone.

Closely following the crime, one of the most ambiguous and mysterious characters of the
entire event comes to light: Enzo Spalletti.

 



Enzo Spalletti
 

Born in Montelupo Fiorentino in 1945 where he also resided at the time of the event, Spalletti
worked as an ambulance driver for Misericordia, the local Red Cross. He was a peeping Tom, an
indian as they were referred to in their own jargon, one of hundreds of people who populated the
suburbs of Florence looking for a rush as they spied on couples engaged in activities more or less
racy.

The evening of June 6, Spalletti's car had been spotted near the crime scene and reported to
the authorities.

Indeed, that evening, at the pizza parlor "Taverna del Diavolo" (the Devil's Inn) in Roveta, he
had met up with a friend, his nocturnal expeditions companion. Along with his friend, he spent a
few hours lurking in the dark, waiting to steal moments of intimacy from random couples.

At around midnight the friend leaves: it's late and this does not look like a productive evening
for their nocturnal hunt.

He says his goodbyes to Spalletti and goes home.

But Spalletti does not return home before 2 am and in the days following the homicide, he
will reveal to his wife and to a couple of customers from the local bar, having seen a young
couple being murdered.

He is also able to mention the mutilations and he does so before the information is
disseminated by the press.

Tipped by reports of Spalletti's car being present in the scene of the crime, the detectives
summon him to the police station. In response to these allegations, Spalletti tries to deny.

He makes up unlikely stories and then, after 6 hours of pressing interrogation, he confesses to



having been near the crime scene the evening of the double murder, and to have gone home at
around midnight just like his nocturnal expeditions companion.

However, his wife contradicts him and confirms not having seen him until 2 am as she was
going to bed. During the wife's interrogation, it results that Spalletti had released details about
the double homicide before they were discovered or at least before they became public news.

At this point, handcuffs are inevitably placed on Spalletti's wrists who claims his innocence.

Despite of all, he recluses himself in an obstinate and somewhat ambiguous silence. During a
new interrogation, he declares:

 

«You people know that I am not the killer but you're keeping me 
imprisoned because you are protecting someone else».

 

During Spalletti's prison stay, a stranger calls his wife and brother on the phone:

 

«Tell him to be quiet and not to worry. He will soon be acquitted, he will 
soon be released from jail... but a little jail time will serve him well, that 
idiot. What was he thinking saying that he knew of the victims from the 
newspapers when the newspapers themselves didn't come out with the 
news until the following morning?».

 

Spalletti remains in jail until the Monster's next homicide. He will no longer make a single
public declaration, neither will he collaborate in any way with the investigators, at least not
officially. He will be definitively acquitted in 1989.

Today, years later and with more knowledge of the developments of this dark story, it has
become clear that this whole Spalletti case was handled in the worst possible manner.

With the reports of Spalletti's car around the crime scene, the investigators should probably
have observed the subject for some time, following him, pulling him over, checking his routines
and people he hung out with.

By summoning him to the police station with few clues at hand it is possible that they only
"burnt" a potential witness whom they charged with violations that would have probably been
excluded right away had there been a preliminary investigation on him.

On the other hand we should put ourselves in the investigators shoes who in those days,
fumbled in the dark and had to quickly show some results due to pressure from the public
opinion and the press.

As one can imagine, the lack of privacy in Spalletti's story shocked the self-righteousness of
many normal citizens who were discovering a world of peeping toms, nocturnal ambush, and
stolen images and maybe sounds as it seems that lots of these people had audio recording
devices; a world to which some claimed that the elite of Firenze belonged.



This climate of witch hunt has probably deterred many "indians" from going to collaborate
with the investigators: for many, some of whom possibly married, it would not have been
possible to fess up to such a shameful hobby.

Personally, we have always been convinced that there was not enough probing done in that
direction: what did Spalletti truly see?

Did he witness the crime or did he arrive right after it?

Why would he, as an innocent man, stay in jail for months without opening his mouth? Was
he threatened? If so, by who?

How many other unaware peeping toms could have assisted to something suspicious?

How many could have unknowingly heard maybe a single sound but did not come forward
for fear of being publicly humiliated like Spalletti?

 

 

OCTOBER 22, 1981, PLACE: LE BARTOLINE, ABOUT 30 KILOMETERS FROM

FLORENCE.
 

Susanna Cambi and Stefano Baldi
 

It is a rather cold evening. By now, summer has made room for fall. Stefano Baldi, a 26 year
textile worker and Susanna Cambi, a 24 year old office employee are driving in a very obscure
and isolated pathway leading to an abandoned farmhouse.

Certainly, they have heard about the June murders and perhaps, they are a little scared but we
know that these things always happen to others, and anyway, this area is quite far from the
location of that last homicide.

That night, they had dinner at Stefano's. Their relationship is a serious one and they have
planned to get married soon.

After dinner, at around 10 pm, they get on Baldi's black Golf saying that they would be going
to the movies.



Their bodies will be found the following morning. Two retired people on a walk in the area
see the black golf abandoned in the pathway. They approach the car and discover the horror:
Stefano and Susanna are both laying on the ground. Stefano had four gunshot wounds at least
two of which are fatal, hitting him in the heart.

 

Le Bartoline: The Scene of The 
Crime

 

Then the killer furiously stabbed him four times post-mortem.

According to the official reconstruction, Susanna is shot five times, and then pulled out of the
car to the ground about ten meters from the passenger seat.

There, her pubis is mutilated. In her hand, she tightly holds a chunk of hair, maybe belonging
to Stefano, which apparently have disappeared from the evidence room.

Stefano was also dragged out of the car and placed on the driver's side. According to the
official reconstruction, the young man's body was obstructing the way, limiting the killer's
movements as he was pulling the girl out of the car. For that motive, his body would have been
removed.

Some claim that the driver's side door was found blocked. Therefore, it can be assumed that
the Monster extracted the young man's body from the passenger's side perhaps following the
extraction of the girl's body.

Instead of being dumped by the door on the passenger's side, Stefano's body would then have
been transported all around the car and deposited on the driver's side.

This act of separating the victims is viewed as an incontrollable instinct from the killer,
perhaps the only true psychological purpose behind all the murders.

An ultimate interpretation made years later based on new developments, suggests an attempt
to escape by the couple and the probability of the presence of two killers on the scene.

In any case, there were no visible dragging signs around the car.

In this instance as well, the purse was ransacked although it could not be determined whether
anything was missing from it.



A shoe print, size 11 is found near the crime scene. Not far from the vehicle, a pyramid shape
truncated black basalt stone is also found.

The morning following the homicide, before the bodies were found, a man tries to contact
Susanna's mother, claiming to have important news on her daughter. Due to a breakdown at the
telephone company, the communication is almost immediately cut off.

The odd thing is that in the days preceding the murder, mother and daughter were staying at
Susanna's aunt's and their new telephone number was not listed in any phone book.

At the same moment, Spalletti was still behind bars with the accusation of being the Monster.

He is released and all charges against him are dropped: it is evident that he cannot be the
Monster.

 

 

JUNE 19, 1982, PLACE: BACCAIANO, 25 KILOMETERS FROM FLORENCE.
 

Antonella Migliorini and Paolo 
Mainardi

 

It is around 11:15 PM when a friend of the couple's sees the young man's 127 parked in a
narrow alleyway not far from for the center of Baccaiano.

Inside the car are Paolo Mainardi, a 24 year old mechanic, and Antonella Migliorini, a 19
year old tailor employed by a textile company.

They have a very close relationship and their friends would call them Vinavil, as in the glue
stick of the same name, to point out the fact that they were always glued to one another.

Like all the young people in the neighborhood, they have heard about the Monster and they
are afraid. The victims' friends say that Antonella in particular, makes sure to keep away from
isolated areas and would only stop in trafficked visible areas.

Unfortunately, this behavior is not enough to avoid the dangerous Monster.

Between 11:40 pm and midnight, two friends on their way to a bar in Baccaiano drive past



Paolo's car.

The car is on the other side of the road, its front wheels up in the air and its rear wheels
trapped in a ditch.

 

Baccaiano: The Scene of The 
Crime

 

The two friends keep driving towards the village where they find the bar closed. On their way
back, they decide to stop and take a closer look at that car thinking of a possible car accident.

At that moment, another couple who had been about 500 meters away and who had heard
gunshots and had seen strange movements coming from that direction, drives up.

They approach the car and notice a whole on the windshield apparently from a gunshot.

They see the young man weakly attempting to move inside the car and they understand: no,
this is not a normal accident. The young men run to call the carabinieri, one of the Italian police
forces, while the couple calls the ambulance.

When the paramedics arrive, they have a hard time extracting the bodies because the door
from the driver's side is jammed: the fall into the ditch has bent the metal plate just enough to
make it impossible to open the door without forcing it.

The passenger's side door is locked.

Paolo's body is pulled out of the car and rushed to the hospital where he will die a few hours
later without ever having regained consciousness.

The paramedics declare Antonella deceased at the scene, on the back seat of the car where
she was found by the Carabinieri.

According to the paramedics' testimony, Paolo's body was also found on the back seat of the
car next to Antonella's body but the young men who first discovered the homicide sustain that
Paolo was on the driver's seat.

 



Baccaiano: Paolo Mainardi’s Car
 

There are many different versions of the dynamics of the assaults.

According to the official version, either the killer fired some very shaky shots while the car
was still parked in the alleyway or the couple heard some noise and became alarmed.

The fact is that Paolo successfully engages the retro and crosses the road to the opposite
direction.

Unfortunately though, maybe due to nervousness, he fails to control the car's speed and
plunges into the ditch when the rear wheels lose traction.

The Monster gets closer and with two precise shots, he blows off the headlights that are
illuminating him and making both him and the car visible from the street. Then, with a few
precise shots, he finishes off the couple.

Let's not forget that we are in a street that is pretty busy day or night and it is reasonable to
believe that someone would have stopped by just like it happened a few minutes later.

At that moment, the Monster thrusts his hands into the compartment, grabs the key, locks the
passenger's side door, perhaps to slow down the rescue efforts, and then he disappears into the
night.

However, this version conflicts with the paramedics' testimony who remember having pulled
Paolo from the back seat, and with photos showing a trace of blood on the driver's side door
running perpendicular to the ground.

If that trace of blood had been produced while the car was already stranded in the ditch, it
should have been slanted, following the car's angle at that moment.

So what exactly happened? Some claim that the attack was swift and precise and that it took
place as the car was still in the pathway.

The Monster would then have gotten in the car and put it in reverse to move it away from the
overexposed area.

According to this reconstruction, the Monster would have lost control of the car for a
moment, maybe distracted by the reaction of one of his victims that was slightly hurt at the time,
and he would have ended up into the ditch.



Given the immobility of the vehicle and possibly scared at the sight of cars passing by, the
killer gets out of the car, locks the door and gets rid of the key. But then how about the trace of
blood?

Perhaps the Monster shot the youngsters while they were in the pathway, but Paolo was
behind the wheel trying very hard to start the car while Antonella was still in the back.

The Monster then gets inside the car from the driver's side sitting on Paolo whom he moves
to the back seat leaving that perpendicular trace of blood seen on the photos, engages into
reverse and loses control for some reason, and we know the rest.

The dynamic of this homicide remains one of the most debated in all the investigations of the
crimes committed by the Monster of Florence.

Based on the way in which we read the clues in our possession, we can discern different
scenarios that lead to many unanswered questions.

Where did he want to go when he got behind the wheel of the car? Did he only want to move
the car a few meters to execute his excisions alongside the road or had he arranged in advance a
more secure place in the vicinity?

If so, is this a behavior particular to this homicide alone or is it a modus operandi previously
experimented?

If we believe the official reconstruction, we need to wonder the reason for such obstinacy to
carry out an assault jeopardized right off the bat by one of the victim's reaction.

Why continue an action and take so many chances given the high probability that someone
would show up on that road at any moment?

Wasn't it better to leave right away and make all trace vanish?

Some hypothesize that such a reckless behavior from the killer was due to a necessity to
protect his identity. In other words, it is believed that the Monster feared having been recognized
by the victims, or that he had given clues such as his attire that could have helped recognized and
find him.

Paolo is rushed to the hospital where he will never regain consciousness. Silvia Della
Monica, the prosecutor, decides to ask the journalists to disseminate the news suggesting that
prior to dying, Paolo was able to give valuable details to help the investigation.

She hopes that the killer will be under such pressure that he will make a mistake and be
unveiled.

Some time later, Lorenzo Alleganti, the driver of the ambulance that had transported
Mainardi and whose name had been printed on the newspapers reports having received a call
from someone with no particular accent.

The caller who introduced himself as an investigator asked him what Mainardi had said.
Faced with Alleganti's refusal to release any information on the phone, the stranger hangs up.

But a few seconds later, he calls back, identifying himself as the Monster this time, and
threatening Alleganti not to tell anyone of the phone call.



Alleganti will report having received another call from the same person in 1984 at the
boarding house in the Riviera Romagnola where he was vacationing.

According to Alleganti, these phone calls continued until the end of 1985.

Following this murder a marshal from the carabinieri named Francesco Fiori will remember
another murder with similar characteristics to that of the Monster.

That other murder had taken place a few years prior, 14 years prior to be exact, while he was
stationed in a little town called Signa.

But there already was a culprit for that murder who definitely could not have committed at
least one of the Monster's murders, that of 1974, because he was behind bars at that time.

The files from that case were being kept in Perugia for a territorial motive between
jurisdictions and had not been destroyed after all these years despite that law requiring them to
have been disposed of.

A review of these files revealed brass shells size 22 which are found by the ballistic experts
to have been fired from the same firearm as that of the Monster.

 

The infamous Winchester bullet shells, caliber 22

 

This is the official version of the fact but it seems that the connection between 1968 murder
and those committed by the Monster was made when the carabinieri received a series of
anonymous letters.

Some believe that all this operation was a massive diversion orchestrated by the Monster with
or without the collaboration of an accomplice with strong ties to the tribunal of Perugia in
measure of planting shells belonging to the Monster into a file that had nothing to do with him.

By doing so, the Monster sends off the investigation toward a new direction and perhaps,
forever jeopardizing the outcome of the investigations.

The supporters of this last theory do not consider the 1968 homicide to be one of the
Monster's crimes, nor do they believe the gun used in Signa to be the same one used in the
upcoming crimes.



Embracing this theory would lead to wonder why the Monster would put together this plot a
few weeks after the Baccaiano crime if it is in fact true that the letters arrived at the carabinieri's
few days after that crime.

Was it a coincidence or was it as many in Baccaiano claimed, the Monster, afraid of having
committed an error that could reveal his identity?

Maybe he was worried that Paolo Mainardi had really talked, revealing something that could
unmask him or somehow help the investigations, revealing details of his attire or saying that the
attack had been conducted by more that one person?

 

 

AUGUST 21, 1968, SIGNA, ABOUT 20 KILOMETERS FROM FLORENCE.
 

Antonio Lo Bianco and Barbara Locci
 

It is about 2 am on this August 21, 1968, when Mr. De Felice hears someone ring his
doorbell.

When he looks down from his balcony to see who it is, the scene in front of his eyes is one
from a horror movie.

In the midst of the night, alone and barefoot, there is a six year old boy who simply tells him:

 

«Open the door because I am sleepy and daddy is in bed, sick. After, you 
take me home because mommy and my uncle are dead in the car».

 

De Felice calls the carabinieri who follow the boy's indications to arrive to the car where they
indeed find the bodies of the child's mother and her lover.

 



Signa: The Scene of The Crime
 

According to the official version, Barbara Locci, a 32 year old housewife and Antonio Lo
Bianco, a 29 year old laborer went away looking for some privacy near Signa's cemetery after an
evening at the movies. Inside the car with the two lovers, there was also Barbara's son, Natalino.

Barbara was married to Stefano Mele, Natalino's father who, like her, had emigrated from
Sardinia a few years before.

Right away, the investigations take the most obvious direction, that of the jealous husband
who loses his mind when he finds out that his wife is cheating on him: but there is a problem.

Barbara had had many lovers and it never seemed to have bothered her husband who seemed
to accept it without much concern.

Nevertheless, the investigators interrogate Mele who denies everything at first, then tries to
inculpate other Sardinians, some of whom had been his wife's lovers, and finally he takes the
blame for the murder and ends up in prison.

But the gun will never be found. Mele will declare that he threw it in a ditch but will be
unable to give major details.

Case closed, at least until the end of 1982 when Marshal Fiori's providential memory or
perhaps the anonymous letters correlate this crime to those being investigated in Tuscany at that
moment. From this point on, this entire story takes a different turn.

The investigators shift their attention to Francesco Vinci, a Sardinian with a long criminal
background residing in Montelupo Fiorentino who had been among other things, Locci's lover.

Once involved in the 1968 crime by Mele's confession which was later retracted, Vinci had
everything to be considered a monster: he was violent and had been accused several times of
domestic violence against his wife.

As for the Monster of Florence's crimes, Vinci's presence in the areas of the murders during
periods coinciding with those murders could be ascertained.

While he is still in prison though, something happens, something that was perhaps expected
but that no one wished for the Monster, the real one, strikes again.

 



 

SEPTEMBER 9, 1983, PLACE: GIOGOLI, ABOUT 10 KILOMETERS FROM FLORENCE.
 

Horst Meyer and Uwe Rush
 

The scene in front of Rolf Reinecke's eyes, the first to find out about the double homicide, is
surreal: a Volkswagon van, one of those vans made popular by the American telefilm On the
Road is parked a short distance from the villa “La Sfacciata” where he resides. The vehicle has a
German plate.

The sounds from the soundtrack of the film “Blade Runner” set on an infinite autoreverse,
continuously play from the radio.

Winchester bullet shells, caliber 22, H series are laying on the ground. Loose pages from a
homosexual pornographic magazine will later be found near the van.

The victims are two 24 year old germans, both males, both students at the university of
Munster, who were spending their vacation in Italy. Horst Meyer and Uwe Rush.

The Monster shot the young people while their were inside their van, perhaps busy reading
and listening to music. The shots were all very precise with some fired from the outside and
through the side of the van.

The experts will establish that the first two shots were fired from a distance of about 40
centimeters from the right window, and then the Monster allegedly moved to the left side of the
van where he would have fired three more shots.

At that moment, having gotten inside the vehicle, he would have fired two more shots.

 



Giogoli: The Scene of The Crime
 

An analysis of the projectiles' angle on the van's body determines that the shooter's height
was of about 1.80 meters or even more. But this statement was contested by many on the
grounds that the killer's height could very well be inferior given that a lot depends on the adopted
shooting technique.

Following this crime, the investigators find themselves in total darkness again: had the
Monster made a mistake or had he premeditated the choice of victims?

In other words, did the killer mistake one of the victims for a young woman or had he
voluntarily shot a couple of two men, perhaps homosexuals?

Had he shot two foreigners because he could not find an Italian couple or did he target,
follow and kill these guys for any particular reason?

Some claim that the gay magazine Golden Gay found near the van was in reality brought
there by the Monster as demonstrated by the great shape in which the magazine was found and
the absence of fingerprints on it.

To some, this means premeditation by the Monster who allegedly brought with him that
magazine because he had the intention of killing a couple of two men, and then grimly staged the
crime scene for some reason.

Francesco Vinci, the violent and dishonest Sardinian, the man who took on the appearance of
the Monster in the public opinion for the past few months, could not be the killer because he was
in prison at the time the homicide took place.

A few years later, Vinci will be found dead, bound and charred inside his car with another
Sardinian, Angelo Vargiu. According to some, his murder was somewhat tied to the story of the
Monster.

Given the way the murder was executed, it is more probable that it was simply a payback
amongst the members of Sardinian mafia.

Once Francesco Vinci was out of the picture, the investigators' interests continue to be



directed toward the group of Sardinians rotating around Stefano Mele and his wife. Based on a
few clues and some partial claims by Stefano Mele involving them in the Locci homicide,
Giovanni Mele, Stefano's brother, and his brother-in-law Piero Mucciarini are arrested and
imprisoned.

They are still behind bars when another murder takes place.

 

 

JULY 29, 1984, PLACE: BOSCHETTA DI VICCHIO, ABOUT 30 KILOMETERS FROM

FLORENCE.
 

Pia Rontini and Claudio Stefanacci
 

Pia Rontini was eighteen years old. She had recently been hired as a bartender in a bar close
to home. That evening, due to an unexpected change in shift, she returns home earlier and has
dinner with her mother.

At around 9 pm, at her mother's suggestion, she goes out to meet her boyfriend, Claudio
Stefanacci, a 21 year old student. They take a ride together.

At around 9:45 pm, a hunter walking in the area with his wife distinctively hears five shots.

At around 3 am after a long and desperate search, the car is found parked in a little fraction
called Boschetta, a few minutes from Claudio's home.

The FIAT Panda's passenger side window is smashed and the front seats overturned.

Claudio's body is located in the back seat, hit by three gunshots which probably did not kill
him immediately. There are ten stab wounds on his body inflicted with great violence and frenzy.

Pia's body is a few meters from the car on a sidetrack. She was struck with very precise
gunshots while she was inside the vehicle and it is probable that she immediately lost
consciousness. Her pubis was removed, same as her left breast.



An imprint assumed to have been left by the killer's knee as he was shooting is found on the
car's door on the right side.

The anthropometric tests conducted on that imprint confirm that the Monster's height is 180
centimeters, similar to the estimate made following the Germans' homicide.

 

Boschetta di Vicchio: The Scene of 
The Crime

 

No traces of the killer's getaway are found anywhere near the car, not even the expected
traces based on the configuration of the place which is surrounded by a medical herb field and on
the very low visibility in that area at night.

If anything, this is a confirmation that the Monster chose at least scoured the crime scenes
prior to the homicides in an effort to familiarize himself with possible hurdles and to plan an
escape route.

In this case as well, the female victim seemed to have experienced some harassment in the
weeks preceding the murder. It seems that Pia had confessed to a Danish friend having met
someone fishy at the bar where she worked and not feeling safe because someone was following
her.

The manager of a restaurant in San Piero a Sieve will declare remembering Pia and Claudio
as a couple who had been to his place that afternoon. He also remembered having seen a
“distinguished gentleman” with red hair wearing a jacket and a tie who had ordered a beer and
had sat down near the couple on whom he had kept an eye the whole time.

When the couple took off, the gentleman had gotten up and had followed them.

Unfortunately, in addition to conflicting with other reconstructions of the victims' day, this
deposition has never allowed the investigators to get ahead.

 

 

SEPTEMBER 7 OR 8 (DATE UNCERTAIN), PLACE: SCOPETI, 20 KILOMETERS FROM



FLORENCE.
 

Jean Michel Kraveichvili and Nadine Mauriot

 

Jean Michel Kraveichvili and Nadine Mauriot were camping in their Canadian tent in the
Tuscan countryside.

The homicide apparently took place in the night of September 8th and 9th, but others
estimate it to have been the night of September 7th and 8th based on the developmental stage of
the larva from the flies observed on the girl's body.

It is nighttime, the French couple is making love inside their tent immersed in the obscurity
of a clearing in San Casciano Val di Pesa, in Scopeti.

According to one of the reconstructions, the killer first approached the couple from the side
of the tent facing the camping place where he cut the tent's external cloth, and then moved to the
opposite side where he fired his weapon.

The girl who probably was laying on top of Jean Michel died immediately, struck by several
lethal shots.

The young man however, only superficially wounded and completely nude, had been able to
get to the tent's exit and to run a few meters in the dark before being caught by the Monster who
finished him off with a knife. His body will be found a few meters from the car partially covered
with some junk that was in the area.

Once the young man was killed, the Monster had returned to the tent where he had performed
his excisions from inside the tent.

Some claim that he had transported the girl's body outside the tent in order to have maximum
freedom of movement or maybe to better control the space, and then he transported the body
back inside the tent, in a possible attempt to delay its discovery.

The girl's pubis and left breast were cut off.

 

Scopeti: The Scene of The Crime



 

Monday, September 9, a man in search of mushrooms who was passing by the area in the
early afternoon catches a glimpse of Jean Michel's body through the branches and notifies the
authorities.

The latter found Nadine's body in the tent and identified both victims.

Tuesday, September 10, a letter addressed to “Dott Della Monica Silvia Public Prosecutor's
Office” arrives in the prosecutor's office in Florence.

However, Della Monica is no longer in charge of this case as of a year prior. The letter is
opened by the clerks and inside, they find a strip of Nadine Mauriot's breast.

 

Letter to Public Prosecutor Silvia 
Della Monica from the Monster

 

The address on the envelope is a collage of cut-out letters from popular illustrated magazines.
The letters are cut out with a blade as later determined by the experts.



The envelope displays an obvious spelling error where the word “Repubblica” is written with
only one b.

To some people, the inversion of the last name indicates the Monster's poor cultural
knowledge.

Others believe that this is an astute diversion aimed at bringing the investigators' attention to
a social and cultural rank more modest than that of the assassin.

It was established that the envelope was mailed no later than Monday morning from San
Piero a Sieve, almost 60 kilometers from the place of the double homicide.

No traces or fingerprints will be detected on the envelope.

From that day, the Monster disappears once again.

 



The investigations
 

 

 

 

The investigations on the crimes of the Monster of Florence cover a time period of 40 years if
we time it from the 1968 crime.

Many investigators have come across this complicated rebus and hundreds of suspects and
witnesses have paraded before them for miscellaneous motives.

It is easy to understand how come in all these years and with all these people involved, the
investigative hypotheses are so diverse, and still to this date, different realities can be seen
depending on the angle from which the events are looked at.

Here is a brief review of the main investigative theories and hypotheses formulated
throughout the years by the investigators.

Some of these theories and hypotheses have been looked into for some time only to be
discarded and perhaps reused and enriched with new details or new intuitions after a few years.

Other theories and hypotheses are down right old fashioned in this day and age.

 

 

CLASSICAL INVESTIGATIVE THEORY
 

The investigations on the 1968 crime immediately looked into the victim's family.
Investigator dug into Barbara Locci's past and the figure of the assassin was detected within the
group that revolved around her.

The investigation was basically conducted in the classical way, seeking a reason to tie the
victim to the executioner.

Despite the outcome of the process, many still retain that for that homicide, the investigation
took the correct direction.

The 1974 crime was not associated to the 1968 murder based on the time gap and the killing
method.

Once again, there was a search into the victims' life in an attempt to reconstruct their habits
and friendships to identify possible motives that would have led someone to commit such an act.

Immediately following the crime, clues and reconstructions soon proved to be inconsistent
and the crime was attributed to a generic sexual maniac.

 

 



THE UNIQUE SERIAL KILLER AND THE WORRISOME COINCIDENCES.
 

Let's start by saying that the concept of serial killer was something new that the Italian police
and the members of the press were facing.

When it was established that the crimes were all committed using the same weapon and the
same method, everybody found themselves to be greatly unprepared.

The classical systems of investigation are of little help in cases of this kind. Knowing the
lifestyle and friendships of the victims can be important but it is not said that it is fundamental.

In a general state of high uncertainty, a wide variety of hypotheses is predictably offered.

Given that the killer has demonstrated a mastery in the use of knifes and blades and that he
performs excisions with some expertise, he could be a doctor or even a surgeon, but he could
also be a shoe maker or just a handy person. In any case, it has been documented that many serial
killers are commonly handy people.

The Monster lives in the area because he very well knows his way around the Tuscan state
and provincial roads.

Better yet, he lives in the area during the summertime as it is during that period that he
strikes.

The killer knows or carefully picks his victims by shadowing them for a somewhat long time.
Or maybe not, maybe he doesn't pick his victims but he actually picks the places of the assaults
based on their level of security.

Or perhaps both, he picks the victims, he follows them until he can identify the places they
withdraw to in private, and then he begins to prepare the assault.

The Monster has a stable weekday job because he only strikes during the weekend or it could
be a mere coincidence given that it is during the weekend nights that most couples withdraw to
private areas.

As the crimes increase, more worrisome coincidences also emerge:

 

- Many of the Italian victims had recently lost a parent.

- Practically all the victims came from a low social class. There is no record of one victim
belonging to a social status considered high.

- All the couples were in committed relationships. Although the realities of the province of
Tuscany in those days were certainly different from today's, it is impossible not to notice that not
one clandestine couple of lovers or one-night-stand couple has ever been killed.

- Many female victims had complained about strange encounters and had the impression of
being followed in the days preceding the homicides.

- Many victims worked in the textile industry.

 



In 1984, Professor De Fazio was entrusted with the daunting task of preparing a profile of the
Monster. Aided by the knowledge of serial killers available at the time and on the information in
their possession, professor De Fazio and his staff prepare a preliminary report on the Monster of
Florence.

According to De Fazio, the Monster is a lonely Anglo-Saxon male, between 30 and 40 years
of age, 1,80 meters tall. A man with sexual deviations who kills out of lust.

Some of the more “elegant” theories that have tried to explain the various crimes derive from
this thread, in particular the theories of the lawyer Nino Filastò, and those of Mario Spezi, and
Douglas Preston.

According to the lawyer Filastò, there are certain objective clues collected from the scenes of
various crimes such as certain victims' position, the killer's places of attack (usually from the
driver's side window), and mainly the practically inexistent sign of reaction from the victims that
could lead to believe that the Monster was able to easily approach his victims without raising any
suspicion, or rather by commanding a certain respect.

The finding of some personal documents, wallets or circulation permits out of place on the
crime scene brings the lawyer to infer that the killer is either a uniformed man (police officer,
carabiniere or a hunting guard) or someone in disguise as such in an attempt to approach his
victims without problems.

Mario Spezi is one of the first journalists who handled the Monster's case and he was among
others, the one to label him “Monster of Florence”, an appellation that has since become
common language.

According to Mario Spezi and his American colleague Douglas Preston, the key to this case
is in the gun.

Spezi takes for ascertained that the Beretta caliber 22 used in the 1968 murder is exactly the
same one used from 1974 on. Spezi claims that there are no mysteries or uncertainties on the
bullet shells found almost miraculously in a file belonging to an already tried case.

Going from the hypothesis that we know who the 1968 killer is, in other words someone
from the Sardinians clan, and that a firearm used for a murder in the criminal environment is
never yielded to anybody for any reason, we can then reasonably believe that the famous Beretta
caliber 22 has remained in the possession of someone who was involved in the 1968 crime.

According to Spezi and Preston, that gun was later stolen, the only way for a dirty weapon to
change hands and start killing again.

Spezi and Preston do a detailed job at reconstructing the whereabouts of the weapon leading
to their own identification of the Monster of Florence, a member of the Sardinian clan who was
only marginally investigated in the previous investigations and was absent from the area in the
periods during which there were no homicides.

 

 

THE SARDINIAN LEAD



 

Francesco Vinci
 

The term Sardinian Lead refers to all the investigations involving the so called Sardinian clan
during which the investigators saw a multitude of persons accused or somehow involved in the
investigations but who eventually proved to be innocent, specially because the Monster of
Florence would have struck again while most of them were in jail.

Most of these people had a doubtful past and had in some cases adopted a provocative and
non-collaborative behavior towards the authorities.

Several suspects came out of this pack but nothing concrete ever came out of it.

Spezi and Preston's theory is naturally viewed as a derivation of this one. The Sardinian Lead
was officially abandoned in 1989.

 

 

PIETRO PACCIANI
 



Pietro Pacciani
 

In 1992, Ruggero Perugini, the leader of the so-called Anti-Monster Team, a group of police
officers and carabinieri exclusively dedicated to the case, launches a direct appeal to the Monster
through the microphone of a television program.

 

«I don't know why, but I have the feeling that at this moment, you are 
watching me, so listen.

People here call you Monster, maniac, animal, but in these years I think I 
learned to know you and maybe to understand you, and I know that you are 
only the poor slave of an old nightmare that governs you.

You are not crazy as people say, your fantasies, your impulses have taken 
you hand and govern your actions.  

I know that even in this moment you are trying to fight against them. We 
want you to know that we will help you overcome them.  

I know that the past taught you suspicion and silence, but in this moment, I 
am not lying to you and never will, if you decide to free yourself from this 
monster who tyrannizes you. 

You know how, when, and where to find me.  I will be waiting for you».

 

By this time, the investigators are convinced that they have identified the allusive killer. In no
way does he fit any of the profiles drawn to date, even less that of Professor Fazio and his team.

He is not a tall and educated person but a Tuscan peasant of small stature and little education:
Pietro Pacciani.

But how did we get to Pietro Pacciani? Let's go back a few years.

Pacciani enters the circle of suspects on September 11, 1985, the day following the Monster's



last murder. An anonymous letter links him to the crimes and suggests that he be investigated.

Years later, it will be discovered that the letter was sent by one of his fellow peasants based
entirely on their own personal suspicions.

A few days later, the authorities search his home but they do not find anything of interest.

In the following years, the so-called Anti-Monster Team will put together a few lists of
persons who by means of residence, past criminal records, age, and other parameters could be
considered potential suspects.

The lists are day after day shorter and contain less people. Pacciani's name is on all these
lists.

In the 50's, Pacciani had already been found guilty in the murder of a man caught cheating
with his girlfriend of the time.

It seems that after having stabbed his rival to death, he had forced the girl to have sex with
him next to the dead body. He has a long record of domestic abuse and has been imprisoned for
sexually abusing his own daughters.

Pacciani is without any doubt a monster: but is he really the Monster of Florence?

Between 1990 and 1992, Pacciani's home is searched several times and a series of
compromising objects are recovered such as:

 

- newspaper clips representing a woman's chest

- a street map on which the localities of Signa and San Casciano are circled with a pen

- a painting representing a strange character in uniform

- a sign for mediumistic sessions and other objects traceable to the world of occultism

- a working binocular

- a publicity flyer from 1985 with a plate number from Florence and the word “couple”
written on the back with a pen.

- a notebook containing the following note: Vicchio-Mercatale 132 kilometers

- a sheet of paper with the date of the Scopeti's murder.

- newspapers clips on the Monster of Florence

- a defective cartridge, Winchester series H cal 22, unexploded

- a sketching pad Skizzen Brunnes exclusively sold in Germany and a soap dish made in
Germany.

 

Pacciani is arrested in 1993, accused of being the Monster of Florence.

Many conversations recorded from Pacciani's tapped home will be played during his trials.
These recordings reveal a world of domestic abuse where this man attacks his wife for various



reasons, but nothing that could directly place him at the scene of the crimes.

One of the most notorious recordings is in the aftermath of his wife Angiolina's interrogation
by the police. Before the interrogation, Pacciani had asked his wife to say that she had a
headache and did not wish to release a declaration.

When he later finds out that not only had Angiolina talked to the police but she had also told
them that her husband once owned a firearm, Pacciani loses his mind and attacks his wife with
such violence that the woman runs away from home.

Pacciani is home alone and the microphones planted in his house intercept his every move.
We can hear him walking around the kitchen and at one point talking to himself, saying what
sounded like:

 

«where do I put it now?».

 

According to the prosecution, Pacciani is talking about the gun. The defense on the other
hand, claims that Pacciani said “where do I put it now” using the masculine form (in Italian, gun
is a feminine noun) and he was talking about something else, perhaps something he was holding
at that moment and certainly not the gun.

Naturally, it was hypothesized that the sentence was not referring to the gun but rather to
something else, still tied to the case but an object that slipped through the searches due to its
nature.

Some came to the conclusion that the object in question was a tape, audio or even video, in
which one or more homicides were recorded and which Pacciani was using to blackmail
someone.

More probably, these are just fantasies given the amateur technical tools available in those
days. In any case, the investigators who were supervising the tapping did not intervene at the
time, making this one of the many grey areas and most debated actions of the event.

Pacciani's patrimony is also looked into: it seems improbable that a handyman who has been
living off of occasional odd jobs and who on top of it has spent years in prison, be able to put
aside a small fortune, estimated at a few hundreds of thousands of euros using today's
parameters.

Some purchases made with postal vouchers on dates close to the homicides also appear
strange.

A plausible explanation for this money was never found. Unfortunately in those days in Italy
most craftwork business was rigorously conducted under the table. Therefore, it cannot be
excluded that this money came from a licit place, although it was not fiscally declared.

For some however, this money is the proof of Pacciani's involvement in the crimes: he knows
who the Monster is and he is blackmailing him which is why he has received that money.

Or he is a hit-man who gets paid for his services.



Pacciani is tried and found guilty in 1994 based on the objects found in his house during the
searches, the recordings, and the testimonies in court. During the sentencing, a hypothesis comes
to light that at least for the last homicide, that of the frenchmen, there were two killers and
therefore, Pacciani had an accomplice.

As the appeal trial begins in 1996, it soon appears that the sentence will not hold. Too many
elements at hand, weak clues, and the so-called proofs are all together inconsistent.

After few days of debating, it is the Prosecution that requests the acquittal of Pacciani who
can then leave the court a free person.

During the trial's final arguments, the prosecution attempted to introduce four new witnesses
whose identities were concealed behind the letters of the greek alphabet Alpha, Beta, Gamma
and Delta.

However, due to a technicality these testimonies are not admitted and the trial ends.

In 1996, the Corte di Cassazione, the equivalent of the Supreme Court, cancel the acquittal
verdict and a new trial is underway with Pacciani in the defendant chair. However in 1998,
Pacciani is found dead inside his home in Mercatale, allegedly struck by a heart attack.

But there is something strange, above all, the position in which he is found, with his pants
lowered and his sweater pulled up.

Even more awkward are the results of the toxicology tests on the body: there are traces of a
strong drug for asthma, highly counter indicated to a person with his cardiac pathologies.

It is possible that he could have involuntarily taken the drug ignorant of the counter
indications or, as some claim, that he had been poisoned. In any case, on February 22, 1998, the
curtains are forever lowered on Pacciani.

 

 

THE “PICNICKING FRIENDS”
 



Mario Vanni
 

The expression “picnicking friends” came about during Pacciani's first trial. Among the many
witnesses are some of Pacciani's friends one of whom is Mario Vanni, the village mailman.

When asked «Mister Vanni, what is your occupation?» he responded «I have been hanging
out with Pacciani sometime having a picnick» giving the idea of having rehearsed his answers
with someone's help.

Who according to the prosecution are the pick-nicking friends and how did we get to them?

As we know, the prosecution wanted to put on the witness stand 4 people during Pacciani's
second trial. Alfa, Beta, Gamma, and Delta otherwise Fernando Pucci, Giancarlo Lotti, Gabriella
Ghiribelli, and Norberto Galli.

They surfaced from a series of recorded telephone interceptions and inquiries in the area and
among Pacciani's friends.

 

Giancarlo Lotti



 

The 1994 verdict hypothesized that the killers were more than one and it is important to
remember that the weapon of the crimes has never been found and could be hidden by someone
from the area.

One of the recordings reveals something new: a conversation between Giancarlo Lotti and
Gabriella Ghiribelli in which Lotti alludes to assisting to the last crime.

Questioned by the investigators, Lotti starts by denying everything. Then he contradicts
himself and ends up confessing to assisting to the last double homicide, that of the Frenchmen.

He goes as far as saying that he was present at the crime scene as the designated watch guard
for Pacciani and Vanni while they were killing the young couple and removing the fetishes from
their bodies.

He will also say that he took a friend of his to the crime scene, one with severe mental delays,
Fernando Pucci whom he said, had nothing to do with this story.

Gabriella Ghiribelli and Norberto Galli confirm having driven near the place where the
French couple was parked the night of the homicide and having seen Lotti's car.

Just like an overflowing river, Lotti adds that he was also present at the Vicchio homicide,
claiming that Pia was still yelling as Pacciani was pulling her out of the car.

Based on Giancarlo Lotti's confessions, a man who, let's remember, has serious problems
with alcoholism, the trial of the so-called “picnicking friends” is ordered.

Lotti gives information and details that are sometimes in obvious disagreement with the
reconstruction of the facts, as in his story that Pia was still conscious and was yelling while she
was being pulled out of the car.

According to the autopsy, Pia was fatally shot from the beginning and had lost consciousness
almost immediately: it was impossible that she could have been able to react in any way while
being pulled out of the car.

While his trial had revealed a reality of domestic horror in Pacciani's life, that of the



“picnicking friends” had opened up the Pandora's box of the Italian province's unmentionable
vices.

In Court we hear stories of wretched and animalistic existence: men who regularly frequent
prostitutes, sexual perversions and violence of all types, black magic and other propitiatory
rituals inherited from a certain countryside tradition.

According to the official reconstruction, Pacciani, Vanni and in some instances Lotti had
committed at least the last 4 crimes.

The reason? Lotti is once again the one to suggest it: there was a member of the high society,
a gentleman, a doctor who ordered the crimes and paid to get the fetishes.

This would lead to believe that there is a mastermind, a group of untouchables who probably
for some magical esoteric motive would have generously paid that bunch of desperate characters
to kill.

Just like Pacciani, at the time of his arrest, Vanni had a patrimony hardly justifiable by his
job as a mailman.

 

 

THE MASTERMINDS AND FRANCESCO NARDUCCI
 

The investigation gets more complicated and just as we think we have found the last piece of
the puzzle, it mutates into a different shape.

According to the investigators, three grotesque characters like Pacciani, Lotti and Lotti had
apparently sewn panic in Tuscany by following an external power.

A powerful group of people beyond suspicion who, hidden behind their professions and
privileged family names would have ordered the crimes.

These masterminds would have ordered the homicides for esoteric objectives.

According to the investigators, there are obvious traces of rituals and black magic present in
the crimes such as: the same weapons were used in all the crimes as is usually the case in that
type of rituals; the moonless nights during which all the homicides have been committed; the
locations near screws and water courses, elements that are loaded with esoteric symbolism
according to that investigation.

Then there are the clues collected at the crime scenes such as the black basalt stone found
near the location of the Bartoline homicide in 1981 and considered by some to be an esoteric
totem and by others a simple door knob.

There is also a series of ring shaped stones found in an area where the two Frenchmen had
been camping a few days prior to the crime and from where a gamekeeper had removed them.

According to some esoteric experts, these designs represented the French couple, pre-selected
and destined to be sacrificed.



Truly, the esoteric theory had already been proposed years earlier by the criminologist
Francesco Bruno who in 1984 had written a profile of the killer at the request of the secret
services.

In this file, Bruno had focused on how according to him, the killer acted on a mystical
esoteric impulse. It seems though that any trace of this file is now lost and that the file itself
never made it to the investigators' desks.

The Bruno file, written in collaboration with his wife Simonetta Costanzo, does not support
the theory that the Monster acted as part of a group. Bruno sustains that the mystic-esoteric
aspect has more to do with the killer's personality and his unconscious urges than the outline of a
murderous project premeditated and implemented as an integral part of some satanic ritual.

Who then are these members of the esoteric sect beyond suspicion? Big shots, important
people, names are named and some of these named people are even on the defendant's chair, like
San Casciano's pharmacist Francesco Calamandrei who, at the end of a hearing, will be cleared
of all accusations.

The most notorious name emerges once again following a wiretap in which a woman, victim
of usury is being threatened. The voice at the other end of the phone threatens to finish her off
like the doctor found in the lake Trasimeno.

Who is that doctor? Francesco Narducci, a gastrointestinal specialist from Perugia, who died
in 1985 in that waters of lake Trasimeno.

A probably more correct interpretation says that the threat referred to another doctor,
Giampiero Puletti, who, caught up in a loansharking story, committed suicide at the beach of
lake Trasimeno in 1995.

 

Lake Trasimeno, 1995, 
“Carabinieri” discovering the Narducci’s body

 

But who was Francesco Narducci? What do we know about him? From Perugia, offspring of
a local high society family, he was a well respected professional with an enviable living



standard.

Very wealthy, he had married Francesca Spagnoli, also from a well known family in town. A
life seemingly serene, an existence enviable.

Everything about Narducci seems okay, nothing about him seems out of the ordinary other
than the fact that he has a gun.

However, there is something strange because a vox populi from the 80's identified him as
compromised in the affair of the Monster. It seems also that the Anti-Monster Team had already
had an interest in him in the 80's, adding him on a list of highly suspicious people.

We do not know the reason that led the investigators to Narducci's direction in the 80's but
there definitely must have been one.

Perhaps an anonymous letter, although many of them were mailed at that time.

It is said that a nurse from Foligno had reported noticing something strange. Then there are
reports that Narducci's car or motorcycle had been spotted near a crime scene the night of one of
the murders and that his motorcycle had forced a roadblock a few days prior to his
disappearance.

There are also talks of checks and controls carried out by the authorities in a completely
unofficial way. Voices and memories but in the end, there are very few clear clues about this
story.

Narducci died accidentally, this is the official version, shortly after the double murder of the
Frenchmen. Exactly at the moment when the investigation was closing in on him.

From that point on, the investigation as we know, took a different direction perhaps because
it came out that during the Calenzano murder of 1981, Narducci was taking a specialization
course in the United States.

Too bad the course did not have a mandatory attendance requirement and there were no
attendance records of any kind. There must be a lingering feeling of discomfort in knowing that a
lead that seemed so promising had been abandoned from 1985 to 2002.

There are grey areas surrounding the Narducci's story, rumors about his life but in particular
on his alleged death on October 8, 1985.

According to the official reconstruction, that day Narducci is at work, at the hospital
Monteluce in Perugia. Following an incoming phone call, he says that he needs to leave.

He returns home, has lunch with his wife, and then decides to go to the lake for a boat ride.
He seems to have first stopped by his family owned property in San Feliciano where he left a
written message.

He gets on the boat and all traces of him are lost. A few hours later, the rescue boat is at
work, finding his boat empty. No traces of Narducci will be found until October 13, when a body
surfaces from the depths of the lake.

Narducci's family is well-know and very powerful in town which is perhaps the reason why,
to accelerate the bureaucratic procedures, the investigations are not carried out in ways standard



to similar cases.

The cause of death is uncertain, no autopsy is performed. Some claim that the body found at
the lake that day is not Francesco Narducci's.

Too swollen, dark, with a set of hair completely different, in an advanced stage of
putrefaction despite the fact that Narducci had disappeared only a few days before, and mainly, a
lot shorter than Narducci.

Confirming these facts, are the testimonies of witnesses and "stolen" photos taken during the
recovery of the body despite the police non trespassing tape and local authorities denying the
access to the pier to all reporters. In a moment of distraction, someone is able to find the right
angle and take photos of the recovered body laying on the pier.

The images are taken from a distance and the angle does not allow to see the facial features
but a lot of information can still be obtained from the photos. The carabinieri's CSI in particular
is able to estimate the body's height, comparing it with the axles of the pier's floor. From this
measurement, the body recovered from the lake is at least 10 to15 centimeters shorter than
Narducci.

In 2002, the body is exhumed and an autopsy is performed determining that the body inside
the casket is without a shadow of a doubt that of Narducci. But the doubts remain because
according to this theory we can be certain that the body is that of Narducci but we cannot be
certain that it was his body that had been pulled out of the lake in 1985.

Narducci ended up in that grave at a later date: when the doctors open the casket, they find to
their surprise, a body in good condition very different from the deteriorated body that many
witnesses said to have seen on the pier.

The autopsy reveals that the cause of death is not by drowning and that Narducci's body had
not been in the water for five days although it is not possible to get a clear and definite response
on such an old cadaver.

As if this was not already enough, there are also lesions on the thyroid cartilage that could
lead to suspect a different cause of death: Narducci seemingly died by strangulation.

Without any doubt, this is a strange story, but on April 20 2010, there is a verdict at the
conclusion of the preliminary hearing in front of the Prosecutor of Perugia inculpating 19 people
accused of having organized the staging at the lake. All the defendants are set free and so, once
again, the curtain seems to drop on Francesco Narducci.

Many mysterious coincidences still surround Narducci, such as the ceasing of the homicides
after his death or his disappearance which seemed to coincide with the investigators closing in on
him.

But is this enough to make him the Monster? He would have been a solitary serial killer as
suggested by almost all the criminology files about the case?

What role would Pacciani and his “picnicking friends” have played in this story?

How do we link their stories and their animalistic existence of primordial instincts to the
sophisticated environment of the offspring of the high society?



And the esoteric sect?

Does it really exist, how do so many carry an organization capable of ordering crimes and
sidetracking the investigations on Narducci who would have been a member?

These are all hypotheses, only hypotheses and sometimes maybe even pure fantasy. In any
case it is undeniable that for many, Narducci would be the perfect piece of the puzzle that had
been missing in all this event.

Finally, here was someone with those anglo-saxon features and the sophisticated educational
background outlined by the profilers and that were missing in Spalletti, Vinci, Pacciani, Lotti,
Vanni and all the other grotesque characters from this story, this rebus or actually, this complex
puzzle with many pieces that sometimes do not match; a complex puzzle that gives the
impression that, in an effort to save the work accomplished up to that point and not abandon a
theory or simply to move forward based on new scenarios, one tried to find a relationship
between people, environments, and situations that in fact have little or nothing in common.

Narducci's story is suspicious and mysterious just as many of the other characters' involved in
some way in these horrible events.

Rummaging into their lives revealed worlds and situations we would not have the desire to
know, stories of violence, illegality, and little respect for people and institutions.

However, these monstrosities have not yet allowed to write the final word of this story, a
story that is in all effects an indecipherable puzzle.

A puzzle that, exactly when we think we have solved it, we realize that we had to stretch
some pieces, putting them where they did not fit or that we have not used enough pieces and the
image in front of our eyes is not clear. We have to start from the beginning.

 



Interview with Paolo Cochi
 

Paolo Cochi
 

The following is an exclusive interview with director and filmmaker Paolo Cochi, the author
of the popular documentary “I delitti del Mostro di Firenze” (The murders of the Monster of
Florence).

Cochi is considered one of the most knowledgeable researchers about the case.

 

To this day, it is still not clear how the police came to link the 1968 case to the series of
murders committed by the Monster of Florence: was it because of anonymous letters mailed to
the carabinieri or Marshal Fiori's remembrance? If the correct answer is anonymous letters, then
how many were there and what did they say?

According to the journalist Mario Spezi and the lawyer Filastò, General 
Tricomi received an envelope containing a cut-out of the newspaper article 



about the 1968 murder reading: “why don't you take a closer look at the 
1968 trial back in Perugia's tribunal”. This recount has never been refuted 
and it seems that Marshal Fiori had no involvement in the investigation of 
the 1968 Signa murder.

 

During our research, we came across a chain of worrisome coincidences linking the Italian
victims to one another. We are referring to that fact that many of those victims worked in the
textile industry and that many had recently lost a relative. The most unexpected finding was that
the Monster,, with the exception of the 1968 murder, did not shoot couples of clandestine lovers
who most certainly must have been around during those years; practically all the victims were in
a committed relationship and came from a low social background. Not one victim was the son or
daughter of a high ranked professional. How do you explain it? Are these all mere coincidences
or is it possible to draw a profile of the Monster based on these elements?

In my thought process, the killer had some sort of fanatic sense of justice 
with a religious touch. In two of the murders (1968 and 1984), the Monster 
ripped the necklaces with a cross pendant from the victims' necks.I believe 
that the Monster's targeting couples in their vehicles, in the midst of an 
intimate act away from the marital nest is a significant element in 
determining his personality. 

As for the victims' social background, I thinks that it is probably a 
coincidence linked to the fact that these young victims have less economic 
resources that would allow them to afford a motel room or a private home 
for their sexual activities.With regard to the clandestine couples, I suppose 
that the chances of finding a clandestine couple on a Friday or Saturday 
evening during summer are somewhat slim.

 

One of the most debated elements in this story is the gun. In a famous interview, the Police
Commissioner Giuttari declared that he believed there still was a lot to say about that gun. What
are thoughts on his declaration? Are you convinced that the same gun was used in the 1968
murder? Some have even hypothesized that two different guns were simultaneously used in some
the crimes based on the number of shells found on the crime scenes. Any thoughts?

I definitely believe that there was only one gun. It is highly probable that it 
was the same gun registered to Agresti, a Sardinian immigrant from 
Villacidro and that later went missing. The analyses at that time made it 
clear all the marks on the exploded shells were identical! 

The ammunitions came from 2 different boxes: one with copper-lead head 
bullets and one with regular bullets. There are no facts or clues that could 
lead us to believe that there were two shooters. Furthermore, the Beretta 
caliber 22 models 70, 72, or 74 can hold up to 10 rounds.

 



In your opinion, how was the whole Spalleti affair handled? What could he have possibly
witnessed? His behavior over the years has been questionable: from what it seems, he has never
received large sums of money in exchange for his silence given that his lifestyle remained the
same. What could have then been the reason for his silence? The fact that he could have been
prosecuted due to his involvement in some serious crime (perhaps he assisted the Monster) or
was it just that he was scared?

I believe that Spalleti did see something the night of the murder in Arrigo 
Avenue. However, I think arresting him was a mistake because had he 
been released and then under surveillance, we could have gotten more 
information. 

His silence was probably due to him being scared all the more so his 
brother received a phone call during which threats were made towards 
Spalleti himself. This is one of the many obscure aspects of the event.

 

We have have always been convinced that somewhere in the world of peeping toms, there
could be another Spalletti who could have seen or heard something but who did not come
forward for fear of ending up in Spalletti's shoes. What is your take on this?

I agree that it is impossible that nobody saw anything given that the crime 
areas in those days were heavily frequented by peeping toms. In my 
opinion, the Monster would scour the area and then he would "clear it" so 
to say of potential intruders. 

There were at least two cases of peeping toms mysteriously killed reported 
in the news. And then, there is Fosco Fabbri's testimony in which he 
declares having been verbally abused and threatened with a gun by a 
uniformed man as related by the lawyer Nino Filastò in a recent interview.

 

How would you say the Monster selected his victims?

I believe he mainly selected the locations although it is a possibility that he 
meticulously studied the habits and daily routines of the couples prior to 
striking. 

We must remember that in the 70s/80s, the act of love making in a car, 
particularly in small towns, was considered extremely transgressive. For 
that reason, the couples had to find very isolated and obscure areas that 
would otherwise have been unfamiliar to them.

 

Following the French couple's murder, the Monster mails the famous letter containing a strip
of Nadine Mauriot's breast to the attention of prosecutor Silvia Della Monica. The envelope was
mailed many kilometers away from the crime scene. Do you think that the Monster drove all that
distance the night of the murder? How could he be so sure that he would not have been pulled
over for a routine police control?



Well, we are once again speculating. He could have mailed the envelope 
the following day or perhaps that same night with the help of an 
accomplice... It is certain that the act was premeditated. I think that the 
envelope was prepared prior to the murder which I believe was committed 
on Saturday, not on Sunday. 

The Monster deliberately chose a couple of foreigners in an attempt to 
delay the discovery of the bodies. This way, the envelope could reach its 
destination and create general panic prior to the bodies being found.The 
choice of the town where the letter was mailed from, San Piero a Sieve, has 
for the Monster, a specific meaning: one that is not easy to decode, but 
nonetheless specific.

 

What is your interpretation of the letter years later? What is your take on the spelling error on
the envelope (the word “republica” written with one b)? Does it indicate the Monster's poor
educational background or was it just astute diversion attempt?

Out of the many anonymous letters mailed during that time, the one 
addressed to Prosecutor Della Monica is the only one that was surely sent 
by the Monster. 

I find it hard to believe that the famous missing letter "b" was some sort of 
an encrypted message... I would think that it was simply a spelling error.

 

Let's talk about the cases of red-herring: the anonymous letters in this story are discarded ,as
in so many other criminal cases in Italy. Do you believe that these letters were viewed as red-
herring or that they could have been from someone who knew something and was trying to
communicate with the investigators to clear their conscience? Or perhaps the investigators hid
behind the "anonymous letter" tactic to justify some unorthodox operations.

We would need access to the millions of anonymous letters that were 
received in those years in order to respond to this question... it is possible 
that some of the letters contained valid information that went under the 
radar! 

We can certainly say that none of these letters contained any information 
that led to the identification of the Monster.

The anonymous letter suggesting that Pacciani should be investigated only 
two days following the last double homicide could have been important! 

However, the its author did not go further than describe Pacciani as a 
diabolical and violent man without providing any substantial clue that 
could have been useful for the investigation.It would be interesting to 
know if a comparative calligraphic examination of the accusatory letters 
towards Pacciani and all the other anonymous letters mailed to the police 
has ever been performed.



It is undeniable that there were a few cases of red-herring to throw off the 
investigation! I personally believe that the letter with the newspaper article 
that indicated the Sardinian lead shortly following the Montespertoli 
murder of 1982 is a perfect example of red-herring by the Monster.

 

Since 1985, the Monster has officially stopped killing. What made him stop? Could he have
decided to alter his methods in an effort to stay away from the media so he would not be
identified? It is a fact that serial killers of this caliber are usually unable to stop killing unless
driven by an external factor.

Maybe he died shortly after the last homicide. It is also possible that could 
have changed his ways and his targets. Let me remind you that during 
those years in Florence, there were many unsolved brutal killings of 
prostitutes, about eight if I remember. 

And then, there were other murders just as worrisome in the early 90s that 
were certainly linked to the affair of the Monster. An example is the 
murder of Francesco Vinci, his  shepherd Angelo Vargiu and his lover 
Milva Malatesta.

 

In our book, we offer an alternative reconstruction of the Baccaiano murder. We basically
claim that the Monster was behind the wheel of Paolo Mainardi's car which ended up in the ditch
in an attempt to move the car away from the emplacement that was too close to the main road.
What do you think about our reconstruction?

I think that theory is partially true in the sense that based on the version 
given by the paramedics, it seems that Mainardi was in the back seat. 
However, it is also true traces of Mainardi's blood was found in the middle 
of the road as revealed by the crime scene photos. 

This could also lead to believe that Mainardi was initially shot while he 
was on the driver's side prior to being moved to the back seat. This 
reconstruction would explain the shattered back window and the position 
of the shooting location.

 

Lets' say that the killer is that same that committed that 1968 murder, why would there be
such a long break between the first 2 murders?

Although the 1968 murder was allegedly committed by Stefano Mele, there 
is still a 7 year gap between the 1974 murder and that of 1981. That could 
have been due to a convenient “evolution” of the Monster. 

The killer could possibly have been away or been in situations that 
prevented him from executing the killings. Perhaps the impulse to kill was 
derived from a demented escalation alimented by the world's interest in his 
terrifying ventures.



 

Was the Germans' murder a mistake as so many claim?

The impression is that unlike the other murders, this one was executed in a 
hurry...the killer did not complete any action beyond shooting his gun! 
Let's remember that the Monster always stabs the man t ensure his death 
but in this case, he made no use of the knife. He shoots and then, he walks 
away.

 

Do you think that Monster is Tuscan?

I don't know! He was definitely familiar with the area and was very 
comfortable moving around in the dark.

 

Had you been heading the investigations, which alternate leads would you have followed?

The 2001 investigations (the Narducci lead TN)  seemed to take the right 
direction and could have hatched better results than the other investigations 
but they took off too late. 

I do not believe in a completely secluded “monster” from an aristocratic 
background. Although I think that he did the killings by himself, I am also 
certain he had the help and complicity of someone on the outside. 

The maniac group murder plot seems improbable from a criminology 
standpoint. Filastò's theory has some merits but I have a hard time 
picturing the Monster on a killing spree with the police lights mounted on 
his car.

 

What do you think of the Spezi theory? Why didn't the person identified as possibly being the
Monster of Florence speak up publicly? In the English version of the book, the person suspected
of being the Monster is clearly nominated. I am looking at page 194 of the American version of
the book where I can find the entire account of the interview given by the person who, according
to Spezi & Preston's reconstruction, could be a candidate for the title of Monster. His first and
last name are explicitly stated here but not in the Italian version of the book. Why has there never
been any action against that person?

I don't have an answer as to why this person has remained silent. However, 
Spezi & Preston's hypothesis is interesting although it needs to be 
examined more in depth. 

The investigators would certainly be in a position to objectively evaluate 
the theory by comparing it to their findings. One of the facts that make the 
story of the Monster of Florence so captivating is that everybody can come 
up with a different scenario. 



There is also a missing element in all the suggested theories... The last 
piece of the puzzle.

 

Pacciani is one of the most unsettling characters in the story of the Monster: what do you
think of Paccani and the pick-nicking friends? Do you think that Lotti's claims are credible?

Personally, I do not think that Lotti's declarations are reliable. I feel that 
Pacciani might have had a marginal role in the event and that he ended 
paying for everyone. As for Vanni, I think that he played no role in it at all. 

These are obviously personal convictions. Let's remember that some of the 
verdicts indicate that the pick-nicking friends were the perpetrators of the 
last four double homicides. 

The principal suspects were acquitted “because the fact was without 
foundation”.

That is the umpteenth anomaly of an incredible event which could not have 
been written by the world's greatest “crime novelist”.

 

THE END
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