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12. The judicialist trials to Andreotti: Beelzebub becomes prey 

Target-Andreotti, Target-Italy 

We have seen that Andreotti was under the careful attention of the US Department of justice since 1985, just after Sigonella. 

The Palermo PO Andreotti persecution and prosecution was not only the freezing of a relevant obstacle to the Italian politics judicial-Scalfaroian dissolution. It was the effort to rewrite Italian history and the relations of the Italian particratic regime and State with Clans. The criminal reinterpretation of the Italian history written from the Palermo Prosecutors for prosecuting Andreotti were published under the titles or sub-title of ‘the real history of Italy’ and widely publicised from the judicialist circles. The Palermo PO request of sending Andreotti to trial was published in 1995, with Palermo PO and judicialist clans’ promotion, with the title The true history of Italy.
 They were Anglophone-, and also Germanic- and Francophone-style defamation against Italy. There were many words and no evidence, but the launched message was that the history of Italy was that of criminal gangs had mysteriously dominated a key NATO country of the Mediterranean. It was suggested a great conspiracy of the evil forces, Andreotti would have led, against the noble Western occupiers, evidently to naïve to have been fully aware of it …until 1989 or 1992/1993.

The Andreotti power-block, object of the first strike from Palermo was an Italic and Vatican solidly rooted anti-NATO component. Berlusconi, attempted object, by Dell’Utri, of also Palermo strike just since he entered politics, was a strong leader of the liberal Centre. It was observed how the subordinate position of Italy and Europe, for example in occasion of the 1999 NATO aggression against Yugoslavia, was possible because in office there were in office dull leftist governments with scarce national interest awareness, but attitude to submission to the USA
. The Italian case, already in occasion of the intervention in Albania during the Prodi government was apparently astonishing. The majority of the political forces supporting government, and the same rulers, were against the interventions. Nevertheless they passively submitted to what they suffered as a bitter duty imposed from the outside. The DC and the CAF, even when obliged to submit to foreign impositions were capable to impose space of autonomy and defence of national interests no one of the pale governments of the Scalfaro era (1992-1999) and of the late leftist and para-leftist epilogue was neither capable to imagine.     

The Andreotti block power was not obstacle to an eventual modernisation. In this hypothesis it would have been easy to put him outside the real political and power games. It was too a strong obstacle for who wanted to break the traditional third position Italy de facto had inside the world arena in the direction of a, never verified until the Scalfaro era, tight and passive subordination of Italy to the different pulse coming from the world and European powers.   

Against Andreotti there was, from the tightly judicial point of view, no evidence, neither one. Pieces of evidence there were not. When militant Prosecutors and their jukebox justice collaborators tried to build some claimed pieces of evidence, the Clans-men and -bosses called as witnesses were easily unmasked as liars, or at least as incapable to build something could not be demonstrated as false. When the Prosecutors defined, logically, a presence of Andreotti in a place to meet somebody he declared not to know, he was regularly in different places, even in State visit in other continents, thousands of kilometres distant from the place of the supposed meeting. Overall Andreotti always was in provable places, while the places and times stated from Prosecutors were always provable as false. When the moment came to interrogate directly Andreotti in trial, the Prosecutors renounced. They had no question. Andreotti was obliged to a long ‘spontaneous declaration’ in front of Palermo Prosecutors had no demand, actually no accusation to contest him in court. Andreotti became, for the Palermo PO guilty because guilty, everything proved because he was guilty, everything tolerated because the world powers liked to see Andreotti under fire in court accused not of illegal financing but of all the Italian history tautologically become criminal.       

The Perugia Trial was collateral, and organised substantially on the same evidence, using the same methods and tricks, for example for subtracting it, as the Palermo one, to the Roman magistracy, not controllable from the block attacking Andreotti. The Palermo and the Perugia trials were the same one, each one founded on the other one. Both were organised inside the same persecution against Italy, in collaboration with Clans-men and -bosses, and with the constant collaboration (whenever it could be tested) of the US Department of Justice. The same discourses and questions, not really judicial, but political, made and posed in Palermo, were repeated in Perugia from Prosecutors and from Andreotti. The Perugia trial was not really for a crime, a 1979 homicide, tightly connected with regime affairs verified at the times of the alliance DC-PCI-P2. It was a trial to the Statesman Andreotti. The Pecorelli homicide had verified in Rome, not in Perugia. The connection of Andreotti with it was claimed from Prosecutors, nothing more. 

Equally the Cassation Court, whose job is to declare null trials for formal irregularities
, was in Rome. No one of its sentences was accused of having being bought or imposed from Clans. And no connection of Andreotti with it was ever stated. It was simply stated, from Prosecutors, that being Andreotti in Rome, and having sometimes also sentences on Clans being object of nullity, Andreotti was the judicial Roman reference of Clans. There was no investigated object/crime, but there was the subject/Andreotti. And there was the other ‘criminal’, the Cassation Court Section President Carnrevale, accused on nothing and later acquitted but criminal because criminal, defamed because it was necessary to eliminate him and to intimidate his colleagues for the needs of the running subversion.        

The request of first authorisation to proceed against Andreotti, that from Palermo, has been defined as a Repentants’ Party Manifest. Not casually Scalfari-Repubblica, the media advocate of the Judges’ Party and of the Repentants’ Party insisted in the definition of Andreotti as Beelzebub
, an old appellative invented from Craxi 15 years before. Being Beelzebub father of all devils and accomplice of all witches, the reference was intended, from Scalfari-Repubblica, as the Andreotti planned destiny was that of being burned. The Craxi old formulation was on the contrary referred to the Machiavellian politician Andreotti was: lays (Craxi) and judicialist intellectuals (Scalfari) have radically different mental forms. In this Repentants’ Party Manifest, the guarantist magistrate Carnevale was identified as the guarantor of the making sentences null from the Cassation Court, even before he belonged to the Cassation Court.
 In propaganda, as defamation is, the image is everything and the truth nothing. Actually Palermo magistrates and their judicial and political supporters feared that their judicial incompetence and abuses could be contested from the Cassation Court. The fact that the Cassation Court sentences were always object of media clamour and terrorist quarrelling when they contradicted Prosecutors theorems, was a banal technique for hiding the judicialist incompetence in the building, driving and concluding trials, not only in police investigations. 

Facts, places, times are not relevant when a criminal has been identified. One is such until him/her is not defeated form the divine Prosecutors justice. Even words are not actually particularly important. It was sufficient that a justice collaborator declare, since judicialist suggestion, a certain thing, because Prosecutors accuse Andreotti, or other one victim, of everything having assonance with the formal justice collaborator’s declaration. It is even linguistically and psychologically interesting to see how Prosecutors quoted pieces of formal declarations of justice collaborators for contesting them changed, reinvented, in written acts or by media. Because formally, in court, they refused to interrogate their defendant Andreotti
, but by media Andreotti was permanently tried by the material also illegally diffused by his Prosecutors. They used the principles of the assonance and free associations. 

Following the logic of the Palermo and Perugia POs, if they did not charge the US or UK governments, using the evidence that they re-installed Clans in Sicily and in the entire South starting with 1943, of the same (or why not more, since their superior responsibility) Andreotti ‘crimes’, and also of at least something more, it was only because the 1990s’ destabilisation, Constitutional subversion and coups had US-UK, and other powers, agreement and propaganda cover. All that is public. Media, academic ‘analysis’, the orientation of the financed research on the 1990 Italy, official declarations, as their absence, concrete acts of the FBI of the US Department of Justice are unsuppressible evidence of that. 

In spite of the intense relations with their jukebox justice collaborators, and of the good will of these ones, militant Prosecutors refused to remain prisoners of the logic and times of their declarations. Freed from any need of material evidence, they freed themselves also from the purely claimed evidence. The claming that a ‘criminal’ is a criminal substituted everything. No other evidence is necessary both in prosecution and in sentences, when there are collaborative GIPs court magistrates. This was recurrent pattern of political trials. It was again particularly evident in the anti-Andreotti prosecutions and persecutions. The Andreotti acquittals, in 1999, in Perugia and in Palermo were not ineluctable, since these trials cannot be evaluated according to pure juridical criteria. These acquittals are evidence of nothing apart from that a concourse of different circumstances produced these outcomes. There were clashes between State apparatuses, and, at each moment, provisional equilibria defined. It is also meaningful that forces very expert in car accident and terrorist action had chosen, for the 1990 Italy the way of a long political fight driven by judicial and propaganda tool, instead than the rapid suppression of the supposedly adverse leaders. Dynamical processes and their general consequences were evidently more relevant that personal destinies.  

The legally and factually unfounded request to proceed against Andreotti  

Introduction

The authorisation to proceed asked Senate from the Prosecution Office of Palermo was indispensable, at that time, for investigating and eventually accusing in court Senator Giulio Andreotti. It was not a request to arrest him in spite of the apparent seriousness of the hypothesised crimes. The document was dated Palermo, 27 March 1993, and was signed, in order, from the Prosecutors Guido Lo Forte, Roberto Scarpinato, Gioacchino Napoli, and from the Chief Prosecutor Gian Carlo Caselli.  

The text was organised in an Introduction and 5 Chapters. The 5 parts were relative to: 

1st Chapter: The sources of evidence and their evaluation.

2nd Chapter: The evidence about the relations between Senator Andreotti and Cosa Nostra.

3rd Chapter: The support of evidence.

4th Chapter: Trial evidence relative to Andreotti coming out from the homicide of the Palermo Prefect Carlo Alberto Dalla Chiesa.

5th Chapter: the conclusions with the crimes relative to the request.      

The structure of the text
 and the evidence it does not contain   

Introduction of the Prosecutors’ request

The names of the justice collaborators Clans-bosses and -men Tommaso Buscetta, Vincenzo Marsala, Antonino Calderone, Francesco Marino Mannoia Gaspare Mutolo, Leonardo Messina, Giuseppe Marchese, Baldassare Di Maggio, and of the non-collaborating Clans-boss Gaetano Badalamenti are made. 

Gaetano Badalamenti, ex-head of the Clans “Palermo Provincial Commission”
 detained in the USA since long time, is quoted in his assertion that Clans may not be in war with State. This assertion would have condensed the Clans method of infiltration inside State structure and consequently the existence of relations with the political world, justice collaborator would have already, in the past, permitted to infer.
  

	That the sentence of a Clans boss “«we may not move war to State»”
 demonstrates the connections Clans-politics is logically risible. It can be deduced sociologically and historically, or even simply stated, being generically universally accepted. Nevertheless from the point of view of a prosecution is absolutely irrelevant. 


	The logical passage implicitly suggested from the Palermo Prosecutors is:

Clans are linked with State (
Andreotti and Clans are linked




The narration of the Prosecutors refers to a sentence of the Cassation Court, on 30 January 1992, confirming, not declaring null certain sentence, the so-called Buscetta Theorem: the main killings of Clans should be decided from the Clans Palermo provincial commission. On the contrary Clans heads had guaranteed that that sentence (of the Palermo maxi-trial to Clans) would have been declared null. The confirmation from the Cassation Court of the Buscetta-Theorem and the confirmation of the maxi-trial previous sentence, together with the [false or wrong] guarantee of the Clans heads that the trial would be declared null, demonstrate the dissociation from Clans of its previous protectors.  

	The Clans heads had guaranteed that the Palermo maxi-trial would have been declared null (alias re-sent to court for being remade).


	For the Palermo Prosecutors this means that Clans were protected from somebody of the central State.

	This did not verify, since the confirmation of the sentence against Clans-men, on 30 January 1992.  


	For the Palermo Prosecutors, the confirmation of the sentence form the Cassation Court confirms the ‘Roman’ protection of Clans and at the same time the breaking of these links verified in 1992.




Recent [when they wrote], evidence demonstrate, for the Palermo Prosecutors, that “one of the main links”
 between Clans and Rome for tutoring Clans and specifically for ‘adjusting’ trials was the MP Salvo Lima. The “logical and historical co-ordination”
 of evidence induces to identify the Roman reference of Lima in Andreotti. The “non-contingent and non-occasional”
 relation Andreotti-Clans covers the period 1978-1992.    

	For the Palermo Prosecutors, the logical passages are:

	[The 1992 Clans killed] Lima is [hypothetically
] Clans tutor

	Lima is of the Andreotti current from 1978 to 1992 
	( Andreotti is Clans tutor from 1978 to 1992


	For the Palermo Prosecutors: 

	Lima is “one of the main links” between Palermo and Rome 


	( there are other links
	[The Palermo Prosecutors do not quote the other “main links”]


Chapter 1 of the Prosecutors’ request

Buscetta began to collaborate with magistracy in 16 July 1984.
 Vincenzo Marsala began to collaborate since the killing of the father on 4 February 1983, but not immediately after the event. Antonino Calderone began to collaborate on 9 April 1987. Francesco Marino Mannoia began to collaborate on 8 October 1989. Leonardo Messina began to collaborate on 30 June 1992. Gaspare Mutolo began to collaborate on 1 July 1992. Giuseppe Marchese began to collaborate on 1 September 1992. Baldassare Di Maggio began to collaborate on 13 January 1993. The Palermo Prosecutors wrote that their collaboration was of relevant importance and they are reliable.
  

Two testimonies, of which one also for facts not directly known, and also from justice collaborators without legal constraint of truth and without oath, were considered as evidence. Specifically the Palermo Prosecutors stated that a call of co-guiltiness supported from an element of evidence, which might be also an “indirect testify”
 were sufficient for a sentence of guiltiness. Not only that: there was a synergetic effect. In fact “«the intrinsically reliable callings [of co-guiltiness] reciprocally integrate and reinforce»”
. This permitted to consider, as elements of evidence, the indirect accusations when coning from justice collaborators “intrinsically reliable”. The concept of intrinsic reliability is very original and interesting: if one accused Andreotti, or other accusable, he/she was intrinsically reliable. When a later showed as a reliable
 justice collaborator, Giovanni Brusca accused Luciano Violante, an untouchable head of the Judges’ Party, he was interviewed for days and days from a special team of Prosecutors from Palermo, Caltanisetta, and Florence. He was questioned by that unusual platoon until he declared that having travelled on the same aircraft with Violante, in 1991, had been purely casual and that he wanted to discredit him when declared that during the flight there was an agreement between him, Clans-boss and Violante, for incriminating Andreotti.
 Who accused Andreotti (or other touchables) of considerably less, but exploited considerably more, was not object of insistent questioning from the cream of the anti-Clans Prosecutors. These indirect accusations (the simply reporting) became sufficient for accusing and arresting.
 In this way the referring was not any more accessory. It became self-sustaining. Additional central element was, for the Palermo Prosecutors, that Clans was a kind of association from which it was nearly impossible to resign or to recede
. As to say that if they stated that Andreotti was near to Clans, it was a permanent condition.   

	For the Palermo Prosecutors, the logical passages are:

	[Semel in contact with Clans, semper of Clans] +

	[Our justice collaborators are intrinsically reliable and what they report is convergent (  consequently it is sufficient to prove guiltiness]         =
	( Rumours they refer about contacts of somebody with Clans-men are sufficient to demonstrate his belonging to Clans


Chapter 2 of the Prosecutors’ request: the double-shooting Messina-Mutolo

The allegations of the justice collaborator Leonardo Messina

He declared, about the Cassation Court magistrate Carnevale
, known for being a guarantist, that “«it was said to us that it was possible to manoeuvre him»”
. When the anti-Clans maxi-trial was attributed to other section of the Cassation Court
, disorientation diffused. When the trial was confirmed from Cassation it was necessary to react for overcoming the decrease of credibility of the Clans-heads, the failure of the illusion of making null the trial had produced among their Clans-men
 

The Messina first deposition on the hopes and illusions there were on Carnevale dated 13 August 1992.
 

Without connective with the previous statement
, the Prosecutors write, quoting Messina that there was a diffused and precise discontent overall against the Andreotti current of the DC, and the Craxi group of the PSI, accused of have permitted their overcome from emerging younger personages as the Justice Minister Martelli.
 Actually Martelli was exactly of the Craxi group. 

Messina declared that he knew from other people that Lima was not a Clans-man but was near Clans and was Clans intermediary by Andreotti, overall for judiciary needs. In fact to the justice collaborator was told, when Clans-man, that there was no problem for the trial because Lima, Andreotti, and Carnevale, had give guarantees about a positive [for Clans] conclusion of it. In addition Messina revealed that he also heard that one of the channels for arriving to Andreotti was Masonry.

	THE ABSENCE OF EVIDENCE CLAIMED AS EVIDENCE 

	He heard that Andreotti, Lima and Carnevale would have solved the judicial problems of Clans, after the maxi-trial of Palermo.



	He heard that the link between Clans and Andreotti was Lima, and that Andreotti was reachable also by Masonry.



	The trial was confirmed instead than declared null.



	There is no other news about trials favoured from Lima and Andreotti 




The allegations of the justice collaborator Gaspare Mutolo

1. From 23 April 1981, day of the Corleone-family take-over, Clans was in touch with Salvo Lima exclusively by Ignazio Salvo, killed from Clans on 17 September 1992.

2. Clans, in occasion of the general elections of 1987, appreciated more Radicals and Socialists because more guarantist than other parties. On the contrary there was distrust against the DC. In fact it was decided to support the socialist Martelli, PSI head-list in Palermo. The justice collaborator remembers that he received this order and that he convinced 60 people to vote PSI/Martelli.

The fact that criminality appreciates more the USA style-of-life and judicial system, than for example the real-socialist ones, only from the judicialist point of view could be assumed as source of mechanical negative value judgement about a certain spirit or ethic. It seems decisively odd not only opportunistically to demonise criminality, but also immediately later to use it as criterion of ethical or moral discrimination. Nevertheless it is the operation made traditionally from all judicialist logic, and it is the operation made in Italy. The guarantism and modernity of Radical and Socialist becomes guilty because prisoners
 Clans-men preferred human respect to State brutality. 

3. On 16 December 1987 there was the sentence at the anti-Clans maxi-trial. The Clans-heads guaranteed that the sentence would have been a little improved (from their point of view) in appeal and considerably improved in Cassation. Clans were confident in Carnevale because he had already declared null other sentences. His section had declared null, on 23 March 1987, a sentence against 3 Clans-men, since a formal vice, at it is the Cassation duty. The formal vice was that some defenders had not been convoked when the popular court was selected. Mutolo was told that with such a Cassation magistrate, it was sure that the trial would be declared null. On the other side already in occasion of the appeal the theorem about Clans as hyper-centralised cupola was rejected with the consequence to free the Clans-boss from the most serious killings
. But suddenly, on 13 September 1991, a decree of Martelli, the PSI leader Clans would have so faithfully supported, provoked the re-sending to prison of Clans-men in home-arrests. After the negative exit of the Cassation appeal, Salvo Lima was killed from Clans, on 12 March 1992, guilty not to have protected Clans in that occasion.

4. Since Lima was absolutely without suspects about his destine, the justice collaborator explained that he was confident to have done everything was possible, consequently he did not feel guilty with Mafia. [Alias, the fact that Lima did nothing to protect Mafia-men, alias sentenced Italian citizens, appealing to the Cassation Court is assumed as that he did everything possible: in fact never a single act of Lima favouring a single appealing citizen, in that circumstance, was quoted from the Palermo Prosecutors. Lima was not Cassation Court magistrates, either Justice Minister or deputy-Minister, friend of Cassation Court judges. This could be said also for Andreotti. Consequently if Lima, and/or Andreotti tried to do something they could have passed through somebody else. Considerably the scarce Italian centralisation at all level they should be passed through more than short chains of a few single persons, eventually using different media, included the most common, telephone, generally largely tapped in Italy, overall at the high levels of the ruling classes.] On 1 September Mutolo let to understand that he knew the Roma references of Lima. On 17 December 1992, he told that he was not in the psychological conditions to reveal the name of the Roman reference of Lima, who was only one person. Finally on 4 March 1993 something happened and the liberator confession that he had heard that the Roman reference of Lima, and of Mafia, was exactly Andreotti come out. Andreotti had been also contacted from Lima and from the cousins Salvo for the favourable [for Mafia] solution of the maxi-trial. Already in 1981 the justice collaborator had heard the name of Andreotti for a trial by the Cassation. In presence of Mutolo there was the discussion with Ignazio Salvo, who told that he would have spoken with Lima, who would have spoken, hypothetically, with Andreotti. There is no news about the result of this supposed interest of Lima and Andreotti. For what he knew, also before the Corleone-family take-over, the normal circuit was Salvo-Lima-Andreotti. There was the diffused trust that thanks to Lima, Andreotti and Carnevale all Mafia judicial problems would have been solved.
 This did not realise. Either Andreotti was without power, or the faith was either invented or unjustified.  

5. The anti-Mafia measures were pure façade made inevitable from the leftist pressure, as already stated from Buscetta.
 

6. The killing of Lima was a strike to the political component protected Mafia but did not protect it in the occasion of the maxi-trial.

7. Finally the Prosecutors quote banalities (available more detailed in all book about those episodes) about the connections of Andreotti with Vatican finance, and the Sindona-Calvi, and interest of Mafia capitals in the Sindona banking activities. [That Andreotti was a Statesman for 50 years and inside all power’s secrets was already known. This does not prove that he was guilty of Mafia connections. This proves exactly his judicial innocence in relation of the accusation from Palermo, where he was charged as current leader and not as Statesman.] Nevertheless in their anxiety of historical reconstruction, not exactly about the current head Andreotti, they quote an episode contradicting the thesis of the reprisal cold-blood killing of Lima. In fact they let declare to the justice collaborator that Sindona, after having lost relevant Mafia funds, was let free from Mafia because convinced that he did everything possible.
 On the contrary the presented thesis of Lima killed as pure reprisal without even questioning him, or investigating if he did really everything possible, contradict the behaviour of Mafia with Sindona.  

	THE FURTHER ABSENCE OF EVIDENCE CLAIMED AS EVIDENCE 

	Already in 1981 there was the channel Salvo-Lima-Andreotti



	- Andreotti was in contact with Vatican milieus and with Sindona and Calvi businesses. 

- Sindona was in contact with Vatican milieus, Calvi, and Mafia capitals. 

- Mafia was in contact with Roma political and financial milieus.



	Lima and Andreotti did noting for making to declare null the maxi-trial. 



	There is no other news about trials favoured from Lima and Andreotti 




Chapter 3 of the Prosecutors’ request: the supporting declarations 

Vincenzo Marsala
: Andreotti never named
   

His dead father told him that Mafia always supported Salvo Lima and other Dc politicians, as D’Acquisto, Carollo, Fasino, as other politicians, sometimes, of other parties. Other times the order arrived not to vote for some specific politicians.

On 27 June 1959, Salvo Lima, president of the Palermo communal commission popular housing, wrote to Di Fresco, Palermo communal councillor, a letter communicating that a flat had been assigned to Salvatore Marsala recommended from the same Di Fresco. Salvatore Marsala was son of a suspected
 Mafia-man or -boss, Giuseppe Marsala. He was also communal dependant and ex-driver of Ciancimino, DC politician and Mayor of Palermo for 3 months in 1970.

For the Prosecutor this is punctual support of the evidence of the relationships that since the 1960 there were between Mafia and Andreotti current.
 Actually at that time Lima was of the current of Fanfani, from Tuscany.

	The evidence against Lima in 1959

	On recommendation of a DC Palermo councillor, he assigned a local council house to a non-Mafia-man, local council dependant and ex-driver of Ciancimino, the DC politician opposed to Lima. 




Antonio Calderone
: Andreotti never named
 

In the half of the 1970s, his clan, in Catania, was seriously disturbed from a police functionary, Cipolla. Consequently he and his brother contacted the cousins Salvo, in Palermo. They arranged their appointment with the MP Salvo Lima in Rome. They met him once. He listened the request and promised his interest. Lately, the brother of the justice collaborator was informed by the cousins Salvo that Lima had tried to make to transfer Cipolla but unsuccessfully. In fact the Interior Minister would have told Lima that it was not possible, and that anyway the functionary would have moved, later, for personal reasons and request, what verified. This did not hamper the police from continuing to reserve its attention to the Clansmen. Questioned, Lima denied the episode.

For the prosecutors this episode testifies the capability of Clans to influence the Roman political world using the cousins Salvo and the MP Lima.

	The evidence against Lima in the half-1970s

	He could not get the move of a police functionary disturbed a Mafia-man, but he said he tried [not with Andreotti].  




Francesco Marino Mannoia

He never names Andreotti.

Giuseppe Marchese
 

He never names Andreotti.

Baldassare Di Maggio
 

He never names Andreotti. 

Only later he accused Andreotti of having being kissed from Riina. As already told in other paragraph, this justice collaborator became a Mafia-boss and committed specific crimes, homicides included, under Palermo Prosecutors protection. 

Tommaso Buscetta
 

1. He declares that Salvo Lima was son of a Mafia-man. But he declares that he excludes Salvo Lima was such.

2. He declares that he knew personally Salvo Lima and asked him for favours. But he adds that he actually did not need any favour.

3. He met Salvo Lima, on Lima request, when he [Buscetta] was fugitive from justice, on Lima request. Lima excused for not having been able to do anything for hum. Lima stated that if he had tried to do something for Buscetta, he would have damaged both himself and the same Buscetta.
 

4. As other justice collaborators, Buscetta tells that Lima was rather near the Mafia fraction of Stafano Bontade
, while his adversary, inside DC, Vito Ciancimino was rather near Totò Riina and the Corleonesi. Nevertheless Lima was not in touch with Bontade, who eventually used the cousins Salvo as intermediaries. He defines Lima as one of the main Mafia political contacts, but not the only one.
 Nevertheless Prosecutors did not show interest in the other main Mafia political contacts, as they never showed interest in questioning Ciancimino, free and alive in Palermo and wanted to reveal the past of the relations between Mafia and politics.    

5. Buscetta after having tried to justify why he refused always to reply to the questions of Falcone and Borsellino about the connection Mafia-politics, but why he decided to di it in 1992 with Caselli and Violante
 he refers to an increased interest.
 The reference to the sum received and further promised is evident. Nevertheless his declarations seems deluding from Prosecutors point of view. Buscetta repeated that Lima declared at his service, while confirming that he could no nothing for him [Buscetta], because his [Buscetta] name was too relevant. Obliged to confess what was actually this service of Lima for Mafia, and his collaboration, finally Buscetta frees himself from any self-censorship and confesses everything in front of the anti-Mafia Commission, on 16 November 1992. Lima, as other politicians he does not name, interested sometimes for a hunting licence or a passport. He does not quote any concrete reference and name about the Lima, and other politician interest, in relation to hunting licence and passports
. Nevertheless finally the entire world can know, thanks to Buscetta, Caselli, Violante, the Italian State money, the terms of the collaboration Mafia-politics. But Buscetta is more precise: the mythic third level, the claimed from Prosecutors political direction of Mafia, never existed. Politics never drove Mafia. Eventually was Mafia to use politicians.
  

6. Buscetta adds, in front of the Anti-Mafia Commission, also that the killing of Lima served to denigrate Andreotti. But Buscetta adds that this is only his supposition.
 When Buscetta declared that never there were in the Mafia history episodes as the killing of Chinnici
, Falcone, Borsellino
, and that the Salvo cousins did not serve any more, that to kill Lima was a defamation of Andreotti, and that the 1980/1990 Mafia lived of the money arriving from the USA, nobody asked him who the new references of Mafias were. Actually specifying, under the question of Violante, his hypotheses of the possible reasons of the killing of Lima, Buscetta tells that it could be there were something of superiors to banal judicial. Nevertheless Violante has no interest in this and he immediately insists on Andreotti. Buscetta replies actually nothing if not long and empty discourses reaffirming that Lima, even when was inside government as deputy-Minister, did nothing for him and for describing normal political mechanism for asking and for giving votes. [What in an Anglophone country are elegantly called Interest Groups instead the Interest Mafias, in Sicily is called Mafia which operates, divided in different families and clans, and not in exclusive, in all social and economic sectors.] Interesting is that Violante at a certain point explodes in the interpretation of the worlds of Buscetta that Mafia did not vote for Communists and Fascists
, while the text of the Palermo Prosecutors emphasises that until 1983 Mafia voted also for Fascists, but not for Communists and Socialists.
 In fact the 1992/1993 pogrom, developing while Violante questions Buscetta, had, in its unwritten rule, the collaboration (and the relative protection, total for their central top levels) of ‘communist’ and ‘fascists’. 

Lima, the centre of interest of Violante, because of the Andreotti current emerges actually considerably better than other DC sectors not in the interest of Violante and Prosecutors. When Buscetta refers that Lima, Palermo Mayor, and non-Mafia-man, had, as all other Palermo Mayors, Mafia-men in his local board, because very much voted and consequently necessarily councillors, he describes more political praxes and an inevitable links politicians-electors than specific, and limited to Lima, Lima guiltiness.
 Buscetta shows organic connections Mafia-politics, as that of Lima does not appear to have been, on which no investigations was ever really opened. They had inevitably involved also politicians of the area protected from, and protecting, Prosecutors, other Mafias, with other colours, and other fraction of the economic world and of the ruling class.    

In front of Palermo Prosecutors Buscetta continues to speak on Lima, on 25 November 1992. The ‘criminal’ favours made from Lima to Buscetta, in the early 1960, when Lima was not of the Andreotti current, were a local urban planning variation, praxis totally common in all Italian commune, an the authorisation to built a two-floors building, without any transaction of money between Buscetta and Lima.
 In the summer 1980, Lima, in Rome, let Buscetta tom understand that his real political problem was Ciancimino, politician reputed connected with Corleonesi-Mafia. Having Ciancimino continued to be alive, evidently Lima did not ask criminal favours, about Ciancimino. To the pressing requests of the Palermo Prosecutors wanting the name of Andreotti, Buscetta does not pronounce the name.
 

The name of Andreotti, as Mafia Roman reference is never made from Buscetta. Neither he operates the link between Lima and Andreotti the Prosecutors would like to listen from him.  The name is made from Prosecutors. They write that the Roman reference of Lima could only be Andreotti, letting to understand that this was a pro-Mafia connection. Consequently, for Prosecutors, Lima was killed for striking Andreotti, and if Lima was killed for striking Andreotti this demonstrate that Andreotti did nothing for favouring Mafia in occasion of the Cassation appeal for the Mafia maxi-trial. If Andreotti did nothing for favouring Mafia in occasion of the Cassation appeal, this demonstrates that Andreotti did not maintain his engagement with Mafia.
 

	The evidence against Lima 

	His father was, supposedly, a Clans-man, not differently, supposedly, from the Leoluca Orlando father. [Nevertheless the supposed crime, used in discriminatory way, of being Clansman-son is a Palermo Prosecutors abuse]  



	Lima interested sometimes for a for a hunting licence or a passport for somebody



	In the early 1060 Lima accorded Buscetta the permission to build a two-floor house, but without any bribe or other favour.



	Lima told him clearly that he could not help him in any way relation to his judicial problems.



	Lima was killed for striking Andreotti, and not necessarily for banal judiciary reasons.  



	Lima was historically adversary of who later would have ordered his killing, Riina, who had different DC friends, or supposed such.




	The evidence against Andreotti 

	Killing Lima, Mafia wanted to strike Andreotti, and it could the action derived not from banal judiciary reason  Certainly Lima was killed from a Mafia fraction (that of Riina) had different DC references, and historically linked, or supposed such, with adversary of Lima. 



	Mafia-third-level, the politicians (or the politician, Andreotti-Beelzebub) leading it, does not exists. 




Chapter 4 of the Prosecutors’ request: the Dalla Chiesa affair
 

From this Prosecutors’ chapter we learn a long series of things, without any real new contribution to the [absence of] evidence related with the accusation to Andreotti. The interest is instead from the point of view of the criminal’s building and the theorems’ construction.  

They quote the killing of the PCI regional secretary, MP Pio La Torre, on 30 April 1982, when Dalla Chiesa was arriving in Palermo for becoming prefect. In his notebook, they quote, Dalla Chiesa remembered that he was the best-informed testimony on terrorism and the Moro-affair
. 

Prosecutors remember that he was sent to Palermo from the Spadolini government but without the special powers he wanted. They quote the Dalla Chiesa son remembering that when his father spoke with the Interior Minister Rognoni, of the DC left, he was told that he was not general of the DC and that he would have no concern to touch the DC sectors in his opinion Mafia-connected. But he had not equally the special powers.

When Dalla Chiesa arrived in Palermo, Mayor was Nello Martellucci, of the Andreotti current. In the first days of May 1982, in occasion of the DC congress, general secretary was elected Ciriaco De Mita, of the DC left, with 65% votes and the determinant support of the Andreotti current (15% votes, for the Sicilian Prosecutors; later they will state it had 10% votes
). Also Mario D’Acquisto, who was president of the Sicilian region, was of the Andreotti current. Prosecutors quote, as relevant favour he made to Mafia, his interest in returning the confiscated driving licence to a Mafia-man. The justice collaborator tells that he supposed the driving licence was given back to the Mafia-man but later re-confiscated from police. Since politicians were in touch only with Mafia-bosses, this was the kind of favours politicians made to Mafia-bosses, at least of the level of Mafia-sectors
-heads. The Irish MPs occupying of the passports’ concessions to their electors, and bringing the applications directly and personally to Dublin, should be happy not to have this kind of Prosecutors in their country. Apart the usual Mafia support to all DC politicians elected in Palermo and Sicily, Prosecutors do not quote any more evidence of the Mafia nature of the Sicilian Andreotti current. In fact the declaration of the same justice collaborator, Vincenzo Marsala, that the restitution of the driving licence (later re-confiscated), was in exchange of the Mafia support during the election to D’Acquisto, Pergolizzi, Lima, Ciancimino, does not seem evidence of a specific Mafia connection of the Andreotti current. Probably it is evidence of nothing. Actually only 2 over 4 were of the Andreotti current. But if the indirect complaints of Lima to Buscetta about the excessive power of Ciancimino were without effect, it was not without effect the aversion of the Andreotti current from Totò Riina. Apart that Lima was killed exactly from the Riina fraction, from which he was historically opposed since what Prosecutors write, Martellucci was object, as Prosecutors tell, of an intimidation, a bomb-blast at his villa, exactly from the Riina fraction. The same Riina fraction exterminated, in 1981 and following years, the Bontade fraction, supposedly friend of the Lima current in Sicily. The Lima-enemy Riina fraction was the Mafia-fraction to which the Lima current would have guaranteed, in the Prosecutors opinion, to make null the anti-Mafia maxi trial in Cassation!  

In addition Dalla Chiesa could not meet, contrarily to his desires and trial, in August 1982, the DC secretary De Mita for having his help against the Andreotti current in Sicily. The morning of the day of his killing he continued to press on the Interior Minister Rognoni for getting the special powers. And he pressed also on the USA Consul in Palermo because the US government pressed on the Italian PM for giving him special powers. The image is that of a man, Dalla Chiesa, sent to Palermo for being killed. The initiative for being sent to Palermo was of a pro-US PM, Spadolini, with the agreement of the DC left Andreotti supported. If De Mita was a southerner DC left, Rognoni was a Northerner one. Anyway De Mita was only DC secretary and elected some days after Dalla Chiesa arrived to Palermo.   

There was finally, from Prosecutors, their particular use of senseless sentences. They are senseless in one case since the judicial transcription of a deposition of the son of Dalla Chiesa, in another case since the way of writing of the same Dalla Chiesa. The son of Dalla Chiesa declared that his father was opposed, for what concerned the DC, overall from, in the order, partisans of Fanfani, of Andreotti, and part of the left. But Prosecutors concern was to attribute to the Andreotti partisans an idiomatic expression used from Dalla Chiesa with his son about somebody, not specified, whose meaning is ‘highly involved’, naturally with Mafia. The Dalla Chiesa son had previously (9 September 1983) declared that he did not know to which of the three groups the expression was referred. Later (27 July 1986) he declared that the sentence was referred “«to the Andreotti current, because my father told me instead [my underlining] with reference to the Fanfani followers, of their previous relations with Gioia and with reference to the left he produced, as example of the opposition he had found (…), the name of the at that time Minister Marcora»”
. The sentence is not totally senseless but conflicting in its different parts. It, actually, also if it is only the point of view of a witness reporting an original point of view, does not state anything further about the Andreotti current, and any particular difference in relation to other currents. Certainly there are differences, but they are not stated here.  Fanfani, from Tuscany, was leader of an old DC far left strongly opposed from the far-left. Marcora was of the Base Left created and financed from Mattei/ENI, in Milan. Everybody had political friends in Sicily was evidently a Mafia ‘protector’. 

The following point, Prosecutors tried to use, was a note of the Dalla Chiesa notebook, interpretable in different ways, not negative for Andreotti, to which the Prosecutors give an interpretation according to their ends. Nevertheless Andreotti gives a different historical reconstruction of the event. It was a meeting between Andreotti and Dalla Chiesa, just some day later his designation ass Palermo Prefect. Dalla Chiesa wrote that he went to Andreotti, without really specified of who was the initiative.
 Prosecutors insist that Andreotti convoked him. There are also different versions about the contents of the conversation. Dalla Chiesa let a short note. Andreotti could arguments his remembering in court. It could be supposed that the subliminally purpose of the Prosecutors was to demonstrate than Andreotti was a liar. Consequently they claimed about the very lucid mind of Dalla Chiesa, and his capability of memorisation mechanically deduced from his police activity
. The very lucid mind did not understand that he was sent to Palermo for being killed, not because he knew essential secrets about the Moro-affair, but because he was judged unfaithful.
 In Palermo he lasted 4 months. A simple machine gun with him, on his car, instead than his ordinary pistol, or a bodyguard of more than a man, as he had, or an armoured car, could have permitted him not to be killed in so a banal way, and after so a short period. The interest to liquidate him was not of Andreotti. Prosecutors, following their participation to historical deceptions about recent Italian history, seem to want to credit an Andreotti responsibility also about Dalla Chiesa
, also if they did not charge him for this. References to the Sindona and Calvi affairs, from the Palermo Prosecutors, which are more complex, in their interpretation, than a criminal affair, are not elements against Andreotti. Also because they do not present, also in this case, anything against Andreotti. The connections of Andreotti, and his interest block, with Sindona, Calvi, Gelli, as with Berlinguer
 (not quoted from the Prosecutors) were already known, and they are not evidence of anything about what Prosecutors contested to Andreotti with their formal act.      

	The exchange relation from Mafia and a local politician of the Andreotti current, Mario D’Acquisto

	Mafia supported him, as all other DC local politicians. In exchange Mario D’Acquisto interested, also with other politicians not of the Andreotti current, for the restitution [but the justice collaborator is not totally sure] of a driving licence to a Mafia-men. The driving-licence was later re-confiscated. 




	The evidence against Andreotti

	In the opinion of the son
 of Carlo Alberto Dalla Chiesa his father did not liked the Sicilian followers of Andreotti, Fanfani and Marcora.  



	Dalla Chiesa was sent to Sicily, from the pro-US PM Spadolini (of the PRI), and the DC left Interior Minister Rognoni. Andreotti had preferred Dalla Chiesa in more critical Southern Region. Dalla Chiesa was killed [not only from Mafia] after 4 months he arrived to Palermo, and without having get the special power he asked the Prime Minister, the Interior Minister, the US local consulate. He tried also get the support the DC General Secretary, De Mita
, but tried he did not succeed in being received from him. 




Chapter 5 of the Prosecutors’ request: conclusions

The first conclusion is that justice collaborators are very reliable. 

The second one is that Carnevale, having declared null sentences against Mafia-men, is clearly a Mafia collaborators. Prosecutors, not having any title, discuss the formal reason since which Carnevale declared null a sentence. The fact that he had declared null a sentence for formal reasons demonstrate, for Prosecutors that Mafia had right to trust that he could have declared null, at least in part, the sentence against it, if he had examined the anti-Mafia maxi-trial sentence. The only detail is that this not verified. In addition is exactly duty of the Cassation Court to declare null sentences for formal reason. It has no competence about the evaluation of evidence. 

The third is that Lima had necessarily a Roman reference. Actually having being MP, he was physically in Rome, the main part of the week.  

Consequently the Prosecutors asked the authorisation to proceed against Andreotti for having contributed, not occasionally, to the goals of the Sicilian Mafia, particularly in relation to the judicial problems of its exponents.
 

The Orlando and Palermo PO provocations for getting the Senate authorisation to proceed against Andreotti
 

The core of the persecution against Andreotti was founded on three axioms. Sicilian Mafia was a very centralised entity. Sicilian Mafia ought to have enjoyed a Rome protection. The head of the Rome protection network of the Sicilian Mafia was Andreotti. 

Being that just apparently sounding propaganda, one cannot reply to these assertions, which are absolutely worthless. It would be legitimate to pose questions on the protections enjoyed from other Mafias of other Southerner area, and of those of the same Sicilian areas not submitted to, or not trusting, the supposedly centralised entity. Mafia is a conflicting organisation more than a peacefully co-operative entity, when businesses are relevant and not territorially rigidly constrained on small scales. But the ‘analysis’ of the judicialist clans was evidently focalised on a scapegoat and that this scapegoat ought to be precisely Andreotti, and nobody else, at least at the main level. 

The juridical, factual, logical inexistence of the accusations was evident to the Senate had to decide the release of the authorisation to proceed against Andreotti. The act was symbolic, since a process of change of the mechanism making possible prosecutions without any previous authorisation, and the judicialist front had not really a majority in the case of Andreotti. 

In addition there was the juridical, and not only juridical, oddness of the accusations against Andreotti. Andreotti was not accused of Mafia. If he really had been, he ought to have been accused in front of the Ministers’ Tribunal in Rome, having him always been Minister and Prime Minister, not in Palermo and Perugia.

The accusation was actually of schizophrenic-Mafia-support. The thesis of the Palermo prosecutors was that as a statesman he did not favoured Mafia. In fact in this case they would have need to accuse him in front of the Ministers’ Tribunal; and they did not do it, in a country were the criminal prosecution is formally compulsory, not optional. But he would have favoured Mafia as leader of a small current (10-15%) of the DC. Nevertheless Andreotti was always a Statesman. In addition there was neither a single act presented from the Palermo Prosecutors about his having favoured Mafia. If they had accused him in Rome, in Rome he would have been acquitted with a smile for the Palermo naiveté. Only a long prosecution and trial in Palermo would have achieved the goal of the Andreotti’s and Italy’s long and world defamation orchestrated from the Italy’s and foreign centres of the judicialist propaganda. This was the point for the Palermo PO, not the ‘compulsory character of criminal action’, of which nobody cared.  

Since all these weaknesses, judicialist provocations ought to substitute everything else, for obliging to develop the judicial case. The Orlando defamation against Andreotti was not a novelty. It continued for better permitting the judicialist media pressing against the Statesman. On 2 February 1993, Leoluca Orlando accused (falsely for what is known) Andreotti, from the Swiss territory, of being owner of the second bank of Romania, in society with Claudio Martelli and Licio Gelli. The same Orlando, the months preceding the GW, had accused Andreotti of being the Mafia guarantor and announced that Andreotti would have been killed or arrested. Orlando defamed Andreotti overall from the US and the German territory.
 Sicilian Clans and Sicilians are very attentive to symbolisms. On 27 March 1993 there was the PO GW against Andreotti for schizophrenic-Clans-support (Clans favourer as DC current leader, Clans fighter as Statesman). What officially started the judicial offensive against Andreotti, for Clans-connections. Andreotti, Statesman from 1947, he had been seven times PM.
 On 5 April 1993, another GW, this time for illegal party financing, was emitted against Andreotti.
 On 14 April 1993, Andreotti was registered in the book of the inquired people since formal request of the Rome PO, but since the Caselli and Lo Forte 6 April 1993 interrogatory of Buscetta. Either Orlando had forecasting powers or he was well synchronised with, or eventually he gave orders to, the Palermo PO of Caselli and Lo Forte. 

Leoluca Orlando Cascio (whose family, with the Mattarella, Ruffini, Restivo, Gioia, and Paino ones, had economically and politically nearly always dominated, after WW2, Palermo) was personage evidently with very good relations with the FBI. When in the summer 2000, he asked, and apparently got, a position in an eventual Al Gore Administration, Orlando asked it to the FBI Director Louis J. Freeh, he knew and he was in touch with since the second half of the 1980s, when the then Prosecutor Freeh had just finished the accusation and get, without any material evidence, the condemnation of the Clans fraction of Badalamenti, whose consequence was the objective favouring of the Corleonesi Clans fraction later protagonist of the 1990s destabilisation in Italy. Orlando got, in case of Gore election, the promise of a 4-year well-paid consultancy contract in the field of the struggle against international crime, and also, in alternative, the promise of the position (on FBI account?) by the UN. In fact the same ‘Democratic’, but evidently also FBI, milieus had actively operated against the CAF wanted to insist in the aggression against Italy and specifically against an eventual Berlusconi government, judged very probable in the summer 2000. And, anyway, the FBI was active, as other cases show, in placing its men and women, also recruited or ‘recruited’ in Europe, in UN high positions. Who had introduced, in the second half of the 1980s, Orlando to the then Prosecutor Louis J. Freeh, had been Gianni De Gennaro.
 

The day after the first GW, Gianni De Gennaro paid a visit to Andreotti, by his home, for expressing him, with great courtesy, his solidarity.
 He had been, and continued to be, as Police functionary at the DIA top levels, and later at the Interior Ministry top levels, the ‘evidence’-maker against Andreotti in full agreement with the PDS judicialism to which he organically belonged. 

The judicialist guerrilla for getting the leave of the Andreotti immunity started by press defamation, claiming of new documents and ‘evidence’. The decisive ‘evidence’ induced the Senate Commission on Immunities to suggest to leave it, and the same Andreotti to renounce in the created climate to all resistance, was a clamorous false. The provocation was consciously organised from the Palermo PO. In the imminence of the Senate Commission decision l’Espresso, of the group De Benedetti, published a false revelation of a false witness. It was claimed that Andreotti, who never participate to sea trips, had been seen on a yacht in company of Clans-bosses. The woman defamed Andreotti was personally thanked from the judge Natoli come from Palermo.
 The ‘decisive’ testimony of the Palermo noblewoman Gabriella Raffo della Scaletta was repeated in occasion of the Andreotti trial of Palermo: a person she knew would have heard that Andreotti frequented the Salvo cousins and their yacht. The ‘person she knew’ did not exist. Consequently this inexistent person had heard nothing from nobody. Andreotti never knew the Salvo cousins, who anyway were not Clans-bosses but just Sicily’s tax collectors with the inevitable Clans’ connections for which they were sentenced. However whoever denied and advanced doubts on this decisive ‘evidence’ for asking to prosecute Andreotti was aggressed from the judicialist media s as a slandering aggressor of the heroic Prosecutors.
 The Senate Commission voted the removal of the immunity on 8 May 1993. On 13 May 1993, the Senate Assembly lifted the Andreotti’s immunity, on the same Andreotti request.
 It was clear that the judicialist clans would have not been arrested from whatever obstacle. According to certain sources, without the specific episode of the l’Espresso-Palermo PO slander, the immunity would have not been leaved and the Andreotti trial could never have started. Probably it would have not been lift in that occasion, and a bit later it would have not been any more necessary. Once a leave of immunity is given, it cannot be retired. So when it was evident the provocation had realised nothing could be done for remedying to the decision assumed on its basis. Anyway it is legitimate to suppose that without decisive politics reaction to the judicialist waves it was submitted, if Andreotti had not been accused of Mafia he would have been accused of other very serious crime, as verified with the supplementary and parallel accusation of the homicide Pecorelli, in Perugia, and equally tried on the entire world history as he was de facto tried in Palermo and Perugia. The formal charges where just pretexts for a long slanders’ campaign against him and Italy. Goal was the defamation campaign. The formal accusations were so factually and juridically unfounded to appear clearly as pure pretexts, if one had had care to inform and to refer honestly on them.  

However, again, specific behaviours of specific persons favoured the ‘history’ course. The first passage before the Senate Assembly voted the authorisation to proceed was the vote of the Senate Commission on the immunities. The Assembly os not constrained from the Commission vote. However the Commission vote has some influence. The Commission was presided from the PDS Senator Pellegrino. He later declared that, in a country of Common Law, Andreotti would not ever been tried, and that the anti-Andreotti Prosecutors were only people pretending to try history. However, in the key passage of the Commission, Pellegrino was sneaky accuser of Andreotti and protagonist of his sending in front such Palermo Prosecutors: in fact Pellegrino was rewarded by continuing to be candidate and elected as Senator, and, in 1996-2001, by the presidency of the Massacre Commission. In April-May 1993, Pellegrino operated for immediately sending Andreotti to his Palermo butchers. In first instance he operated, inside the Commission, for the immediate discussion of the case. Any delay would have perhaps rapidly unmasked the metamorphic slanders created against Andreotti. In addition, since Pellegrino knew that in the Commission there were 11 votes against 11, and when a proposal is rejected, the opposite one passes, Pellegrini asked the vote on the rejection on the immunity leave. The rejection of the immunity had only 11 votes in favour and 11 against. So it was rejected and, since the Commission rule, the proposal of leaving the immunity was considered the winning one. After the vote in Commission, Pellegrino developed a pressure work on the DC for voting, in Assembly, in favour of the Andreotti prosecution. This pressure work did not verify in normal times, but in a period when every day, the judiciary clans decided the politicians should be ruined and the ones should be saved. The same Martinazzoli, the DC Secretary, asked Pellegrino to meet Andreotti for inviting him not to obstacle the authorisation to proceed against him. In practice the same Martinazzoli, not casually saved and promoted from the Lefts, let Andreotti to the will of his butchers. Martinazzoli judged unfounded the accusations against Andreotti, however he judged better that Andreotti was tried. So the coward Martinazzoli needed that the same Andreotti accepted to be tried.       

The personal GIP of the Palermo PO [@@@ @@@ @@@]

The Andreotti Palermo Trial  

Introduction 

At analytic level a political trial may not be analysed from its formal outcome. ‘Judicial evidence’ tells that all political trials where defendants were sentenced it was because they were guilty, were it in the USA or in the USSR. At analytic level it is relatively indifferent a formal condemnation or a formal acquittal.  

The Andreotti trials were badly built because there was the pretence to find judicial evidence where it was impossible to find it, there was not the skill to build solid false evidence, there was not the submission of the defendant, and the position of life-Senator of Andreotti made him indifferent to elections and eventually difficult to arrest him, permitting his long fight against his persecutors.   

Andreotti accepted the fight and made no concession to its persecutors. It was easy (despite the fatigue and the costs of looking for evidence on the falsities of the Prosecutors-persecutors) because he was never accused of any crime, and practically of everything. For charging him with everything he was claimed as responsible of a long list of episodes never verified, or if someone verified without evidence it had verified. Andreotti was perfectly on his ground having always been a Statesman who banalised things and with the custom to say considerably less instead than more, not surely a revelatory of State secrets. The Prosecutors could not drive him on the ground of the discussion of the criminal policies in the South and in Sicily, which were not anyway his peculiar responsibility or merit (and the Italian State existed since about 1860). And he avoided all reference to the matter, apart from specific choices were his merits, and PCI crimes, from the point of view of the rhetoric of the anti-Clans action.   

Initially formally accused of Clans external belonging as current head but not as Statesman, the accusation could later, in October 1994, transformed, for juridical reasons, from Clans external participation, to Clans belonging. It was the hope to excite the fantasy of jukebox justice collaborators for inventing an initiation ceremony. They could not go farer of a very improbable, but very well paid, undefined kiss. In fact, even only from the point of view of the image, it is not credible, in Italy, to attribute the initiation as honour man of a person speaking Roman or Ciociaro. It was the same problem the Sicilian Prosecutors-persecutors had with the Lombard accent and family rooting of Berlusconi.  

The trials reduced to very general political and historical discussions, generally factually unfounded and of no analytic value, and to a long list of supposed episodes, and more frequently of simple and easily contradicted assertions would have demonstrated that he would have favoured Clans, in a way or in another. All that would have deserved to be condemned for the crime before of external participation to Clans, later for Clans belonging. For the ex-President of the Constitutional Court Caianiello, as he declared at finished trial, in all other country magistrates building such a trial on nothing would have immediately removed from magistracy. The GIP, for him, should have immediately archived the PO request to pursue Andreotti.  

The only coherence of the Palermo PO, as of the Perugia one, was in the confusion of the sustained theses and the way they were sustained. The same choice of two reciprocally sustaining trials was a weakness of the accusation. Andreotti was claimed guilty of killing in Perugia because guilty of Clans belonging, or favouring, in Palermo. He was claimed guilty in Palermo because Clans killed for him in Rome, and the Prosecutors tried him in Perugia. He ought to be condemned in Perugia because he would have been condemned in Palermo and he ought to be condemned in Palermo because he ought to have been condemned in Perugia. The same illogic logic there was inside each single trial. He ought to be guilty of each single episode because he was guilty. And he was guilty because Prosecutors claimed a long list of inessential episodes. 

The same method of the double and reciprocally sustaining shots was used wherever possible. A fact ought be proved because referred from two jukebox justice collaborators, eventually after they had agreed the ‘confession’. Andreotti and Carnevale ought to be criminal as singles and as accomplices also without specifying of which specific crime. The same logic was applied to Andreotti and Lima, to Lima and the Salvos, to the Salvos and Andreotti, also if not always the two persons of ‘couple’ knew each other. Also crimes and criminals were supposed to exist embodied in the targeted persons because they already existed as metaphysical or categorical entities. 

The general assumptions seemed to come out from a John Bull logic on which somebody/something wanted to found a new Italy. Italy was a country dominated from Clans-bosses. Andreotti was the Rome representative of them. The DC was a Clans party. The Berlinguer PCI was responsible of the impunity of criminals as Andreotti was. Only finally rebelling against this criminal history of the Italian Republic, it was possible to demonstrate the one’s innocence and redemption will. By tribunals’ sentences it was possible to define historical truths, break with such a horrible past, and open a new era. This was the ideology of the political persecutions against Andreotti, as of other ones coming from the South.        

For the Andreotti barrister Professor Franco Coppi, as he declared at finished trial, all the theorems on Andreotti had been built (as current in judicialist magistracy) around the assumptions that one couldn’t not to know, one couldn’t not have seen, heard, and wanted, one could not exclude that something verified or someone did something. For Coppi, the Palermo and Perugia trials had been clearly intentionally built. In fact ‘evidence’ was so ridiculous that no justice collaborator could have invented it by his own initiative. In addition there was a total absence of evidence on everything claimed against Andreotti. 

The Andreotti trial, already started between the USA and Palermo-Rome, just killed Borsellino, was later politically born in the Anti-Mafia of Violante, to which Buscetta was sent from the FBI. The trial was used for defaming Italy in front of the entire world. Everything was built and badly built. The DIA and Prosecutors were too confident in their military power, for reserving adequate attention in the careful organisation of a credible accusation. The massive adhesion of the press to the accusation theses was however not sufficiently totalitarian, and the long prosecution and trial developed inside a changing climate. The failures of the coup d’État became failure of the political trials collateral to it.   

The Court presided from Francesco Ingargiola was a Court more than well disposed relatively to the Palermo PO. It, also with the same Judge a latere, had already condemned Contrada
 without any evidence, or with not more than the same ‘evidence’ there was against Andreotti. However if the Contrada liquidation was essential moment of the judicialist take over of police and Intelligence apparatuses, the eventual condemnation of Andreotti would have been the formal defamation of Italy, in addition to all the defamation already realised from Prosecutors and judicialist clans. The Court posed, in the case of Senator Andreotti, some problems it had not posed to itself in the Contrada case.  

The investigations against Andreotti started, at least officially, in January 1993. In reality they started immediately after that the Borsellino killing had reactivated the Buscetta tongue. Eliminated Lima, Falcone and Borsellino, Andreotti was directly under judicialist fire. The authorisation to the Parliament was asked from the Palermo Prosecution office on 27 March 1993. The trial started on 26 September 1995. The hall used for maxi-trials was nearly empty, with only one defendant (Andreotti), his 3 barristers, a crowd of journalists and photographers, the Carabinieri. The accusation was sustained from 3 Prosecutors against the 2 had sustained, 10 years before, the accusation against about the 500 defendants of the Palermo first maxi-trial. The first initiative of the Prosecution, a Scarpinato odd read speech of 40 minutes for an unusual opposition to the TV presence in the trial Hall (generally judicialists wanted the TV during their trials-shows) with the motivation that the images of the trial would have created serious social tensions, was defeated. Andreotti nearly immediately showed all his perfidy going to Caselli for shaking publicly his hand, and formulating his best wishes of good work to his Prosecutors. The entire world had the possibility to watch the Palermo ‘heroic’ Chief Prosecutor shaking the hand of the, for him, Roman-institutional reference of Clans, and of the Statesman presented as the main and diabolic responsible of the ‘criminal’ history of the Republican Italy until the sudden appearing of the 1992/1993 judicialist clans and of a preserved-immaculate the PCI/PDS. 

The Court refused some materials the Palermo PO had prepared. Among them, two political studies commissioned to Sergio Flamigni and Giorgio Gallo, to the former on the reference on Andreotti in the Moro Memories, to the latter on the origin and evolution of the Andreotti DC-current. The journalist Fabrizio Feo had been charged to find by the RAI video-archives all the services on 21 arguments, from Ciancimino to Falcone. Also these materials were refused from the Court.

After that the Court trial had lasted 3 years and 19 days, had filled about 50,000 pages of minutes, the trial’s acts had achieved, in total, nearly one million pages, about 600 witnesses had been listened, there had been about 100 hearings with Andreotti generally present, it was the moment to interrogate Andreotti. The Prosecutors renounced. They had no question to pose him, the only defendant of the trial. They declared it was for trial strategy and because to interrogate Andreotti would have been a waste of precious time. 

Consequently Andreotti had the possibility to speak, on 15 October 1998, using the faculty, accorded from the Court, of the so-called spontaneous declarations he used for a long forced monologue. He replied point after point to all the historical and factual inventions and hypotheses of the Prosecutors.

Andreotti ought to have been a criminal because his DC current enriched of a Sicilian branch 

Salvo Lima was the most defamed Sicilian politicians. Falcone who already had prosecuted the political connections with Clans were judicially relevant avoided Lima as avoided Andreotti as all the other politicians persecuted in Sicily in the 1990s. It was necessary to kill Lima, and also Falcone, for opening the true judicial defamation of a Lima could not defend any more. 

The thesis of the Palermo PO, which contradicted all historical evidence, was that Andreotti was nothing until Lima, in 1968, after the political elections, split the Fanfani current in Sicily and joined the Andreotti one. Actually Andreotti became Statesman after WW2 with De Gasperi and his Statesman career progressed independently from his direct party involvement, which was not relevant. The political career of Andreotti developed inside institutions, only the minimum indispensable inside party. It would have been consistent with the Sicilian mind to suppose that if Lima adhered to the Andreotti current was because it was already strong at institutional level. However the Prosecutor preferred their rough and odd assumption. 

Anyway Andreotti was 12 times deputy-Minister, 15 times Minister, and 7 times PM. Andreotti recalled that when he knew Lima, in 1968, he [Andreotti] had already been for 7 years deputy-Minister of the PM Office, for 4 years Finance and Treasury Minister, for more than 6 years Defence Minister, and he was, from about 3 years, Industry Minister. Nevertheless the Palermo PO insisted that before knowing Lima, Andreotti was an obscure MP known just in the Lazio area.

Andreotti recalled that when, second year Law student, in 1939, he was charged from Aldo Moro, President of the Catholic University Students
, of the direction of the weekly of the association. Three years later Monsignor Giovanni Battista Montini, later Pope, named him as President of the association, and so he entered in touch with De Gasperi, at that epoch clerk of the Vatican Library. The same day of the Allied occupation of Rome, De Gasperi charged Andreotti of being link between the same De Gasperi and Guido Gonella, director of the DC newspaper, Il Popolo, In addition De Gasperi designed Andreotti as responsible of the DC juvenile groups. Andreotti participated, as assistant of De Gasperi, at the Peace Conference in Paris. In Paris, on 31 May 1947, De Gasperi announced him that he would have been deputy-secretary and secretary of the Ministers’ Council in the new government
 and communicated to Andreotti that Monsignor Montini was very happy for this. At this point the political life of Andreotti developed at government and parliamentary level.

If for the Palermo PO the magic moment of the already Statesman Andreotti was the knowledge with Lima, in 1968, the Andreotti pro-Clans ‘criminal’ activity started 1976. Andreotti recalled his political life of the decade 1968-1978. After having being President of the DC MPs, he became PM in 1972/73, Defence Minister in 1974, Budget and South Minister in 1975, PM from 1976 to 1979. When Defence Minister of the 5th Rumor government (March-November 1974), Andreotti denounced the responsibility of the Italian secret services in the internal subversion. He was punished from Fanfani and Moro with the exclusion from the Defence Ministry. During his government, and overall in 1978 at the time of the Moro affair, the secret services, the different police corpses, and the military apparatuses were dominated from the Grand Orient-P2, what anyway was not a crime. But why the Palermo PO accused Andreotti of having been a Clans-favourer from 1976? It is a fact that in 1976 the national solidarity started, and it was phase of hard confrontation with the USA and with the cold war logic. De facto, for the Palermo PO, Andreotti started to be a ‘criminal’ in the moment the government alliance with the Berlinguer-PCI started. It was the point of view of USA milieus.   

The elementary logic of the unfounded thesis that Andreotti got strength from the Lima adhesion was that Lima was connected with Clans and that in exchange of the strength he gave to Andreotti, Andreotti was obliged to operate in favour of the Lima requests in favour of Clans. There was just a small detail, however essential in a prosecution. Apart from the wide internal and international defamation, also at academic level, of Lima, no a single episode of Clans favouring was ever produced. Even the ‘great’ justice collaborator from the USA, Buscetta, when obliged to detail something on Lima, always declared that Lima, with whom he was child in Palermo, always told him that he could no nothing in his favour. Neither he quoted illegal favours Lima made to other people.   

Not only also the point relative to Lima and his current was one of the emptiness reciprocally sustaining with the other emptiness. It was also totally inconsistent. Evidently the trial had been, prepared, also on this point, as pure show for the benefit of the indigenous and foreign judicialist media, and the relative defamation against Andreotti and Italy. During the final speech for accusing Andreotti, the Prosecutor Scarpinato spoke on Lima as the trial had never verified. Evidently the PO listened only itself, not what was discussed in front of the Court. Scarpinato started to speak of the MP Salvo Lima of the 1950s and 1960s. At that time Lima was of the Fanfani’s current, and Andreotti neither knew him. An Andreotti astonished since the resilience of the PO Palermo to all evidence (included the Andreotti curriculum certainly not secret), referring to the Scarpinato pretences to link the Andreotti political successes to Lima and Clans, Andreotti showed a picture form a 1951 number of the Corsera weekly, La Domenica del Corriere. In it, he was drawn near “the Prime Minister”, alias near De Gasperi. Andreotti did not need to wait until 1968 or later for becoming a Statesman. The Prosecutor thesis that Andreotti needed the Sicilian branch of his current from coming out from the ‘Lazio ghetto’ was so absurd, and without any connection with the Statesman life of Andreotti, that even in the typist reported the Prosecutors expression as ‘racial ghetto’.

For producing smoke there was the claim obsessively referred both from Prosecutors and from the judicialist media, on the criminal nature of Lima and Andreotti since the supposed association of Vito Ciancimino to their current. Ciancimino, a Sicilian DC leader, was accused in 1984 from Falcone, who did not accuse Lima and Andreotti. The participation of Ciancimino, previously of the Fanfani current, to the Lima current was just a tactical ingress in occasion of a DC Congress in 1976. Agreements between the Lima fraction and the Ciancimino one realised in Sicily from 1976 and 1983. At that time Ciancimino was accused of nothing. Consequently the episode any judicial relevance, despite it was amplified from the judicialist clans and media. The same Andreotti always declared that Lima was never accused of nothing, when alive, apart from the usual judicialist defamation. Nobody ever proved that Andreotti had reasons for dissociating from him.    

Andreotti ought to have been a criminal because the Sicily fiscal contractors supported the DC 

The Salvo cousins were the Sicily fiscal contractors of the Italian State. What implied good connections with the entire the Sicilian establishment and the support, in first instance to the main Sicilian party, the DC. More specifically, as also judicial evidence showed, they were personals friends of Lima, or also of Lima, but political supporters of the Dorotea current of the DC, a kind a DC great Centre, not of the Lima current. On 13 November 1984 they were arrested, and later condemned (Ignazio, because Nino died before the start of the maxi-trial to Clans), as Clans-men. They naturally knew also Salvo Lima. The Palermo PO fixed on the assumption that to have known the Salvo cousins was criminal by itself (in reality the assumption was made only relatively to Lima and Andreotti), and that if they had demonstrated Andreotti knew them, it would have demonstrated Andreotti was connected with Clans. All the assumptions and the logical passages were inconsistent and false, included even a simple knowledge with Andreotti.   

The Palermo Prosecution Office attacked Andreotti for not having demonstrated his non-knowledge of the Salvo family. While the same Office did not demonstrate, but only stated, that he knew it. It was stated that the Salvo cousins had the telephone number of Andreotti. They had the telephone number of the PM Office and in a period Andreotti was not PM. It was shown Andreotti that one of the Salvos were in proximity of Andreotti in public manifestations with hundred of other people. In occasion of a visit to Palermo the Palermo Police Headquarters gave to Andreotti an armoured car of the Salvo family. The Salvo family habitually borrowed his armoured car to the Police when it was necessary for protecting authorities. What showed eventually that the Salvo family was not only Clans’ connected but also in very good relations with Police and State authorities. It was stated Andreotti was presented at the marriage of a daughter of one of the Salvo cousins. It was false. So it was stated that, for the occasion, Andreotti sent a gift. It would have not demonstrated anything. However for years the Palermo PO has looked for a 50 centimetres tray, of the cost of 3.5 million liras, which, since the justice collaborators, Andreotti would have gifted to the Salvo daughter for her marriage. No trace was ever found of it. It did not exist. It was even found that different person, a notary, but without any connection with Andreotti, had made similar gift. The Prosecutor had even found ‘sure’ ‘evidence’ that Andreotti had been at the marriage. Unfortunately for them he was in Merano, that entire day, in the extreme north of the Italic peninsula. The Prosecutors had all the photos of the marriage, confiscated from Giovanni Falcone at mid-1980s, but they were never included in the acts of the Trial. It was also invented that Andreotti had become crazy for a picture of a certain painter and that the Salvo made gift to him of the picture. Andreotti knew nothing of picture, of the specific painter and of his picture, and the gifted picture did not exist. Finally, the Palermo PO denounced for false testimony all the Salvos’ relatives and friend had denied the Salvos had known Andreotti. It even emerged, during the trial, that the Prosecutors had systematically intimidated and blackmailed witnesses for getting previous declarations on the knowledge, and on the episodes relative the unproved knowledge.    

The acquittal sentence for the first-round trial suggested, without any evidence, and clearly for complaining the Palermo PO, that Andreotti should have known the Salvo cousins, but that it was not a crime to have know such very known and powerful Sicilian people. However the same fact that the Palermo PO could not find either one reliable piece of evidence of the knowledge was sure evidence that Andreotti and the Salvos were not in touch. Anyway Andreotti always denied the knowledge and no evidence contradicted him. The same Prosecutors, defeated, declared to the journalists, during the trial, that it was not relevant the supposed acquaintance of Andreotti with the Salvos and that they had tried to demonstrate it only because Andreotti denied it: a pathological attitude from who declared interested only in truth.     

Some aspects of the Salvos role were clarified from the justice collaborator Giovanni Brusca. Sent from Riina, he went very many times asking Ignazio Salvo some political intervention for ‘adjusting’ trials. Each time Salvo replied that it was not possible. The same Ignazio Salvo was strongly opposed to the senseless (from a purely Sicilian point of view) decision to kill Falcone. This was the linkman between Clans and ‘politics’. What does not mean that he could not have played a role in old times, what wan not anyway that simplified in the deceptions of the judicialist clans.  

The la Repubblica cartoons and the Palermo stones as evidence 

In absence of any evidence the la Repubblica cartoons and the Palermo stones became, for the Palermo PO, decisive evidence that Andreotti knew the Salvos.

The Prosecutor Roberto Scarpinato pretended to demonstrate that Andreotti knew the Salvo cousins because the la Repubblica cartoonist Forattini had drawn, the day of the Andreotti incrimination, a cartoon with Andreotti and the Salvo cousins. The President of the Court was not at all convinced that an invented cartoon was evidence of a really verified fact. But Scarpinato insisted, and pretended to interrogate the Repubblica director Eugenio Scalfari, in front of the Court, for demonstrating that a cartoon was evidence. Scalfari confirmed that a cartoon was as a piece of writing. For Scarpinato the Scalfari declaration that a cartoon was as a newspaper article was the incontestable evidence that Andreotti knew the Salvo cousin. For the ex-President Cossiga, Prosecutor Scarpinato was only an idiot. Perhaps President Cossiga was too magnanimous, and also too, and too superficially, focused only on him. 

Got the ‘decisive’ testimony of Scalfari, Scapinato pretended to interrogate, in Court, also the author of the cartoon was Forattini. The Court President this time resisted and refused to listen Forattini as a witness. Perhaps rightly alarmed from this judicial usage of cartoons, when Forattini had represented the PM D’Alema while purging the Mitrokhin dossiers, D’Alema, on 15 November 1999, denounced Forattini for slander and asked him 3 billion liras as damages.
 

If the Court had refused the Forattini testimony, it admitted as witness the la Repubblica deputy-director Giampaolo Pansa, one of the most aggressive hardliner judicialists of the publishing group. The apparition of Pansa to the trial started under the sign of misfortune. Firstly Pansa went into the trial hall while the Battistitini (another la Repubblica journalist, he had been called to confirm the rumours on Andreotti-Salvos) deposition was running. The President invited him to go immediately out. When finally the moment of the Pansa interrogatory arrived, Pansa began to address to the Court President, it was known whether since a sudden love or since the excitement to try to participate to the public accusation of Andreotti, with the appellative of ‘dear’. The President, upset, invited him to avoid that kind of appellatives. The Court President was also more upset when the interrogatory arrived at the crucial question whether Pansa knew whether Andreotti knew the Salvo cousins. Pansa replied that certainly Andreotti did. It was asked on which elements Pansa founded his conviction. Pansa replied that in Palermo also the stones knew that. At this point, the Court President dismissed Pansa underlining that the stones were not admitted to testify in that Court. Pansa continued his career of hardliner judicialist propagandist using words as stones, and stones as only evidence of his arguing. 

Andreotti ought to have met Riina and kissed with him

Not only it was not really necessary that Andreotti met personally Clans-bosses, as there was nothing strange if he really ever did it. It was not necessary that he knew the Salvo cousins for meeting somebody in their villa. It was not necessary he had trusted them as intermediaries, if he ever had known them, since the expert of Sicilian questions was the Andreotti local supporter Lima. It was not a crime to meet Clans-bosses, were it in the Salvo villa or in other place.   

In the story of the thesis of the meeting Riina-Andreotti there was something of morbid, as in the whole persecution. The Palermo PO tried to find vacuums in the Andreotti life, that of a busy and always well protected from bodyguards Statesman. Different dates, times, places, circumstances, etc were proposed from a PO was clearly leading a persecutory game, and wanted to suggest that Andreotti had so criminal agreements with Sicilian Clans that he needed to met one of the supposed main Clans heads. When Di Maggio invented the kiss, supposed symbol of a common brotherhood, there was behind the whole matter a strong agreement between him and the Palermo PO. 

The story of the meeting and kiss between Andreotti and Riina, in the Salvo house, present Lima, was born after that, on 27 March 1993, the request of authorisation to proceed against Andreotti arrived to Senate. The request to proceed claimed that long and complex investigations had been carried on and needed to be carried on. In reality the Prosecutors had nothing, apart from the clear order that Andreotti ought to be ruined. Tens of DIA agent were promising money and favours to justice collaborators if they had provided ‘evidence’. Di Maggio, arrested on 9 January 1993, had previously declared, in February 1993, to have never known and seen Lima. Suddenly, under the pressure of Palermo PO, he invented the meeting with Riina, Andreotti, and Lima in the Salvo house and with symbolic kiss. He will later confess that everything was build, as for other cases, in meetings of justice collaborators, under superior benediction. He, as the other justice collaborators, was generously rewarded in violation of State laws, with State funds and against all Italian interest.

The game was less ridiculous than it appeared. Andreotti was tried for an entire piece of the Republican history, the one opposed from the USA-UK: losing Clans of the 1970/1980s, Sindona, Calvi, and all the restructuring of economic-financial powers, the Grand Orient-P2, the Moro operation, setting of accounts inside State apparatuses (Dalla Chiesa, the journalist Pecorelli, and a very long list of other killings) of the post-Moro, etc. Riina was a fraction of the winning Clans had been sacrificed. To suppose a meeting Riina-Andreotti was to send a message to Riina, as eventually to other attested top-level bosses, that if they wanted to go out from prison in some weeks they needed to charge Andreotti of the short Sicilian Clans’ Sicily’s terrorist campaign of 1992 and eventually of the non-Clans, but claimed as Clans, bombs in the peninsular Italy of 1993. It would have been the best way for ruining Andreotti and also more for hiding further the real responsibilities. The same Di Maggio, the ‘witness’ of the kiss, was sent, under judicialist protection, to the hunt of Brusca, the right operational arm of Riina. Brusca, with his about 200 homicides and of relative young age, had not any other choice than becoming a justice collaborator, and he could have authoritatively invented Riina confidences on Andreotti as on all other one. Just arrested, Brusca, instead of associating to the judicialist campaigns, started, immediately intimidated and repressed, to refer on De Gennaro and Violante. While too many passages, and possibly Court condemnation-sentences, lacked to the building of a macro conspiracy Andreotti-Dell’Utri-Berlusconi-etc was implicit in the macro inquiry opened in Palermo under the label ‘criminal systems’.  

Anyway whatever precise date the PO suggested and proposed for the meeting with Riina, Andreotti was always elsewhere, even in State visit at the opposite side of the world. In all the ‘sure’ dates and circumstances referred from justice collaborators, Andreotti opened his agendas and quoted witnesses and material evidence on how he was. Finally it became tautological: they ought to have met, they ought to have kissed. That because also the final date was individuated clearly looking for a day Andreotti was in Palermo and there was a vacuum of some hours between political, or other, Andreotti engagements. Instead that continuing to suggest impossible dates and time, it was found an interval of some hours, during which Andreotti could have done everything …also to sleep, or too write, as his custom, having been a very prolific author despite the intensive institutional engagement.    

On 20 September 1987, Andreotti was in Palermo for the Friendship Festival, the DC feast, between the lunch (which is Italy is the main meal, and in September in Sicily is very hot) and part of the afternoon Andreotti dismissed his bodyguard until part of the afternoon and remained prudently by Villa Igea, where he was hosted, Nobody noticed he moved from there. Andreotti, contrarily to personages as Amato or D’Alema, was never endowed of agile body and movements. Anyway for the Prosecutors there was a possible vacuum of 4 hours. Nobody noticed Andreotti going nowhere. Not being, for what was known, person with any custom to extra-conjugal adventures, and since it was the Prosecutors needed to position in some time a meeting with Riina, with usual judicialist logic they transformed a ‘might’ in a ‘ought’ have met Riina. It was the method of the possibility of an event as realisation of the same event. The previous killing of Salvo Lima and Ignazio Salvo had suppressed two protagonists ought have contradicted the Prosecutors hypothesis. 

The justice collaborator, and Clans-boss with Palermo PO protection, Balduccio Di Maggio was exhibited as witness. Naturally his testimony was crossed with that of another validated justice collaborator, Francesco Marino Mannoia (the same one before had no news on Andreotti), who told to have had news, it could be from the same Di Maggio, of the event. And according to the special judicialist jurisprudence, two convergent testimonies were reciprocally sustaining. It was the theory that two blank cartouches made a bullet. 

Francesco Marino Mannoia, a US resident, under FBI protection and control, began to collaborate on 8 October 1989. Mannoia had told the US judges that Calvi would have been killed from Francesco Di Carlo on Pippo Calò and Licio Gelli order, because he had subtracted Clans and Gelli funds.
 They were the classical US-British theses, for creating ‘Italian’ ‘evidence’ on a case had different dimension. When Andreotti was firstly accused (without any evidence), Mannoia knew nothing on him, as previously documented. It was easy to stimulate, with US cooperation, his memory. The New York Prosecutor Fizgerald imposed, before starting to collect the Mannoia deposition against Andreotti, that the Italian magistracy did not use the justice collaborator declarations against the same Mannoia. Mannoia before accusing Andreotti of the Riina kiss, confessed 20 homicides.
 

It was not known whether the first, eventually indirect, prompter of Balduccio Di Maggio, relatively to the story of the kiss with Riina was a Northerner, a foreigner, or somebody wanted to discredit the whole testimony, or simply whether the same Sicilian Prosecutors there were in the Palermo POs (for example the direct accusers of Andreotti during his trial) operated in condition of psychological short-circuit. A Sicilian Clans-boss, detained in the USA, Badalamenti declared to a Il Giornale journalist that the story of the kiss produced him a kind of uncontrollable and inarrestable childish laugh. 

When the Florence Chief Prosecutor Vigna referred, in 1996, the authoritative Clans ex-boss Brusca (very near to Riina) denials on the supposed meeting Riina-Andreotti, Vigna was immediately denounced to the CSM for violation of the instruction secret. He risked demolishing the unreliable creations of the Palermo PO, and the denunciation was also a way for fighting his candidacy as Anti-Mafia National Prosecutor. He got equally the position. And the justice collaborators Brusca was always feared and also threatened from the judicialist clans since his reliability. 

Nearly while, approaching the end of the trial, in January 1999, Lo Forte and Scarpinato considered proved the meeting Andreotti-Riina since the testimony of Di Maggio, another Palermo Prosecutor, Franca Imbergamo asked a sentence of 30 years against the same Di Maggio accused to have continued to be a Clans-boss, while he collaborated to accuse Andreotti. By itself, this was not evidence that Di Maggio lied. The strong suspect he was induced to lie was in the entire Di Maggio story, referred in different paragraph. 

In some way the meeting would have been, for the Prosecutors, inside the overcoming of a crisis between DC and Clans, solved thanks also of the same meeting. Apart that, in 1987, the Falcone action was fully developing and continued also later with full also Andreotti support (latent contrasts, which progressively growth, against Falcone there were, instead, from Catholic fractions as the Orlando one, from the PCI, from the FBI), the Prosecutors presented ‘decisive’ and public evidence. They claimed that the Clans had strongly punished the DC in occasion of the 16 June 1987 general elections and, on the contrarily decidedly supported the PSI and specifically Martelli, what was used as a kind of permanent threat against Martelli, according to the judicialist original principle that targeted politicians ought to be responsible, in Italy, for their electors.  

This was the Clans ‘strong punishment’ of the DC, and the ‘strong favouring’ of the PSI, in Sicily, in 1987, relatively to the previous (and also to the following) general elections:

	GENERAL ELECTIONS in Sicily
	1983
	1987
	1992

	DC
	37.9
	38.8
	41

	PSI
	13.3
	14.9
	14


However Prosecutors, judicialist clans and relative jukebox justice collaborators continued to insist on the thesis of the 1987 Clans piping of voted in other directions, apart from that Clans votes are as other ones in countries as the USA, the UK France or Germany, not producing judicial prosecutions of the beneficiary politicians.  

The thesis of the 1987 successful punishment of the DC and PSI favouring from Clans was exposed in 1989 from the justice collaborator Marino Mannoia, sent from the FBI to Giovanni Falcone, who did not judge it of any criminal interest and who had no problem to become Martelli collaborator in the Andreotti government. 

Also other justice collaborators, each one paid and rewarded in proportion to his accusations, testified on other meetings of Andreotti with Clans-bosses. The Francesco Marino Mannoia deposition, on a supposed meeting Andreotti-Bontade of which he would have been ocular witness, apart from the irrelevance of the event, was compensated by billionaire awards. The Prosecutors and judicialist clans generosity was possible because finally the supposed meetings were just some ones. Even if, hypothetically, some one of them verified they were so occasional that certainly were statistically fewer than those of each foreign politician and Statesman. Anyway no one could be demonstrated, and also if demonstrated would not have been evidence of anything. Frequently their impossibility was demonstrated. Justice collaborators had claimed meetings in cars, which in the indicated times were not yet produced. 

Andreotti and Carnevale ought to be both criminals and accomplices 

Carnevale was the Italian magistrate most defamed in Italy and on the international media, academic journals included. The nickname attributed him was that of sentence-killer (naturally, it was implied, in favour of Clans). There were some ‘small’ details it was preferred to omit. It is the Constitutional duty of the Italian Cassation Court to ‘kill’ sentences (only for legal, not for factual, reasons), and also by that creating the respect and the uniformity of the legal principles. A ‘killed’ sentence, or other judicial act, is the making null of the condemnation or acquittal trial, which is remade, apart from special cases as it verified in favour of the Carlo De Benedetti
. Carnevale was only President of a Section of the Cassation Court, not a monochratic judge. Naturally there were reasons if the Cassation Court and Carnevale became, at a certain moment, a problem for the judicialist clans. Other points of this work examine his, and the Cassation Court, case. 

So, the Cassation Court invalidated sentences. It was claimed they were ‘killed’. It was claimed overall Carnevale ‘killed’ sentences. It was claimed, from Prosecutors clans too lazy for remaking immediately trials, that it was an objective favour to Clans. Later it was claimed that the favour was conscious. However Carnevale had no gain. The judicialist best solution was to claim that behind Carnevale there was Andreotti. There was also the ‘detail’ that it had been impossible to individuate even a single trial constituted a favour to Clans. The surrogate constituted from the claim that Carnevale was sentences’ ‘killer’ and Andreotti a too powerful and enigmatic Statesman was judged sufficient for the judicialist oddness.        

The same Andreotti asked which investigations were made for verifying his intervention for ‘adjusting’ trials against Clans. He asked where were his co-defendants, or the witnesses, or the magistrates he would have approached for doing so. He asked which Cassation Court magistrates had been interrogated for verifying his direct or indirect recommendations. From the one side he was the only charged, in the Palermo trial. From the other side he had not been charged of having helped even a single Clans-man. But also from the point of view of a collective help there were no law, decree, administrative or other act used for demonstrating any favouring from Andreotti. 

But there was the guarantist Carnevale, despite he was not Andreotti co-defendant. So it was necessary to demonstrate they were in touch. Even if the common (and neither the separate) crime there was not equally, they were neither in touch. It was necessary at least the supposition of a favour of Andreotti to him. 

In 9 June 1997, during the Andreotti trial, the magistrate Mario Almerighi reaffirmed, on request of the PO, that Andreotti would have intervened in favour of Carnevale in 1985. The story was banal. Carnevale had been accused from another magistrate Lo Curto. The Examining Magistrate Lo Curto, accused of corruption and illegal detention of arms, had been arrested from the Trapani Prosecutor Antonio Costa. Costa got from the Cassation Court that the trial was transferred to Messina. The President of the Section accorded the transfer was Carnevale. Lo Curto, disappointed, denounced Carnevale to the CSM and to the Justice Minister. The denunciation was later archived. Now Almerighi claimed to have known from another magistrate, Pierpaolo Casadei Monti, it had been on Andreotti pressures passed through him. The point was irrelevant. But in political persecutions founded on the amplification of the lightest suspects, and with an Andreotti disposed to tolerate neither them, there was another fight also on this point and the Palermo PO lost again. 

Andreotti denied the circumstance. The Justice Minister of the time of the event, Virginio Rognoni, confirmed the absence of Andreotti intervention. The supposed source, the magistrate Pierpaolo Casadei Monti, then Chief-Cabinet of the Justice Minister Rognoni, had already denied any Andreotti intervention when interrogated from the Palermo PO, on 17 January 1995. At the time of the trial he was dead. When Casadei Monti, later a PCI/PDS magistrate and Senator
, was interrogated from the Palermo Prosecutors who wanted the confirmation of the Almerighi declarations, they questioned him for four hours. In four hours they got only two pages where in a very detailed way he denied that he might have been mean for an Andreotti recommendation relative to Carnevale. 2 pages for a 4 hours interrogatory means that all kind of psychological pressure was used against Casadei Monti for getting a deposition not in favour of Andreotti. Despite the defeat, the Palermo PO used the Almerighi deposition also in its prosecution against Carnevale.

Other evidence of the ‘criminal conspiracy’ was, for Prosecutors, that when in the winter 1990/1991 the Carnevale led Court accepted the thesis of the release from prison of Clans-boss and -men since term-expiring term, Andreotti-Martelli kept them in prison by a decreed of doubtful legality. This was the Prosecutors thesis that Andreotti fought Clans, and also a Carnevale decision, for hiding that he was Clans-collaborator and Carnevale ‘accomplice’. Naturally the Carnevale Section of the Cassation Court was perfectly right to apply law also to suspects of the South. What anyway demonstrated further that there was non co-ordination between him and Andreotti.

Finally, one-year tapping and bugging of Carnevale for discovering his participation to the supposed Andreotti-Carnevale-Clans conspiracy produced only one key [for the Palermo Prosecutors] piece of evidence. Carnevale had expressed the legitimate personal opinion, speaking with somebody, that Falcone was a cretin. Nothing more. Nothing less. 

Andreotti unofficially charged with the General Dalla Chiesa killing too
 

Andreotti was accused, but without any formal accusation, that General Dalla Chiesa, killed on 3 September 1982, in Palermo, was killed in Andreotti interest from the Bontate Clans. It was not clear what the crime was for Andreotti. When Dalla Chiesa was killed, Bontate had been already killed (25 April 1981) and his fraction was under Corleonesi fire. Dalla Chiesa was sent in Palermo as simple Prefect and without any special power, from the Spadolini government and with Andreotti opposition. Andreotti never showed any animosity against Dalla Chiesa. It was, on the contrary, Dalla Chiesa who tried to assume initiatives against Andreotti, but also against the entire management of the Moro affair, also in collaboration with the journalist Pecorelli. Since one of the initial thesis of the Pecorelli killing was that it derived from the Andreotti supposed sensibility to Moro pieces of writing against Andreotti, and these pieces of writing would have been given to Pecorelli from Dalla Chiesa, it was sounding to state that both were a Clans favour to Andreotti. The allusion was preferred to the formalisation of another unfounded charge against Andreotti. 

It was certainly true, what nevertheless the Palermo PO avoided to state, that Dalla Chiesa, a Piedmontese who never entered inside the Sicilian way of thinking, was of no real danger for Clans. For Sciascia, Dalla Chiesa, nearly unanimously claimed as sent to Sicily for fighting Clans, actually as simple Palermo Prefect, had understood nothing of the Clans internationalisation. In this way Clans, loosing, in part, the traditional connection with Italian State, as with Sicilian culture. In addition nobody cared to evidence in what Dalla Chiesa would have been a danger for Clans and/or what for-Clans dangerous case he was following. He was totally isolated apart from his a bit pathetic activity of speeches to pupils and students for invitinbg them to became State collaborators instead than Clans ones. It was rethorics without consequences   

The surpassed vision Dalla Chiesa had of Clans was testified, for Sciascia, by the Dalla Chiesa never ceased conviction that he was the Carabinieri Captain protagonist of Il giorno della civetta, by Sciascia, which reflected a rural, and also a bit romantic, Clans. Dalla Chiesa had been young Carabinieri Officer in Sicily. However the Carabinieri Officer Sciascia represented was an idealised version of Major Renato Candida, commander of the Agrigento Carabinieri, who in fact did not recognise the realism of the personage. Not only Candida had matured a great knowledge of Clans, but he also wrote a book on it. Published it, Candida, as all police officer had showed comprehension on Clans and acted efficiency against them, was transferred to Turin, by the Carabinieri School. Criminal policies followed from State were different from the judicialist-interested banalisations.  

If the emerged elements were reliable, Dalla Chiesa was already ‘life sentenced’ from stronger interests, at least from 1979, probably because non-reliable in what he had directly known about the Moro-affair. Buscetta declared that when he was detained in Cuneo, in 1979, the Sicilian Clans had charged him to contact the BR, what he did, for asking their disposability to claim as theirs a Dalla Chiesa killing realised from Clans. The BR (Buscetta has contacted Azzolini) refused, replying that they could do it only in case of their participation to the killing. What means (if Buscetta had not lied) that there were powers had commissioned the killing, but they wanted deceive. If it was possible to wait 2/3 years the killing should not have been too urgent. The Sicilian Clans asking the BR cover is not absolutely likely. The 1979 Buscetta speaking on Sicilian Clans behalf was in reality prisoner without Clans assistance, alias he was not any more considered an honour man. It is possible both he was used and intermediary and he had invented the episode in function of the accusation of Andreotti. In effect to imagine Clans doing something in account of Statesman and asking the BR cover had the typical mark of the judicialist way of representing reality. Dalla Chiesa could have been killed on powers behalf also if Buscetta invented the specific episode. The Anti-Mafia High Commissariat was created in 1982 but refused to Dalla Chiesa. He was sent to Palermo, as simple Prefect without powers, from a pro-USA PM, Spadolini. It was Andreotti to pose the question why there was the intention to send Dalla Chiesa to Palermo, while there were other more pressing emergencies in other Southerner areas. The Spadolini government sent equally Dalla Chiesa to Palermo.
 And 10 year later the thing was used against Andreotti had solidly remained in central office despite the 1980s had been strongly against his power-block had been nevertheless capable to adapt to the new circumstances, and to position in the geo-political , and also geo-financial, changes. 

The la Repubblica journalists deluded, also on Dalla Chiesa, the Palermo Prosecutors expectations
 

Last hopes of the Palermo Prosecutors were the la Repubblica journalists. More skilful in the daily defamation against the Andreotti-DC (The Benedetti was in good co-operation with the De Mita one) they revealed without skills in Court. Probably they were simply incapable to lie when called to reply on facts in front of a Court.

The Andreotti-phobic commentator, and very skilful journalist and prolific writer, Giorgio Bocca, called from the Prosecutor Roberto Scarpinato in front of the Palermo Court, started his deposition with amnesias. He confused dates, facts, circumstances. Firstly he declared to have met Dalla Chiesa just once, immediately later twice, and again immediately later that he frequented him. Anyway Bocca did not like his conational (they were both Piedmontese) Dalla Chiesa, and described him as an exhibitionist, operating outside formal institutions and laws, with political career ambitions, blackmailer, Craxi’s candidate for an appointment as Interior Minister. Adding that Dalla Chiesa was a very skilful investigator, the Bocca picture was of absolute precision. Also Scalfari described, in Court, Dalla Chiesa as an egocentric who used his State job for private purposes. 

Since there were depositions of relatives of the Dalla Chiesa second wife (killed with him), there were question on her reliability. On the key point, for the Palermo PO, whether it was credible that the Dalla Chiesa wife was informed of the Dalla Chiesa supposed blackmail to Andreotti and whether it was credible what she had revealed to her mother that Dalla Chiesa had hidden part of the Moro Memory for blackmailing Andreotti, Bocca deluded the Palermo PO. Bocca described Dalla Chiesa as the classical chauvinist-male, who shut up her wife (who was considerably younger than him) just she intervened in a conversation. It was not exactly the testimony the Palermo PO needed. The Palermo PO wanted to demonstrate that Andreotti was blackmailed both from Pecorelli and Dalla Chiesa and that Clans killed both in the Andreotti interest. Legally that would have signified nothing. But the Palermo PO (and its internal and international links) interest was just propaganda. 

The Palermo PO had not more success with the other la Repubblica journalist Giorgio Battistini, special reporter on terrorism. According to the method of the metamorphic and cumulative accusation the Palermo PO tried to suggest that not only Dalla Chiesa but also general Paolo Galvanigi, killed on 31 December 1980 from the BR, was not really killed from the BR but from some Andreotti agents. Galvanigi was actually the Carabinieri general replying to the Battistini calls, when Battistini called Dalla Chiesa for trying to interview him. Galvanigi was who, at a certain point, started to ‘inform’ Battistini, alias to drive what Galvanigi, and evidently Carabinieri milieus, eventually the same Dalla Chiesa, wanted it was written of the Moro Memory and on Dalla Chiesa from the press. Battistini was informed from Galvanigi about the difference between the public Moro Memory and real one, or a supposed real one
 But apart the suggestion that in the complete Memory there was a lot against Andreotti, what later revealed as not so explosive as it was previously claimed, Battistini got no real information. What constantly emerged in the Battistini deposition was that the candid account of his deposition in front of the Prosecutors of the Palermo PO, of 7 November 1995, were substantially changed from him, in Court, 2 years later, by a more doubtful and approximate recount. And at the attempt of Scarpinato to force the Battistini previous deposition for building some supposed agreement, after a supposed war between Dalla Chiesa and Andreotti, resolved in the denial of Battistini even of his previous signed deposition relative to the supposed fear might derive to Andreotti since the supposed contents of the Moro Memory.  From the Battistini deposition Galvanigi appeared as an officer had received order to tell some precise but very limited things on the Moro Memory because they appeared on media: that it was compromising for Andreotti and that it was immediately shown, in Rome, to somebody named in it. 

Before interrogating Scalfari on these points, the Palermo PO had interrogated, in Court the Galvanigi son. The PO tried to induce the Galvanigi son, a Carabinieri Colonel in the moment of the deposition, to declare that his father was not really killed from the BR. The Galvanigi son was just a far witness of two men had opened fire against his father on 31 December 1980. He could not invent for the Palermo PO pleasure.  

The Palermo PO interrogatory of Scalfari, in Court, on these points, showed more the PO custom to write interrogatory minutes according to its partisan interest, or even falsifying them, than anything else. Already Buscetta, not only Scalfari, had declared to not recognise what he had apparently signed. Scalfari confessed not to remember what he resulted to have signed in front of the Palermo Prosecutors, on 24 November 1995, just 14 before his deposition in Court. What he declared on Galvanigi was radically different, but equally irrelevant for the PO goals. Scalfari was the la Repubblica director. The events had verified a decade and half before. Battistini was in touch with Galvanigi, who referred him what his Carabinieri office wanted was published. For supporting the Palermo PO thesis it would have been necessary that Galvanigi acted on his initiative, and that somebody referred until Andreotti on the Dalla Chiesa-Galvanigi supposed conspiracy against him and State security. Real events are sometimes more complex, other times easier. It would have been to check too many unverified logical and factual passages, what the Palermo PO did not, for formulating hypotheses with some judicial validity. The Pellegrino Massacre Commission formulated, or helped to formulate, hypothesis of Moretti-BR at State [not-direct] service after the Moro kidnapping. But State was not synonym of Andreotti, while in Palermo it was Andreotti to be tried and the reopening of the Galvanigi-case would have been competence of the PO of Rome, where eventually the connections of the Palermo PO were not lacking.         

Massive and frenetic unsuccessful investigations mixed with unchecked inventions and systematic logical breakdowns     

Since Andreotti was accused of half a century of Italian history, his persecutors massively used States means for defaming him on all macro and micro event of the Italian history. Since they had no thesis to defend apart from the assumption he was a criminal, they charged him of supposed crimes would have deserved, in a normal juridical frame, specific accusation. 3 Prosecutors and platoons of detectives worked only on Andreotti, trying to exploit all possible detail of his institutional and personal life against him. They followed the tactic of contesting mass of things hoping Andreotti could not justify his movements of some minute of hours of the time of his life, ore he could not contrast or justify some arbitrary association operated from the Prosecutors. They were so inept in their work (they systematically avoided to check even the little was checkable) and so unsuccessful, and also so awkward, in their arguing, overall when they tried to present some fact, that an unexpected important result was achieved from the Palermo PO. Before the Palermo and Perugia POs investigations people believed, also since media campaigns, that Andreotti ought to be involved in many obscure, or supposed such, events of the republican history. After the Palermo and Perugia POs not only judicial failures, Andreotti was transformed, in the people believing, nearly in a saint. The most incredible episodes, used from the Palermo PO contributed, as reaction to their senseless, to the Andreotti sanctification.

On the Andreotti tailor, since he was Sicilian, an enormous dossier of investigations has been created for trying to use him in connection between Andreotti and Clans. But he was evidently one of the rare Sicilians it was impossible to ‘connect’ in some way with Clans. No suspect was among his clients. 

All the inhabitants of the island of Lipari were questioned for trying to find at least one declaring that Andreotti was on the yacht of the brothers Salvo, whose direct connection with Andreotti was never demonstrated. The questionings were all unsuccessful.   

All the restaurants and inns of Palermo were visited from investigators in the hope to find somebody disposable to declare to have seen Andreotti with some Clans-boss. Also Roman restaurants were submitted to the same investigations for trying to verify if Andreotti also there, since the Sicily's investigation had been a total failure, had been seen in company of some person chargeable of something. No result was achieved. 

The Palermo PO had invented some Andreotti flights to Palermo, naturally for criminal reasons, without even verifying whether Andreotti had been on the aeroplane would have transported him. It was care of the defence to do what the PO would have done. In fact that aeroplane had never brought Andreotti.

It was found, checking the Andreotti life, and used in Court, that the Clans-man Pernice was present to the Andreotti inauguration of a parish new Church in Rome. Pernice was the nephew of the parish priest, what motivated his presence. No connection there was with Andreotti.

In all place where Andreotti found there was the systematic check of all the people might have been in the same place, in the hope to find some suspect on whom to trigger the evidence factory of the justice collaborators and to establish some criminal link with Andreotti. All that was unsuccessful. No suspect and no ‘crime’ was ever found, even in this odd way. 

After that three US Ambassadors had testified in favour of Andreotti, the Prosecutors, in the attempt producing a testimony that Andreotti hated Dalla Chiesa (Andreotti was not accused of anything relatively to Dalla Chiesa!), brought in front of the Court a chap. His name was Saja. He had the air of the testimonies on hire, used, in certain areas of Italy, for providing false testifying on car incidents. Firstly this chap took off his shirt in front of the Court for showing the tattoo of a supposed ultra-secret Masonic lodge depending from NATO. For him, also Andreotti belonged to that lodge, which wanted Dalla Chiesa dead. When the Andreotti barrister asked him his profession he replied inviting, with a mysterious air, to ask Brussels. It was perhaps an allusion to the NATO. Even the Court President asked scandalised to the Prosecutors who they had brought in Court. 

It was produced in Court the niece of an Admiral who sustained that the Defence Minister Andreotti had preferred other Admiral to her grandfather, for the charge of Chief of the Navy, because the other Admiral was a mason. It was the attempt to demonstrate that Andreotti had Masonic connections, horrible crime for the judicialist clans’ sensibility, and functional to their thesis of Clans-Masonic-Andreotti conspiracies against ‘democracy’. The Palermo prosecutors had not cared to verify that the supposed mason supposedly favoured had been designed as Navy Chef two years before Andreotti became Defence Minister. 

Andreotti was accused, but without any formal accusation, that his block power, but also other Italian fractions, had tried, at least for a phase, to save Moro in 1978 (when BR and others prisoner), using, as normal in all country of the world, also the territory control criminality had. Specifically the Andreotti block, but not specifically Andreotti, was supposed of having interested the fraction Bontate of the Sicilian clans. More precisely, the Bontate fraction either self-activated or was activate. Without any evidence it was supposed that activator had been the Andreotti power-block. But the Corleone fractions, which in a few years would have eliminated the Bontate domination on Clans, blocked the attempt because Moro was a ‘communist’. It was the US and para-US line. Consequently, since it would have been too embarrassing really to investigate those events, the Palermo PO used them for confusedly claiming that if somebody had contacted the Bontade fraction, that would have logically demonstrated that Andreotti were the Roman reference of it. Where the crimes were was never indicated. It was neither demonstrated that Andreotti assumed any autonomous, and different from the firmness official line, initiative. And Andreotti was not certainly disposable to discuss of State secrets with the Caselli clan and in a Palermo tribunal, as with anybody else. 

The Palermo Prosecutors, for ‘demonstrating’ the Clans overwhelming power of the Palermo DC, and on the Andreotti current, used the testimony of the well known doctor Gioacchino Pennino, who was also a Clansman and DC militant and local leader in the Palermo district of Ciaculli. The confessions of Pennino had produced in reality only 2 arrests: one was a DC ex-Senator very near to Leoluca Orlando, and the other one a PCI ex local councillor. For Pennino, of the Ciancimino current, the 5 votes (for the 1983 Congress) of the DC local branch, he would have led on Clans account, in Ciaculli (the Palermo district then controlled from the Greco family), were given, for Pennino on Clans order, 3 to the Fanfani current and 2 to the Ciancimino one. This would have been the Clans conditioning, for the Andreotti Prosecutors, on the Sicilian DC, and the support to the Andreotti current. In fact Andreotti exclaimed, after the Pennino deposition at the Andreotti trial, which was the connection, with him, of the Pennino confessions. The Andreotti trial was full of these disconnected depositions organised from the Prosecution. The same Pennino was used, for equally disconnected ‘confessions, ‘against’ Mannino, then chosen from De Mita for the renewal of the Sicilian DC.   

No accusation against Andreotti was proved. And, when it was possible to verify ‘evidence’, it was false. The Palermo PO at all judiciary deadlines continued to produce kilos and kilos of new documents against Andreotti. Quantity substituted the absence of legally relevant contents. With Andreotti the Palermo PO followed the usual procedure of defamation by media and metamorphic accusations. And when Police and Carabinieri officers witnessed, in Court, in favour of Andreotti, they were accused, from the Palermo PO, of false testifying with aggravation of wanting to favour Clans. These accusations of the Prosecutors to the witnesses against them were just slanders were in fact later archives because unfounded.  

Jukebox justice collaborators also for Andreotti  

About 50 justice collaborators were used against Andreotti. There was a recruiting campaign promoted from Prosecutors and DIA. For example, the jukebox justice collaborators Mutolo
, Pennino, and Cannella, not only agreed testimonies against Andreotti. They also recruited other justice collaborators for the purpose. When the justice collaborator Spatola denounced these Prosecutors (and perhaps also other State apparatuses) personal provocateurs, he was excluded from the protection programme and his denunciation was archived. He was accused of having delegitimised the justice collaborators and compromised trials. What was true. He had delegitimised criminals continued to commit crimes (slanders, but also material crimes) at judicialist apparatuses service, and he had contributed to compromise trials were pure political and institutional persecutions. This kind of reaction of the judicialist clans, when unmasked also on specific episodes, was further evidence that the DIA and the judicialist POs were promoters of the programmes of slanders production and co-ordination, as already evidenced from a numerous testimonies.  

The documentation on the justice collaborators had testified to the Prosecutors against Andreotti, which would have permitted to rebuild the mechanisms of slander production, was made to disappear and never arrived to the Court Judges. Caselli had sent a reserved letter to all the structures responsible of the justice collaborators management ordering to keep the most rigorous secret on the justice collaborators salaries and awards. What evidenced that there were crimes, as already known, also at this level, and how judicialist Prosecutors had contempt of the defence and defendants right. Caselli justified this request of secrecy with the supposed Andreotti intention to pollute evidence. The argument of the ‘intention to pollute evidence’, alias the attempt to defend from the absence of evidence, was argument used against everybody tried to show the factories of the judicialist deceptions. 

When Andreotti unmasked the Caselli obstruction of justice (the reserved letter), which in Italy is not a crime overall from the judicialist Prosecutors side, the Palermo PO exploded in the pretence that Andreotti revealed who had given him copy of the letter. It was the typical technique of the unmasked judicialist Prosecutors passing to shouting for covering their crimes. A defendant had, in Italy, no legal obligation to reply questions and to tell the truth. And the possession of a secret letter perhaps also illegal and source of Constitutional conflicts (these documents on justice collaborators were kept secret to Parliament!) was not certainly a crime. In his only manifest pride fit of the entire trial, Andreotti replied to the Prosecutors that he was not the kind of person let them to put their feet over his head.    

No Prosecutor objected anything when Andreotti revealed that the same Police Head Parisi had revealed to him that the justice collaborators denounced Andreotti got their salary triplicate. In fact Andreotti had forgotten that also other and more relevant awards were paid to justice collaborators, but also, in a way or in another, to the area in touch with them, from the judicialist circuits by State funds.   

Senator Andreotti had written to the different Interior Ministers, from Brancaccio to Napolitano, because the documentation on the justice collaborators rewards was not destroyed and was sent to the tribunals were trying him. Evidently the Lefts and para-Lefts Interior Ministers had no care for legality, and perhaps even the documents on the rewards on justice collaborators were outside the controls of elected institutions. There were judicialist centres stronger of Ministries, Governments, Court Judges, while abusively disposed of relevant State funds. It would be arbitrary to assume that the simple letter of a personage as Caselli had been sufficient, by itself, to hide essential evidence.    

Di Maggio accused Andreotti and became Clans-boss under Palermo PO protection

Balduccio (or Baldassare) Di Maggio, a Clans-man self exiled in Piedmont were he worked in a mechanical workshop from some years, was arrested on 9 January 1993, with a pretext, from the General Delfino Carabinieri. His arrest was functional to having somebody could recognise and identify people controlled and photographed from the unit was hunting Riina, who was in fact arrested some days later Di Maggio, and with this Di Maggio collaboration.

Until Di Maggio was under Carabinieri control nothing happened, apart from his help to Carabinieri and State for the Riina arrest. Di Maggio had not any astonishing revelation. Interrogated, just arrested, from 15 Carabinieri for an entire night during which he spoke on everything and everybody, he knew nothing on Andreotti. As he declared in February 1993, he not even knew and saw Lima, a politician very popular in Palermo and Sicily.   

Just Di Maggio was under Palermo PO control, alias under judicialist pressure, everything changed, and Di Maggio posed at the political destabilisation service under judicialist clans’ direction. The logic of the Di Maggio slandering activity was typically judicialist. In the judicialist logic more the crimes, greater was the reliability when a criminal became justice collaborator. And each real help to State validated by itself all further declaration also in unverifiable. These assumptions have no rational foundation, however the judicialist claims never were rational. Di Maggio had collaborated to the Riina arrest. Since Riina was one of the main Clans-bosses, this made of Di Maggio, for the Prosecutors, a reliable witness if he had accused Andreotti against whom the Palermo PO action was fully running in the early 1993.

Just Di Maggio accused Andreotti, Professor Arlacchi, the Interior Ministry PDS consultant, had defined the Di Maggio credibility as promising and his utility absolutely undiscussible. Was it the coded announce of the Di Maggio dynamic valorisation (the restoration of his Clan and the triggering of a Clans war) from the Palermo PO? More generally the press, overall Repubblica and la Stampa, developed a systematic exaltation of Di Maggio, as of everybody accused Andreotti.

Di Maggio began to collaborate officially with magistracy on 13 January 1993. Intensively interrogated on Andreotti he knew nothing. In the authorisation to proceed the Palermo PO (signed from Prosecutors Guido Lo Forte, Roberto Scarpinato, and Gioacchino Napoli, and from the Chief Prosecutor Gian Carlo Caselli) asked Senate, and dated 27 March 1993, there was nothing of Di Maggio against Andreotti. A bit later, evidently the judicialist pressure was irresistible, the story of the meeting and kissing of Andreotti with Riina came out. The meeting would have verified in the Salvo (other persons obsessed the Palermo PO, which failed demonstrating they knew and were in touch with Andreotti) house and present also Lima (other judicialist PO obsession and Di Maggio had previously declared to have never seen). Just Di Maggio accused Andreotti, he was released from prison. 

Later, Di Maggio admitted to have agreed his accusations against Andreotti with the other justice collaborators Di Matteo and La Barbera, of his same Clan, and to have deployed activity of recruitment of other justice collaborators for accusing Andreotti. He offered (on Palermo PO delegation?) further judicial relief to who had collaborated also against Andreotti. Di Maggio confessed that the accusations against Andreotti were prepared in meetings among justice collaborators in Rome and in Tuscany. Also confessions with Angelo Siino, evidently for deceiving on the connections Clans-entrepreneurs-politics, were agreed. For the 4 October 1999 Vigna, Di Maggio was rewarded also
 with half billion liras, in addition to his salary from State. It may be it was the official reward it was allowed to report. For the 3 January 2000 Professor Franco Coppi, Balduccio Di Maggio received 1.5 billion liras for the story of the kiss, and 500 million liras in occasion of the Andreotti trial. For the 6 September 1999 Lino Jannuzzi, Di Maggio received 2 billion liras as hiring award, by which he bought a villa in Tuscany. By his BMW he travelled around Italy well provided of cellular phones and Kalashnikovs bought in Switzerland. So he reorganised his Clan and organised ‘confessions’ and ‘evidence’ at militant Prosecutors service. For the 13 March 2000 Jannuzzi, Di Maggio got a special reward of one billion liras for his revelations on the Riina-Andreotti supposed kiss. The different amounts are not necessary in contradiction, if one considers .5 billion for the Riina identification, 1 billion for the first confession of the meeting, .5 for the confirmation during the trial before denying his previous inventions. 3 billion liras were originally promised but not, or only very partially (anyway at least 500 million liras), given to Balduccio Di Maggio for the arrest of Riina. For (Jannuzzi 2000) Di Maggio received also a monthly salary, as justice collaborator, of 6 million liras (nearly 3,000 Euros). 

In fact there was something more than the usual building of false evidence from the judicialist clans, and specifically from the Palermo PO. Di Maggio was pushed to become Clans-boss under Palermo PO, the police apparatuses it controlled, and more generally judicialist clans’ protection. Different structures had the management of the justice collaborators. The Carabinieri Corps were not among them. Under judicialist protection, Di Maggio restored his family’s Clan against the Brusca one.    

Just Di Maggio was released from prison, in the first half 1993, the Carabinieri intercepted and taped him. He used initially, for his activity of reorganiser of his Clan, a cellular phone given him from State. Already in May 1993, the Carabinieri had evidence of his restarted criminal activity. In June 1993, 5 months after the start of his collaboration, Di Maggio, ordered the first killing of his new life as Palermo PO protected Mafia-boss. All summer, between 1994 and 1997 he returned to Sicily for his holidays and for organising his Mafia-clan. Also after his second arrest, in October 1997, he continued to collaborate with militant magistrate for adjusting the investigation on him and his comrades. In fact in prison, in spite of being officially isolated, he communicated freely with his comrades. Also his Clan-comrades were all justice collaborators and they had the custom to organise their defence, and eventually false accusations against other people, meeting among them. When this emerged, in February/March 1999, from an investigation of two Palermo Prosecutors not implicated in the affair, the national press was silenced and avoided to report the news. The two relatively independent Palermo Prosecutors were Salvatore De Luca and Franca Imbergamo, who, since their investigation, were not any more appreciated by the leadership of the Palermo PO. They had been, one year before these results were known, removed from this investigation. Later, as consequence of the diffusion of their results, they were allowed to continue, not without obstacles and embarrassment for what they discovered.

From 1994 the violations of the Protection Program from Di Maggio were signalled to the Palermo PO but without any consequence. Also the other two justice collaborators of the same Di Maggio Clan, La Barbera and Di Matteo violated repetitiously the Protection program and the violations were communicated to the Palermo PO, but equally without any consequence. The Palermo PO always covered totally his justice collaborator and his other Clans-men. For example, on 22 February 1995, Gian Carlo Caselli, Lo Forte and the other Prosecutors prosecuting Andreotti had let to understand, in a note for the Anti-Mafia Commission and for the GIP of the Andreotti trial, that Di Maggio was constantly under their control. But the protection of Di Maggio was more general, since the intimidation of the judicialist clans against institutions. For example, the director of the Protection Service, Cirillo, started signalling, from 1994, the continuing criminal activity of Di Maggio and accomplices, not only to the Palermo Prosecution Office, but also to the Interior and Justice Ministries. Also the President of the Republic Scalfaro, as CSM President, was informed. Nothing was done against the protection offered to Di Maggio from the Palermo PO. For the PDS the abuses of magistracy in the management of the justice collaborators were responsibility of the guarantists who wanted guarantees on the reliability of the justice collaborators and to stop the practice of the jukebox confessions: we have already referred that rational coherence was not judicialist virtue. On 27 and 28 January 1998, at the Andreotti trial in Palermo, Di Maggio conformed that he was without any surveillance and that he could restart and develop his Clans-boss activity. 

On 30 August 1996, in San Giuseppe Jato, Sicily, Di Maggio killed, and he later confessed the killing during another trial for other homicides, Giuseppe Giovanni Caffrì. In that period Di Maggio lived in Rome, by the Officers School of the Carabinieri. He let to understand that he killed Caffrì on account of some State apparatus because Caffrì was a threat for three informers, who had worked with Di Maggio for the arrest of Brusca. On 30 August 1996, Brusca had been already arrested and Caffrì had become regent of the Clan opposed from the Di Maggio one. 30 August 1996 was the moment there was the pressure on Brusca because he avoided to refer on Violante. Di Maggio also let to understand that he was in touch with the Carabinieri. Actually the Carabinieri controlled and denounced him, while the Brusca hunt was a Police and DIA concern. And Di Maggio enjoyed the full cover of the Palermo PO, which was in hard quarrelling with Carabinieri. It may be Di Maggio was intentionally made to host from the Carabinieri barracks in Rome, in the moment he went in mission to Sicily for the homicide. 

The Carabinieri had intercepted and taped Di Maggio telephone calls, where he declared that he was untouchable because he got in his hands the 3 Palermo Prosecutors of the Andreotti trial, and that he was in condition to ruin them, revealing how they induced to accuse Andreotti. Also if he showed consciousness of the risks in case he had retracted his slanders against Andreotti. The names of the three Prosecutors his accomplices but untouchable were not a secret. They were Guido Lo Forte, Roberto Scarpinato, and Gioacchino Natoli. Di Maggio directly threatened them during a hearing of the Andreotti trial, when Di Maggio was interrogated in front of the Court. He pointed his finger against them and called them with their names: Lo Forte, Scarpinato, and Natoli. Replying to a question of the Andreotti barrister Coppi, he declared that if the Palermo Prosecutors had touched his son, he would have brought them with him (in prison evidently). The Prosecutors did not react. They had nothing to fear. The ‘investigations’ about the contents of the taped phone-calls, and the complicity between Di Maggio and the Andreotti trial Prosecutors, were carried on from the same Palermo PO. Caselli opened a dossier on Lo Forte, asked him whether he was guilty, Lo Forte replied negatively and Caselli acquitted him and himself. Di Maggio, interrogated, declared that the contents of his taped phone-called were fruit of an omnipotence delirium. It was not known whether the psychological definition was known from Di Maggio or it was the cultivate translation of some Palermo Prosecutor: Clans-bosses and -men were generally very clever and astute but not particularly cultivate. Nobody asked him whether he suffered the same omnipotence delirium when he offered judicial help to the other justice collaborators, objects of his recruiting activity, disposable to confirm the story of the kiss to Andreotti. Anyway by these shows the Palermo PO self-acquitted and the case of the Palermo PO cover to the Di Maggio Clan and relative crimes was closed. Everything was illegal because on the crime, or supposed such, of the Palermo magistrates the competence was of the Caltanisetta PO, but nobody objected anything. 

The evidence produced from the Carabinieri, but also from Police apparatuses, on the Di Maggio crimes and violation of the protection rules, clashed against the full cover the criminal activities of Di Maggio enjoyed from the Palermo PO and from the judicialist clans. In such cases police apparatuses, which see their work in State defence frustrated from subversive and/or criminal cells inside State, not infrequently pass materials to MPs and/or media.    

The criminal activities of Di Maggio were already documented in the MP Fragalà Dossier, transmitted to the Anti-mafia Commission on 1 February 1995. It was the Carabinieri dossier somebody had let in the Fragalà mailbox. Enzo Fragalà was a Palermo barrister AN MP. In the dossier there were also 15 minutes transcripts without signature, 8 of which never transmitted to magistracy, relative to the taping of Di Maggio. It documented what later the Palermo PO called the dynamic valorisation of justice collaborators, confirming in this way it was accomplice. In these taping there was the reference to the Prosecutors of the Andreotti trial had protected and were protecting Di Maggio. A partial anticipation of the dossier there had been already in January 1995 since Parliamentary questioning of the FI MP Tiziana Majolo and Fragalà. They were accused from militant magistracy, and also from Violante, of deception finalised to strike Caselli, the Palermo ‘hero’, of delegitimising the heroic justice collaborators, and of compromising the struggle to Clans. Nothing happened. When Fragalà made public the tapings of the Di Maggio telephone calls, the only concern of Caselli was to protect Di Maggio because he was his witness against Andreotti. So Caselli declared, and also wrote to the Anti-Mafia Commission, on its then President Parenti request to provide his version of the events, that the transcripts of the tapings realised from the Monreale Carabinieri were false, or manipulated. He was lying. For protecting Di Maggio, he invented the thesis of the dynamic valorisation of justice collaborators, what was the Caselli confirmation of the cover to the Di Maggio crimes his PO had assured. Also the Palermo PO dynamically self-valorised. While Di Maggio had licence to kill, the town object of the clash between the Brusca and the Di Maggio Clans was filled of police units but only against the Brusca Clan. The Palermo PO reacted accusing Fragalà of deception and slanders for delegitimising the justice collaborators and damaging the Justice action. When 5 journalists revealed the Di Maggio crimes and the possible connections between Di Maggio and Lo Forte, resulting from the tapings, the Palermo PO intimidated the 5 journalists. It was the usual game. Fragalà, and the others, revealed the Carabinieri taping about the crimes of the justice collaborators and of the Palermo PO, were presented, from the judicialist very violent clamours, as the objective Clans accomplices. 

It was 1995. The material against Clans, Fragalà had made public, the Carabinieri tapings, was not used for judicial actions, apart from trying to prosecute who had produced and who had made it public, Fragalà included, accused from Caselli of favouring Clans. The cover of the Palermo PO to Di Maggio ought to continue incontrasted. It was sufficient the Dini government Justice Minister Filippo Mancuso was organising an inspection to Palermo because Mancuso was (also for this: he had the same problem with the Milan judicialism) dismissed from the judicialist majority supported the Dini government. Later the Prodi government Justice Minister Flick limited to act as speaker of the nonsense of the Palermo PO. 

Anyway just the Palermo PO illegally self-acquitted, it accused informally the Monreale Carabinieri Commander Colonel Carlo Giovanni Meli of being the real guilty for the Di Maggio-Palermo PO crimes since his not warning the Palermo PO on Di Maggio. The Meli reply was the sending to the Caltanisetta PO of the tapes of the Siino confidences to Carabinieri where he referred of the Lo Forte tight links with Clans. The same day the Palermo PO accused Meli of favouring of Di Maggio.    

For the 24 June 1998 Justice Minister Flick, when Brusca, already in September 1996 denounced, in front of the Caltanisetta, Florence and Palermo Prosecutors, the continuing Mafia activities of the justice collaborator Di Maggio, Di Matteo, La Barbera and Monticciolo, the Prosecutors judged the Brusca declarations as unreliable. What was further evidence of the cover the Palermo PO gave to the Di Maggio criminal activity, and of the pure political nature of the activity of the judicialist Prosecutors. Brusca did not limit to state that some justice collaborators have continued their Clans activity. He had specified concrete facts and precise killings. The Constitutional claimed principle of the compulsory character of the criminal action did not work for the Di Maggio killings. The Palermo PO, as only measure, proposed to submit Di Maggio to the daily signature by the Police. Accepted the proposal from the Protection Central Service, Di Maggio had the duty. Nevertheless he did not care of the obligation, violating it when he needed to be freer. This was signalled to the PO of Palermo from the Protection Central Service to the Palermo PO on 2 August 1997, and on 10 August 1997 the Palermo PO received the communication. In the first months of 1997 police investigation disposed from the Palermo PO had already produced positive result in relation to the continuing Clans activity of Di Maggio, La Barbera and Di Matteo in their original area, San Giuseppe Jato, area theoretically very dangerous for their personal security, where they were however not considered infamous but bosses. However the Palermo judicialist Prosecutors were formally hyper-guarantist, actually accomplice, with their jukebox justice collaborators. The reason was banal: the Palermo PO needed Di Maggio since his slanders against Andreotti, whose persecution was their only real interest. Asked from the Justice Minister, the Palermo PO, for justifying its justice collaborators and itself, defined Di Maggio as sucked (but only from 1996) in the criminal context of his area claimed, in that occasion from the PO, as absolutely anomalous in relation to the Clans traditions. It was pure rhetoric. The only abnormality was the protection offered to Di Maggio from the State apparatuses on Palermo PO initiative. 

After that Di Maggio had threatened to reveal formally the names of his accomplices Prosecutors and others, and the details of the affaire of the restoration of his Clan, and not any more useful for accusing Andreotti, he, La Barbera and Di Matteo were re-arrested, between 14 and 17 October 1997. The three, until then free to re-organise their Clan and to kill their enemies, were put in prison. The only Di Maggio lost, for a while, the classification of justice collaborator. 8 members of the Di Maggio Clan were arrested yet in February 1999. This means that the Clan, at least at that time, was yet active. In exchange of his silence on his accomplices by the Palermo PO, and with Caselli become Head of the Prisons, Di Maggio was again freed from prison on 7 March 2000 and passed to home-arrests. That despite he had been just provisionally sentenced to 27 years prison for his new crimes. Since the story of the reorganisation of his Clan, and as revenge for the revelations on the false evidence against Andreotti and others, he had practically passed in prison just 2 years and 4/5 months. On 25 January 2000, Di Maggio was arrested again because apparently heavily suspected of being again involved in criminal traffics and planning to escape. 

Rearrested Di Maggio in October 1997, the same Prosecutors he had accused of being his accomplices, Lo Forte, Scarpinato, and Natoli, inquired on the whole Di Maggio affair. It was the Caselli-style ‘management’ of his PO. The three Prosecutors neither brought Di Maggio into the PO. They interrogated him in the building of the police of the military airport of Boccadifalco. Naturally they discovered that everything had been an immense equivocal, and that they three were innocent. They self-acquitted. For Lo Forte, Di Maggio had been only a naïve, victim of very refined minds, and new US-Sicilian Clans were reorganising: another world conspiracy for defocusing the attention from the judicialist crimes! The same denunciation for slander against Brusca, guilty of having denounced the criminal activities of Di Maggio and of the Palermo PO, was kept blocked: the ‘slandered’ were innocent, but the slanderer was equally innocent.         

The 15 years prison request 

On 8 April 1999, the Palermo Prosecutor Roberto Scarpinato asked, against Andreotti, a sentence of 15 years prison. The request was justified by a 72 hours speech. The final accusation speeches of the Prosecutors had covered 23 hearings of the tribunal. Scarpinato had expressed, as already implicit in the entire accusation against Andreotti, the judicialist-PCI theory of the double State: that of a formal State inside which there was also the PCI and the real power level which would have been purely criminal. Clans would have been inside this illegal level. It was a naïve vision of State, but also an unfounded vision of what Clans really were, in Italy as in all other country. In fact it was necessary to hide that Andreotti governed also with PCI support. The implicit theory was that the Berlinguer and Natta PCI was a party of idiots. Legally, Andreotti should have been accused of high betrayal in front of Parliament, but that would have subtracted the judicialist persecution to its the Palermo PO executioners. 

The unanimous evaluation was that a request of 15 years was too a little since what the Prosecutors had stated in the speech. They also declared that Andreotti was guilty of the Pecorelli killing. The game was easy. In Perugia Andreotti ought to be sentenced for killing because he was a Clansman or boss in Palermo. In Palermo he ought to be sentenced for Clans belonging because he was a killer in Perugia. In Perugia was claimed as proved what had not been actually proved in Palermo, and in Palermo was claimed as proved in Perugia what had not been actually proved in Perugia.  

For example the immediate comment of the Radical leader Marco Pannella, always was decided opponent of Andreotti, was that Andreotti was accused of nothing, alias of everything. For Pannella, the Palermo Prosecution Office and the judges’ party, which used Kickback-city for regime goals, were a criminal association with the goal to subvert the democratic and constitutional order. 

However in spite of all the suggested crimes of Andreotti, relatively to which 15 years were a ridiculous request, the real problem was that the request of a condemnation what unfounded since the nothing Prosecutors had demonstrated of their formalised and suggested crimes.

Despite the 1275 days of the Italian history covered from the Court trial (the Perugia parallel trial had lasted 3 years), the 242 hearings, and the more than 400 witnesses, included about 30 justice collaborators finally presented to the Court, only ‘evidence’ of Clans-activity of Andreotti were 5 supposed meetings referred from 2 jukebox justice collaborators and other two people claiming themselves as direct witnesses. The materials relative to the proceedings against Andreotti covered, until 1999, about one million pages. Despite the abundance of papers, the Prosecution had lot of written testimonies it had not included in the trial acts but sometime it used during the trial: what was normal in a trial plaid on the inexperienced utilisation of slanderous-propaganda techniques.  

According to these 4 supposed direct witnesses, Andreotti would have meet once and with kiss Totò Riina (supposed witness Balduccio Di Maggio), twice Stefano Bontate [killed on 25 April 1981] (supposed witness Mannoia), once Nitto Santapaola (supposed witness, who not really saw the meeting, a Catania barman), and once Frank Coppola (supposed witness a person who was wrong in the indication of the barber and of the barber’s shop where the meeting would have verified).         

In conclusion, only the 3 supposed meeting with direct ‘witness’
, one with Totò Riina (arrested on 15 January 1993), and two with Stefano Bontate (killed from the Riina fraction on 25 April 1981), were the ‘evidence’ of a long and organic Clans-collaboration of Andreotti. In what consisted the collaboration was not really ever explained apart the insistent claiming of the collaboration. It was let to the fantasy of the listener.   

Already before the Court sentence, the National Anti-Mafia Prosecutor Piero Luigi Vigna declared he did not believe, until an eventual definitive sentence, that Andreotti was a Clans-man.

The acquittal and its motivations
  

Just Andreotti and others were acquitted in Perugia, on 24 September 1999, the reaction of the Palermo PO, which had operated in parallel with Perugia, was defensive. It suggested that the Perugia trial, actually originated in Palermo, and tightly intertwined with the Palermo one, had been built without real evidence, while the Palermo case was radically different since the solid evidence there produced. Actually the two trials were reciprocally sustaining but the combination of two nothing does not necessarily produce something. Nevertheless Palermo was the last hope after the formal defeat in Perugia. 

On 23 October 1999, Andreotti was declared innocent, from the Palermo Court, since the non-existence of the fact relative to the charge against him. The Palermo Chief Prosecutor Pietro Grasso and the Palermo General Prosecutor Vincenzo Rovello were present to the public reading of the sentence. Caselli, sent to Palermo, from the Violante-PDS, for supervising the formal prosecution against Andreotti, had been already been moved, from the D’Alema government, to a position by the Justice Ministry in the spring 1999, when the debate phase of the trial was finished and before the formal defeat. 

When Andreotti was acquitted also in Palermo, Leoluca Orlando, one of the Andreotti main defamers, avoided any comment, while, for the hardliner judicialist MP Nando Dalla Chiesa, magistrates arrived at a pass form the condemnation. The Palermo diffused, by the press, for justifying its defeat, the evaluation that the Court of the Andreotti trial had been psychologically subject to Andreotti. It was a good insult for a Court. In fact Antonio Martone, the ANM Secretary, was induced to resign, the night between the 30 and 31 October 1999, because strongly criticised from the judicialist clans since his refusal to align with the Palermo Prosecutors and against the Court Judges, institutions, politics and public opinion in occasion of the Andreotti acquittal. He was criticised because he had not intervened for attacking who criticised the Caselli and Palermo PO abuses.

The motivations of the acquittal of Andreotti in Palermo, officially diffused on 16 May 2000, were 13 volumes, 4,377 pages, 751,620 words. A bit less than 7 months have passed from the sentence, and it is imaginable the kind of pressures, at least environmental, there had been on the magistrates wrote them. The Palermo PO had insisted from months and months that its thesis were right, that the Court had just judged insufficient the ‘evidence’ it presented. They already pretended to know the motivations before they were written. 

Actually the evidence collected from the Palermo PO was massive and impressive. The problem was that it had been historical evidence, on the Sicilian life and on its relations with local and central politics. It was not evidence to be lacking or insufficient. Simply there was no crime. In a political trial it is not evidence to be important, as it is not important the formal crime. The control of Court judges is the key element. The Palermo PO concentrated on the massive collection of evidence (but actually on nothing since the absence of crime), instead than concentrating on the submission of Court judges and, eventually, on the control of the entire judicial trial until the Cassation Court. The time wasted in the massive collection of evidence and in a too long trial produced the trial long lasting and conclusion in a time when the golden years of the political purge, 1992/1993 and a bit later, had forever passed. 

The move from Palermo of Caselli and his replacement by Pietro Grasso, a bit before Andreotti was acquitted, did not mean really a change from the judicialist orientation of the PO. Grasso, before becoming Palermo Chief Prosecutor, had not been extraneous to the judicialist clans’ activity and to the persecution against Andreotti. He was responsible of the DIA structure decided the collaboration contracts of the justice collaborators, distributed salaries and appointments to justice collaborators, also in a hidden-illegal
 way as emerged in the case of Balduccio Di Maggio. On the other side the some Court judges had not shown, in similar trials and with identical absence of evidence, as particular guarantist. The motivations, in this context, had to explain the reasons of the acquittal while avoiding to strike too strongly the waste of citizens’ money and the offence of all juridical principle realised from the judicialist clans had persecuted Andreotti in Palermo.      

However, despite the meaningful judicialist claims that Andreotti had not been persecuted and that the accusation thesis had been substantially confirmed, the sentence motivations represented the accusation total demolition. The justice collaborators were judged all unreliable and, at the same time, as useless, as useless were judged the Prosecutors theorems founded on their declarations. Because even if, hypothetically, the justice collaborators declarations had been judged reliable, the episodes they referred were not crimes. In fact no one of the justice collaborators was accused of slander. They slanders against Andreotti was not legally such because the episodes were irrelevant for accusing anybody. 

The motivations underlined as all the prosecution had been founded just on mere hypotheses, for which no evidence and piece of evidence was ever provided. Also the thesis of the ‘adjustment’ of Clans-trials was a statement. The Prosecutors stated that Carnevale ‘adjusted’ trials against Clans, that Andreotti favoured Clans, that Clans-men and -bosses were happy when Cassation Court appeals were examined from the Section presided from the guarantist Carnevale. However the ‘adjusted’ trials did not exist, as did not exist any evidence of any link between Andreotti and Carnevale. 

Even the ‘logical evidence’ of the Prosecutors was illogical non-evidence. The Court Judges insisted that the Anti-Clans 12 September 1989 decree n. 317, presented from the Andreotti government and reiterated for facing the PCI, and also of part of the majority, sabotage in Parliament, was evidence of the Clans-contrast strong action of Andreotti. In fact he might have let to decay the decree hiding behind the Parliament opposition. On the contrary he showed that he was strongly engaged against Clans. This arguing of the judges in favour of Andreotti was even excessive because they had no competence in judging the Andreotti action as Statesman, but the Prosecutors had pretended to argue even on these episodes. Prosecutors, in full logic short circuit, had insisted that Andreotti ought to be reputed guilty of Clans collaboration because he had strongly contrasted Clans ...for masking his inclination towards them.
 

The Palermo PO and also General PO declared, just the motivations were known and before having read the relative 4,377 pages, that the whole frame of the prosecution had been well built and that it was confirmed from the final sentence, which was on the contrary in favour of Andreotti. The proposed justification was that Court judges had looked at the single evidence and piece of evidence (which did not exist), instead than looking at the whole accusation (the unfounded theorem), It was the thesis that if Court judges had looked at the assertion that Andreotti ought to be guilty, they would have condemned him. What was evidence of how the pressure against Italy in the entire affair had been and continued to be strong, and the Prosecutors, despite their high and even growing discredit, felt were covered.   

On 15 July 2000, the Palermo PO (specifically the deputy-Chief Prosecutor Guido Lo Forte and the Prosecutor Roberto Scarpinato) appealed the acquittal sentence. The claimed reasons were that the Court should consider the whole, instead of [the absence of] evidence. 

Caselli and Ingroia, in a book published in March 2001, accused the Court had acquitted Andreotti of having studied too much the trial materials and of having consequently interiorised the Andreotti point of view
. Even in Caselli and Ingroia wanted to accuse the Court of collusion with the enemy, in reality it was as to tell that if one studied evidence, and overall its absence, one was obliged to acquit Andreotti. 

Good career and power rewards for the anti-Andreotti Prosecutors      

The Caselli passage, at finished anti-Andreotti mission, a bit before the conclusion of the trial, to the directions of the Italian Gulag was not an extraordinary award but neither a retrocession for the waste of State funds and the Italy’s defamation he contributed to as Palermo Chief Prosecutor. Anyway, at the start of the story, Caselli was Prosecutor in Turin. In the early 2001, Caselli was promoted, exclusively since PDS/DS patronage, to Eurojust.   

For Grasso, who had contributed, by his activity of participation to the management of the justice collaborators, also to the Andreotti persecution, the designation as Palermo Chief Prosecutor was certainly a career and power progression. It was at expense of the Lo Forte position, who remained deputy-Chief Prosecutor but with less power than under the Caselli rule. However Lo Forte had been saved relatively to his, for the ROS, Clans connections. 

If Guido Lo Forte was present just in the key moments, and had had key role in the preparation of the anti-Andreotti operation, Roberto Scarpinato was the real accuser of Andreotti, the one year half before the sentence. Born the same day, but different year, of Andreotti, 18 January, Scarpinato had had been Palermo MR Secretary. He ought to been very friend of Lo Forte, because without posing too many question he archived an anti-Clans very delicate investigation (on public contracts in co-operation Clans-politics-enterprises) just because Lo Forte insistently asked him it. 

Scarpinato was rewarded from the CSM, which, on 22 March 2000, named him Palermo deputy-Chief Prosecutor. In the same occasion, also Giuseppe Pignatone (previously accused with Lo Forte of Clans connections), Alfredo Morvillo (previously Tribunal Section President in Palermo), and Anna Maria Palma (Dell’Utri and Berlusconi persecutor in Caltanisetta), became Palermo deputy-Chief Prosecutor. While, for example, Di Pisa was excluded from the designation, despite he had more titles than everybody apart from the not belonging to judicialist clans. And the DNA Prosecutor Giovanni Lembo, a judicialist disliked to the Lefts and evidently posed outside the co-operation and reciprocal cover among the different judicialist clans, had been arrested some days before
. It was the best way for surely firing a concurrent. But neither Di Pisa nor Lembo had contributed to substantive political persecutions.    

Gioacchino Natoli, one of the Andreotti Prosecutors in Palermo became CSM component in July 1998, thanks to the merit deriving him from his position of accuser of Andreotti. For Andreotti, Natoli was dishonest (naturally against Andreotti) when he redacted the interrogatory minutes of different witnesses. The immediate insurrection of the CSM to the Andreotti words (May 2000, just the acquittal motivations were known), and the relative emission of a communiqué of defence of Natoli were evidence of the CSM degeneracy. It was a fact there were witnesses (from Buscetta to Eugenio Scalfari) did not remember to have signed what they resulted to have signed. Anyway Natoli was responsible, for Andreotti, in two cases, of a subtle trick. It was made to declare to two ‘witnesses’ were in a certain place where they did not see Andreotti, that they could not exclude Andreotti was there. Nobody can exclude somebody else be in the same place but outside one’s perception. This was the way for building, with Natoli collaboration, the Andreotti presence where Prosecutors wanted he was, for their persecution. Anyway the CSM promptly defended Natoli surely could not have any knowledge on the circumstance referred from Andreotti, had been Andreotti wrong or right. 

* Bibliographic references of the section The Andreotti Palermo trial
    

Perugia trial [FILE @@@ @@@ @@@]

The technical pitfalls of the Palermo judicialism relatively to the Milan-Di Pietro one    

The pitfalls of the Palermo and Palermo-led judicialism were decisive at technical, procedural, historical and legal levels.  

The main error was at level of leadership. The Milan operation developed between 1992 and 1994 under the direction of an adventurer on hire (also in the positive meaning in this case, which was a success) as Di Pietro, not linked to previous judicialist networks, and who operated in conditions of substantial delegation for liquidating the five parties of the Centre, plus the strike of the emerging one, the LN. The hierarchical superiors of Di Pietro subordinated to him for what concerned the political purge. On the contrary, in Palermo, everything developed as the USA (some bureau of its apparatuses), which it is known promoted the operation, pretended also the operational direction. Everything was Yankee-style, as the same Sicilian Prosecutors had been obliged to ignore their direct knowledge of the Sicilian situation and way of thinking. Caselli, sent to Palermo as political cover, not certainly since other skills he did not have, played a decisive role of moderation (relatively to the most extremist fractions of the PO), which revealed as further lethal.    

At level of times of the judicialist actions, their delaying and distribution on long times revealed source of all the acquittals. Rapid strikes with rapid trials would have exploited the climate of terrorism had been initially created also relatively to Judges and which might not have been reasonably supposed would have lasted on longer times. In Milan, also without real evidence, rapid trials, even only on the main personages realised the decisive defamation and dissolution of the 5/6 targeted parties and also of the reformist fraction of the PCI/PDS object of intimidation. In Palermo the long lasting of too complex trials revealed their emptiness. It was not the legal emptiness to be different, but times. In fact, finished the Di Pietro era with his resigning from magistracy, the golden 1992-1994 period, the Palermo-style great and complex trials, but also the minor ones, revealed grandiose flops. If it had depended on Palermo, the 5 government parties and the Berlusconi government would have not been dissolved and banned. While the Milan-Di Pietro action was successful, independently from what was done from Palermo. 

Di Pietro avoided the associative crimes, always of doubtful demonstration, but overall source of too complex and long trials. As the Radical leader Pannella insisted in the imminence of the 1992/1993 Milan pogrom, the crime of criminal association was in reality the most pertinent, from the legal point of view, if the Milan PO office concern would have been only judicial. In fact, such was, from the legal point of view the cartel politics-business world, for monopolising market and financing politics. Di Pietro cleverly preferred a secondary crime as illegal financing, with connected ones used overall as smokescreen for arresting people, even only from some hours or days until they ‘confessed’ and confirmed their leaving politics if politicians. The Di Pietro advantage was also the generalised investigation, with selective use of the evidence or ‘evidence’ as direct weapons for the parties and business personnel to ban, and as implicit or explicit blackmail for the protected and saved ones. In Palermo, Sicily and the South (with the relevant exception of Naples were the crime of illegal financing was successfully used for pushing also the local PDS stably in office) all the judicialist action was centred on the associative crimes, which were there those of Clans belonging. If in Milan the legal abuse of the para-psychological crime he/she cannot not to know was ephemerally imposed against the 5 parties, and was finally sufficient for liquidating them, in Sicily and the South the invented para-associative crime of external membership to Clans revealed too complex to impose, also since the long lasting of trials, to Court Judges. If the genial Davigo creation he/she cannot not to know was clear legal violation of the personal responsibility, it was, at the same time a factual truth. The Court Judges committed legal abuses, accepting it, and only against someone selected from judicialist Prosecutors, but with the intimate conviction that the knowledge of the illegal financing existed. The invented crime of external membership, as that of Clans membership finally used against Andreotti, was known it was false also when Judges provisionally condemned somebody. In Milan the sophism was on the demonstration of the fact. In Palermo the sophism was on the ‘fact’, which did not exist.    

The Palermo pretence of inventing crimes instead of eventually inventing only their demonstration was critical element for the same propagandistic exploitation of the acquittals. In Milan existing crimes, even if generalised to the 100% of the political class, were used. Also in Palermo the same crimes existed and were generalised. However the local judicialism preferred to use crimes did not exist: that of belonging to Clans of people clearly did not belong to them. Even when provisional condemnations were obtained it was evident the crime had been invented. If real crimes are used, and their existence is demonstrated as generally it not difficult to do, the acquittals are, eventually, for not having committed it, if the demonstration, or full demonstration, of the personal responsibility of the target is not achieved. So, if the target is acquitted, it may be legitimately argued that at least at individuation of the crime there was no legal error. If an Andreotti is accused of Clans membership or external membership, what was known, even if condemned, even from the legions of his accusers of whatever milieu, it was a 100% persecution, when he was acquitted because the crime did not exist, it was the even legal sanction of a 100% persecution. The Milan technique of building falsities on truths was decisively more practicable than building falsities on falsities. However, even when the crime exists (it was the case of the Pecorelli killing in Rome on 20 March 1979) either the judicialist persecutor concentrates on it, or great theorems and/or historical discussions show only better the persecution against the chosen target. Two killers finally ‘confessing’ the crime and implicating directly the target are better than tens of people invented to have heard from other people, who had heard from further people. A case can be discussed in front of a Court in one or same days is more effective than years of arguing on nothing. Also in case of judicialist defeat it is just a legal case, while in case of condemnation a historical achievement. The method of the assonances the Palermo PO used for fabricating the Pecorelli case, instead of simply producing two or even one (so that nobody could contradict him) ‘killers’, could lead only to disasters, also in case of provisional condemnation. 

Founding judicialist persecutions on some factual and/or historical truth as the advantage that at least part of the construct cannot be contested. The Palermo persecution against Andreotti was centred on the initial assumption that Andreotti needed his Sicilian branch for a qualitative improvement of his power as Statesman. The same Andreotti easily ridiculed the assumption by his curriculum, which was public, and known also to his persecutors. What induces to suppose that the invention was someway and from somewhere imposed even to the direct Andreotti persecutors, who were Sicilian Prosecutors. The relation would have eventually been exactly the opposite. If Sicilian fractions of the DC asked the adhesion to the Andreotti current, this did not happen, plausibly, because they wanted to make Andreotti stronger, but because Andreotti was already strong as Statesman, consequently useful for preserving and/or developing the indispensable consensus of the politicians asked the adhesion to his current. Politicians, overall of areas depending on State funds, reason in this way. Not differently from them and from people, also Clans are, also more, genetically from the side of power, whoever gets it. Differently they are not Clans. On these banal historical truths, where there is no crime, some crime could be eventually invented. On the contrary, using inventions built on evident historical and factual falsities, the enterprise of a complex persecution is hopeless if there is not the totalitarian control of the judiciary trial, and of the people minds, what there was not in our case.               

Finally, for building some accusation against Andreotti, it would have been necessary to start from the historical evidence that Andreotti was responsible to have fought, as Falcone and other ones, the winning Clans of the 1980s, in Palermo and that area of Sicily, the Corleonesi, which were in conflicting relation with the DC, since other power and powers connections. The DC was more in relation of coexistence with the Palermo Clans of Bontade-Badalamenti fought from the Corleonesi and also from the FBI-DEA. The Corleonesi represent the partial autonomisation of Sicilian Clans from the Italian State and their connection also with US and NATO interests, also linked to the 1980s US-NATO bases in Sicily, in addition to the narcotics trafficking which were already an internationalisation of the traditionally Sicily centred Clans. To accuse Andreotti of connection with the old and the new ones, and also with Falcone who had collaborated to fight the old but wanted (obstructed from Orlando and the judicialist Prosecutors and magistracy of Palermo) to fight also the new one, and formulating these accusation without any credible evidence, but only with an incoherent mixture, was really to arduous. If Andreotti had been in some way accused of having fought the winning Clans as revenge because they have massacred the old ones, there would have been the problem of inventing the legal crime, but at least some truthful element there would have been. Although, since the use relation between all State and Clans, and Italy was not an exception, added to the Andreotti cynicism and egocentrism, would have made arduous to represent an Andreotti so linked to the losing fractions to have been engaged in revenging them. Andreotti fought the Corleonesi simply because they escaped to all form of cooperation with the Italian State and no State peacefully tolerate autonomous and counterpoised Clans. Minor episodes, eventually of illegal financing, might have been more easily built on him, in 1992/1993, than great theorems largely fantastic and anyway with too much difficulty to prove anything. A long and complex defamation can be better realised avoiding the judicial sanction. The Andreotti trial finally sanctified him, because even what was commonly supposed since, evidently, the defamation against him showed as false, and also more false inside a judicialist accusatory frame built on the pure sound of the words in the rooms of the PO. In Court the sound of the same words changed and became odd and confused.               

What revealed decisive for the Palermo PO defeat was it moderation is submitting the police corps. The strike to Contrada was perhaps in some way sufficient relatively to Interior Ministry apparatuses where there was already the presence of a decided judicialist fraction. But it was not sufficient for submitting the Carabinieri. However, apart from secondary strikes, finally the Palermo PO, perhaps for the moderation role of Caselli, avoided the frontal clash, alias the arrest of the Sicilian top levels of the ROS. It arrived very near that point but without the courage of reaching it. On the contrary, when in Milan the Fiscal Police avoided its full subordination to the Milan PO needs of erasing evidence and producing it only selectively, the Milan PO arrested tens of officers, Generals included. In the Fiscal Police, a very professional corps, there was the custom, since long time, to profit from the fiscal inspections. Exploiting this crime, which existed, suddenly also the Milan PO concluded it was a crime, and used it for a kind of decimation in the moment the Fiscal Police wanted act seriously and correctly relatively to the illegal financing investigations. The Palermo PO avoided the fight relatively to the refuse of the local Carabinieri of submitting to its abuses. In a revolution (of whatever kind), the most deadly factor is the absence of resolution from the side of the pretending revolutionaries.        


































� (Macaluso 1999);


La vera storia d’Italia. Interrogatori, testimonianze, riscontri, analisi. Giancarlo Caselli e i suoi sostituti ricostruiscono gli ultimi vent’anni di storia italiana, [The true istory of Italy. Interrogatories, testimonies, checkings, analyses. Giancarlo Caselli and his Prosecutors rebuild the last twenty years of Italian history], Pironti, 1995, 976 pages; (Vespa 1999, p. 471). 


� Stefano Marroni, "A D'Alema non credo più. usa l'Asinello contro il Ppi", ["To D'Alema I do not believe any more. He uses the Donkey against the PPI"], Repubblica, IE, 16 May 1999. 


� A trial declared null must be remade, apart particular cases as it verified for Carlo Debenedetti n relation to the Banco Ambrosiano bankruptcy. The Cassation Court does not enter into the matter of a trial. Its competence is for question of respects of the formal legality. 


� Belzebù. 


� Andreotti: dai decreti antimafia all’accusa di mafiosità, Giustizia Giusta, April 1993, in (Mellini 1994, p. 25-27). 


� The symbolic meaning of their refusal to interview Andreotti was that even a defendant is not relevant in an Inquisition. Inquisition should be, in the Prosecutors’ vision the Republican Italy, a pure act of omnipotence against Evil.  


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 10).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 10).


� “«noi non possiano fare la guerra allo Stato».” (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 10)).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 10).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 11).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 11). 


� It is a Caselli Prosecutors’ trial, developed prevalently by mass media, to a dead. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 13).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 13-22).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 26).


� “«le chiamate intrinsecamente attendibili si integrano e si rafforzano riprocamente».” (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 32)). 


� Considerably more than other justice collaborators, as explicitly stated from court sentences, and from the fact that he generally seems to have avoided to follow the Prosecutors theorems. Unfortunately, in spite of claiming of the supporters of theories of falsifiability/unfalsifiability, an algorithm, alias  computer program for stating with absolute, or even relative, certainty that ‘one always spoke truthfully’ or ‘generally spoke truthfully’ does not exists. As assuming that one generally testified truthfully is not guarantee that a specific declaration is truthful. Even the subjective intention/perception is not a guarantee. Part of the bibliography in note at the start of ‘Introduction, Methodology, General method’ may be useful also for this kind of problems.    


� An author who discredits the Brusca confession with a [referred to the supposed anti-Andreotti plot] “decided in the fifthly minutes of the Rome-Palermo flight!”, in the same page refers as undiscussible truth depositions de relato. (Percy Allum in (D’Alimonte 1997, p. 222)). Brusca confessed using the first person. In Perugia Buscetta testified about things in his opinion known from Badalamenti, who from the USA denied, but to whom Palermo and Perugia Prosecutors obstructed the possibility to come to Italy and to testify in court. As elsewhere more diffusely described, Badalamenti was obstructed from testifying both in Palermo and in Perugia. The Palermo Prosecution Office arrived at the point to threaten, in TV, using the Mayor of Palermo, Orlando, the carabinieri were on the point to go to take Badalamenti in the USA, and consequently the same Badalamenti. In fact the carabiniere threatened from Orlando, Caselli friend, in TV was found dead with a bullet in the head. Clearly Badalamenti never went to Palermo, to testify in court. Anyway plot or not plot Violante-Brusca in 1991, Lima was killed in 1992 and Andreotti charged in 1993. Certainly was not Violante to kill personally Lima. Certainly was Violante, or also Violante, to start, in 1992, the operation leading to the accusation of Andreotti.      


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 33).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 29/30).


� He was president of the first section. 


� “«(…) ci si diceva che era manovrabile»”; (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 34)). 


� Since the spontaneous renunciation of a Carnevale knew the Palermo sentence was full of legal violation, but at the same time feed up for judicialist defamation against him.


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 34).


� (Vespa 1999, p. 472).


� “«era diffuso un preciso malcontento (…)»”; (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 35)). A consequential connective could have been ‘si era diffuso’, ‘it diffused’, instead than ‘there was a diffused’ as the prosecutors quote the justice collaborator. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 35).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 35-38).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 38-41).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 42).


� It was this the genesis of sympathies of also some relevant Mafia-boss for Radicals. It was not because Radicals wanted Mafia-men in prison when guilty of crimes, but because Radicals defended the human rights and legal guarantees also of Mafia-men and bosses, as it is absolutely natural for a liberal and libertarian party. Whether it is ‘better’ indiscriminate repression or formal legal guarantee and human respect, and their relations with the developing of the same deviant behaviours, is a discussion may not be made here.  


� Practically instead than being life-sentenced for tens of homicides, they were sentenced only for some ones. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 43-44).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 42-49).


� The prosecutors seem to suggest, here, that on the contrary the opposition of the left to the anti-Mafia measures of the government was equally a facade having the real function to strike Mafia. As to say that government struck Mafia without wanting really to do so, and similarly, and symmetrically the left protected Mafia wanting actually to strike it.   


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 49/50).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 50-52).


� He officially began to collaborate on 4 February 1983.         


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 53-57).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 54-57).


� A person object of a preventive measure, as the obliged sojourn [internment] was, is a suspect, anything more.  


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 56/57).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 57).


� He officially began to collaborate on 9 April 1987. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 57-60).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 58/59).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 60).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 60-67).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 68-70).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 70-71).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 72-104).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 77).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 77).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 77).


� Bontade was the Mafia fraction, which wanted to find and to free Moro. In this he was opposed to the Mafia-bosses Totò Riina and Michele Greco. He was killed on 25 April 1981.


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 78).


� On 16 November 1992 he was listened by the Anti-Mafia Commission headed from Violante. (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 80)).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 80).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 82/83).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 83).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 83).


� Summer 1983. 


� Both in 1992. Their killings opened the way to the PCI/PdS-Caselli/Violante take-over of Palermo, specifically the last one, which continued, in 1999, after some [unmasked in 1998] false accusations built with the Prosecutors’ collaboration, to remain covered from mystery, in spite of the hundreds and hundreds of justice collaborators. 


� In fact Buscetta referred only to ‘Communists’. It could be he was not totally sure whether in the contract with Prosecutors was included the possibility, or the necessity, to save ‘Fascists’. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 86. and 92). 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 92). 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 93).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 95-97).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 103/104).


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 105-135).


� He was one the persons knowing where Moro was detained, but political world blocked the rescue of Moro. The way used from Dalla Chiesa to make the discovery public, the journalist Pecorelli, was killed three years before, on 20 March 1979. 


� According to the motivation of the Palermo trial sentence it had 13,0% DC congress votes in 1980 and 17,8% in 1989. 


� Mandamento.


� “«alla corrente andreottiana ché mio padre mi parlò invece con riferimento ai fanfaniani, dei loro rapporti pregressi con Gioia e con riferimento alla sinistra mi fece come esempio di contrarietà che aveva incontrato (…), il nome dell’allora Ministro Marcora»”.


� Dalla Chiesa did not write that Andreotti convoked him. He wrote only that at the certain point let him pass by him. Imagining the day of a very engaged politician, and also publicist and writer, as Andreotti was, it is not difficult to imagine a neo-prefect asked to be received, a positive acceptation of the request, and a later confirmation of the time. The confirmation of the time, or the final call, coming from the host to the guest, is different from a host inviting a guest. Naturally it is possible that Dalla Chiesa was invited from Andreotti, and that Andreotti preferred to present different description of the genesis of the event and of the same event. Understandable inside a paradigm, or in an historical/political research, these kinds of questions are juridical evidence of nothing in a trial where the charge is to have ‘adjusted’ trials concerning Mafia-men. It would have been more useful to quote at least one trial and to try to demonstrate it was ‘adjusted’ from Andreotti. Actually there was neither a trial ‘adjusted from Lima or Carnevale. Nobody never contested that trials declared null from Carnevale, and resent to court, had very serious legal violations.  


� Actually the main skills of Dalla Chiesa as an investigator were those of trying to pose himself in the dresses of his investigated, and to discover the holes of the underground techniques of revolutionary groups. In addition his special units, apart some exemplary killing for political pressure, in precise circumstances, did not practice torture, contrarily to other special units, for example of the civil police.    


� It was known that he passed news to Pecorelli and he knew it was known. 


� The allusions of Dalla Chiesa/Pecorelli, on the Pecorelli’s OP, against the political world in relation to the Moro-affair, where not against Andreotti but against Cossiga/Gelli. Cossiga was connected with police, military and NATO milieus. On Gelli, his past PCI connections were revealed. Dalla Chiesa was sent to Palermo from a pro-US PM, Spadolini of the PRI. Andreotti manifested, also publicly, his perplexities, because the law and order problems where at the epoch more pressing in Calabria and Campania (Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 93)), where there were daily killings. The killings of Dalla Chiesa, as that of Pecorelli, were not favours to Andreotti, in spite of Prosecutors theorems. Naturally everybody may be have killed (directly or not) them, also who Prosecutors claims. Historical truth will not come from political driven judicialism. 


� The thesis of the P2-affair as a national solidarity-affair, is presented, and largely documented, from (Teodori 1986). It was also an operation against the Craxi PSI. Failure of economic and financial operations, which causes cannot be summarised in a note, created different frames, and different alignment of economic and political components.  


� He was a judicialist/leftist politician and MP. 


� He was not actually a Statesman when he was DC Secretary, also if he was naturally inside the network power. 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 136-140). 


� Lo Forte in (Pellegrini 1993, p. 140).


� (Jannuzzi 2000). 


� (Mellini 1996, p. 207).


� (Andreotti 1995).


� (Burnett 1998, p. 278). 


� (Burnett 1998, p. 279). 


� Orlando vo’ fa’ l’americano, [Orlando wants to play to do the Yankee], Giornale.it, 18 September 2000; Velino, 20 November 2000.  


� Andreotti: «Venne a esprimermi solidarietà…», [Andreotti: «He came by me to express his solidarity…»], Messaggero, 27 May 2000.  


� (Andreotti 1995, p. 33 et seq.). 


� Citazioni maligne (senza glosse) dal buscettario giornalistico, [Malicious quotations (without comments) from the journalistic Buscetta-exaltation], Foglio, 27 October 1999, p. 2. 


� (Burnett 1998, p. 280). 


� He will be acquitted in appeal. It was on 4 May 2001. 


� (Vespa 1999, p. 478/479).


� FUCI, Federazione Universitari Cattolici Italiani [Catholic Italian University Students’ Federation].


� The first after the exclusion of the pro-Soviet left. 


� Stefano Marroni, Andreotti contro Caselli. “Io assolto, lui scorretto”, [Andreotti against Caselli. “Me acquitted, he disloyal], Repubblica, 18 May 2000.  


� D'Alema contro Forattini, [D'Alema against Forattini], Repubblica, IE, 16 November 1999. 


� (Calabrò 1991, p. vi). 


� (Nicaso 1995, p. 76).


� Naturally there were specific juridical reasons in the specific case. 


� Elected for the PDS, in Ravenna (Emilia-Romagna), in the 13th legislature, he died on 19 June 1996. 


� (Sciascia 1987, p. 387-483); (Sciascia 1991, p. 797-802, 811 and 896/897). 


� AMC.SR, n. 19, 12 January 1993; AMC.SR, n. 38, 6 April 1993; AMC.BCC, n. 160, 6 April 1993.


� Lino Jannuzzi, Signor Scalfari, giuri di dire tutta la verità… Due o tre cose che Eugenio e i suoi ragazzi ricordano (male) di Andreotti, [Mister Scalfari swear to tell all the truth… Two or three things that Eugenio and his boys (badly) forget  on Andreotti], Foglio, 3 November 1999, p. III. 


� The were different versions but without any certainty that also the complete ones were such.


� Gaspare Mutolo began to collaborate on 1 July 1992, but he already was in touch with SISDE functionaries. (Stajano 1992, p. 113).  


� (Mellini 1996, p. 79/80); (Jannuzzi 2000); MP Tiziana Maiolo, SRDCH, n. 378, 24 June 1998; Justice Minister Giovanni Maria Flick, SRDCH, n. 378, 24 June 1998; 


Lino Jannuzzi, Bilancio (provvisorio) della guerra dei sette anni tra la procura di Palermo e l’Arma dei carabinieri. Date, personaggi, morti e feriti, [(Provisional) Report of the seven years’ war between the Palermo PO and the Carabinieri Corps. Dates, personages, deaths and injured], Foglio, 8 August 1998, p. 2; La Giornata, [The Day], Foglio, 20 February 1999, p. 1; Balduccio e i pentiti viaggiatori creano imbarazzi a Palermo, [Balduccio and the traveller repentants create embarrassment in Palermo], Foglio, 3 March 1999, p. 3; Giuliano Gallo, Del Turco: «Vigna doveva tacere sul bacio tra Andreotti e Riina. Mafia-appalti, chiave delle stragi», [Del Turco: «Vigna should remain silent about the kiss between Andreotti and Riina. Mafia-contract the massacres’ key»], Corsera, IE, 4 March 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, Andreotti incastrato dalla sinistra dc, [Andreotti cheated from the DC-Left], Giornale, 6 September 1999; Gran pienone ieri al processo di Palermo contro Andreotti, [Great crowd yesterday at the Palermo trial against Andreotti], Foglio, 29 September 1999, p. 3; F.C., Una fama costruita su quel presunto bacio di Andreotti a Riina, [A fame built on that presumed kiss of Andreotti to Riina], Corsera, IE, 5 October 1999; Di Maggio confessa: ho ucciso anche dopo il pentimento, [Di Maggio confesses: I have killed also when repentant], Corsera, IE, 5 October 1999; Costantino Muscau, Vigna: ma con la nuova legge non potrebbe accadere più, [Vigna: but with the new law it could not verify any more], Corsera, IE, 5 October 1999; Francesco Viviano, Di Maggio confessa. "Io, pentito e killer", [Di Maggio confesses. "I, justice collaborator and killer"], Repubblica, IE, 5 October 1999; Felice Cavallaro, Caffrì, il mafioso assassinato da Balduccio era diventato reggente della cosca nemica, [Caffrì, the Clans-man assassinated from Balduccio, had become regent of the enemy clan], Corsera, IE, 6 October 1999; Dino Martirano, «Di Maggio non era sotto controllo», [«Di Maggio was not checked»], Corsera, IE, 6 October 1999; Riccardo Arena, Di Maggio, pentito boomerang, [Di Maggio, boomerang justice collaborator], Mondadori.com, IE, 12 October 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, La caduta degli dei con la toga, [The fall of the gowned gods], Giornale, 24 October 1999; Citazioni maligne (senza glosse) dal buscettario giornalistico, [Malicious quotations (without comments) from the journalistic Buscetta-exaltation], Foglio, 27 October 1999, p. 2; Di Maggio: «Pago per Andreotti. Vogliono farmi morire in cella», [Di Maggio: «I pay for Andreotti. They want to let me to die in cell], Giorno, IE, 7 December 1999; Roberto Gervaso, Un principe del foro racconta l’agonia della giustizia, [A Court Prince recounts the Justice agony], Giornale, 4 January 2000; Antonio Ravidà, Di Maggio agli arresti a casa, [Di Maggio to the home-arrests], Stampa, IE, 8 March 2000; Lino Jannuzzi, Brusca stipendiato per tacere, [Brusca salaried for remaining silent], Giornale, 13 March 2000; Lino Jannuzzi, Deposizioni concordate secondo il teorema, [Conform to theorem agreed depositions], Giornale, 20 March 2000; Lino Jannuzzi, Il piccolo di Matteo ucciso e sciolto nell’acido da Brusca per punire i pentiti pilotati, [The little Di Matteo killed and liquefied in acid from Brusca for punishing the driven justice collaborators], Giornale, 21 March 2000; Stefano Marroni, Andreotti contro Caselli. “Io assolto, lui scorretto”, [Andreotti against Caselli. “Me acquitted, he disloyal], Repubblica, 18 May 2000; s.p., Di Maggio torna in carcere, [Di Maggio back in prison], Repubblica, 26 January 2001. 


� There were always other illegal material benefits for justice collaborators, as, for example, the saving, at least in part, of their wealth.  


� A justice collaborator and defendant in connected trials is not legally a witness in Italy, since the legal possibility to remain silent and also to lie for defending himself.


� (Ingargiola 2000).  


� This kind of structures refused all kind of control, also of Parliament relatively to their policies on justice collaborators.  


� Naturally all the anti-Clans “heroic” fighter, from PCI leader Violante to the La Rete leaders Alfredo Galasso and Leoluca Orlando Cascio tried to obstruct the ant-Clans decree and, finally, voted against it. (Geronimo 2000, p. 49).   


� Barresi si dimette dall’Anm: nessuna difesa dalle accuse del libro di Caselli e Ingroia, [Barresi resigns from the ANM: no defence from the accusations of the Caselli and Ingroia book], Corsera, 28 March 2001. 


� He was accused of an old story of management of a justice collaborator not different from the Di Maggio case in Palermo. But Di Maggio accused Andreotti, while Lembo had permitted to condemn only a relevant number of local suspects. In Palermo no Prosecutor was charged with the Di Maggio affair. There would have been the insurrection against the “delegitimacy” of the prosecution against Andreotti.   


� (d'Adamo 1979, p. 30 and 34); (Jannuzzi 2000); (Mellini 1996, p. 59 and 202-205); (Macaluso 1999); (Montanelli 1995, p. 112-115); (Nicaso 1995, p. 21, 84/85 and 121-143); (Partridge 1998, p. 141); 


From Panorama, 11 April 1993, (Biagi 1995, p. 21); Saverio Lodato, Caso Andreotti. Indagato regista Rai, [Andreotti case. Inquired Rai director], l’Unità, 28 January 1995; Lino Jannuzzi, I magnifici tre pentiti di San Giuseppe Jato. Uno accusa Andreotti l’altro accusa Berlusconi e il terzo sostiene che sono tute panzane, [The magnificent three justice collaborators of San Giuseppe Jato. One accuses Andreotti, the other accuses Berlusconi and the third maintain that those are only a lot of fibs], Foglio, 15 August 1998, p. 2; Felice Cavallaro, Al processo di Palermo il senatore chiede la parola e rievoca 50 anni di storia. L'autodifesa di Andreotti: «La mafia è l'unico argomento sul quale non mi si può accusare», [At the Palermo’s trial the senator asks permission to speak and he remembers 50 years of history. The self-defence of Andreotti: «Mafia is the only argument about which one cannot accuse me»], Corsera, IE, 16 October 1998; Lino Jannuzzi, Come spiegare a Orlando, Violante, Caselli, Buscetta (e non solo) che l’Italia non è stata governata dalla mafia? Andreotti ci prova, [How to explain to Orlando, Violante, Caselli, Buscetta (and not only to them) that Italy was not governed from Mafia? Andreotti tries it], Foglio, 31 October 1998, p. 2; F. C., «Ma quale processo ha visto? Dà per scontate cose non vere», [«But what trial has he seen? He considers falsities as proved»], Corsera, IE, 20 January 1999; Strane storie siciliane di pentiti arrestati (e magistrati sospettati), [Strange Sicilian stories of arrested justice collaborators (and suspected magistrates)], Foglio, 22 January 1999, p. 1; Giuseppe D’Avanzo, C'è del marcio in Procura?, [Is there any rotten in the Prosecution Office?], Corsera, IE, 9 February 1999; Enrico Bellavia, Dossier Andreotti, Repubblica.it, 20 February 1999; Giuliano Gallo, Andreotti, i dubbi di Vigna, [Andreotti, the doubts of Vigna], Corsera, IE, 2 March 1999; Processo Andreotti: Pannella, subito referendum su magistrati, [Andreotti trial: immediately referendum on magistrates], ANSA, 8 April 1999, 13:56; "Quei siluri per affondare la Dc...", ["Those torpedo for sinking the Dc..."], Repubblica, IE, 23 August 1999; Carlo Bonini, Andreotti, l'accusa chiede la condanna, [Andreotti, the prosecution ask the punishment], Corsera, IE, 8 April 1999; Processo Andreotti: chiesti 15 anni di reclusione, [Andreotti trial: asked 15 years prison], ANSA, 9 April 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, Andreotti incastrato dalla sinistra dc, [Andreotti cheated from the DC-Left], Giornale, 6 September 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, Acrobazie palermitane, [Palermo acrobatics], Giornale, 27 September 1999; Adalberto Falletta, Un testimone scagiona Andreotti: «Non l’ho mai portato sul mio aereo», [A witness exonerates Andreotti: «I never brought him on my aeroplane»], Giornale, 8 October 1999; L’ultima (umile e sarcastica) autodifesa del senatore Andreotti, [The last humble and sarcastic defence of senator Andreotti], Foglio, 13 October 1999, p. 3; ANSA, IE, 23 October 1999; Imputato Andreotti, è il giorno del giudizio, [Defendant Andreotti, it is the judgement day], Giorno, IE, 23 October 1999; Elvira Terranova, Scarpinato, Il funzionario di banca diventato pm. Da un anno e mezzo è il Grande Accusatore, [The bank functionary become Prosecutor. From an year he is the Great Accuser], IE, Giorno, IE, 23 October 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, La caduta degli dei con la toga, [The fall of the gowned gods], Giornale, 24 October 1999; Caianiello: «Era un teorema che andava archiviato subito», [Caianiello: «It was a theorem it would have been necessary to archive immediately»], Giorno, IE, 24 October 1999; Titti la rossa: «Tutto nasce all'Antimafia di Violante», [Titti the red: «Everything was born in the Violante Anti-Mafia»], Giorno, IE, 24 October 1999; E l’ex DC si spacca coma ai bei tempi, [And the ex-DC breaks as at its golden age], Giorno, IE, 24 October 1999; Andreotti: "Denuncerò un magistrato al Csm", [Andreotti: "I will denounce a magistrate to the CSM"], Repubblica.it, 25 October 1999; «Ritenevo doveroso dire ciò che ricordo...», [«I judged my duty to tell what I knew...»], Corsera, IE, 26 October 1999; Lucio Tamburini, «Almerighi ha mentito, il Csm intervenga», [«Almerighi had lied, intervene the CSM»], Giorno, IE, 26 October 1999; Giovanna Casadio, Andreotti attacca l'Antimafia di Violante, [Andreotti attacks the Violante Anti-Mafia], Repubblica, IE, 26 October 1999; Carnevale: rivoglio il mio posto, [Carnevale: I want my old place], Stampa, IE, 26 October 1999; Maria Corbi, Andreotti: il suggeritore era nell’Antimafia, [Andreotti: the prompter was in the Anti-Mafia], Stampa, IE, 26 October 1999; Il parlamentino dell'Anm processerà Martone: non ha difeso i pm di Palermo dagli attacchi, [The ANM small Parliament will trial Martone: he did not defend the Palermo Prosecutors from attacks], Corsera, IE, 30 October 1999; Lino Jannuzzi, Signor Scalfari, giuri di dire tutta la verità… Due o tre cose che Eugenio e i suoi ragazzi ricordano (male) di Andreotti, [Mister Scalfari swear to tell all the truth… Two or three things that Eugenio and his boys (badly) forget on Andreotti], Foglio, 3 November 1999, p. III; Roberto Gervaso, Un principe del foro racconta l’agonia della giustizia, [A Court Prince recounts the Justice agony], Giornale, 4 January 2000; Lino Jannuzzi, Brusca stipendiato per tacere, [Brusca salaried for remaining silent], Giornale, 13 March 2000; In arrivo mille magistrati. Scarpinato procuratore aggiunto, [One thousand magistrates are arriving. Scarpinato deputy-Chief Prosecutor], Corsera, IE, 23 March 2000; Per Jannuzzi alla fine Andreotti “ha avuto il suo monumento”, [For Jannuzzi finally Andreotti “got his monument”], Foglio, 17 May 2000; Un colpetto all’imputato e qualche mazzata alla pubblica accusa, [Some small knock to the defendant and some strong strike to the prosecution], Foglio, 17 May 2000; Stefano Marroni, Andreotti contro Caselli. “Io assolto, lui scorretto”, [Andreotti against Caselli. “Me acquitted, he disloyal], Repubblica, 18 May 2000; Il Csm vendica i pm di Andreotti, [The CSM vindicates the Andreotti Prosecutors], L’Opinione, 19 May 2000; Senator Giulio Andreotti, «Mi stupisce questo Csm», [«This CSM astonishes me»], Stampa, 20 May 2000; Francesco Ingargiola, Salvatore Barresi, and Antonio Balsamo [Fifth Penal Section of the Palermo Tribunal], Nessuna sudditanza psicologica, [No ideological subjection], Corsera, 23 May 2000.    
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