
Proofs: The 2005 November Prosecutor Fax

Description:
This proof is a two-pages document written by a prosecutor on October 2005, and notified to us one month 
later. It was the request to stop investigation about the legal proceedings.
The fax referred to our report sent on 5th May 2005 which asserted that some previously reports, sent 
between December 2004 and April 2005, to the same Court, were missing. The fact could have been 
generated by a  loss or by a theft, in any case, the fact was considered by Italian law a crime (crime code 
616).  
Our previously reports have not reached the Court. Consequently they have been stolen or lost. 
The case remained unsolved.

Before to proceed details are due: the Italian criminal Court office is entitled to prosecute any criminal 
offences. When the prosecutor was informed about a criminal offence, he recorded it into a special book 
called “giornale delle notizie di reato” (crime logbook). After, a proceeding was opened and prosecutor 
investigates about. During this phase he hadn’t the power to stop proceedings: to close it he must do a special 
request to a special judge, called with the acronym of GIP (Judge of preliminary investigation).

Explaining the fax:
It was a proceeding closure request, and a copy was sent to us and another copy to judge of preliminary 
investigations.

Into first line there are delivery date, fax number, prosecutor’s name.
Into the second line there is the serial number assigned into crimes logbook.

The body includes:
First, the prosecutor asserts he has read the documents concerning the proceeding, then the crime which he is 
investigation about has been recorded on 29th September 2005 with  crime code  616. Then he asserts the 
guilty party is unknown 

Second, one of our reports has reached the Court, creating the issue he is analyzing. He indicates the title of 
our report and the issue number assigned.
So for this report there aren’t problems.

Third, previously reports didn’t reached the Court and there are no elements to understand if papers are 
missing consequently a theft or consequently a loss. 
There are no elements to discover the thief.

The conclusions are:
Since there are no further elements in order to continue investigation, and to find the guilty party, therefore 
the Prosecutor asked to judge for the closure of the case.






