
Court hearing of 23 June 2009 transcript 

Testimony of Alessia Ceccarelli 
  
The witness, informed of the nature of article 497 of the procedural penal code reads the formula of her 
biographical details. 
  
BIOGRAPHICAL DETAILS: Alessia Ceccarelli, born January 7th, 1976 in Perugia. 
  
PRESIDENT: The defense that called the witness can proceed with the questioning. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: I’m attorney Ghirga, defender of Amanda Knox. Do you remember why you were 
called here, the murder of this young english student?  
  
WITNESS: Sure. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Was it on the 1st November, the 2nd November, when was it? 
  
WITNESS: When it happened the... 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Do you remember more or less when it happened? 
  
WITNESS: When it happened? 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga:  Yes. 
  
WITNESS: The fact that I saw, we are speaking of the... 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga:  Yes. 
  
WITNESS: It was Friday, November 2nd. 
  
PRESIDENT: What did you see? If perhaps you can tell us.  
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: I was getting into that. You remember the events, you knew about them Friday, 
November 2nd, when? On the afternoon, on the morning? Do you remember? 
  
WITNESS: The news about the death of the girl… 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: (unrecognizable - Overlapping voices) perhaps another question. 
  
WITNESS: When the murder happened not really, I knew about it precisely on the afternoon, around 2 
pm, it was Thursday I think. 
  
PRESIDENT: The date? What was it? 
  
WITNESS: Perhaps is was the 1st, the 1st or the 2nd, I don’t remember. I think I recall that it was Friday 
the 2nd. 



  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Friday November 2nd, it’s the correct date. 
  
WITNESS: I think so, but it’s been so long. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: We can help you, it was Friday, November 2nd. 
  
WITNESS: It seems to me that it was a Friday. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: You were heard by the police, you went to the police? When did you tell the 
police about those events? 
  
WITNESS: When I was called. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: More or less when was this? 
  
WITNESS: I think it was May, but I’m not sure. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Could it had been May 2008? 
  
WITNESS: Perhaps around the end of May. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Previously to this call, or audience, or invitation, in short, before those 
spontaneous declarations that you gave to the police, did you talk with someone about the 2nd of 
November events?  
  
WITNESS: I talked with a journalist friend. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: He’s called Fois. 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: How many days before the police call? 
  
WITNESS: So, in fact, almost immediately after the murder, that is, we talked among us about the case, 
because I remembered that day a particular thing happened which I sincerely had not given any weight. 
Then a matter without importance. Since then it turned out that there was a person, with a cap, who 
was looking for something, my journalist friend reminded me that I told him something that for me 
didn’t have relevance, then the matter came up on the news. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Since we are answering to a court that is aware, but to keep some order in the 
deposition, you told your journalist friend about an episode that happened on the morning of the 2nd 
November. 
  
WITNESS: On the morning after the murder. On the same morning of the murder, sorry, excuse me. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: On the morning of the 2nd of November, the day when the murder was reported. 
  



WITNESS: Correct, yes. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: What did you tell Fois? Very briefly, because the court already knows.  
  
WITNESS: That in the early morning, around maybe seven, half past seven, anyway, soon after we had 
opened, in front of me, in the square, in front of my kiosk in Grimana Square, there was a young man, an 
already known drug addict I presume, that I knew by sight, screaming, probably angry with someone, 
yelling, railing against a woman and this I understood from what he was saying, you could tell he was 
referring to a woman. Then he went into the phone booth in front and… 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Phoned. 
  
WITNESS: ...and phoned, always railing against a person, presumably, I guess, a woman, from the words 
that he was saying. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: This episode you told immediately to this reporter. 
  
WITNESS: Yes, a few days later, because when we heard of the murder… 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Listen to my question. This episode of November 2nd, that you have synthesized, 
and that's okay like that, you told in its immediacy to this journalist friend. 
  
WITNESS: Yes, that's right. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Then some time passes. 
  
WITNESS: A long time. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: You used an expression: "Fois came back charging", that is, this reporter… 
  
WITNESS: Yes, that’s what happened. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: I'm asking when did he came back charging? 
  
WITNESS: A few days before I was summoned, around perhaps the 20th of May, I do not know. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: What were the essential points of the curiosity, let's call it like that, of the 
journalist with respect to the episode of the November 2nd that you told, do you remember them? A 
white cap... 
  
WITNESS: Basically I said... I remember well this guy because I have not seen him after that, perhaps that 
was the last time that I saw him, however, he was a frequent visitor of the square. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Speak to the presiding judge. 
  
WITNESS: He had a white cap, wool-like, because all in all it was cold, it was early morning. He had a 
dark jacket, but I do not remember if it was slim fit, he had a sweatshirt, definitely had a dark jacket and 



maybe some jeans. He came to me to change some money and I noticed that he had his right hand... 
was bloodied, probably because he had had a fight, I do not know. 
  
PRESIDENT: Excuse me, you are making a gesture there on the back. 
  
WITNESS: Yes, right here. 
  
PRESIDENT: Over the closed fist. 
  
WITNESS: Yes, because, when he came to change money, he placed his hand on me, so much so that I 
did not want to give him change, I remembered the episode for this particular reason. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: What do you remember of the Napapijri sweatshirt? Did you tell the journalist, 
your journalist friend? 
  
WITNESS:  I honestly do not remember, because it passed so much time. Because he used to wear a 
Napapijri sweatshirt anyway, though sincerely, if that day he wore one or was simply a dark jacket at the 
time, I don’t remember. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: After this conversation came some articles in the newspapers? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, a few days before ... a few days later. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Then you were summoned or did you went to the police? 
  
WITNESS: I was summoned. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: To the police you responded in the way that is in the deposition. But, in relation 
to the white cap and the Napapijri sweatshirt what did you tell to the police? 
  
WITNESS: I talked about the white cap, because I remember perfectly that he had this white cap. 
Regarding the sweatshirt, honestly I do not remember. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Is it possible that you said: "I exclude that he wore "... referring to the Napapijri 
sweatshirt? 
  
WITNESS: I might, I do not know, I honestly do not remember. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: So, you told the story of November 2nd to the journalist immediately. After that, 
in the month of May, the journalist returns, the conversation focuses on the white cap and on the 
Napapijri sweatshirt. Out comes a newspaper article also referring the white cap and the Napapijri 
sweatshirt and then you went to make a statement to the police. 
  
WITNESS: Exactly. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Where you confirmed the episode of the white cap, but excluded, because 
otherwise I could read it, we already read the deposition once here, that you had talked about that 
Napapijri sweatshirt circumstance. Am I reconstructing this correctly? 



  
PRESIDENT: Is this correct? 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: The question, Mr. attorney? 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: The question was that, if my reconstruction was correct. There also came along 
another journalist of the Giornale dell’Umbria... 
  
WITNESS: Er… 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: I’m finishing with a last question, I wanted to reconstruct this step. 
  
PRESIDENT: Yes, but maybe with questions. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: The question I’ve made. It's correct? I have reconstructed... the reconstruction is 
faithful? 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: Last question, were you approached by another journalist of a local newspaper to 
talk again about the matter? 
  
WITNESS: I was contacted by Francesca Bene, along with Antioco Fois. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Ghirga: I now leave the floor to my colleague Dalla Vedova. 
  
PRESIDENT: Yes, if there are questions, please. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Attorney Dalla Vedova for Knox. 
  
WITNESS: Hello. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Look, do you remember what this gentleman was shouting when he was 
making the phone call? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, can I say it? 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Yes. 
  
WITNESS: "I'll kill you, bitch." 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Do you remember if an ambulance intervened? 
  
WITNESS: No, I read it in the papers, but I tell you frankly that there was no trace of an ambulance. I 
didn’t see one. 
  



DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Is Grimana Square frequented by many drug addicts? 
  
WITNESS: I would say yes. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: In particular, can you refer a few episodes? 
  
WITNESS: In what sense? 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Of intolerance. 
  
WITNESS: Every day. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Every day? 
  
WITNESS: Not every, but in most days because, unfortunately, mostly, there are drug addicts. So, it's 
frequent for us to see incidents of this type, quarrels with each other because they are in a crisis of 
abstinence, and this is also why I didn't gave importance to the thing. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: You run the kiosk in Grimana Square. 
  
WITNESS: Exactly. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: I am not from Perugia, but with… your companion. 
  
WITNESS: Exactly, yes. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Did you know that Mr. Rosignoli has been heard? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, of course, he lives with me. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: What are your business hours? 
  
WITNESS: We open around 6:40, 6:45. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: In the morning? 
  
WITNESS: In the morning. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Until? 
  
WITNESS: Until the evening at seven, at 19:00. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Look, Do you remember if these journalists have also questioned Mr. 
Curatolo? 
  
WITNESS: I saw... I sincerely do not know about what they have spoken, but yes, I have seen several 
times that they spoke together. 
  



PRESIDENT: Excuse me, Mr. Curatolo… 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Who is Mr. Curatolo? 
  
WITNESS: He is the homeless man who sleeps, slept, now he sleeps there no more, in the square, just 
beside the kiosk, in the bench next to the kiosk. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: He was sleeping or still sleeps there today? 
  
WITNESS: No, still... in the last two to three months he sleeps there no more. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Look, have you ever seen Rudy Guede in the Basketball pitch? 
  
WITNESS: No, I never noticed. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: However, there is a pitch where basketball is usually played among boys? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, many boys play, yes, they meet there. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Look, since last Friday, after your partner was heard, did you have contact 
with journalists? 
  
WITNESS: No, absolutely not. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: No further questions, thank you. 
  
PRESIDENT: The cross-examination. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Look, you saw this subject wandering around the newsstand, he was bloodied, you 
said. 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: He had bruises or was... 
  
WITNESS: Yes, it was a wound. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Where was it? 
  
WITNESS: In his right hand, yes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Look, did he had blood on his shoes? 
  
WITNESS: I honestly do not remember seeing his shoes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: You did not go to the police, but instead to the prosecution office in May 2008, 
because you were heard in the prosecutor's office, you said then that you didn’t see, absolutely, what 
kind of shoes he was wearing, much less that if they were stained with blood. You exclude that. 



  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: So now you remember this well? 
  
WITNESS: No, I said I do not remember looking at the shoes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Nor that they were stained with blood. 
  
WITNESS: No, I only remember the detail of the hand. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Look, this man, screamed those expressions "whore", etc, did he say that before or 
after when talking on the phone? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, he started saying nonsense before the call, but I did not pay attention. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: This man say by any chance: "I’ve killed her"? 
  
WITNESS:  No, never. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: He never said it. So this man, speaking with a person said, "I'll kill you." 
  
WITNESS:  “I'll kill you, bitch." 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini:  Another thing, the Napapijri sweatshirt, do you remember whether or not he wore a 
Napapijri sweatshirt and if you spoke with Fois about this Napapijri sweatshirt? 
  
WITNESS: No, I do not remember. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: I dispute that, in the statements made in the prosecutor's office, in May 2008, you 
stated: "Neither I nor my boyfriend ever said to Fois that the addict wore a Napapijri sweatshirt" you 
exclude this. 
  
WITNESS: Mhm, mhm! 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: This is, you exclude that you ever said this to Fois. 
  
WITNESS:  I do not remember because much time has passed. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: I’ve read to you... "neither I nor my boyfriend ever said to Fois that the addict wore a 
Napapijri sweatshirt". So that's what you declared a year ago, not even that. 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: This thing you have repeated now… I found it for you. 
  
PRESIDENT: Excuse me, the prosecutor is reading the statements as a contestation, because you said: "I 
do not remember", but in those statements you recalled the circumstances and that you excluded them. 



  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Here, at another point: "He asked me", I asked you, "I exclude that I saw the man 
wearing a Napapijri sweatshirt". This is what you have stated in the prosecution office, do you 
remember? 
  
WITNESS: Honestly, yes, in the sense that if I told you that... but in this moment I do not remember 
exactly of the sweatshirt. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: However, this is what you said. 
  
WITNESS: Yes, yes, of course. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: Do you confirm it? 
  
PRESIDENT: Excuse me, today she does not remember that. 
  
WITNESS: I do not remember, correct. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini: But when you made those statements… 
  
WITNESS: When I made them... sure. 
  
PRESIDENT: You were telling the truth? 
  
WITNESS: But absolutely, I would not had reason to lie. 
  
P. P. - Dr. Mignini:  No further questions. 
  
PRESIDENT: Are there questions? There are, to finalize the examination, please Mr. attorney. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: A clarification, again attorney Dalla Vedova. You mentioned that this 
gentleman asked you to change money. 
  
WITNESS: To call from the phone booth. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: If you remember exactly, did he have a wallet? 
  
WITNESS: No, no, they never have one. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: Did he have a large denomination bill or… 
  
WITNESS: He had Euro coins that he wanted me to change in ten cents, twenty cents, in smaller pieces. 
  
DEFENSE - Att. Dalla Vedova: I understand. Thank You. 
  
PRESIDENT: To make a call… what do you mean. With one Euro coins… 
  



WITNESS: No, because many times they don’t ... because the public telephone booths don’t give change, 
then, instead of putting a Euro coin that they know that they cannot get change back, they put small 
pieces, usually ten, twenty cents. 
  
PRESIDENT: I want to ask you, on the evening of November 1st, the Kiosk, you were open or closed and 
until what time? 
  
WITNESS:  We were open until 7 pm because we do continuous business hours. 
  
PRESIDENT: That evening do you remember seeing Mr. Curatolo? 
  
WITNESS: Him there… 
  
PRESIDENT: Yes, he was there in that period? 
  
WITNESS: Yes, yes, he was always there, always slept there. 
 
PRESIDENT: In that period he was there? 
  
WITNESS: It was the period that he slept there, yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: Do you remember which bench he occupied? 
  
WITNESS: The one just beside the kiosk, almost attached to the kiosk, near the fountain. 
  
PRESIDENT: Do you know for how long he stays there in the evening? 
  
WITNESS: Generally all night, sleeping there. 
  
PRESIDENT: In the morning you found him there, in fact. 
  
WITNESS: Not now, in that period, yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: On November 2nd, opening the kiosk, you found him there? 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: Is it so? 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: Perfect. Rudy Guede, you were already asked this, you said that you don’t remember ever 
having seen him? 
  
WITNESS: No, absolutely. 
  
PRESIDENT:  Excuse me, the current defendants, Raffaele Sollecito and Amanda Knox, who are present 
in this courtroom, have you seen them previously? 



  
WITNESS: Maybe once or twice in the newspaper stand. 
  
PRESIDENT: Both together? 
  
WITNESS: Together, yes. 
  
PRESIDENT: Once in the newsstand? 
  
WITNESS: Yes. 
  
 PRESIDENT: If there are no other questions, you can go. You are dismissed. 
  
There are no other questions; the witness is dismissed. 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 


