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. to ehable Italy to lead, ended up bringing her more ridicule mz.n_
._ discredit than anything else in modern times. But the whole tragic
| experience dissolved some of the long-standing cultural traumas that
made fascism possible—though not necessary—and created a cultural
framework enabling Italians to respond to modern problems in a more

7_ genuinely creative way.

12 | Italian Fascism
tn European History

If we ask what fascism was, we are asking several questions at
\ice—questions that simply cannot be answered in the same breath.
Above all, we must distinguish the purposes that made fascism pos-
Ible from the realities of the regime, from what it all added up to when
he end came in 1943. There was incongruity between intentions and |
wllects, yet interpretation of the Place of fascism in history must have
hom for both. As a regime, fascism ended up regimenting the working |
lass, undercutting the possibility of popular participation in decision
king, and enhancing the power of the traditional bureaucracy within
" State. But these effects were evidence of the failure of some of the
o8t important objectives that made fascism possible—not of their
*55. Some of the fundamental features of the regime were acci-
tal, for the regime was not a “system,” but an improvisation based
Capricious personal dictatorship. Committed fascists kept pushing, |
it it is hardly surprising that the existing elites in business and the
Itaucracy also sought to make the most of fascism. They succeeded
well as they did largely because of the weaknesses and divisions
\ong the genuinely fascist components. All the components, fascist
Wl nonfascist alike, looked to Mussolini, for the logic of the situation
e him the key to the practice of the regime. Thus it is crucial to
fiderstand Mussolini, what made him as he was, the phenomenology
his being as he was. His activism, his cynicism, his opportunism
Symptomatic of certain problematic features of modern culture,
Il 80 Mussolini has his own place in modern European history, !
Questions about how this dictatorial regime worked and what it |
Are essential, but additional questions must also be anked if our |
U is fascism’s place in history, Impulses that never found fulfill- |
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ent in practice made the regime possible in the first place and had
ﬁwﬂ-m effect on its overall shape. And whatever their outcome in prac-
tice, these impulses are historically significant, because they help to
reveal the frustrations and aspirations at work in the experience of
| Italians—and Europeans—in the twentieth century. The traumas and
‘hopes that gave rise to the totalitarian corporativist thrust in fascism
'were real and operative, whether fascism ended up a totalitarian cor-
|porativist regime or not.
Even when we move beyond effects to intentions, however, no
single answer will do, for the creators of Italian fascism had different,
. even conflicting, values and objectives. The difference between popu-
| list and elitist currents was the most fundamental. Still, both kinds of
| fascism emerged in Italy partly because of her relative backwardness
and political immaturity. Among more or less liberal nations, Italy was
an extreme case, with problems close to the surface. Thus emerged the
basic right and left fascist perspectives: the masses seemed to pose a
threat everywhere—but especially in Italy; the masses were left out of
the liberal parliamentary system everywhere—but especially in Italy
Moreover, both of the major components in fascism aimed at modern
ization and nation building. In seeking to promote national solidarity
and a strong state, fascists of both left and right were trying to build a
icohesive modern nation out of a fragmented society. Because of objec
tive economic difficulties, and because she was poorly integrated as o
nation, Italy would have to adopt new, totalitarian methods of masus
mobilization if she was to catch up. The more advanced countries ol
western Europe did not face the same problems.
If we could make sense of Italian fascism solely in terms of back
wardness and modernization, then the phenomenon would not b
central to the modern European experience, and we could best con
sider fascist Italy as a nationalist-socialist developmental dictatorship
much like those that have emerged in the third world in the wake ol
decolonization.2 Despite her relative backwardness, however, Italy
had experienced many of the same problems with parliamentary libei
alism and industrial capitalism that afflicted more advanced countrics
Through its elitist current, Italian fascism has a place in the conserva
tive, antidemocratic tradition of Europe as a whole. In Italian fascinim
lthat tradition was evolving, as its exponents began to devise ne
/methods in response to the rise of the masses during the first decads
of the twentieth century. The populist current, however, was a It
sponse to a different set of problems and links Italian fascism to th
long-term processes of European history in an altogether diftereind

way.

It is widely assumed that fascism as a mass movement, in buth
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i HM HHM_MMQ h kind of revolt against modernity, although the motives of

i azis ommb. cannot be understood in terms of the standard
omic categories. In addition to the familiar petty bourgeois

traumas, “modernity”’ rai i
’ 15es 3 L
- i ty less tangible problems of individuation

freedom and i
el Powerlessness, problems which afflict certain

_:... . . structures of modern lif;
¢Ir own existential problems. The Jews were to blame; the umﬁmmémmﬂw

the agents of the troublin
: . g features of modernity:
ivercome by eliminating the Jews. CumEM H,M“Nwﬁaovhmb._m L

their concerns were fundamentally di
Volved with modernity in the same
Noted briefly, left fascism sought to
loft fascism sought to respond to
lational and mo;..ma-_oowm:m way.

Ital ; I
Rt mﬂ Mw”wm MMW:M% wmmrSma as an economy and poorly inte-
Siperficialities Q|I 5 er_snm .ﬂmE.:de\ in both respects. Despite its
. s o an .va\ ms,__u_:@zm\ left fascism responded to th
K, :. s 0 ::.,. :.m__ma context with a program that was moderni e
a:..* ~_~.~.“._m__.:”_”._u_.m_3“:x‘ 'n intention. The left fascists’ shrill :m:o:mr.NmHMam
the ::._,.____:.:.,“,:mmg _.u_w__:_:.:mc _:.ms.usmm about national worth, :._m:_.?ﬁmnm
ey __..i . ﬂ.# m\ ..,.::.np_:_z _._:.J:.m__:w in some respects, but these
e ¢ (8] —.:.::, modernization, not to ling to traditio

y ronge d to be part of a more modern, productive . : ke
~ hation, and they saw fascism as the S.. ARG
Lolt fascism, then, was not a revolt

hicle for the desired change,

against modernity, but an awkward
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often superficial attempt to make Italy more Bmmmﬂ:. mnm %MMWMMMMM mﬂ:
i s ill-equipp ;
the part of people who were in many way : B
H%mv_w did E.m r%__m much concrete experience of the modern industria
_nn . . - - . -.
W Here it is useful to return to the thesis of Luigi mm.?mﬁoﬁzr %:M w”__
to portray fascism as an expression omn_ petty Jﬁmﬁﬁmﬁwﬂg M&O:;
iti i i i Ansaldo, raised som ¢
early critic of fascism, Giovanni ed ¢ el
i’ is i 923, pointing ou p
Ivatorelli’s thesis in 1922 and 1923, . ;
W:w.mmmomm elements which formed the core of mmmn_m.nm Emnmhmwﬁanﬂ,_,_
taken with modern industrialism, but in M mcwﬁ..mﬂmymw“m m.ﬂ mm mNE_....
i hasized change, dynamism,
way.® These fascists emp. . i L
ctive Italy that fascism w te.
and dreamed of the great produ . Uhl e
's critique, Salvatorelli began to back off, .
response to Ansaldo’s cri . Lapeck el e 2 nin
i i to the superficial, r 1
that he had intended to link fascism : . el e
i isti lian preindustrial bourgeoisie; the
tality characteristic of the Ita : o i
i that Ansaldo cited was
It of speed, dynamism, and modernity . =D
Mﬂ“..mi anmmmmwwxo: of the same _unowmdmﬁma H:MMmaw MW_MNMM.M_WH“ ____..
i i he relative backwardnes
on, it was symptomatic of t . : L i
: i in industrial modernization
classes that here even interest in in L A
ifici ical character. But Salvatore giving
assume an artificial and rhetorica : ..
is origi t: he was offering a useful explans
up most of his original argumen : = exp anation
i but if petty bourgeois
of the rhetorical forms of fascism, : : i e
i i if they were not clinging
t opposed to modern industrial society, if tf : ng
MM&%%%& preindustrial values, then his original explanation of thel
ives in creating fascism had no value. . P
Eoﬁ“.w Mobs.mmﬁ to WAmNmmn.: populist fascism in 5.._% was not E.mew.__.. ._ .,__
the diatribes against department stores and chain stores .Em_.rm_:_._ __ :
ﬂrm standard petty bourgeois concerns. Sometimes the fascists indu g d
i muwﬁoanm_ Wm:mnwm on the financial plutocracy, and mm._qmﬁo..c:__ _:___.
ng as confirmation of his thesis; but given the n_:mmsoa..m_u“....,_ ﬂ‘_.r _._ _,
speculative role which large financial mm.o:wmmen_ wm_m%mm hm m”_.,_w._....: ’
i i ible for Italians fav strki
dustrial development, it was possi . ians G
hinations of big finance capital.
development to deplore the mac s
i i rt of free trade has been portray
same vein, early fascist suppo e tra ok
i i f static middle-class consumer:
manifestation of the concerns o . o
ioni interfered with healthy inc
ince protectionism had so often in Yirwims,
MBE%. in Italy, Italians could support free trade out of a desire I
iable economic development. Y ; ,
Boaﬂﬂwmm two examples indicate how easy it is m_B—.ﬂw\ rn H__ nd _..,e____._”_..:_
i 2n we consider fascist statements about the econe
ot R Wi sis of a priori assumptions aboul
2 prejudge the fascists on the basis of a | assum i
M_m,_w,.._”.:ﬂu_z‘__:x _..m__ the petty bourgeoisie, then we can use SZ:_._:M .__ _.;_._._.._:___J
they said to explain their concerns away. Insofar as they objec
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any of the features of Italian industrial capitalism, they can be taken as
losers unable to adjust to modernity. On the other hand, insofar as
they favored large-scale industrial development in Italy and insisted
on the progressive role which capitalists could play, we assume they
must have swallowed the Nationalist line.® And this can be explained

modern industrial development for any other reason. In fact, of course,
the performance of Italy’s capitalist economy had been contradictory,
and there is a good deal of ambivalence and confusion in left fascist
_ Statements about the economy. Since ambivalence about Italian capital-
1Sm was plausible on its own terms, however, the ambivalence in fas-
cism does not necessarily manifest the incoherence of those being left
_ but as modernization proceeds. To promote healthier industrial devel-
Upment in [Italy, it was necessary to attack some aspects of Italian
‘conomic life and to favor others. It was necessary simultaneously to/
loster and to control the development of Italian capitalism. The left
! lascists understood economic matters only superficially, and they were
ot sure how to make the necessary distinctions in practice, but they
Wanted to distinguish between “producers” and “parasites,” to get
More productive elements into politics, to overcome the old unproduc-
live patterns of Italian life, and to involve the whole society in the great
lask of economic modernization. To be sure, the Nazis ended up en- |
hancing the modernization of Germany, despite their rhetoric against
tepartment stores. But this was only an unintended by-product of
their quest for the means to implement their utopian, antimodern
Vision.® The Nazis were not modernizers, not even superficial and/
thetorical modernizers, the way the left fascists were.
It was partly because of Italy’s relative backwardness that liberalism
_ and capitalism seemed so problematic to critical Italians. Liberal indi-

Momized. The liberal state seemed weak, and the parliamentary system
Wemed an inadequate vehicle for popular participation, partly because
Bt the political expedients which Italy’s youth as a nation made neces-
nary, n._..__.:.:.._w Italy had never had a mature liberal system, and the
tieators of fascism were unwilling to allow liberalism a ?:-mm&mmm
IHal. Partly because of cultural sensitivities that were themselves symp-
Wmatic of [taly’s relative backwardness, they refused to settle for the
tosaic task of catching up with others by working to improve Italy’s
beral parliamentary system; they insisted instead that Italy required |
Mumething new, a postliberal antidote to the problems of the modern
Mirgeois order. There was much empty rhetorie to such leadership |

ns, but many of Italy's problems alvo afflicted more advanced




R
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countries. Left fascism, as a response to these &m.mnc_ﬁm@ hasa Emmm in
the supranational history of Europe, in the ongoing quest for solutions
to the problems of modern liberalism and capitalism.

During the nineteenth century, a tradition amé.otw& om the “MM
involving those who believed that the HuonmEm. of ___uma.m“ mm._ o
capitalism could be overcome only if the wcc.nmmo_m order i m_m qu 0
transcended. Some grew disillusioned _smzr the system wu w.qmnmm_
postulates found practical realization—with the mme.mb.nr 0 _umcb_ o
suffrage, for example. Georges Sorel was one OM. those who nmh.nmés
frustrated with democratic government in practice that rmwiww S
into the radical current; experience seemed to have proven mwr o
it had been utopian to believe that elected umvnammwnmacmm o i e _ummzw N
‘would provide good and popular government.'® The uMm”ﬁEm MOE:_
versal suffrage and parliamentary government were so MMEJ QE%.,
that something altogether different mmmﬂs.m.u ‘ecessary. b M S
‘tended to agree that the bourgeois order, with its narrow indivi s: w:m
undermined or failed to foster the nobler, ..,u.onr& capacities in EM_ w.n:: :
there were many questions about the basis of the EOEMBM a s w_.
the advanced liberal capitalist countries of the West—and abou é

i ercome them. .
00 mﬂmm..ﬂm%mwwmwcgmnxmmg had established a kind om. rmmmBo:Mo.:“ :“;.
an absolute supremacy, within the :mn:nmo: om. H.mn__n&. ovﬁcm:_mq.d:_,
the bourgeois order in Europe. In mnrmmw_sm this n_oﬁ::wﬂ» wom.__m_..: __
Marxism had apparently relegated its H:.S_m|:~m. &oQEMm_,w on.:_
other opponents of liberalism as mmmu,:.ubnr H..Honn_r_uF mﬂ : MN e
to the junk heap of history. These mmE.mmm .Zmnx_mnm nmn.u..w mm; o
essentially spokesmen for the petty co.c_.mmgm_um\ a class ?w Hﬂno e
progressive role to play. It fell to the Smc.m:_m_ proletaria 2 secomi
the universal class, capable of leading society beyond the liberal :
nm?W”w MMH.H”.__MW the 1890s, of course, serious wﬁ.wmum Wmnmn.ﬁ mSn_c_::_._.
the Marxist tradition. The revisionist Bernstein H.ﬁ..‘.nom:ﬁmmﬁm___.,”:_*..
| other things, that the petty bourgeoisie was not m._mmmﬁm_m:ﬂ.r‘__ _”.. _ .__
i sucked into the proletariat. In fact, a new Hoﬁmn midd e a_ ass A__a b
nicians and white-collar workers was emerging as capita __.w:,_ .M___. -
more complex. Socialists, he said, must not moammﬁ. E_,w ,a ”_,.} H.a._ S
could play a progressive role as long as mr\m mcn_.”.__vﬁ.v e H.
| provided imaginative leadership. In w.mn:mwm_: s nc:pc,—w:ﬂ:‘ ; _., e
' class basis was giving way to subjective consciousness, or soc ..__ .
ultimately depended on the ethical capacity which ?._..r__.__:v ._: .__”... ; .___
such. At about the same time, Sorel showed that Z_.:.r_.,._: .“._”_.:._ ;
adequate theory of the psychological development of the proletarl

Leninist Perspective, the essence of the revolution is to
values; economic changes are secondary and, in im
dependent upon prior changes in consciousness. .

At the same time, the Marxist tradition was being attacked from
the outside, as such thinkers as Durkheim, Pareto, and Léon Duguit,
certainly “bourgeois” themselves, but stil] critical of central aspects of
the voﬁmmo_.m order, developed some of their ideas in intellectual
confrontation with Marxism. Obviously Durkheim for

N0 revolutionary, but he Perceived problems with liberalism and
talism that could not pe overcome mer

impart politica] |
portant respects, !

Was required,

Marxism had a major impact in Italy during the 1890s, when it be-
pian to establish the foundations that would enable it to become an on-
Joing force in Italian culture and politics. But partly because of Italy’s
backward lags, elements from her strong Mazzinian and anarchist tra-

Ome segments of her H.m&nm_“
tradition. The strains in Marxism afforded these “backward’’ forms of’

and to claim that they had something progressive to offer after all.
I'rancesco Saverio Merlino was the pivotal figure in thi
Neapolitan lawyer who started as an anarchist, Merlino has recently
been Portrayed as a petty bourgeois degeneration in Italian socialism, 12
Ftom a Marxist perspective, this characterization is apt. But it was
Mrtly because of his links to pre-Marxist radical traditions, and partly
Weause his perspective was “petty bourgeois,” that Merlino was able
10 play a major role in the revision of Marxism, anticipating Bernstein
wnd inspiring Sorel. In the person of Merl 10, those whom Marx had
Wlegated to the dustbin of history including the Proudhons and
Mazzinis on the intellectual level, the premndustrial middle classos
the mass level were _:.x:_::_: to fight back, claiming to have n
My than the Marxists and workers about how to nolve modern prob
oy, It was happening in Italy because this was A country that rested _
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n the borderline between backwardness and anmd.mmaﬁ gmmmﬂ.r%% M
MB hasis on the people, as opposed to .Em ﬁauu_mwmnmr sm_ o
?.mm,.o&mﬂ? a legacy of Italian preindustrial radicalism, an P

i i into which the Marxist over-
.. ern,” responding to the impasse : Man :
. M._um mrmmmm on %ﬂm proletariat was leading the radical :mn_z_ﬂuw me.. MMMWGM _
lin MmDmHmH At issue, in fact, were not merely abstract in

is order in Europe called for
i ions. The problems of the bourgeois o . : J
M»memwwwmm in Em%%? and the value of Marxism was becoming eve
stionable. . .
EOHM,MMW problems were especially close to the surface _ﬂwm_wo HMMJ._
they helped to produce a crisis in the mmm.ﬁsmﬁr of 4__).;&._...,_GH amwawmo: M
ecmw, symptomatic of the disarray afflicting the ?Hmﬂmm_m Mo S
i iali kers were no
1 that the Italian Socialists and wor  were -
MM...MMMEm claim to leadership. Their perspective QE. not Mumzwmm_ﬂﬂ _ “_
offer a convincing analysis of the problems causing m M n.H.mn e
Topose convincing solutions. For now, m». least, 5.@ pro m&mﬁ g =ic Tt
me%_ to merit the great historical role S?nrvgmmﬂmﬁ Wmﬁﬂm mm:nc e
iti i i med to be of limite
it. In addition, Marxist categories see : i
i ieth- an experience in ge 5
aly, as in twentieth-century mE.Oﬁ.m i e
wa_._n_w.nczcnmh problems were increasingly coming to mmMB mcwwﬂﬂ Q:_ :
and even primary.!* This perception, in mmnr.rmw_ Mm:_ o e
wi f classical Marxism in the twen
with the overall breakdown o : . " o o
lution against the bourge
i tury. If the focus of the revo . b
iti ther than socioeconomic,
be political and cultural ra o
i i i itical and cultural conscious 7
defined in terms of its politica ‘ i el o soen
jecti i ioeconomic structure, co
‘objective place in the socioe ) e
i i i itic of Marxism, Vilfredo )
head it. An influential critic o lar . e
sci he defining attributes o . _
sciousness or values to be t b
i i ial problems and the rev i
elites responsible for socia ke e
i i them. Moreover, given
which could claim to solve : i ncgn
ionali i i d given the impor
nality and national differences, an b= ieng
wwﬂﬂwgmawmmos& problems, a _.mqo_csOsme.ﬁnom..mE had to be sen
tive to the special needs of the particular nation. : S
The trouble with Marxism, then, was not that it émmﬁ:_n ec 3
i isioned changing the world b
labor, and not that it envisione ey b
anMM:M Mnmm_._mnmbmma values practical and actual, to :m”.. m_._.._.,._ H/_r____“
- i ist socialism in practics
i f the assault upon Marxist soc
categories.!* The basis o ) : ; o Sy
f these. The problem,
i eed have been neither o o A et .
ﬁﬁwqﬁnﬂ Marxism seemed inadequate as a practical guide to ovei
Moﬁﬂ,_v“w the problems of the bourgeois :_icq. in Italy. .
If capitalism did not appear to be heading toward co .:,.,. ~....__:__:
the ,;:.r.r:.r: was capable of developing only a trade :.:_:_.._...:,_\. ..m._.:_:
n fm w .I there no hope of transcending the bourgeois order? 1,
€858, af
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almost in spite of himself, had already indicated the direction in which
the radical tradition must move by emphasizing politica] consciousness.
__ Later on, Antonio Gramsci proved that the Marxist tradition could be
_ renewed from within, ag he worked out his sensitive blueprint largely
in response to the Inadequacies of the Socialist posture during Italy’s
Postwar crisis. For Gramsci, the Proletarian revolutionary program
must respond to ~o=m-m~m=&5m Italian political and cultural problems

; erspectives, the syndicalists still had Participated in the vogue of
r_:imﬁ in Italy and had made a serious effort to work within the
Marxist tradition, Isolated and alienated, they had been eager for the |
_ea;,._.m_._:v which the emerging industria] proletariat would apparently
b able to offer, sooner or later. But gradually they had encountered
the tensions and questions afflicting the Marxist tradition in Europe.
i i i » they set out on
their own, drawing on Marx’s critics and enemies, developing a new
Blueprint, and finally éncountering a new constituency. They became
Part of the postwar “petty bourgeois” revolt in Italy, giving it the
re of consistency and direction that it had. In part, then, the left
revolt was a challenge to the dominant position in the tradition
t opposition to the bourgeois order which Marxism had man-
I to achieve. In jts quest for alternative « lons, and in its quest |
Ywn roots, the left fascist current resn ed a number of Marx’s
Spopulist, “petty bo % antiliberal
from the nineteenth century like Mazzini, Proudhon, and Sis
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jmondi. It also drew sustenance from ﬁmzmnmﬁmnw in the ?anmnwmmﬂnm
w i b i 1, and Bernstein, and even
Marxism like Merlino, Sorel, : Ry e
is” thi i to, Durkheim, and Léon Duguit.
“bourgeois” thinkers like Pareto, . . Ko g
_ is, left fascism, intended as a y,
sult was a new synthesis, le : : "
Hon appropriate response to the problems of liberalism and capita
ism than communism could offer. gk i
ism Ww Mﬁowmmam: for this current, the syndicalists mo:m._m m..xwwmhwﬂwmu M,
ish i i dition of the anti-Marxist in pe.
establish its place in the tra . S
i i io claimed that fascism was imp :
fAgain and again, Panunzio d Ren
i ialist tradition after the revis :
far& remained of the socia . i e
: ies of the Bolshevik revolution. .
ithe war, and the anomalies o e
i0, i ini’ h of 14 November i y
Panunzio, in fact, Mussolini’s speec . "
the organization of corporations, bbﬂq&_ﬂmcmrw m”u Wr M_Mwmc mwﬂ M . W_.
i 25 s :
isis in the socialist tradition that ha g : ;
Mwwmm% in the same way, fascism was to carry out z._wm .mon_nz Mﬂﬂﬁ”:__u_
\ iali had proven unable to bring to fruition.
that all the socialist schools T
i iting i laimed that the war had shatte
Lanzillo, writing in 1918, proc he L
iali i trayed socialism as a tende y inh
socialism, but as a fascist, he por R et
i i ich could best come to fruition .
in modern society—one whic . L b
i ists like Grandi, Suckert, and Bo 1
st context.'” Younger fascists .__ icker :
~ WMW portrayed the historical significance of fascism in terms of the in
ﬁ i 1ali 18
I uacies and failures of socialism. . P
m&m@ﬁmbﬂ:umo praised Sorel, Bernstein, and 7.\_2_50 for _u..manmmmﬁr:. __._
xcesses of Marxism and for helping to refurbish the .u.ﬂ&.ﬁob o _::r ._. _
" i i 19 With its exclusivis
iti der in Europe. \
osition to the bourgeois or in i o
ow%ﬁbﬁo:m\ Marxism had become rigid and Qomamzn\ .v:w z._M M_““ _____”.
M.m&mob did not have to be a Marxist Eosowﬂw\. W_Em:_ W MMMW_..;__ o
i ist implicati I’s ideas, while Panunz
anti-Marxist implications of Sore . ylile by
i i i cial credit: “Whoever today
his fellow Italian Merlino for spe il o g
i iti i f the criticisms and objec .
rlino’s writings finds that many of : oo
Mmmmnmma against hmimm" scientific socialism are to be moﬂw.m_ in our felloy
Italian writer even earlier than in Bernstein mba Sorel. a8
We have already discussed the left fascist cult of Mazzini, sy
syndicalists also linked fascism to other :Em»mmzﬁrlnm:gw% ¢ __.z _ ____. ____
,Vanx Olivetti placed fascism in the tradition of Proudhon ian socialis _
1 4 b : -
which he contrasted with the allegedly centralizing, mcﬁ.rc.._r.:_._:__ ___,___
m.q ucratic variety of “German” Marxism.2! 5::@_:_ ..._s__.:.. _ i
m:ﬂ.wm embodied the legacy of Jean Sismonde de m._m_._._:_z___ :_ _.____”
.%Hmﬂwﬂﬂbm Engels had dismissed in the Communist Kq_‘._:_?...,__:.._m the l __._
im etty bourgeois socialism.?? Panunzio took x_:...r._‘:w._.. of ._f__.,:__ _“ __:_ :
?% .m: the hands of Marx, but the “petty bou ‘:._:._,x. charge « ____ g
..:._.::.7 him, for history, he claimed, __.:__ pr ..: __J_,._::___ Ay
~7\_:j wrong. Indeed, those like Sismondi and Proudhon had by

the triumph of the universal-political over the particularism of the
¢tonomy-society.23

But still it was possible for a radical critic of the bourgeois order to
deny the relationship between mno:oﬁg.nwmna_uomanmnrmw gmwﬁmg

Marx certainly did not envision the permanent subjection of mankind
lo the Material-economic sphere, he did insist that the leap into “politi-

lectical process was necessary to reverse—in a revolutionary way—the
Ielationship between politics and economics characteristic of liberalism.
Ihe essential problem was political; the Process of radical change |
Would be essentially political ag well. It was possible to transcend the |
bourgeois order, even Overcoming some of the central problems of
Hpitalism, by attacking the legal, political, and ethical systems in
Mociety, but without abolishing private property. '
In exalting such non-Marxists as Merlino, Proudhon, and sjs-
Mondi, Panunzio and his colleagues were concerned in part about the
blas toward monolithic state socialism which they claimed to find in
the Marxist conception. For Mary, the tendency toward concentration
herent in capitalism would indeed reach its culmination in the collec-
lvization of the socialist order during its initial stage; the proletariat
Would use its new monopoly of political Power “to centralize all instru-
ents of production in the hands of the state 24 In Mar heory, of
wrse, this was only to be a trans nal stage-—towar the commu

sht to delineate precisely, But
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i i i George Lichtheim
i 1d plausibly have his doubts since, as
wﬂﬂ__ﬂ N_,_M.mmmﬂmmhmﬂ to face up to ““all the implications A.um the wnoc_mmhw MM
wo&mﬂ control in a planned economy.””?5 So Panunzio Hmnwsnwwmmu.. d
Merlino’s critique of collectivism as a useful rejoinder to ;

'In the work Panunzio resurrected, Merlino had found a dangerous

authoritarian tendency inherent in no__mnmﬁmn moamﬁmﬂ:mﬂa ﬂﬂﬂ M,M‘
vocated a more pluralistic, decentralized kind of Mo_n_m m& m% nm&_m
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: : ; % mp
ivist system, with economic decisions i ) (e
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P ’
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MHM best way of overcoming this set of patterns. Hrno:.m“ a H._.”r._ ﬁ““ﬁ“,:_:.__
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learned a good deal, 3t Panunzio’s first book, published in 1906, had
been a critique of the solidarist—or juridica] socialist—school, which
included such figures as Anton Menger in Austria and Giuseppe
Salvioli and Enrico Cimbali in Italy, as well as Duguit in France,32
Writing in the full flush of revolutionary syndicalism, the twenty-year-

Ut in society—the rules of professional associations, for example, or

network of groups
HOmprising society assumed more and more power vis-3-vis both state

ind individual. No longer could the state as a distinguishable entity
tlaim a monopoly of legislative capacity; no longer could individuals
tlaim an absolute, “anarchical’” right over their own property. These
ew forms of social law, Duguit felt, would make possible social solj-

Wsult of political and juridical changes which did not require a revolu-
Honary change in the organization of the means of production. At the
e time, Duguit envisioned more effective forms of economic and
litical integration through a network of syndicates encompassing all
Hies, 34
The problems that bothered all these non-Marxist critics of liberal-
Wi, from Proudhon and Mazzinj to Durkheim and Duguit, were very
lch involved in the crisis of liberal Italy, so Italians seeking a non-
arxist way of moving beyond the present system could learn from
¥, The syndicalist tradition synthesized these sources, thus provid-
young Italians seeking radical char j¢ with a program that enabled
B, in turn, to offer a plausible claim to leadership, Had it imple-
nted the corporativist revolution, loft fascism would have brought
Iruition a major strand in the tradition of anti-Marxist criticism of
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itali ite i iguities, the program was
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some of its worst features stand out sharply in Italy. To the left fascis
! solitic | _ itical encrus
the political sphere was a parasi _ gy B
_:;ﬁ_”_:m_”\ and _:m._:..:_:.. effective decision making, Political life seems

loward power for mere politicians. So these fascists
direct and continuous participation in public life,
election and répresentation. This seemed possible largely because it
Wasnecessary for the state to take on more functions, for more decisions
o be made collectively, as society became more complex. Through

sought to promote
at the expense of

Wuadristi of 1921, with their “absurd” antipolitical “anarchism.” _
! The left fascist program was intended to respond to central prob-

~ lems of the mature bourgeois order in Europe, problems which seemed
~ I be capable of immediate solution from withj

flamework. Marxism, on the other hand, by placi

lulty perspective, seemed to impede their solution. The fundamental
ieficiencies in the “bourgeois” legal system,
vercome without abolishing private property. It was possibl
sime of the central social problems even thou
dmong classes would remain, given the persi
Sonomy. These class conflicts were significant
the other problems inherent in capitalism, they could be handled
Within the new political and legal framework. But that new framework
tould not be created through an accumulation of reforms; antiliberal
Wolution was required.

In a book on counterrevolution, a major American historian has
toclaimed ours to be “the era of the communist revolution.” And
howe who Oppose this particular revolution are either counterrevoly-
Munaries, conservatives, or reactionaries.? Byt surely the era can
Wtter be understood in terms of the failure of the communist revoly-
N, in terms of the bankruptcy of the old Marxist blueprint for radical

#nge, in the advanced countries of the West. In Italy, that revolution
led after World War | not because fascism as a reaction defeated it,
I fascism, historians are fond of emphasizing, merely “gave the coup
grice to the revolution after i failure” And 1sm emerged not
Iy to wreak vengeance on g sary, but also to replace that
versary, once it had become Clear that the dominant revolutic
tition was at an impasse, Left f

dary
CIsm was not a cause, but .__
of the disarray and breakdown of the old Marxism,
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jportray twentieth-century reality in dualistic terms, with communist
\révolution and defense of the status quo as the only alternatives, im-
ipedes both historical understanding and the ongoing quest for more
'useful critical categories.

Left fascism, then, has a different place in European history than
German Nazism. It was not so much personal-existential problems of
identity and freedom that bothered the left fascists, but a different set
of modern problems, more tangible, more sociopolitical, and, in prin-
ciple, more capable of solution through concrete institutional changes.
IThe left fascists understood what they disliked about modern life
'better than the Nazis did, and thus in part they were able to propose a
. more plausible, rational, forward-looking blueprint for change.

Through neosyndicalism, left fascism developed a nationalist, anti-
parliamentary, totalitarian corporativism on its own. This current was
not subservient to Nationalism; nor were fascists like Roberto Farinacci
its typical representatives. Focus on those like Farinacci leads us to
underestimate the coherence of the populist current, the chance it had
 to create a different kind of fascist regime.3® Our study has shown thal
left fascism, taken as a whole, envisioned something far more sweepiny,
than a mere take-over of the old state by the Fascist party, and certainly
it was not defeated when Farinacci was forced out as party Secretary in
1926.
. But left fascism did fail, and its failure was no accident. Capacity
for the vision necessary for genuine leadership varied considerably
among those involved; the left fascists were not all Farinaccis, but the
Farinaccis were there too. So despite the important measure of force |l
managed to achieve, left fascism as a whole suffered from serioun
weaknesses, which stemmed in important respects from characteristi
of its “petty bourgeois” social base. Ultimately, problems on thre
levels undermined this current’s political effectiveness. First, thers
were tensions, unanswered questions, and elements of superficialily
.even in the most coherent expressions of the left fascist program. 1111
was true in part because those involved were trying to solve so many
problems at once, but their rhetorical propensities, their shrill insiste i
on fascist Italy’s mission, helped to prevent the left fascists {rom
/confronting their dilemmas directly. Second, the left fascist current wu
(too heterogeneous, too divided against itself, to be successful. Son
remained stuck on the level of resentment and place-seeking and /i
inot fully grasp the left fascist program in its coherent form. As a resull
/they did not lend their energies to the struggle for its impler
Some of those who did share in the long-term left fascist vis
mately proved willing to settle for places in the regime, for Mussolin s
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being too soft on the Jews and argued for a more genuinely racist con-
ception. While Preziosi considered Jews to be inherently antinational,
Orano simply questioned the patriotism of the existing Jewish com-
munity in Italy and exhorted Italian Jews to renounce their claim to
special cultural identity within the nation. From a totalitarian perspec-
tive, it is perfectly plausible—and not specifically racist—to insist on a

‘measure of sociocultural homogeneity incompatible with any kind of

special ethnic identity. But under the circumstances, with all the ob-
stacles to revolutionary implementation confronting serious fascists, to

focus on the alleged lack of national integration of the Italian Jewish

community could only be diversionary and counterproductive. In a
situation of difficulty, Orano lapsed into “petty bourgeois” superfici-
alities and became a mere conservator of certain Italian traditions,
{turning away from the serious problems that he and his colleagues had
‘originally claimed to be able to solve.
1 Only if the forms of the degeneration of left fascism are kept in
‘mind is it possible to confront the controversial problem of continuity
'between the liberal and Fascist regimes in Italy. Those who stress con
tinuity point out that fascism left the monarchy and the old power
structure largely intact and conclude that fascist Italy was nothing but
the previous regime without the artificial facade of liberalism.4! Cer
tainly right fascism, though more dynamic and confident, embodic
part of the tradition of conservative opposition to the compromises o/
Depretis and Giolitti. In fascism, the pessimistic elitism which ha
bound together the old political class was becoming explicit and brutal
with all pretence of liberalism, all hope for evolution in a liberal dirc
tion, dropping out altogether.

It is not as easy to assess the continuity in left fascism, whicl
sought to overcome the basic weaknesses of liberal Italy, but ended 1
reproducing some of them in extreme form. The continuity for which
the leftist current was responsible was largely a measure of its own |1/
|adequacy and failure. Its members helped to undermine parliament, Ll
the corporativist alternative some of them worked to build was nevi
wvery strong, so the tendencies toward bureaucratic decision mak i
characteristic of liberal Italy only got worse. At the same time, as (h
thrust toward institutional change bogged down, left fascism itull
tended to degenerate, with traditional Italian rhetoric and place-seeking
coming to the fore and setting the tone. The most problematic area ol
continuity, however, is in the common lack of genuine political life i 1
liberal and fascist periods. In a famous passage written in Novernlw
1922, Piero Gobetti raised this troubling issue, portraying fascism an a
accurate reflection of a nation “which renounces the political strupgple
out of laziness.”* At first glance, it seems that an ongoing incapacity [

and fascist wmwmomm. The matterisnot so simple, however
was not only subpolitical,” but also “postpolitical”” \
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him.#? So the needs of the personal dictatorship gave the regime a
momentum of its own, and, given the near impasse on the domestic
scene, it is not surprising that Mussolini was led to devote his restless
energies increasingly to foreign policy.

With his conquest of Ethiopia in 1935-36, and with his defiance
of the League of Nations, Mussolini’s personal prestige reached a
peak, but the old elites, as well as many fascists of both left and right,
| had serious misgivings about his subsequent policy. The more coherent
left fascists like Bottai, Grandi, Lanzillo, and Panunzio disliked the
lalliance with Nazi Germany and resisted the drift toward war, but for
|Farinacci and others, racism, imperialist war, and the link with Nazism
seemed ways of revitalizing fascism. With the latter as his allies,
Mussolini sought to maintain his momentum, turning against the old
elites who seemed to have trapped him. One result was the radicaliza-
tion of the final phase, including the antibourgeois campaign—and the
anti-Semitism. But the major thrust was toward war—a war of con-
quest, but also a war of vengeance against the intractable old Italy.
{Ultimately a dangerous possibility inherent in fascism from the begin-
ning came to the fore, as Mussolini, sensing himself at an impasse,
sought to return fascism to its origins, to war as revolution. The noble
tragedy of Italy’s World War I became the tragic farce of Italy’s World
War II. And now the whole system quickly began to unravel, for the
one thing that Mussolini’s hollow regime had not done—and could
not have done—was to prepare the Italian people to fight a major war
on the side of Nazi Germany.
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