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This essay has not been published before, neither submitted to anybody else. I have just written it. For the moment, I have no intention to send it to anybody else. If published on Internet (in your Journal), it is equally accessible, I suppose, to the search engines.    

I am writing another short essay on current institutional problems in Taiwan, on a form of passage from mono-partitism to multi-partitism which created some harsh institutional problems from March 2000 until a bit before now, and in some way also until now and over (the Constitutional reform has not yet been realised). It is a typical case relatively to socialist countries passing to multi-partitism for instance, even if Taiwan was not a socialist country. The essay is not at all polemical, differently from the previous one. When I send it, you’ll judge what to do. Why China?. Since some circumstances, I worked very recently on these Taiwan’s questions. 

Abstract. The essay consists in some polemical comments on a diffused but [for me] improper and deceptive way of dealing with the questions of the judicial subversion was used in the 1990s Italy for destroying the Centre of the political system, and in practice for disarticulating the whole political system. That produced serious institutional alterations as the centrality of the Presidency of the Republic (which for the Italian Constitution was just a notary), while Parliament and government were annihilated and are continuing to be obstructed by judicial fire, more precisely from who/which successfully manoeuvre certain prosecutors’ networks. Similar techniques (fight against “corruption”, for “transparency”, etc., legitimate if there were really an action in these directions) were used not only in Italy but, in Italy, they fully deployed their destructive power. One of the international anti-“corruption” campaigners at academic level, and who refers in a [for me] deceptive way to the 1990s Italian events, is a very prolific and internationally known Florence (Italy) academician, Donatella della Porta. I use as direct reference one of her recent essays, as indirect reference a certain number of her essays I have seen, and I raise some methodological and factual questions generally kept outside the academic networks. In the 1990s, Italy was kept blocked by this destabilisation process was presented as anti-“corruption” campaigning, which annihilated institution and economy without contributing to the solution of any problem, on the contrary aggravating them: block of public works, State bureaucracies more inactive than before without institutional and private corruption was reduced, etc. The EU was well happy to have the Italian market a bit more opened to foreign penetration with an Italy without leadership, so incapable to develop competition relatively to the EU powers. The Italian State and system, already not at all in good wealth, further declined. 

[If it is too long, I cut it]   
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