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We have seen, in the first part of this essay, that (Golden, July 2001) positions itself inside the vast literature on the interpretation of the Italy’s 1990 political purge, political persecutions and institutional alteration as normal reaction to “corruption”. We have underlined that the repetition of apparently sounding and certainly convenient tales makes them not less empty and useless from the point of view of scientific analysis. However, the core of (Golden, July 2001) was the exposition of the results of quantitative experiments on this “corruption” and on its supposed relation with supposed intra-party competition. The quantitative experiments were actually realised without data on corruption, not even acceptable proxies. We will discuss here these points.   

(Golden, July 2001) adventures in quantitative testing without data and information

The lack of all kind of documentation on party financing and on the Italian economic and sociological mechanism showed from (Golden, July 2001) does not make less serious the confusion it operates on some judicial acts it pretends to use for quantities analysis. (Golden, July 2001) presents requests of authorisations to inquiry (not specifically on corruption) MPs, requests are addressed to the relative Chamber of Parliament, as evidence on corruption”. This “evidence”, actually on nothing useful for showing corruption, is used from it for testing the supposed correlation between a possible form of intra-party competition of an Italian political party and Italy’s political “corruption”. (Golden, July 2001) limits to slightly purge data letting only “nonopinion crimes”
. What changes nothing to the irrelevance of the data it uses. 

A possible form of intra-party competition, preference votes, is abusively assumed as “intra-party competition”. Evidence on administrative acts having no connection with “corruption” is presented and used as it were “corruption”. The results of this abusive operation are presented as quantitative demonstration that the political debate and competition inside the DC produced the DC politicians’ “corruption” in a frame of proportional electoral system. Also for what concerns electoral systems (Golden, July 2001) seems not to know what it is discussing about
. 

We have already mentioned that corruption is a very precise relation. If bureaucrats demand directly or implicitly money for providing services, that is known from people independently from media campaigning on that. Consequently, eventual perception indexes may have some reliability, although ethnic propensity to complain, or to not complain, to submit or to pretend the respect of their rights should never be ignored
. Perception indexes suddenly jumping and later suddenly re-normalising since political purges and/or defamations against politicians, so since media effects, are perhaps very interesting for testing exactly the perception effects of judicial and media campaigning. They are not useful for testing political corruption, evidencing instead its absence if too sensible to the judicial and media campaigning. Even only on the perception of political corruption, and with the mentioned ethnic cautions, specific indexes would be necessary. It is not such the TI index. It is not such the political campaigning of prosecutors’ clans and of the supporting media, and even less it is an objective index.  

(Golden, July 2001) writes: “Italy offers a unique and therefore unexploited source of data on political corruption: requests by magistrates for authorisation to proceed with an investigation against a member of parliament […]. Between 1948 and 1993, the judiciary made 4,770 requests to Parliament for authorisation to proceed with such charges”.
 What is false. They were requests of authorisation to inquiry MPs, but they were not on corruption, apart from the sudden explosion of the 1992/1993 requests on illegal financing and a lot of arbitrarily supposedly connected “crimes”. Then (in 1992/1993), also “corruption” was frequently contested in the requests to inquiry and in the initial charges, on the basis of the abusive assumption operated from judicialist prosecutors that the political activities of their targets was necessarily “corruption” and criminal. It was a kind of historical reinterpretation built around the dialectics friend-enemy. The politicians needing to be just blackmailed and conditioned from the interests manipulated prosecutors were presented to the public opinion as without electoral costs and personally honest. All the politicians needing to be purged were presented to the public opinion as with heavy political costs, corrupt and criminal. The great majority of the ‘criminals”, once accepted to be purged, was not even prosecuted or condemned, not even for illegal financing. They were all “corrupt” and “criminal” during the 1992/1993 pogrom, and silently innocent when the result of defaming and eliminating the traditional Centre had been achieved.  

Perhaps a part, overall in 1992/1993, of these 4,770 requests was for illegal financing. Even if generally magistracy, before 1992/1993, avoided this ground because magistracy was fully accomplice with the mechanisms of illegal financing. Magistracy assured its cover, as it was right, since that was the systemic normality. And politics assured its cover to the corruption affected a part of magistrates and to the institutional degeneration of prosecutors and judges. Anyway, apart from some rare case, before 1992 Parliament usually rejected authorisations to proceed on illegal financing if casually some magistrate presented them. The part of these 4,770 requests preceded 1992/1993 were usually on other things, from some insult against somebody to some non-paid debt. In 1992/1993, the requests of authorisation to inquiry for “corruption” certainly suddenly increased. Why? Because some prosecutors, well supported from financial milieus had decided to replace experienced politicians with inexperienced and weak one, had decided that illegal financing of the Centre fractions should suddenly be pursued and that illegal financing was “corruption”. “Corruption” was legally claimed and never legally or historically demonstrated. It was anyway essential for the judiciary defamation of the targeted politicians and political area. Since the arrested entrepreneurs were obliged to declare they had been obliged to pay, what in some case was true
 and in some other ones it was not, “judicial evidence” was eventually that a strong politics abused a part of entrepreneurs, the weaker ones: from such perspective, politician were not corrupt but extortioners relatively to these entrepreneurs. Actually, it was just an odd way of financing politics in a Statist frame, odd way entrepreneurs happily accepted because the [for consumers] oppressive frame was source of guaranteed profits and rents for the co-interested entrepreneurs.  

(Golden, July 2001) concludes on the “unusually high levels of corruption observed in postwar Italy”.
 It is not clear here whether it refers to “corruption” or “political corruption”. Perhaps to “political corruption” because, ambitiously, (Golden, July 2001) proposes to demonstrate that it was “in part an outgrown of specific features of the open-list proportional representation electoral system in use there, features that promoted conflict between candidates from the same party.”
 In reality, this “conflict between candidates from the same party” there was only in the measure it was wanted from the central directions of parties, which decided which candidacies to accept. Real analysts and researchers would have hypothesised that the externalisation of intra-party competition was just a way of managing it, which corresponded either to some party characteristic either to an electoral convenience, or both. The externalisation of intra-party competition can be institutionally managed, as it is the case of legal frames with primary elections. There, the two or thee parties are not internally less heterogeneous and conflictual. A proportional system with preference votes, where central parties finally decides on candidacies (but where refused candidates are clearly free to change party with their votes’ “packets”) is simply another way of managing intra-party competition. Clearly, there are other differences, at other levels, between the two kinds of electoral systems. Nothing is ever so easy as suggested from opportunistic considerations.  

For what concerns “corruption”, the fixation of (Golden, July 2001) considering that it does not deal with this serious problem in a scientific way but just it was a fixation, (Golden, July 2001) defines a parallel between politics costs and “corruption”. Italian studies actually do not suggest higher costs than elsewhere, although politics’ costs are objectively high
. These politics’ costs abstractly referred from (Golden, July 2001) would have derived from the specific form of intra-party competition there was in some parties as the DC. This was not true in the Italian reality. Surely, the less costly electoral mechanism would be an “electoral” mechanism by random extraction. Apart from this limit case, it is really arduous to simply declare that an open-list proportional representation is more costly because supposedly generating intra-party competition. Certainly, one can tell that a specific mechanism in a specific context is more costly than another one. But it would be necessary to make calculations, without forgetting party machines’ costs and primary elections costs, where there are primary elections. A political purge operated from some prosecutor is not evidence on costs of an electoral mechanism. Elections are only essential moments of party machines whose costs should be evaluated in their totality. Limit cases may be, from the one side, candidates’ electoral machines imposing themselves to political parties in the electoral moment and, from the other side, impersonal electoral machines selecting their single candidates. In each case, there are not just electoral costs, anyway considerable also in single candidate constituencies.  

For instance, when the so claimed (from the financial groups media) first strike to the “old” politics was realised by the introduction of the unique preference
 (actually only for the 1992 elections, because later there was different electoral system) the intra-party competition was not any more openly among currents. It suddenly formally became among individuals. So, it was even more costly, and exactly when the judicialist machine against politics had already began to run. The media of the financial powers massively supported the 1991 referendum that produced this change. They claimed that it would have permitted to mine the party currents and their control over electors. It become impossible to check whether a single vote had been given to a certain current
, however there was no substantial change apart from the increased electoral costs. But even a single constituency majoritarian system, with implicit competition among de facto or formally candidates to the Prime Minister position, can be very costly. How to do comparisons in a context of illegal financing? Using the presence or absence of judicialist offensive with the consequent politics’ defamation? How to calculate costs? What is the cost of the media support provided from the financial groups controlling them, …with State subsides
? How much does it cost to reward them and to reward journalists? Was it more costly illegal financing, or privatisations-gift for hundred billion Euros, or the Prodi government laws for further rewarding Fiat and other industrial and financial groups supported “his” 35%-votes electorally minority front and had chosen him as their representative?    

We have already seen that the data of (Golden, July 2001) are useless for the declared purpose. In addition, paradoxically, although the point is very serious in quantitative analysis, (Golden, July 2001) uses statistical series with a double break concerning their last period. The series of “suspected corruption” (SUSCOR in the Golden and others essay
), actually all the suspect, or supposedly suspect, “nonopinion crimes”
 object of the request of authorisation to proceed in inquiries asked from magistracy to Parliament, has a clear break in the 11th Legislature (1992-1994), the last of the series, since the 1992/1993 pogrom against the centre. The variable of DC intra-competition
 (INTRA) has a break since the 1992 difference of electoral system with not any more organised currents in the moment electors expressed preferences now just for one candidate. INTRA is defined as “intraparty competition, measured as the total number of preference votes received by Christian Democratic candidates divided by the total number of list votes received by that party in the same district.”
 Inevitably, in 1992, INTRA was very reduced, since the correction of the electoral law
. Inevitably, some effects are captured from the year dummy-variable. The results
 are not however less odd. From the 2nd (1953-1958) to the 11th (1992-1994) Legislature, the variable of request of authorisation to proceed in inquiries on non-opinion crimes is statistically explained from the intra-party competition variable only in the 6th, 8th, 9th and 11th Legislatures. In the 6th and 9th Legislatures the variable was significant at the 0.05 level, in the 8th Legislature only at the 0.1 level, in the 11th Legislatures at the highest level, 0.01. DC “intra-party competition” better explained the variable of request of authorisation to proceed in inquiries on non-opinion crimes in 1992, when there was, for the first and only time, a proportional law corrected by the 1991 Pannella-Segni “anti-partyist”
 referendum and when the DC was under judicialist fire for being finally destroyed. Very interesting for orientating attempts of quantitative research, if one knows a bit of Italian affairs and if one knows what these variables really indicate, are these results of any scientific utility?    

(Golden, July 2001) begins certain paragraphs referring to political “corruption” and in the body of paragraphs announces that it testes “corruption” by “suspected malfeasance”.
. There is an abyss between what it pretends to test and what is actually used for “testing” it.    

(Golden, July 2001), after having passed from “corruption” “demonstrated” by “suspected malfeasance”, passes again to “corruption” in the same paragraph, announcing that (by “suspected malfeasance”) it will “offer evidence that political corruption among Christian Democrats legislators appears to have become systematic about 1974, just when a law regarding the public financing of political parties was adopted. This suggests that legislation designed to limit discretionary financing of political parties may well have amplified the degree of corruption arising out of the electoral system. Corruption is operationalized in our analysis as alleged criminal wrongdoing. Although actual corruption, usually defined as the use of public office for personal or partisan gain, was undoubtedly more common than the proxy measure of suspected malfeasance employed in this study, data on actual corruption are, of course not available.”
  
Surely, in its conceptual and factual confusion, (Golden, July 2001) does not try to argue that if a law on State financing of political parties has produced illegal financing, this was because law creates crimes (although if corruption exists, it exists interdependently from its being a crime) and because that specific law was just a propaganda law. In practice, hypocritical parties of a hypocritical country had decided to partially finance themselves by State money. Since they preferred not to publicly declare that the politics’ costs were relatively high not differently from all other country, they claimed in front of citizens that now, by the State party financing and current contributions, they covered all costs. They announced that in this way party financing had become transparent. Since the State financing covered just a useful but very reduced part of politics’ costs and the other part was not at all covered form members’ contributions, illegal financing continued as always, with the relief of the State funds, but in different legal frame. Now it was also violation of a specific law, why the free use for party needs of State economy resources was already before a crime. Anyway, as before, magistracy continued to cover political parties. Better: magistracy used this cover function for consolidating its bureaucratic privileges and abuses. Magistracy did not see politics abuses and crimes and politics did not see magistracy abuses and crimes. Not casually, academic literature exalting the 1992/1993 and the post-1992/1993 judicialism avoided carefully to analyse the constitutions of Italian magistracy in abusive and prosecutors-dominated corporation, although everything be well known in Italy and come out from this relation of State weakening from corporative bureaucracies and myopic politics. 

At the same time (Golden, July 2001) confirms that its claims on Italian “political corruption” are pure ideology. Italian politics ought to be showed as corrupt, perhaps for avoiding the ground of the Centre purge realised from prosecutors at financial power service. What is imagined or convenient to believe is harder to give up than what is under the everybody eyes. (Golden, July 2001) tells us that “data on actual corruption are […] not available”, but corruption “was undoubtedly more common than the proxy measure of suspected malfeasance”. So “corruption […] as the use of public office for personal or partisan gain” is tested by “malfeasance” [debts, hits, etc.
] data and “corruption” is claimed to have been “undoubtedly more common than” it [suspected malfeasance]. The (Golden, July 2001) logic is that if a MP has been denounced or suspected for some current crime, he/she should be well more corrupt: an inference from non-consequential and incomparable events. What is the evidence permitting to infer that? It is the political purge? The (Golden, July 2001) entire construct has the function of not discussing banal illegal financing, which does not exclude cases of personal profit but, if one reads judicially produced evidence, it was more common among managers, who received 100 for a party and gave it 40. No enrichment from politics was found in the purged politicians and Statesmen/women (there were instead cases of secretaries which profited from their bosses’ power and fund collection), either in Craxi and Forlani. Perhaps the enriched politicians were among the judicially protected and promoted ones: some cases are known, in fact. Generally, the rare politicians and Statesmen who were rich, were such since family or professional reasons. Despite all the defamation and propaganda, the entire investigation having precisely the goal of the maximum slander of the targeted politicians never found, among them, public or hidden wealth produced by political and/or institutional positions.  

The three points (Golden, July 2001) tests

With these premises the supposed overall test (Golden, July 2001) pretends to operate on “political corruption” has no general value. Nevertheless, even in its details, it reveals further ideological and outside all empirical evidence. The three points (Golden, July 2001) want to test are that [1] “political corruption” is, in part, an outgrowth of intra-party competition, [2] Inter-party competition may significantly affect “political corruption”, [3] the 1974 law on party financing may have magnified “political corruption”.
      
[1] Supposed “political corruption” as outgrowth of intra-party competition

For (Golden, July 2001) the proportional system with competing candidates inside each party-list is costly, as the other systems were less costly. “Illicit campaign contributions are one result.”
 (Golden, July 2001, p. 595), quoting Donatella della Porta and Alberto Vannucci, suggests that illegal financings “were aimed not at the DC as a whole but at particular factions within it”. 

Whatever the (Golden, July 2001) suppositions, massive evidence showed that the DC, financed illegally as a party, not differently from all the other Italian parties. In addition, there were the DC currents with relative autonomous financing. The only currents of the DC and other parties did not illegally finance were the currents and parties did not exist. Since no formal budgets there was for party fractions, law had as “removed” them. They did not exist for law, while law regulated in detail party financing. Consequently, the party fractions/currents financing was entirely illegal. If certain fractions were protected from magistracy, this verified since the political nature of the judicialist operation, not for absence of illegality. 

The 1990s protected and promoted fractions of the DC, for instance the so-called Cathocommunist
 fractions, were certainly not without costs. Their privileged source of financing was by the State industry. Not casually, Prodi (a Cathocommunist/Dossettian) was IRI President (1982-1989), and, during his Presidency, private monopolies and parasitic finance were insistently favoured from him. When, in 1992/1993 (as before and later), evidence emerged against the DC-Lefts fractions ought to be protected and promoted, this evidence was not used for purging also them. It was what happened, with some difference, for the PDS, which was only slightly stricken and not less selectively than the tight logic of the whole purge. (Golden, July 2001) pretends to suggest, quoting della Porta and Vannucci, that the protected and promoted DC fractions were without political costs
, so “honest” and [non-]inquired from “honest” prosecutors. In practice, for (Golden, July 2001), factionism would have produced illegal financing, but there would have been guilty and innocent. It is a very self-comforting assumption, with prosecutors mysteriously and magically as morality tutors. 

The (Golden, July 2001) implicit normative conclusion, built on its confused and unfounded arguing, is that, without intra-party competition, there would have not been illegal financing
, as there were parties in the entire world without internal competition. In (Golden, July 2001), there is also the non-understanding of the vitality and strength factionalism represents for a mass party. 

In reality, the deceptive thesis that the judicial destruction of the Italian political system would have been a casual collapse since DC factionalism has been internationally diffused. It was and is just a way for avoiding discussing on the 1990s subversion. The judicialist destruction of the Centre is removed. Everything is confusedly explained as magic and sudden consequence of the normal internal dialectic there is everywhere in all parties and represents, on the contrary, party vitality and strength. Essays as (Golden, July 2001) repeat current stereotypical deceptions of the judicialist communities. 

For (Golden, July 2001), “the Italian Senate should have been less exposed to the kinds of intraparty pressures that generated the need for illegal campaign funds, precisely because the Senate was not elected by open-list PR.”
 What was not actually true. It seems that (Golden, July 2001) did not know the Senate electoral law there was until 1993. Actually the main difference with the Deputies Chamber was that the Senate constituencies were considerably smaller. Italy was divided in 315 Senate constituencies and 32 Deputies’ Chamber ones. Apart from this non-irrelevant detail, there was intra-party competition also in the Senate electoral mechanism. Since the single candidate constituency permitted the immediate election only for candidates with 65% votes, there was generally the proportional repartition of the seats on regional basis. Defined the seats for each party, they were attributed inside each party according the electoral weight of each candidate of that party: in this moment there was intra-party competition
, which each candidate knew there would have been when campaigning. Candidates were clearly selected on the basis of the contribution they could give to the success of the electoral campaign of the party. There were consequently costs of political current’s and personal presence on the territory, not only the immediate costs of the electoral campaign. However, the territory a candidate Senator needed to directly cover was about one-tenth of the territory covered by a candidate Deputy. In addition Senate was considered a kind of status-Chamber for old politicians on the way of retirement. A first-line political leader was in the Deputies Chamber. Consequently, Deputies were inevitably more active in the party and party-currents illegal financing. If prosecutors wanted to eliminate parties and party-currents, they needed to strike Deputies, more than Senators. 

Anyway, apart from all these differences, without the details on the suspicions on Deputies and Senators and on these suspicions reliability, no statistical test is possible. Nearly 100% Deputies and Senators was [active or passive] part of the mechanisms of illegal financing. Would (Golden, July 2001) define all them as corrupt politicians? 

In the (Golden, July 2001) assertion that “the Italian Senate should have been less exposed to the kinds of intraparty pressures that generated the need for illegal campaign funds, precisely because the Senate was not elected by open-list PR
”
 there was the entire non-understanding on how Italian parties and party-currents worked. And there was also the stereotype of the “corruption” of Italian politician, without considering that illegal financing is different thing, that it verified in Italy with specific characteristics and also with politics’ financers profited from illegal financing well more the same political parties
.  

[2] Inter-party competition as significantly affecting supposed “political corruption”

For (Golden, July 2001): “At the same time that intraparty competition may engender political corruption, interparty competition may also augment it.”
 It was as to tell that with a unique party costs might be more reduced. What is not sure, if one evaluates all the costs of the political process.

(Golden, July 2001) also asks whether “corruption” was used for party and fractional fight and it gives negative reply
: “whereas the political use of potentially incriminating information seems relatively common in some other countries, the literature we have reviewed does not suggest that behaviour along these lines occurred in Italy, where factional and partisan affiliation served instead to signal trustworthiness among the dishonest.”
 In practice, for (Golden, July 2001), everybody knew illegal financing, but “honest” fractions and parties did not use this information against the supposedly “corrupt” ones. Since the explanation is decisively odd, (Golden, July 2001) tries to argue that “honest” fractions and parties, in practice the very strong PCI and Cathocommunist apparatuses, had not means for diffusing the news. 

Perhaps the literature (Golden, July 2001) has reviewed referred to too ethereal aspects. It was just the judicialist literature practising essentially deception and even naively interpreted. In the Italy’s republican history, a permanent succession of “scandals” served to the reciprocal defamation of the different DC fractions, with the parties’ system (PCI included, although (Golden, July 2001) is clearly under the suggestion of the PCI self-propaganda on its “diversity”
) and magistracy participating to the game. Magistracy generally saved everybody, even when there were crimes, or used real or invented crimes for realising purges at various levels when force relations permitted or imposed that. The PCI was fully inside the mechanisms of illegal financing even if it had its specificities since the greater costs of the PCI party-machine. The PCI thefts, robberies and extortions at party, but also personal, benefit began already during the phase of the 1943-45 armed struggle. Others fought and died, while the PCI accumulated resources
. However, (Golden, July 2001) feels the need claiming the PCI [impossible] extraneousness and even ignorance of the illegal financing episodes. 

Apart from that the PCI had its magistrates-militants in all judiciary districts and that they informed the PCI of what happened
, and participated to various regime operations
, the PCI parliamentary presence was key source of information and blackmail power exactly as all the other parties and party-fractions. On the contrary, (Golden, July 2001) tries to justify that the PCI, despite its propagandistic claims on the “moral question” actually did nothing: “the communists (and the public generally) not be allowed access to incriminating information about members of the ruling parties.”
 (Golden, July 2001, p. 602) imagines a different and fantastic country. In Italy everything was known for banal reasons of reciprocal blackmail and defamation. Everything was known on media, not necessarily on those of the PCI, too inside the regime affairs for deploying a factual denunciation role: it limited to slogans. By its MPs, the PCI necessarily knew everything arrived to the Parliamentary Commissions. By its magistrates and capillary presence everywhere, it might have further access to nearly everything it wanted. 

The PCI was the party who less participated to these public opinion information activities because it needed considerably more funds than each other party. So it needed to be more prudent than other parties for not cutting its financing possibilities and for not being itself unmasked. It is really outside all Italian realities to write, as (Golden, July 2001) does, on “the difficulties that must have been experienced by the PCI and such little independent press as existed in Italy in obtaining credible information about political corruption, given a system in which those involved in it systematically covered up for each other.”
 The PCI was fully part of the game with more funding needs than everybody else. Thousands of well-paid party functionaries, rich offices, rich press, rich publishing houses, well funded “cultural” activities, etc, cost very much. And not everything was paid by State funds the PCI skilfully intercepted for its economic and “cultural” activities. 

The red gowns participated with other colours’ gowns to different regime operations in the PCI and other power fractions’ interests. The 1992/1993 purge was not a red operation, but it used reds as tools and puppets, at monopolist finance and industry service as always. Myopically, the PCI/PDS found convenient to subordinate itself to the new wind of the old Italian powers intolerant of a strong politics: in fact the PDS, the conservative and anti-modernising centrist Togliattian-Berlinguerian fraction of the old PCI, got 16% votes in 1992 and got 16% votes in 2001 after having been 5 years formally in central office. (Golden, July 2001) is too much prisoner of stereotypes and conveniences for giving an unprejudiced look to that.     

[3] The 1974 law on party financing would have magnified the supposed “political corruption”

For (Golden, July 2001), the 1974 law on party State financing, “both criminalized much preexisting behavior and eventually – with the Clean Hands investigations of the 1990s – provided the legal ground for prosecution of many politicians.”
 What was not really true because, according invented legal rules, part of politicians was saved, consequently blackmailed and promoted, while part of politicians was defamed, purged and only in a very limited quantity really condemned and generally only to very slightly penalties just for justifying their previous strong defamation and persecution. 

In the moment it was insistently claimed that all illegal party financing was necessarily extortion and corruption, and this was done without any evidence in any case, it would have been possible to strike politics also without any law on illegal financing. The DC Administrative Secretary was prosecuted also in a case of relevant legal financing. The justification was, without any evidence, that, in that case, if a contribution was relevant it ought to have been criminal. The 1974 law had been forgotten for 18 years, what made criminal also the prosecutors had avoided to use it, in a country were legal action is formally compulsory. But nobody inquires him/herself, overall the untouchable judicialist prosecutors. 

(Golden, July 2001), as usual in the 1990s academic milieus on Italy, assumes judicialist defamation as judicial “evidence”. Judicial evidence is actually considerably vaster and quite different from that illegally used from judicialist prosecutors for the media defamation of their targets. The use of judicial-judicialist “evidence” (alias only what is convenient for targeted political defamation) as historical evidence is methodologically aberrant
.   

(Golden, July 2001) does not know how catch-all parties work
We have argued that, since the nature of the used data (irrelevant data on judicial inquiries, absence of data on party financing, no data on an undefined “corruption”, etc.), the statistical regressions presented in (Golden, July 2001) are anyway senseless. There is nevertheless a further methodological and information error relatively at least to the Italian reality. (Golden, July 2001) assumes the preference vote
 as simple intraparty competition, and nothing else, for what concerns the DC (the only party on which the test in operated). It is as for (Golden, July 2001) there were a central DC collecting funds for the DC global results, and the different currents collecting funds for competing between them: “Competition with other parties was generally so limited that it did not systematically and significantly affect the likelihood of DC candidates engaging in illegal fund-rising activities. Instead, it seems likely that competition with other parties was mainly handled with resources distributed by the DC’s national party headquarters. Competition with other candidates from within their own party drove the allegedly illegal behavior exhibited by Christian Democratic deputies.”
 The distinction is really scholastic, and inside a mess of ignorance of what the essay pretends to be speaking about. 

We have already told that, if the central financing of the DC was partially illegal, the currents’ financing was totally illegal. However the central financing was competence of the Administrative Secretary and the illegal financings of the Administrative Secretaries of all the parties were covered from the entire political system. The different party currents, were they of the DC or of the PCI, had their specific financing whose illegality was generally equally covered from an accomplice politico-institutional system and magistracy. Perhaps, if one wanted to discuss seriously the value of data on prosecutions, it would be necessary to inquiry on why a specific prosecutor and/or examining magistrate (when there were examining magistrates
) had decided to inquiry a certain MP. 

Apart from these aspects, the basic non-understanding of (Golden, July 2001) seems here on the nature of “personalism” represented from long lists of candidates each party presented, and which is one of the elements explaining the high voting rates there were in Italy relatively to majoritarian systems. Each party candidate collected votes of citizens, perhaps would have voted different party or even abstained if a certain candidate would have not been present. Candidacies were tools of inter-party competition even if the preference system apparently evidenced just the intra-party competition. Even if electoral campaigning was only a moment of the consensus activity that parties deployed by governmental, parliamentary and administrative activities, if a party had limited to use the central party propaganda materials, without intensive “personal” campaigns, votes would have not arrived to that party. Each candidate and each current of a party covered different interests. It is probably impossible to separate the inter-party competition from the intra-party one. It is not a way to suppose they are different because they are not even conceptually different in our case: for instance, parties did not really represent different classes
. 

A party current had power relatively to the other ones, if it conquered votes and not necessarily relatively to the other currents
. It is a stereotype to imagine a DC with a relatively fixed vote reserve to allocate to the different currents according the illegal financing each current succeeded to collect and to spend for propaganda. If the DC lost rapidly his initial about 50% and sometimes decreased until about 30%, this depended on its fear to be absolute majority
 and on its consequent renouncing to pieces of power at other parties and TUs advantage. However, if it had not represented interests, it would have decreased further. For instance, the PPI, the judicialist 1990s post-DC under progressive hegemony of the Dossettian/Cathocommunist fractions, decreased until such a few percentage points that it was obliged to finally participate to general elections inside electoral fronts permitted to overcome the 4% barrage of the Chamber’s new electoral system for the 25% of proportional representation. 

The preference vote was not simply synonym of intra-party competition, really a secondary aspect relatively to the inter-party competition of which it was relevant part. The so defamed DC “factionalism”, deceptively assumed in the literature on the DC as universal explanatory tool, was what permitted the DC were the relative majority party until it was not collapsed from judicialist prosecutors during the 1992/1993 great pogrom against the political Centre. 

The PCI/PDS was not less factionalist. The PCI/PDS factionalism expressed itself by different mechanisms, totally internal to the party apparatuses and very costly as number of functionaries for managing it
. The PCI/PDS way of managing factionalism was one of the aspects of its being a party even less modernising than the most backward fractions of the DC. The PCI never conquered the relative majority, despite his organisational strength, because he was decidedly more anti-modernising than the average Italian voter. Even the 1990s judicialist cavalry, even five years of government, were not sufficient from transforming the 16% votes of the 1992 PDS in something quantitatively more solid. In 2001, despite the obsessive media defamation against Berlusconi, government lost general elections, with the PDS/DS again around 16% votes. It was the first time in the Republican history that such event verified. Government had always won general elections, before the 5 year of disastrous Olive Tree rule. Neither the PDS, nor the Dossettian/Cathocommunist fractions of the DC, had succeeded in rooting in the majority of electors, even after the judicialist purge of their old competitors, after the heavy judicial offensive against their new competitors and after five years of government.   
If, as (Golden, July 2001) argues, the DC was more characterised from the preference votes than the PCI, this more simply means that the vote for it was less ideological. Who wants to vote an ideology/religion votes a party without interest in its internal equilibria. If South Italy used more the preference vote
, this means that people wanted to be directly represented in its interests, not just in some vision of the world or through a party-Church as the PCI was well more than the DC. The Robert Putnam, and his collaborators, non-understanding of cultural specificities
, and the Italic space is really and radically multi-cultural, is not of great help for precisely explaining reality.   
Certainly, it is not of great help to the comprehension of the different details necessary for founding analysis on sure grounds the campaigning of judicialist authors, the supposedly anti-“corruption” campaigners, while all independent research had been as removed from the academic milieus. When Alessandro Pizzorno argued, according (Golden, July 2001), “that political corruption may become endemic when the funds gained provide a sufficient advantage to the corrupt such that they enjoy a higher probability of winning each electoral encounter”
, certainly he wanted to polemize with government whose Centrist fractions had been object of judicialist erasing during the 1992/1993 pogrom. It was the thesis of the “old” politics, overall the feared Craxi liberal-socialist, just as “corruption”. 

However there was certainly not absence of relations between the 6,000 PCI functionaries (and the abundance of means the PCI always enjoyed)
, in addition to the clientelist policies of which it was essential part, and its social and electoral rooting. 6,000 PCI functionaries should need great “corruption” according the Pizzorno and other judicialist fighters’ language. At the same time, if the PCI had the capacity to realise a very rich illegal financing, and if the DC was so stupid to refuse to be absolute majority
, it seems senseless to reduce that to “corruption.” Certainly, it was not the intention of Pizzorno not to be senseless. He usually reduces reality to absolute “corrupt” and absolute “honest”, not differently from the other academic judicialist campaigners, where the old political Centre erased from the judicialist prosecutors and the new Centre of Berlusconi under intense judicialist fire since the Berlusconi entering the political field are naturally the absolute corrupt for the judicialist campaigners. 

Is not US politics pressed towards continuous “positive” results to sell to the people fantasy? Is this less costly? Differences are at systemic level, not in costs, which are largely similar everywhere in the world. And we have seen that for understanding it, it is necessary to evaluate lots of details compose the reality of the Italian politico-institutional system. In Italy, academicians and prosecutors, not differently from the other bureaucrats, worked only for preserving their corporative privileges and corruption at everybody else expenses. It is a kind of commonly destructive fight of everybody against everybody where if one is less badly reduced than the other ones, he/she feels a winner. What is different from macabre stories on “corrupted politicians” it is not he case to suggest there are if they there are not. 
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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.


� Actually, only the Christian Democracy (DC) one. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 609).


� If one wants to compare, even indirectly or implicitly, electoral systems, one should understand the dialectics there is between internalised aspects and moments let to the electors choice there is in all electoral system. A comparison should deal with the whole path of the electoral phase. Differently, one compares different pieces of two electoral paths. It is already doubtful whether comparisons between phenomena obeying to different laws are really possible. Even more doubtful would be comparisons between asymmetric partialities of phenomena obeying to different laws. 


� In Italy, a multiethnic State, different ethnical propensities to complain are absolutely evident even if authors as Putnam, Leonardi and Nanetti do not care for them in their inquiries on Italian people perceptions. What makes data assemblage and comparisons worthless. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 592/593).


� Who had contracts for provision of services and/or supplies to public board was generally obliged to pay a percentage, not always and not overall to the political or para-political officials. In the sector of public works’ contracts, the relation was more American: there was a kind of moral duty, inside a cartel frame, but without a direct relation between payment and possibility to work, for what seems to emerge from confessions of protagonists on central parties financing. On the party currents financing, investigations were carefully avoided for not striking certain fractions of the DC-Lefts, the TUs and Church fractions enjoying 100% protection from the judicialist Prosecutors. (Carra 1999).  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 594)


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 594).


� Teodori, M., Soldi & partiti. Quanto costa la democrazia in Italia?, Ponte Alle Grazie, Milan, Italy, 1999. 


� By abrogational referendum. Abrogating some words and sentences, it was possible to change essential parts of laws. Emending in this way the electoral law, the multiple preference was transformed in unique preference.  


� Previously, by the combination of numbers and/or names to write on the bulletin vote, it was possible to check whether a promised vote had been really given. The vast majority of electors lived without promising votes to anybody. Despite all demagogy, the only party really controlling militarily its militants, also in the moment they voted, was the PCI/PDS, the (Golden, July 2001) model of perfection and honesty.    


� Apart from other forms of support, in Italy even the paper for the press was and  is subsidised from State.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 609).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 609).


� The (Golden, July 2001) test is relative only to the DC. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 609).


� If I have correctly interpreted the used words. “List votes” are the votes for the party, in Italy. So, list votes are the ordinary ones (with the normal and abnormal oscillations each party has through the different general elections), while the preference votes dramatically (from a statistical point of view) collapsed in 1992. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 612).


� Such it was defined. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 594).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 595).


� “nonopinion crimes”; (Golden, July 2001, p. 609).  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 595).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 596).


� Cathocommunist is currently used, with a bit of contempt, although the anti-capitalism of these fractions justifies it. They may be more aseptically called Dossettians, from Giuseppe Dossetti. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 595). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 595). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 599).


� Intra-party competition was formally fear in this phase because the electoral force of each candidate was weighted considering the electoral dimension of his/her constituency. 


� Proportional representation. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 599).


� Less than one-half of what going out from a company for illegal financing arrived the party and to the politicians for their electoral needs. The remaining part remained in the something else pockets.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 596/597).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 602).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 602). 


� Apart from representing pro-Slavonic, what means semi-Oriental, cultural pressure over the Italian space, the thesis of the PCI diversity is of impossible sustainability from a sociological, or other, point of view. Sociologically, the PCI had not different class composition relatively to the other parties. (Golden, July 2001) tries to suggest the absence of “personalism”, of the “well-disciplined and centralized organization”, the PCI “instructing its electors in the distribution of their preference votes” [(Golden, July 2001, p. 604)], as this were a solution to a supposed illness “personalism” and “factionalism” would have represent. (Golden, July 2001) seems fascinated from the authoritarian and despotic model of organisation and politics. Actually, not only organisations and politics are inevitably more complex, but the problem is not this. Personal, political and interests’ group contrasts and fight may assume different forms but they are insuppressible, be they public or reserved. Institutional question, which influences also the specific political sphere, is whether a specific order privilege the moment of governance or the moment of representation. The Italian formal and material Constitutional order, outcome of the marriage of DC and PCI (the two Churches), privileged representation. That inside the PCI competition was more reserved and inside the other parties it was more public derived essentially from the PCI origins of sect at the dependence of the Soviet government and its war needs. The PCI continued to be dominated from the parallel PCI of agents and informers of the Comintern PCd’I in thigh touch with the Soviet government and its political police and information services. Only in the 1940s the PCd’I sect substantially expanded thanks to millions of monarchists and fascists reacting to the monarchist-fascist war collapse, and naturally to the PCd’I ability to recruit consistent parts of them. Apart from that genetic and in part largely formal difference with the other parties, there was not substantial difference between intra-party competition mechanisms. One could argue that the PCI suppression of relatively free personal competition was one on the elements explaining its elephantine, and very costly, functionaries’ apparatuses. Also in politics, when one suppresses free market, purely administrative regulations need progressively more inefficient apparatuses.  


Specular to the tales on the PCI are, in  (Golden, July 2001) the tales that “DC fractions were generally not ideologically distinct (although they can be arrayed ideologically) but instead were largely organised around the patronage machines controlled by individual politicians, mainly national parliamentarians.” (Golden, July 2001, p. 605). This can be told of whatever party, depending on the perspective used for dealing with it. The different DC “sensibilities” had even radically different ideologies and cultural differences as well as different interest’s references. As in the PCI there were the party of the Coops, that of Agnellis-Fiat, that of intellectual, that of Prosecutors, the DC of the liberal fractions was certainly not linked with the most Statist and clientelist State industry. Not casually the Olive Tree leader became, for a period, the ex-DC Prodi, IRI ex-President and of the Dossetti/Cathocommunist DC fractions well connected with monopolist industry and parasitic finance, not certainly an ex-DC of the DC liberal fractions.  


� Caprara, M., Lavoro riservato. I cassetti segreti del PCI, Feltrinelli, Milan, Italy, 1997; Riva, V., Oro da Mosca. I finanziamenti sovietici al PCI dalla Rivoluzione d’ottobre al crollo dell’URSS. Con 240 documenti inediti degli archivi moscoviti, Mondadori, Milan, Italy, 1999.


� (Vespa 1994, p. 82).


� For instance, the PCI was organically inside the Masonic Lodge P2 mechanism, until the P2 existed. (Risaliti, R., Licio Gelli a carte scoperte, Ferdinando Brancato Editore, Florence, Italy, 1991). The P2 was the lodge of the National Solidarity (1976-1979), when the PCI was fully inside the government area although not with ministers inside government.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 603).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 603).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 597). 


� There are political “scientists” declaring that, for what concerns Italian affairs, “political science evidence” is indifferent to historical evidence but must assume “judicial evidence” (actually judicialist defamation) as truthful; [private talk with Robert Leonardi, LSE, London, UK].  


� The vote given to one or more candidates when there is the possibility to choose among different candidates of the voted party. If there was not choice (if only the party was voted), the preference vote was automatically attributed to the head-list candidate. 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 610/611). 


� Before the end-1980 reform. 


� How to evaluate electors’ differences founded on feelings and on historical casual cleavages?  


� There were cases not at all atypical of votes’ packages migrating with the migration of candidates. The same things verified in organisations not really different, as certain Trade Unions of the vast galaxy of the TUs worlds. 


� The DC relatively to Vatican, not differently from the PCI relatively to the USSR, only by alliance policies could escape to its condemnation of being dependent from the needs of the foreign power had created it. Alliance policies permitted to escape to the obligation to the coherence with its formal program and to the party international subordination. Alliance policies were effective only if the political system and the electoral dimensions of the DC (or of the PCI, if it had conquered the relative majority) obliged to depend from minor parties with blackmail power.  


� It is a point in which, naturally, there is no research and not even any discussion, for what I know. It would risk touching some untouchable stereotype.  


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 615).


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 614 and 620). 


� (Golden, July 2001, p. 613).


� The precise number is probably of very difficult quantification because PCI/PDS functionaries were and are paid from a plurality of organisations and companies, not only from the PCI central and local structures. Anyway, a very accurate journalist and contemporary historian (de facto he is such, as other Italian journalists, who covers with great professionalism fields and periods academicians had fear to deal with since their terror of judicialist reprisals) as Bruno Vespa suggests that the PCI functionaries were about 6,000 while the post-1992/1993 PDS functionaries about 600. The same Vespa comments that before 1992/1993, the PCI/PDS bought buildings, while later it was obliged to sell them. (Vespa 1997, p. 281).


� We have already told that the Italian Constitutional frame and electoral system, but also intentional policies, for avoiding hegemonic parties were the insurance policy of the DC relatively to Vatican, but eventually also of the PCI relatively to USSR. If a party needed alliances, it could justify the fact of not pursuing its program. It was also a kind of relation relatively to electors, who voted the defence of corporative interests (now under “white”, now under “red”, now under “laic” label) instead of programs would have anyway not be realised. Outcome of all that was a weak political and institutional system for a never existed Country. Italy remained a casual bundle of local and small groups lobbies/ feuds. 
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