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“Corruption” is a very concrete relation

For Mirian A. Golden and Eric C. C. Chang, later quoted as (Golden, July 2001), the political ruling class of postwar Italy was corrupt. They do not know why and how, either how to test that, despite their quantitative analyses. But they know it was such. They use sources, which omit essential evidence. When evidence is complete, on specific phenomena (not at all on “corruption”) and periods, they interpret it improperly, in an extravagant way. 

Omitted essential evidence is for instance the material collected from the MP Giovanardi
 on the whole population (not on a sample) of the DC Deputies (not on DC Senators) object of political persecution in 1992/1993. Since the political purge, which had the function to annihilate and disperse the political Centre, was focused overall on the Deputies’ Chamber
, a set of Deputies obeys to all statistical prudence criteria. Other reliable evidence there is not immediately disposable. The evidence provided from Giovanardi, integrated from following developments, shoves unequivocally the political persecution without even the capability to prosecute and to get condemnation of the persecuted and defamed people.  

(Golden, July 2001) prefers essentially literature claiming there was “political corruption”. It quotes this kind of literature instead of documentation one
. Extravagant interpretations are created on partial materials, which are not relative to “corruption”, but abusively claimed from (Golden, July 2001) as relative to “corruption”. Consequently, useless material is used, while pertinent one is avoided.

(Golden, July 2001) states that “systemic political corruption in a democratic context occurs despite a wealth of legal regulations intended to prevent it”
. For it
, this was the case of Germany, France and Italy. In practice, it confuses party illegal financing with “corruption”. The confusion is usually operated from the networks practicing political and systemic defamation, a very diffused form of ideological war.  

Corruption is a very concrete relation. To use it as synonym of illegality is an epistemological fraud. It is, not astonishingly considering the 1990s campaigning on these questions, what (Golden, July 2001) does: “But it is also possible that the law “created” political corruption by the simple fact of criminalizing previous licit behavior.”
 Even if it is law to create crime, even if corruption were legal, it would remain corruption. In a country there is not less corruption only because eventually not criminalized or not prosecuted. (Golden, July 2001) systematically confuses different analytic levels. 
If there is a corruption relation, the corrupter pays for getting something he/she/it would have not got without the payments. The corrupt official or politician or Statesman/woman assumes decisions against his/her duties because paid, because corrupt. Without this double relation, corruption there is not. Even situations of systemic “corruption”, of systemic mismanagement, of systemic deterioration, of cartelisation, of deteriorate or sane Statism, etc., with or without party illegal financing, are substantially different from corruption relations, when with “corruption” one means corruption of individuals and/or political parties. On the other hand, regular party financing may hide corruption relations, if there is an exchange relation on specific choices, and if this exchange relation is clearly against general or State interests, which are abused since the corruption relations. 

The corruption of political parties finally passes through the corruption of concrete people, even in the case of parties flaunting a sacral conception of themselves. The point is not anyway easy. If one wants to consider the creation and/or promotion of party currents from economic interests as “corruption” instead of political representation (it seems to me both, in certain cases), one should consider all forms of lobbyism, with the only exception of pure information, as corruption. The publicity of party financing submits, but only partially, party “corruption” (if one wants to consider all financings as corruption) to democratic control. For instance, how to evaluate the subliminal forms of political support may be realised by media and rewarded form the politician become Statesman or the forms of political discrimination realised by the use of police corps? If political currents are discriminated (the so-called anti-system parties or movements), other ones are preserved and/or promoted. However democratic control and judgment on “corruption” represented from party financing is not always possible. How to evaluate the case of entrepreneurs refusing to publicly finance political parties because fearing revenges and/or requests of funds from bureaucracies and/or from other political parties? How to define, avoiding personal preferences and opportunisms, a scientific criterion? 

“Illegal financing” is nor “corruption” of politicians  

The simple illegal financing of political parties is not corruption of politicians, overall if it is the entrepreneur, not the party, to pretend this kind of financing. For instance, it is the Italian case, entrepreneurs refused and refuse to legally finance political parties because they have fear being abused and/or discriminated from one or the other of them, or more probably from some police apparatus or other bureaucracy. In other cases, politics simply pretended a fixed percentage on businesses with public boards. That might imply, eventually, an entrepreneurial world abused, corrupt, from politics instead of a political world corrupt from business, even if relations are more complex. The latter hypothesis is however assumed, without any evidence, because more useful for deceiving historical, institutional and political real dynamics. 

Instead, there are systemic aspects it would be more important to define coldly in their origins, what would permit understand something more than assuming a perfection to use for judging/discriminating all other realities. Very corrupt societies, as the British and the US ones, have found devices for avoiding the destructive power corruption can have and on corruption or despite corruption they have built great empires. Other societies had found other techniques, eventually less efficient. Differences are not in corruption but in its management. However, the networks using the excuse of corruption prefer to use it as a housebreaking device. All serious discussion is consequently avoided.

Passing from these general statements to concrete cases, it is evident that it is very difficult, in many cases, to emit “sentences” beyond all reasonable doubt on whether a politician or a Statesman/woman is conditioned, so objectively corrupt, even in the most transparent of the worlds. While it is sufficiently easy, in certain contexts, the identification of bureaucratic corruption when bribes are pretended for according services should be corresponded without them, or for according illegal favours. 

The supposed corruption of a politician, of a Statesman of Stateswoman, of an entrepreneur, of a bureaucrat, cannot be simplistically qualified as “political corruption” or “political parties’ corruption”. In first instance, it is necessary to verify whether the corruption relation there is, in which direction, in what it consists. Anti-“corruption” campaigners carefully avoid this ground preferring what must be. They use pre-selected targets
.   

Also clientelism is a form of very diffused personal and mass corruption, although some mysterious reason makes very unpopular to discuss on this kind of activities sees Trade Unions in first line. (Golden, July 2001) concentrates on what are surely forms of corruption if there really are: “bribes and kickbacks”
. And (Golden, July 2001) declares wanting “systematically testing the hypothesis that competition among individual candidates from the same party is significantly associated with political corruption.”
 He will do it without data, for “demonstrating” its pre-science. 

In fact, “corruption” is assumed, in (Golden, July 2001), already before its impossible testing: “The “personal vote” literature typically focuses on how politicians provide constituency service in order to gain individual recognition from voters, although the circumstances under which constituency service also involves patronage and, in the extreme, outright corruption have not been identified. Plausibly however, incomplete or blocked partisan competition for public office is a contributing factor, along with a legal environment that easily criminalizes campaign fund-raising efforts or contributions.”
 Non-elected dictators are even better perhaps for (Golden, July 2001), although everybody is always elected in a way or in the other one: the question is not at all a moral one.  

Naturally (Golden, July 2001), strong of its pre-science, immediately concentrate on Italy and, more specifically, on Christian Democracy. In practice, the single candidate constituency systems are assumed a priori without systematic personal corruption, while the main government party of Italy, the DC, in a context of proportional electoral system, with consequent competition also inside the same party, must be affected by personal corruption of politicians. 

Impossible to say whether (Golden, July 2001) had any knowledge on the single candidate constituency systems. Since the sources it quotes
, and since its arguing, it seems to have no knowledge of the Italian political and institutional system. 

Magistracy inquiries on non-opinion crimes and a freely interpreted TI perception index presented as “corruption” 

Its analysis develops looking for “charges of malfeasance against DC member of parliament”
, or this is what is declared. “We show that political corruption is significantly associated with increases in intraparty competition.”
 

We will see that “malfeasance” or, better, [suspected] crimes
, is not necessarily “corruption” and that electoral competition is not the only form of intraparty competition. The (Golden, July 2001) analysis concentrates precisely on other things presented as corruption or its proxies and essentially on electoral competition. For this latter aspect, it is apparently easy, in the Italian context, to compare MPs and Senators. For the Deputy Chamber election there was the proportional system, while for the Senate election there was …actually equally, de facto, the proportional system. Even if, for Senate, the electoral mechanisms obliged to a reduced number of candidates, relatively to the Deputies’ Chamber. For Senate elections, there were mono-candidate constituencies where, for being elected, it was necessary 65% votes. Since nearly nobody was elected in this way
, there was the allocation of the seats on regional base. The regional allocation was on party basis. In practice there was, formally, a strange majoritarian, which, in practice, became a bit strange proportional.   

Elected senators were and are one-half relatively to deputies, but they were elected in smaller constituencies. What was, by itself, element of reduced electoral costs, what anyway does not necessarily means lesser political costs. However the intra-party competition was not eliminated. After the seats’ allocation on regional basis to the political parties, the election of the different candidates of each party depended on their votes relatively to those of the other candidates of the same party. There was, in addition, apart from candidates imposed for various reasons from the central party, all the [not costless] activity necessary to induce the party to prefer a certain candidate to another one. Party-currents’ and -sub-currents’ machines are not necessarily immediate “electoral costs”, but they may be very costly.  

In its work of Italy defamation, (Golden, July 2001) writes that “Italy represents an extreme case of systemic political corruption in an established, democratic setting. […] …if surveys of international executives such as those conducted by transparency International (TI) are to be believed.”
 The TI index is an index on perception. (Golden, July 2001) accepts the Italian supposed exception with absolutely odd arguments even from a statistical-quantitative point of view: the perceived corruption (the TI index) is not explained, in the (Golden, July 2001) linear regression, by the GDP per capita. What means there was no significant correlation, for Italy, between TI index and GDP, in the given model. Why this statistical abnormality should be “corruption” instead of difference in economic and social relations or something else (a statistical free rider, for instance)? Why was this not evidence of some oddness of the TI index. Since (Golden, July 2001) had assumed Italian “corruption”, it ought to find an explanation sounding coherent with its assumption. Forced “coherence” is not a virtue in research work.  
With absolute conceptual confusion (Golden, July 2001) writes: “In the mid-1990s Italian corruption levels were far higher than the country’s relatively wealthy status would have predicted.”
 Why? Perhaps since the TI index, which is not “corruption” but “perceived corruption”? It is sufficient the prosecutors and media of a country launch in anti-politics campaigning because the perception dramatically increases. It was what clearly verified in Italy. 

The same TI index assumed from (Golden, July 2001) as corruption is quite extravagantly manipulated by it. The TI perception index is adapted by (Golden, July 2001, p. 591) using its own convenience: “After the mid-1990s the TI index for Italy is probably capturing bureaucratic corruption, earlier political corruption, or some combination.”
 As to tell that the (Golden, July 2001) arbitrarily imagines that “bureaucratic corruption” was suddenly replaced by the political one: in perception or in reality? Are we in an imaginary world or in a real world? What is the evidence of this supposed sudden shift? “We believe that bureaucratic corruption has remained relatively high in Italy (in part due to the absence of thoroughgoing reform of the public administration), whereas political corruption has fallen drastically since the change of regime in the mid-1990s”
. Put the predestined, saved and promoted weak politicians of the anti-modernising Catholic left and of the PDS, “political corruption has fallen drastically since the change of regime in the mid-1990s”, according the (Golden, July 2001) free declarations. It ought to be such, evidently, for the (Golden, July 2001) paradigms, actually just beliefs and unfounded suppositions, considering that (Golden, July 2001) does not show any, eventually undeclared, deep knowledge of the 1990s Italian events. 

Sudden “corruption” and sudden “change of regime”?

What is this “change of regime in the mid-1990s”
, the judicial-Presidential purge of the core of the politicians traditionally representing the political Centre? Is it purge of experimented (relatively to the save and promoted) Statesmen or change of regime? Is it para-Scalfaro Presidency of the Republic and para-Leftist pro-parasitic finance and monopolies course uncertainly and provisionally imposed by institutional abuses and judicial violence or “change of regime”? “Change of regime” or final judicialist degeneration of the old regime progressively weakening and capable to react only after a decade of institutional abuses and shocks? However, if all this finally perpetuates a regime, how referring to a “change of regime”?  

The same expression “change of regime” is really original, as well as a mystification, since the situation of dramatic civil and institutional conflict there was in Italy, along all the 1990s and over, among the traditional regime forces. Nevertheless, it is indispensable not to confuse quantity with quality. The only changes were in electoral laws and, even there, they were not so substantial to induce to refer to a change of regime. It is more precise to refer to a coup d’État process inside a regime, instead of to a change of regime. It may be a change of regime will produce since small incremental changes at a certain time will translate in a jump in direction of something different, although until now (mid-2002) there are only intentions, not realisations. Pure claims are not a structural change, even only at politico-institutional level. Politico-institutional alterations as the overwhelming power of the Presidency of the Republic, for a phase it is in some (only in some way) continuing it is not necessarily a “change of regime”.

In academic journals, the question of the political purge realised by some prosecutors, and the decade of increased decaying it produced, is carefully avoided. For a lot of reasons, not at all mysterious
, it is extremely unpopular to do research on the matter, despite the extreme abundance of published materials and archive evidence there is in Italy. The only accepted thesis is the hilarious tale of the suddenly and mysteriously appeared heroic prosecutors, symptomatically called “judges” from della Porta and Vannucci
. In practice, della Porta and Vannucci call “judges” they who are policemen/women as deployed function! For these and similar authors, these mysteriously appeared heroes would have been mysteriously obstructed from really imposing the age of virtue
. What increases the mystery on their sudden appearing
. No other research, and even reading of the abundant materials there is on the 1990s Italy, is admitted in academic milieus. (Golden, July 2001) astonishingly declares that “little is know with confidence about the causes of political corruption.”
 So, mystery extends to “political corruption”. One only knows that it there ought to be, and only for the Centre fractions, because differently one could not “explain” the political purge by apparently sounding and easy tales.  

What the political purge used and preserved was the condition of cartelised market of State contracts and sub-contracts, adjudications, supplies, public works. The cartelised marked was more general and included State bureaucracies (included magistrates) and Trade Unions: everything and everybody was allocated since “other” reasons than functional ones and whatever formal legality was. Just collected some materials for ruining the pre-selected targets, the vein was not anymore followed. Consequently, the condition of cartelised market was perpetuated stronger than before, as even numerous declarations of prosecutors let to understand. If politics’ illegal financing and bureaucratic corruption were founded on it, they continued to be founded on it. As Freudian lapsus for showing that the judicialist inquiries were essentially a political purge operation, the DC Administrative Secretary Severino Citaristi was prosecuted not only for tens of illegal financing he confessed without any problem but also for a legal financing!
 It could not be differently. Because despite the effort of the judicialist academicians, judicial solution to problems does not exist, overall if prosecution and judicial apparatuses are functional to a vast political purge and to the alteration of constitutional equilibria for preserving everything as always without a real regime change. 

A banal political persecution and purge, (Golden, July 2001) prefers to read by judicialist propaganda   

Nevertheless, in the 1990s a couple of simple macro-events verified: [1] the judicial liquidation of the outcome of the 5/6 April 1992 general elections, [2] the continuation of the anti-Centre offensive against Berlusconi, just he became a politician and reorganised the judicially destroyed Centre.  

[1] After the 1992 general elections and against their outcome, in 1992/1993 all the Centre fractions of Italian politics, and only such fractions, were destroyed by the judicial violence, institutional accomplice and beneficiary the President of the Republic who was, at the same time, President of the CSM
. The operation was absolutely surgical, even if a bit more complex because in parallel there was, in the South, a decisive fight against all reinforcement and legalisation of private capitalism. In fact, where, in the South, there were DC-lefts favouring private capitalism development, these fractions were violently purged (the Mannino – a political supporter of the anti-Clans magistrate Falcone – fraction in Sicily for instance) while only the ones (for instance, the Falcone enemy Orlando Cascio, in Sicily) judicially protected and favoured
. In occasion of the 1994 general elections, strangely called from the President of the Republic after only two years the previous ones, instead of five, all the Centre parties present in 1992 had already been judicially liquidated.
 They were not any more present on the political arena: they were not “liquidated” from electors. 

[2] The continuation of the judicial offensive against the Centre (in practice the old Centre-Left DC-PSI plus smaller allied and fractions) reconstructed from Berlusconi. An incredible concentration of police investigations and strikes was realised from certain prosecutors’ clans
 only against Berlusconi, actually the entrepreneur less or not at all implicated in illegal financing of political parties and in at least decades of regime crimes and frauds. Exactly for that, in a political system had only purged its most strong and precious sectors, for achieving the direct subordination of politics to bureaucracies and parasitic interests, the Centre reorganised under Berlusconi was not acceptable. It anyway resisted, and with various successes. Which was the stake of these 1990s political and institutional intensive destabilisations? Apart from bureaucratic interests beginning from those of the Presidency of the Republic, and of prosecutors and magistrates connected with them, and even avoiding the ground of geopolitical confrontations, at least some hundred thousand billion liras
 of State economy interests to be privatised certainly were a stake was worth the destruction of politics. Surely, it was necessary the presence of economic and financial interests without any national identity and concern: it was exactly the condition of Italian bureaucracies and “entrepreneurs”. It was the classical “Italian”
 spirit.  
But, finally, (Golden, July 2001) seems to find a key element for testing “political corruption”: “[…], Italy offers a unique and therefore underexploited source of data on political corruption: requests by magistrates for authorisation to proceed with an investigation against a member of parliament, or what are abbreviated in Italian as RAP […].”
 Evidently (Golden, July 2001) does not know what it is speaking about. Apart from that a request to investigate is not a condemnation, what anyway might be irrelevant from an historical point of view since judicial evidence (condemnation or acquittal) is not historical, factual, evidence, charges against Senators or MPs were not necessarily
 for “corruption”. Having examined carefully even the critical 1990s, I can declare that nearly anybody, in the Italian Parliament, has been ever condemned for “corruption”. On the contrary, it was odd custom of judicialist prosecutors to initially accuse their targets of all possible crime, what makes problematic to use these propaganda manifests were initial judicialist accusations and defamations were. The real accusations were eventually, but only during the 1992/1993 pogrom, of “illegal financing”, with about only 15% of the MPs defendants finally very slightly condemned for something
. There have been, in the Republican history, only some cases, stigmatised as “corruption”. They should anyway be analysed for checking whether there was really a corruptive relation or there had been only condemnations since political conveniences
. The 1990s condemnations also for “corruption” of the DC and PSI Secretaries were clearly political condemnations since the object of “corruption” there was not (apart from, perhaps, for the PCI/PDS
 and its Independent Left
, but investigations were blocked), not even any personal enrichment. 

However, (Golden, July 2001) declares candidly: “Between 1948 and 1993, the Italian judiciary made 4,770 requests to parliament for authorisation to proceed with such charges.”
 “Such charges” are here charges of “corruption”. (Golden, July 2001) simply transforms 4,770 requests for authorisation to proceed in 4,770 requests for authorisation to proceed for “corruption”. What not also, as just said, is irrelevant (charges are not condemnation), but it is absolutely false. They were not 4,770 requests to proceed for “corruption”. 

The lie, or simply extreme misunderstanding, opens the way to further lies, or extreme misunderstanding, on Italy. “Finally, the dramatic revelations of extremely widespread corruption among the Italian political class with the “Clean Hands” investigations that began in 1992 generated a rich literature describing the processes of Italian political corruption. While it was no secret even prior to 1992 that political parties in Italy had been engaged in extensive corruption (as a handful of studies had documented but as was also well known even in the absence of systematic research), after numerous aspects of Italian political corruption were scrutinised, generating a rich and detailed literature in both Italian and English.”

Actually, despite a huge slandering literature against Italy, what is certainly meaning of something, there is no research and no documentation on Italian politics’ corruption. What the slanderous literature defined “corruption” was simply illegal financing of the political system. Why there was illegal financing? Because laws were made for State financing of the political parties and they included norms on party financing of impossible application in the given contests. Consequently, all political parties financed illegally about in the same proportion (the PCI was more costly, so its illegal financing was more consistent, because it did not enjoy the consensus advantages of the parties were in central office, although it had equally wide clientelist power) and with similar techniques. The party nearly totally saved from investigations, which were clearly politically biased
, the ex-PCI in its various fractions
, was the Italian party with the main party machine. It was not financed by the price of the party membership cards. Also the DC-Left anti-modernising fractions, saved even more carefully than the PCI/PDS, did not finance by members’ contributions. In fact, judicialist prosecutors’ inquiries carefully avoided to systematically inquiry on DC currents, each one had separate administrations and financing. When evidence was casually found, it was ignored, if it was relative to the anti-modernising fractions of the DC-Left
. Illegal financing does not mean “corruption”. We have already told that for demonstrating a corruption one should demonstrate that who paid got something he/she would have not got without payment. Even in the very rare cases of condemnations for “corruption”, corruption was not demonstrated. They were just political and biased sentences got by the juridically aberrant principle of the logical evidence and one ought to know and by the assumption that the political Centre ought to be criminal and corrupt. There was nothing else.

=======================
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� Golden, M. A., and E. C. C. Chang, Competitive corruption. Factional conflict and political malfeasance in postwar Italian Christian Democracy, World Politics, 53, July 2001, 588-622.


� The second and last part will be more specific on the point of intra-party competition, (Golden, July 2001) pretends to test without data and without knowing essential points on the party and electoral systems’ working in Italy. 


� LDA, Giovanardi: Mani pulite fu una persecuzione, [Giovanardi: Clean Hands was a persecution], Giornale, IE, 4 September 1999; Luca D’Alessandro, Tangentopoli dc: degli 88 inquisiti condannati solo 4, [DC Kickback-city: just 4 sentenced over 88 inquired MPs], Giornale, 4 September 1999. 


� It is there that the active party leaders concentrated.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 593).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 588).


� (Golden, July 2001).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 613).


� This work of selecting targets to strike initially by different propagandistic excuses and later by police and judicial work is part of the international activity of the US judiciary police, the FBI. The FBI is also inside the organisation of academic anti-“corruption” campaigners, by international conferences, funding of researches and similar initiatives. 


� If it is a political party to oblige the entrepreneur to pay a percentage over businesses, it is extortion, instead of “bribes and kickbacks”. In a context where spontaneously parties would not finance political parties, it may even be considered a kind of tax for systemic well working. If political parties assure protection, in exchange of these pretended or spontaneously given financings, against some bureaucratic abuses and/or they guarantee the access to credit, etc., here everything becomes conceptually further more complicated.      


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 589). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 590).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 593). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 590/591).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 591).


� Eventually not at all connected with politics and institutions. 


� In 1992, the least year of the working of this electoral law, only two Senators were elected in this way.


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 591).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 591). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 591).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 622).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 622).


� Privatisations-fraud, Italy’s further systemic weakening at other EU countries advantage and connection between the interests of an overwhelming Presidency of the Republic (with Scalfaro and later) and of Leftist and Rightist networks implied colossal material interests and the consequent possibility to condition intellectuals. 


� See all their works. 


� Pizzorno, A., Il potere dei giudici. Stato democratico e controllo della virtù, Editori Laterza, Rome-Bari, Italy, 1998.  


� Judicialist authors have tried to diffuse the thesis of an Italian magistracy extraordinary “independent”. Apart from that the coexistence inside the same order of prosecutors and judges has inevitably led to the subordination of judges to prosecutors, if one examines the evolution of Italian magistracy from the 1960, one easily discovers different things. The autonomisation of prosecutors from the political power had created their feudalisation at service of economic and other factional interests. These objectively on hire prosecutors conditioned judges. Here is the judicialist authors’ “Italian magistracy independence”. Abundant evidence on the utilisation of magistrates and magistracy fractions for wide operations of financial and political fight and restructuring, is already in the Italian 1970s and 1980s. Already then, “red” magistrates were used from a variety of sources (from the FBI to DC fractions) for strikes and, when not any more useful, the inquiries were called to Rome and there eventually switch off. Some of these magistrates have been variously manipulated in the 1990s and over. These are the judicialist intellectuals’ pure heroes.      


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 593). 


� (Carra 1999). 


� Consiglio Superiore della Magistratura [Magistracy Superior Board]. It is the self-government organ of the judiciary order, which in Italy includes Prosecutors and Judges, with Prosecutors dominating Judges. 


� In Sicily, for instance, judicial strikes were coordinated with the local judicialist Lefts, specifically La Rete and the PCI/PDS. There is public evidence, on that. (Lehner, G., Toga! Toga! Toga!. Parole in libertà sulla giustizia italiana, Mondadori, Milan, Italy, 1998, p. 143/144). 


� The excuse was the illegal financing practised in the same proportions from all the political parties, but used only against the Centrist fractions of the political system. The saved parties, Lefts (DC-lefts included, apart from in Sicily were the anti-Clans DC-lefts were violently persecuted with false criminal accusations even tribunal recognised false after a decade or more) and Rights became, in this context, judicially blackmailed parties as numerous episodes, and even Prosecutors’ open declarations and threats, showed.   


� The Berlusconi (reprised also from Burnett and Mantovani, 1998) theory of the “communist plot” is anyway factually false. It obeys to political propaganda logic and needs of the Berlusconi area.   


� Some source refers even to one million billions, only partially privatised, and with only perhaps one or two hundred billions liras collected. The precise accounts are nearly impossible because the companies to be privatised were generally refinanced. In addition, there was a lot of local companies, real estates of public boards, etc. Since the realised frauds (some are known in details) there was and there is no interest in publicity and transparency, so in precise accounts from who/which could do them.  


� I prefer to call it Italic, because an Italian identity never existed. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 592). Nobody call them “RAP” in Italy. It is evidently an abbreviation (Golden, July 2001) has found by some author or in some Parliamentary or para-Parliamentary act. 


� Generally, they were not before 1992. It was very rare that a politician was inquired for corruption or something similar, before 1992. From 1992, “corruption” was nearly just claimed for permitting easier and better defamation by media.    


� Function of the 1992/1993 pogrom was the defamation of the political Centre and its liquidation. Apart from some symbolic names as Craxi and Forlani, and someone else, nobody really cared to judicially condemn anybody. Even the main politicians and Statesmen finally condemned, as Craxi and Forlani, charged and condemned for “corruption”, were condemned for “corruption” with odd and clearly irregular judicial proceedings, without any direct and personal evidence, apart from the long and systematic defamation by media. Nobody had ever corrupted them. It was just a political reprisal, a symbolic sacrifice, which, among other aspects, reinforced the Stalinist attitudes and behaviours of the ex-PCI obstructing each its modern evolution. A radical political purge, but without really destroying the political area of electors one wanted to let without political representation, is not the best situation for a normal evolution of parties coming out from the cold war and, in certain cases, dominated from organic agents of foreign powers.    


� In the cases had concerned Craxi and Forlani, corruptive relations there were not.   


� For what affects the Enimont case, used against the government parties, the PCI/PDS seemed to be on the payroll of Enimont. It seemed to be there since exchange relations, not since simple general and generic political support. (Geronimo 2000); (Maurizio Tortorella, Quei fondi neri. E dimenticati, [These back and forgotten funds], Panorama, 21 July 2000; Geronimo, Il finto segreto di Stato, [The false State secret], Panorama, 28 July 2000; Amici&Complici, Friends&Accomplices, Foglio, 24 August 2000; Massimo Franco, «Ecco chi ha tradito mio padre», [«Here is who betrayed my father»], Panorama, IE, 19 January 2001).  


� See the October 1989 journalistic and parliamentary action of then Independent Left MP Professor Vincenzo Visco (later PDS/DS Minister in the Prodi, D’Alema and Amato governments) for fiscally favouring the Ferruzzi-Gardini group.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 593). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 593).


� What does not mean that judicialist Prosecutors and other judicialist magistrates were “red”. There was no “communist” plot. It was simply the political operation they assisted to have certain characteristics.


� Judicialist prosecutors struck nearly only the reformist pro-Craxi fraction of the ex-PCI, in practice its liberal fraction, with some warning to the Coop fraction (D’Alema), the most reluctant to organically subordinate to the financer and political organiser Carlo De Benedetti.  


� Ignored, but carefully conserved for keeping the protected and saved currents and politicians under judicialist blackmail. 
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