TRIBUNALE 1] ! CGORE
Sezionc del Ricsame

UDIENZA DEL_A§-08:4%

CONCLUSIONI DEL P. M.

DISPOSITIVO SENTENZA o MOTIVI DEL RINVIO

AW HARIo YPeTRACK )

R MRVRD. Tl MiTD

Y Guavhedn(l (3ARBR

AW HASSHILIAD 0. PETRACK

TAW. HARes. ELLA

At YRAKCESen. SABATELL]

AN V- LASRAOTT]. = AN V- RADIS]

Ej v’; k3
N | N.ge COGNOME ml*’; Posizione
dord. 51\? l;r: deu’impftalzyom Y eﬁi’ﬁiﬁm IMPUTAZIONE
A [fobaseR ‘oo loukBoherr . ou 330
3 |Lilaanes o |k 390 6P 1.8 ho
3 |dsfte deb e | anke Ba0 001 450
! b f
4 heplomtef dek: ofosat| ok 310 £.PP “ 40,00
-
PRVEE de¥ Tl ok 340 e5? w 40,40
6 MS’MM (‘QI . b ok 340 €50 w A9, 20
Y Vi3shren b oxk B0 €FP w30
iret At
Eaas S - EEE RS N
S S B - J::’ ? J: T
| y L
b
#




‘secca, bemo St SIVRONES

apuaptsaid i ‘pri8 apuaisissy / qulioD 11
L

e 310 TRZURIPN SUILIAL - m—“——é—gﬁg_mm 910 :eZUSIPN OZIU]

-..aadiD) Bjoed

“

.1—{

avlpn!s -

Juapisalg

OiEpnID GWGISSSY 8IS - PriS awRIsISSY / qatfoD

Wd ' 1q

CRYIVS VTVE Uy T *a

RO L N R

YIIIETYS ORIV

H

["y% %y ge-9p " I9P BZUSIpN,p Ounels

JWIBSILI [9p 2UO0IZdG "

[DDHAT Id ATIVNAIIIL

-
oyl s s

o e aat e e M P28 4 ar e



