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This essay examines the "AbsgentionistiCommunist”

Faction within the Partito Socialista Italiano from its

Anception until the formation of the Partito Cémuninta
Italigno, concentrating particularly on the ideology the
faction‘pronoundéd through its journal, -_; Soviet. It

' concludes that the group had llttle understandlng of the
dynamlcs of social revolutlon. became increasingly aliena-
ted from the exlstlng 8001a1 reallty, .and was therefore

unable to comprehend what was going on around it.
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- INTRODUCTION e

~

v Tbis’esaay is a conscious attempt to read backwards

into history something~which only‘became clear at a 1ater..
date. It examines one, group within ‘the " communist tendency"1

w1th1n’the Itallan Sociallst Party at’ the critical period

known ag the "Blennlo Rosso foliow1ng World War I. The

rpremlses of the author, apeculatlve in nature and always

important in shaplng the eontours of any study. are espec1a11y

easentlal here. They must be set out carefully. h .
Much confu51on exlsts today about what sdc1allsm N

"really is." Rosa Luxemburg deflned 1t as what the proletar-

iat instinbtively wants. ThlS deflnltion is not 1ntr1nslca}%y

-

wrong, but it presupposes mueh. eSpe01ally a proletarlat in
(polltlcal) motlon. Henri“Lefebvre p01nts out that what a-

prpletarlan or anyone else wants". is a decent human. "vie
y

‘ quot1§1en« Marx argued that thls could not be achileved
under a capltallst system, but that capitalism had been a

necessary bferequisite for establishing-a human society. To

Marx, the essence of'capit%lism wds commodity production,

‘which presuppbsed.a-money.ébondmy and private control of
‘ . . i

\ &

society’s productive powers. It follows that if we are to
. . \ - .

distinguish socialism from capitalism as a different stage

1The word “tendency" is used here since communist
"fractlon" identifies only one 5pecif1 “group, in what should

.. be seén as a heterogencous movement within a heterogeneous

movement. The paper is primarily concerned with the .

Communist Fraction of the Italian Socialist Party, but not
exclusively.
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af development. in human ﬁ}storjt a definition of socialism

-

must revolve around a changed relationship in the categories’

of "everyday life" and “commodities.” This, of course, pre- .

§upposes an end to private ownershjp of the meéhs of produc~
'pion, money, and a host ofﬂother capitglist accoutrem?nts.
but these should not bg confased.with abolishing capitalism
itself. Nor does it‘nécessarily follgw that eliminating one
or more of these'aspgctg 6f capitalism would automatically
gage the transition to a‘spcialisf system. The precociogs'
development of mercantile capital often proyved a hindrance
in the trénsition f;om'feudalism ta/éapitalism in those
particular areas where it flourish'ed.2 There is no “iron
law" which.has pfedetermihed‘whéther'this.pggteppfwould of

necessity be repeated in a transition to socialism,

Dy defining -socialism in this manner, it becomes clear

that all .transitions to socidlism attempted in 1917-18 (or
éfterwards) hqve "failed" or at least not xgg.éacceeded.
There is littie to be gaiﬂed by contrasting Italian or German
failure to Russ;an,"success." It is extremely fruitful,
however, to compare the different paths undertakeﬁ. as lohg
as it is remembered that none of these have yet been success-
ful. The Bolsheviks took state power when the opportunity

arose. As an organization, they have held it for over half

2Although.it proved to be of vital, importance to
the general development of capitalism in Europe as a whole,
even though the areas which first spawned it later begame
backwaters, /F

4
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a century. The exigencies of power in specific circumstances
forced many compromises and even clear reversals of policy.

Mhe result is net socialism, (nor capitalism, Maoist rantings

»

to the cogtrary). but a hytrid state, with certain similari-
ties to " feudal mdnarchy.i that‘is. the “Absolutist" State
" of thg-early moéegn per}od. N\

-Th; methodological implications of the above diversion
are that is is useless to set out a list of sﬁpps_takén by
the Bolsheviks, compare these to the actions of the Spaftacus
League, the Hungarian-CommuniSE Farty, and -the Italian
"intraésigents." and mindlessly scold the latter for their
failure to repcat mechanlcally this 'sﬁcceés formula" in
their respectlve situations., On the other hand it must
always be kept in mind fhat the aov1et fallure vas of a )
different nature, and the problems £ which: the Soviet
experience “succumbed™ cannot Pc assumed a priori .lo have
been insurmountable.problems, had thearevolutlonary situa-
tions elsevhere taken d;fferent turns.

#* o
A communist tendency here éimply'réfers to any move-
_ ment whose program could not be realized within the frame-
work of a commodlty economy.3 Therefore we do nat 1denbafy ’

a priori Lenlnl sm with communism or even, Leninism with

an intransigent anti-war attltude. At the close of

'Loglcally, the term "socialism” would do here, GKCPpt
that modt organizations which use that name today-do not’
have such programs. 'l']iterm "communism" is less confusnw.
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WOrld‘War I, there were numerous types of “communist theories.”

‘Lenin's ideas conflicted on many points with .those of kosa
v

’
’

Luxemburg, Anton Pannekoek and numerous other revolutionaries,
In terms of opposition to impérialiét wars, it‘yas,Luxemburg,
rather than Lénin, who led the pye-war.miiitancy on this
question in tﬁe Second International. Following the .outbreak
of the War, Karl Liebknecht, rather than Lenin, was the hero
of the proletaria& resistance, To label all genuihe social-
ist militants or sincere anti-war Agitators as "Leninist"
only contributes"to the furthe?lfetishization of Lenin which
began*with h?s deqth and would clearly have revolted him. It
creates a false image of Bolshevik hegemony in the ipterna-
tional communist movement which did not exist before the
twe=3r11:ie"-,'s.‘!+ ‘ h
There is a second jproblematic . assumption in the hi§to;io-
graphy- of the revolutions/ﬁgllowing ﬂorld War I. _This'is/
. related to the “natural histofy" approach to the study of

réVolution.5 critiqued so thdroughly by Charles Pilley and

-uEven at Zimmerwald, Lenin's ideas failed to gain signi-
ficant support in the-anti-war movement. "The hesitant actions
of the German "centrists" and the incargeration of Luxemburg
and. Liebknecht in Germany led to Lenin's gradual emergence .
as the most prominent anti-war spokesman. Cf. on this point
Peter' Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, abridged ed. (London, Oxford,
1969) pp-. 384-385, Even after Zimmerwald and Kienthal, a
number of socialists like Pannekoek andOtto [uhle opposed thé
war, militants ¥ho were not “Leninist" according to Lenin
himself., Cf. Left-uWing Communism: An Infantile*Disorder, in
The Lgsential Works of Lenin, Vol. II (Westport, Hyperion
Press, 1973) passim, ' ' .

-
v

5In essence, this "method" starts out by taking a revol-
ution and working backwards- to find the necessary prerequisics
that "caused" it. The esgential fallacy lies in always gtart-
ing from a revolution. It thereby overlooks the fact that -
these same conditions may well be present when a revolution
did not occur. :

%
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George Rudé.: It is the disturbing tende?cy of many histor-
ians, Francis Carsten forfexample, Po argug that the Weakﬂesa
of the Spartacus League (that is, their'lack of popular mass
support) caused the failure of the German revolution. This
argument involves an uncritical (or nétural) reading back-
ward§ into the beginnings of the Russian revolut}on;lit
.attributes a degree of strength to the Bolsheviks whigh they

.o
i

only acquired in stages as the revolution progressed. This,'
Qas‘not at all ﬁresent in: those stages which correspond to '_
the German'révolptiqn: The support for the Bplsheﬁiks among
the'Rﬁssian masses before the summer of 1917 was in no way
qualitatively or quanfitativelyldifferent from thé relation-
ship of the Spartacus League to thegGerman people.6
' Most historiéns of the German and Hungarian revolu-
tionary'situatisns make comparisonsfto the Russian éase.
.Thére is nothing int;insicéii& wrong with this but it must
be doné cautiously to avoid the uncritical assumptions of
. the "naturalistic- approach." Ih'fact, the‘comparison should
not simply be made ;horizontally." but also in terms of -
previous revolutions as well. For.example; comparing the
German failure. to.the Russian "succeés" becomes far more
. S ;

meahingful when thi's is in turn related to the successes

and failures. of the French Revolutioq,of 1789.  The fact

.6A mich more sophisticated approach to the failure

.0f the German revolution can be found in the work of Pierre
Broué. Cf, his exchange with Carsten in " 'Discussion' on
Carsten's Revolutionary Situations in Europe,” in C.Bertrand

(ed.) Revolutionary Situations in Europe: 1918-1919, (Montreal,

- ICES, 1977) p. 38.
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that it took two qdditional-revélutions before'a capitalist®
industrial economy’ emerged fol}qwigg.thé'”Great Bourgeois
Revolution" should'prefentlhiétariéns,ffom oversimplifying
the "successes"” and failures of 1818-19,

There were revolufionéry situationétinfseveral
countries at the end of the First World.War. Each was part
of" a general situation in Eufdpe,' But revolutions in the - -
modern world are not unrelated‘tdlprévibus upheavals. The
study of revolution must take all three’dimensions into

account i¥ it is to render sensible the;eventg they'eﬁcompasé:7
-l-:l-i- -

The article is divided into three.sections; The first
is concerned with certain socialist parties in Europe at the;
end of wérld War I.. It makésigeréaiﬂ points about the roles
they played in the momentous events between 1917 and 1921 -
-”DIt is in no way a history of these parties, even for this
shart period. There are eertain_miséonceptions,about the

’

rolepof revolutionary socialist or commgnist organizétions
in'tﬁe making of these ;vents which.must be cleared up if
the events in Italy are to become bomprehensible.' This is.'
the only aim of the opening section. | _

Section two\Ekaines what happened in Italy during

the specific periods when the Russian Revolution broke out,

4

"As Rudé says, "I want to have it both ways: to look
at the general as well as the particular; to look at the
general pattern of revolutiohs as well as the individual

case histories,"' His article makes clear that the "general
pattern"” must be seen both horizontally (i.e., all revolu-
tions in a given time span) and across time ,as well,

“The Study:of Revolutions" (mimeograph, Concordia University,
N.D.) pp. 18-19. . . = - - “

s . s



and the aborﬂed German Revolutlon began; -it then _goes on -'
to 1oLk at Italy 8 own crisis, which peaked in September
| of 1920, It is a fairly long section, but an understanding
of these - complex events 1s eeeéntial. Only then can the
'aq§3v1t1es of Italy 8 would-be revolutlonarles be appralsed.
. Flnali&, in eectlon three the activ1ties of one such

group of SOClallstS is examined. -"Some brlef conc1u81ons

follqw.

b
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Leaving the case of Itéiy'gsidg for the moment, we
can say that there were three revolutﬁohary situations in
) Europe during or immediately after World War I. The

ztRuséian'Revolution ranks along with the French Revolution
éf-the eighteenth century and the Engiiﬁh Revolution of the
midrseventeegth as one of history's great refolutions. \
The Gegman Revolution is .a classic example of a Eevolutionary
miscarriage. The Hungarian situation is not quite as éfear
cut‘aé the othér two cases. All three involved “communist
tendencié%“ as we have defined the term here. What role
qid they play in their respective events? .

'The history of the Russian communists is considerably
differeqﬁ‘fpom the others. The Russian Social Democratic’
Workers' Party (RSDWP) .was founded in 1898, but only began
to fﬁnc%ion seridusly‘around 1900, By the time of its sécond
congress in 1903, the Bolshevik/Menshécik split ﬁad already
oqcurred,8 altiougﬁ both groups remaiped factions'within the
same party, and a'formaIJrgunification occurred at the fourth
party congress of 1906. The Boléheyiks‘femained organized
as a facfion} however, with their own ekecutive. newspaper,
and discipline. After another attempt 4t reunification
failed in 1910, the Bolsheviks eétablishéd their own training

school in Paris in 1911. 'In 1912, they "expelled” the

8E.,H. Carr states that!the split occurred at the 1963
Congress, in the debate between Lenin and Martov over party

membership. The Bolshevik Revolution, Vol. I, (Harmondsworth, !
Penguin, 1973) p. 32. Charles Bettelheim implies that it
had alrEady'occurred between 1900.and 1903. Class Struggles
‘in the USSR trans. by B. Pearce (Monthly Review, New York,
.1976) p. 120.

i
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ﬁEnsheviks'and declared thgmselveé to be the Russian Socialist
Democratic Workers' Party - Bolshevik,

The spllt occurred over the nature of the party. Wég
it to be a mass party (that is. a party composed of the masqes)
or an elite party (for the masses)? "

At the outbreak of World War I the Bolsh;uik and ,
Menshev1k deputles unlted to vote againgt. war credlts.
_Afterward?J the Menshev1ks d1v1ded, w1th some supportlng the
war. effort, and some, like Martov. opposing 1t.9 When the
revolutionh broke out, there-exlsted two groups of Mensheviks,
a Ieaderles#_ﬁnd confused group of Bolsheviks,19 and, the
most important party in the early stages of _the Reyolution.
the Sociélist Revolutionaries. |

If thé Russian Revglption was ngt a direct result of
Bolshevik agitation, how did it get started? No complete
answer can be provided here, but it.should be noted. that the
rickety czarist regime had been completely incapable of |
marshalling the resources of the empire, gﬁd had come to
rely increasingly on the Zemstvoes or voluntary help
organizations. These insturn became centres of bourgeois
opposition to the autocracy, Throughout the early years of
the war, this opposition was continually frustrated in its
’ //gétempts to win political reforms which would match its

e

e

9Carr, op.cit., pp. 77-78.

03a 1ca11y only Alexander Shlyapnilkov was actlvely
organizing in Russia during the war. Katkov, George,

Russia 1917: The February Revolution, (London, Longmans,

1967) pp. 27-33. Lenin and Krupskaya were in Switzerland,
liolotov was exiled to.Siberia, as was Stalin. Others were
underground but inactive because of the threat of police spies.
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(//’“;ncreased importance. It turned to winning the support of
the military. The subversive campaign was based on the claim
that such reform would produce a more efficient war effort.
There can be no doubt that the campaign did influence the
actions of General Alekseev, Russian chief of staff at the
time that the revolution broke put.11 .

The primary cause of the initial outburst in
5t. Petersburg was fear that the bread supply would run out.
lany other factors contributed to the uneasy sitﬁation,
especiélly the lock-out at the Putalov works.
The slogan 'we want bread' figured prominently
in the chanting by the mob and on the demon-
strators' banners in the first of these days
of unrest.... Unlike the other two slogans
circulated in those days, 'down with the war'
and ‘down with the autocracy' it had a special
emotional appeal for the troops who were
called upon to disperse the demonstrators.
They were reluctant to fire on a %Sowd
that was merely asking_for bread.‘
- This qgasi-insurrgctionary bread riot combined with the
subversive campaign launched by the Russian bourgeoisie to
produce. a political crisis in which the’ government had no
" room to maneuver. It collapsed and the first stage of .the
revolution was underway. In the summer of 1917 the Bolsheviks
began to emerge as the only group capable of consolidating
this revolution., Their role in triggering it was negligible.

The fact that the country was still at war gave them their

“opportunity. S

"Ibid, pp. 3-11, 16-23, 153-187, 247-306.

121via, p. 251.
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.The .Socialist iabour Party of Germany was formed in
1875. It emerged in 1890 after twelve years of “outlay” |
status as the Germaﬁ Socjal Democgatic Party (SPD) with o
twenty percent of the popular vote in the Reichstag eieétions'
of that year, It united virtually all forms of socialist: -
0ppo§ition. except for the aharchists who had been expelled.
As long as the sécial scene remained peaceful,‘?nd the party'

continuéd to grow, this compromise continued, with the

" revolutionaries appearing to be the dominant influence.

The emergence.of the "communist tendency" can be
traced to 1905. That year witnessed a substantial increase
in fhémpost of living éccompanied by a rise in counter-
militancy on thé part of the two great businesé organizations
of the German bourgeoisie. They agreed, in December of 1904,
to support each other in strikes‘and lockouts; these began
in earnest in 1905.13, The -upsurge in Russia that year, and
a widespread and radical strike in the Ruhr coal mines,
unleashed a bitter debate in party ranks, with Rosa
Luxémburg personifyinhg the radical cause and Theodor
Bomelburg, head of the mason's union, defending conservativeﬂ

trade union tactics. At the Jena Congress, Chairman August

Bebel managed to push through a compromise position in which

- the "mass strike" that the radical wing was urging the party

to adopt as a tactic, was declared an_acéeptable weapon in a

"defensive course,” that .is, if the state should'attempt to

'}

1330horske. Carl E., German Social Democracy: 1905;101?
(New York, Harper, 1972) pp. 30-31.

N\
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restrict the vofe or engage in illegal repreésiod\again:t
social%sm.lu . o
! Inéreaseq militancy by party radicalsafter, 1905 pro-
duced a countéf-attack by the.trade union Qy%eaucrats in the
party, %speciaily duf;ng the depression of 1907-1910, The
résult was the "Mannheim agreement" wh?ch virtually alléwed
the t:adﬁ unioqg to veto‘any-parﬁy proposals thej did not
liké. _Tﬂe fai;ﬁre‘pf the party to make any headway in the
Prussian sufferéncé;ﬁjestion agéin‘strengthened the radicals,
but this was counter-bglanced by a.split into tWQ'grouﬁé,
Karl Kautsky's "éentrists“ and a group around Luxemburgils
" +. The SPD voted in favor of war credits at the outbreak
of host}lities._ Karl Liebknecht Was“the only deputy to break
party‘diécipline and vote against the SPFD block. Gradually,’
he and Luxemburg were joingd by others like Kaufsky and
Eduard Bernstein in opposing the war. In 1916 the “Sparfacus"

faction was formed by the left opposition ‘including

Luxemburg, Liebnecht, and'Franz Mehring.?6 :

luIrohically, in January of 1920 a general strike called
by the rightwing Social Democratic government of veimar
Germany paralyzed Berlin and defeated the "Kapp Putsch" of
the crypto-fascist "Free Corps". It was the most successful
general strike in history. Hafner, Scbastion, Failure of a
Revolution, trans. by Georg Rapp, (London, Deutsch, 1973)
pp' 12;2"189- .

v

15This wag precipitated by the Berlin Genpral strike of
1912. Luxemburg called for an extension of the militant offen-
sive, Kautsky argued that objective conditions demanded a
retreat. Schorske, op.cit., pp. 184-186.

Lophe faction joined the Independent Social Democratic’
Farty of Geérmany, formed the same year, which was also composed
of the right-wing socialists who opposed the war. This con-
tinued the division of 1912. Bevan, Edwyn, German Social '
Democracy During the War (New York, E.P.Dutton, 1919) pp.147-160.
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The end of the war came suddenly. In thb beglnnlng of
October 1918, the SPD were taken into the new "liberal"
government. On October 30th the crew of the battleship
Thuringen'refused an ofder to sail thch appeared ?o thsm
to be an attempt by the naval high command: to saboéséé peace
negociatioﬂs and the new government.l? It took several days
for this event to blossom into open revolt, but it then
spread quickly to the cities. The Raiser fled to Holland
-{where he abdlcated three weeks later) as SPD leader
Fritz E;ert became Reich President.

Desplte Llebknecht 5 immense personal popularity, the

Spartacus League remained quite marg1nal to the revolutionary

process. At this p01nt only the SPD and.Ehe Revolutionary

ShopgStewards had any real'impact. There was no longer -

a_war.gbing'on, which had given tﬁe ﬁolsheﬁiks their opening,
and there was little counter'“reﬁqlutipnary“ activity, which
had played such a vitdl role in the nol«'sh'eviks-' consolidation
of pswer ' The "frelkorps," bands of armed former sokdlers

' who played a vital role in counter revolutlonary German
politics of the twenties, were-qu1etly being formed- whlle
the revolution stood still. -On December 29th the USPD’ left
the government in the hands of the SPD One day latss.the

Spartacus “group broke with them to form the German Cémmunist

Party (lIiFL). Both groups had succeeded in rendering them-
selves’ completely marginal, /
17 o
Haffler, OE-Cit., p- 5‘“‘0 B ' ’ ‘ T

“n
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‘The,Torces'of reaction finally went on the offensive
on March 12, 1920 when the "Kapp putsch" was launched. The
. , -

attemptedlcoup_ﬂ'état was thwarted, dbut the forces of

revolution were divided' and decimated by this stage, and
were incapable of following'up the victory.lq

Ohly in Bavaria did the USPD and later the KPD play
a leading role. There the revoluption,lasted until April,
when Eugen Leviné's KPD government was crushed 5y the
Freikorps. The forceé of Munich were simply no match for
the forces of the federal government. |

Hence the aborted revolution in Germany was started
without the German radicals. Unlike Russia, however, there
was never a time when they were abie to intervene effectively
in the events going on around them. Despite the gfave error
of the ﬁapp putsch, German reaction never put the SPD in a
position where, to save themselves;,they had to take more
radical measures which might have paved the way for the USPD
;r the KPD. Opén reaction came much later in Germany, when
such an alliance no longer had the potential stréngth to
resist effectively.

- e can be much briefer in the case of Hungary where
evenﬁs.were much less complex. The Hungarian Communist
Pafty was never a faction within the Hungarian Social Demo-
cratic Party. It was organizeﬁ in Russia among Hungarian

P.0.W.5 and was only formed after the Hungarian revolution

began (October 1918)., This was an extremely passive

1B’I‘he USPD and the KPD in fact opposed the call for

a general strike. They Were ignored by German workers.
Ibid'.‘po 188-
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bloodiESE coup, in which the anachronistic structure of 3
Austria-Hungary disintegrated. There was at first no opposi-

tion whatsoever, although the revolution never really

- —

established itself outside of Budapest.?
The " tngariaﬁlhevolution" was launched by armed forces
personnel ;ijin Germany. Dis;ident soldiers'éﬁéassinated
the conservative Prime Minister, Count Tisza. At the same .
time,_the Budapest Soldiérs' Council ordered the occupation
of various strategiﬁ centers. ‘The Emperior, rather than risk
civil war when the army was fraught with dissension, formed
a coalitién government,undér Count Karolyi.zo This‘govern-
ment collapsed in the face of allied intransigence, parti-
cularly that of Francé; The Vix note produced a bloodless

change of government, the Hungari oviat Republic, which

was at firstla Communist-Soci4list alliance, and then became

.Bimply a govcrnmenf of the Hungarian Communist Party.21

197he Hungarian C.P.Lhaafé true mélange of all tenden-
cies which felt that the Hungarian Social Democrats were not
sufficiently radical. Intellectuals and syndicalists were
recruited, and the party remained a focus Tor real debate
until 1930. ilettler, David, "Culture and Revolution, Lukacs
in the Hungarian Revolutions (sic) of 1916-19" in I'elos,
no. 10 (Winter 1971). Tokes, R., Bela Kun and the
Hunparian Soviet Republic (New York, Praerer, 1967) . passim.,

20Vermes, Gabor, "The October Revolution in Hungary:
From Farolyi to Kun" contained in Hungary in Revolution:
1912-1919, cd. by I. Volgyes (Lincoln, . University of Lincoln
Press, 1971) pp. 32, 36-37.

21mayér, Arno J., The Politics and Diplomacy of
Peacdmaking (New York, Knopf, 1967) passim. '

N
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Bela th‘s-government had had nothiné to dp;with the

.initial outbreak. It was carried to power'By'fhe internation-

al situation and was swept away by the invéding Romanians.
The.th{qe communiét tendencies were;ﬁll more or |

less irrelevant to the launching of their particular-

revolutions. In Russia, the Bolsheviks intervened decisively

to preserve the revolution. In Huhgary, the Communist Party

‘attempted'ﬁo do the same fhing, but could do litkle given

‘the international context. In Germany, the Spartacus League "

was never able to inflﬁgnce the ‘course of events, excébt:
to a small degree iddbaﬁqria, when the situation waq'alfeady
hopeless, ‘ : - |

Having attempted briefly to place the relationship’

between "intransigent"” revolutionary socialists and their

respective revolutions in perspective, we now turn to the

»

"Italian situation.
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In what follows we will glance Very.briefly at the

. history of the ltalian Nocialist Party (FSI}. -llaving done
this, we shall proceed to study the situation it faced
during the war, to allow us to appreciate any differences
“which might have existed between Italy and Russia. We will
do th same for the immediate aftermath of the war, to see
the differences with the German and llungarian situations.
We must continue this analysis for another two years after
the armistice, however, for reasons that should become
‘obvious as the Feader proceeds. Once we understand the
Italian situation, we will have a basis for a critical
appraisal of the Italian revolutionaries during this
period. | '
| The Italian Socialﬁg§§§;yty (P31) was formed in the
1890s. Except for the expﬁiéﬁén of the syndicalists in 1906,
the party was not rent by factignal struggles as early as
the.Russian or German-parties. In fact, at the very same
time that the BoLsheviks'weréi&énsolidating themselves as-
an_independcnt party (RSDP-BiIand the Gerﬁén radicals_were
being ou?maneu#ered ;n the 5I'D, "the I’SI's réﬁical left
achieved a fateful victory within the party structure,

when the "Bissolati wing" of the party was expelled.22

22Phis wing supported the war for the annexation of
Libya in 1911. The circumstances in which this came about
are quite complex. As in Germany, the economic situation
of 1907-08 led to a radicalization of the party base, a
£T0 of syndicalism in the labour movement, and as a
consequence, a weakening of the Confederazione Generale del
Lavoro (CGL). The latter had a relationship to the party not
unlike the German unions. The Party looked after the poli-
‘tical interests of workers, and the unions their economic ones.

then it became clear that certain right-wing elements were
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Although the ﬁarty exécutive and parliamentary faétiﬁns-‘
exhibited hardly any more radical tendencies.than the SPD
eiecutive, their executive Wés far less free to maneuver
than the latter was. Bebel uséd his prestige of long-time
m%litancy to gbod advantagé iﬁ'the face of rank and file
presSure, which no one on Ehe PSI executive wag in a_posi-
tion to do. This "tradition" passed on to his successor,
f?iedrich:Ebert. On top Qf-this. Italy‘did not enter the
War in 1914, Hence, like the American S;Jcia]:ist Party,
the PSI was able to remain "true" to socialism and avpid
becoming embroiled in the chauvinistié frenzy which seized
the German and French parties, '

This revolt of the fank and file._howevef. should be
seen as a revival of the syndicalist tendencies which had
earlier. failed to take root in the party. Whereas the
radical left in Germany defended their flirtation with the
mass strike concept through theoretical analysis%%zuuisome
of the parties' ‘most noted thinkers. Luxembﬁrg and Franz

Mehring, were associated with the movement), the Italian left

seriously entertaining the idea of participating in Giovanni
Giolitti's "trasformismo," an "intransigent revolutionary"
faction emerged to compete with the syndicalists for the
support of radical labour and fight extreme reformism in the
party. It achieved sigpificant support among party rank and
file. The executive was divided between the extreme right and -
the group around Filippo Turati and Claudio Treves which cor-
responded to Kautsky's "Marxist Centre" in Germany. The revolt
of the rank and file, which gained in strength from 1911-1912
under Mussolini's leadership and the division of the executive,
led to the expulsion. Williams, GWyn, DProletarian Order
(London, Pluto, 1975) pp. 35-39. Such a move was precluded

in Germany by the Mannheim resolution, itself (in part) a
product of and further reinforced by Bebel's hold on the

German party. Schorske, op.cit.,.passim.

QBCf.ﬁ Rosa Luxemburg, "The Mass Strike,.The
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lremalned a- theoretlcall and had nothing in common with tho
theoretlcal tradltlon of Antonio Labrlola.zq While there ‘is
a direct 11nk between the opp031tlon of 1905 and the emergence
of the Spartacus League durlng the war. few ties existed be-
tween the Mussollnl faction and the Communlst tendency which
later emerged 25 \\' .

. Although d1v1ded at the outbreak of the War, the FSI
,had nothlng resembllng the Boi%hév1k/Menshev1k Ffactionalism
Whlchrhad tormeqted the RSDWP oefo;e the final break of 1912,
nor é}éﬁ tﬂe emoryo of‘a new party liké,the.left-opposition
in the.SPD ranks. |

As it becahe cleayp that'the Itaiian government was

fllrtlng with the ‘idea of enterlng the war. and the Party
faced the threat of repr9351on. right- w1ng pressure for X
more con0111atory pollcy 1ncreased. The party adopted the
slogan "neither: support nor sabdtage." This'made it appear
that-there was a new threat'of co-optation, and_a'new‘
opoosition began to emerge to carry on the true revolutionary
socialist or "intranstgent"” position.' A young milttaht from

'Naples, Amadeo Bordiga, took the iead. A number of .veteran

Polltlcal Party and the Trade Unions." The complete text of
P. Lavin's translation appears in losa Luxembury Speaks
ed. by i, -A. Walters (New York, Pathfinder, 1970).

Mehrlng s “"Gounterpart" in Italy, the'leading
dialectician of the Second Internatlonal. ’

SAmon" tho,e who later came to ho prominant in the
PCI, a feow, llke Antonio Gramsci, did support Mussolini
brlefly in 1915.
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Turin socialists like Giovanni Germanetto, Francesco Barberis,
and Maria Giudice were very active, particularly in the only
actual uprising against the war, but it was Bo diga who

6 It re~

was pérticularly/active on the national level.
éuired several years before Bordiga could put together an
active organiiation. by which time the war was ending.: Qur .
purpose iﬁ this section is_to see what sort of conditions
Bordiga's group faced as they set aﬁout the task of making
-revolution. ' )

There are- two important background factors which must
always be kept in mind in any study of Italy. The first is
the fact tpat one can almost speak of "two“'IFaliesn the
advanced induétrial'north, and'the poor, more "hackward"
gouth. The second factor is the “Catholic Pact“, an over-
whelming percentage of Itailane are at least nomlnal Catholics
These are two general considerations whlch hold true for the
period under study.

) The specific feature of the period, other than the war,
was the rapid 1ndustr1al concentratlon taklng place. Alphough
a real capltalls§ economy had come, into existence in the cities
and the north even ﬁefore unification, the influx of cabital
into productive technology fhat prodﬁces-the phenomenon

known as "iﬁdustrial revolution" began‘oﬁly at the end of the
IBBOS.QgThe nature of Itélian capitalism and fécﬁnological

-requirements of the time - produced a more "concentrated"

6De‘CIement1, Andreina, Amadeo Bord;g_ (Turln.
Elnaud\\ 1971) pp. 49- 52

‘a . -

-
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industry.than had.appeared'at correspohding periﬁés ih

French, Bélgian. or British history. Italian prodﬁctivity-
skyrocketed during the war and the tendency toward concen-
tration was greatly enhanced.z? _ .

The 1nternal 31tuation in war-time Italy.dlffered from
that\\f Ru651a 1n several cruczal reSpects. First, the
patriotic fervor which had_accompanied the declaration of
war throughout the Russian couhtryside was compT}tely absent,
Only the rural bourgebisie and, Yandowning elementé supported
the war "en bloc." The Italian army was largely composed of -
peasants, particularly the infantry; desertion has been
described as massive.28 Nonetheless, there was not the
-disillusionment .in Italy that there had been in Russia.

In thg casé of the urban workﬁng.élass, there was a
'certain appearanée of similarity between their social
situation and that of the tiny Russian proletariat. Most‘
induétrial workers were exeﬁptéd from military service be-
cause of:the-labour éhortage‘created by- the production
increases. Their déily cdncerns were wages and the cost'
and supply of food.

Despite these similarities, the workers of Petrograd

revolted and sparked- a revolution. The workers of Turin

revolted once, but the uprising did not develop beyond the

2?Homoo. Rosdrio. Breve Storia delle Crande Industric
in Italia, 6th edition, (Boldgna. Capelli, 1974) pp. 115-126.

28Ma1er. Charles 3., Hecasting BDourgeois Curope .
(Prlnceton, Prlnceton University Press, 1975) p. 48.
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¢ity, and it remained a mere revolt. To a large extent,
this can be éxplained by-the'greater efficienéy with which
Italy moblllzed her resources for the war. Recall the
-problems of the anthuated czarist regime, which had re-
gquiped the aid of the Zemstvoes to mobilize. - These organi-
zat had become increasingiy important cogé in the war
"machihe as the conflict dragged on. The Italian state did

not require "help" of this ndature. Under General Dgiiig?o

economic mobilizatioh was carried out in a ﬁostiefficient
manner.29 o ‘o - ' |

The politics of the Central Comﬁittee of Agricultural
Mobilization were to hold food prices down. The large peaoant
moblllzatlon had reduced the total output of food, while the
war produced increased demand. The hbsence of nltrates and
-phosphates because Of trade restrictions also, contrlbuted
to the shortage, which would have caused large increases
in prices. The CommltteE“favpred_the towns at the expense
of the cquntryside. |
' Another factor which mist be taken into gccount is
that Italiéné had to bear the burden,of war-tince shoriages
-almost a full year 1ess than the citizens of most other

belllgerent natlons. Th§ result was that the country was
b3

1nternally tranqu11 duri

g the war, with one notable exception.

9Espec1a11y when Italy s lack 0f‘co11 is considéred.
The country had been. dependent on forelrn 1mport partxcularly .
from Germany. The war necessitated a massive switch to
electrical power. (lot” surprisingly, the "aiss ociazione esercenti’
1mpreqe elettriche" were strong proponents of Italy' s entry
into the war, }  iori, Glorglo. Il Capitalismo Industriale in
Italia (Rome, Edltorl Riunti, 1977) pp. 162, ~166.
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Thi; was the “"events of Turin" in the 1ate\nmmer,of
"1917. A protest against the fact that eight bakeries had
failed to open quickly blossomed into an armed revolt
against the war, lasting from August 22nd to August 26th.
Fifty people were- killed and tvo hundrea were wounded before--
the insurrection was crushed.>° ‘ .

The Turin events were serious in that the revolution-
ary anti-war left, which had remained completely isolated at
the time of the Zimmerwald and lienthzl conferences, was now
gaining a solid foothold in'Russia., Turin had becn a centre
of bourgeois opposition to the war, and only days'ﬁeforn,
the'ﬁenshevik delegation to Italy had been grected by cries
of "Vive Lenin," while addressing a crowd in the city.31

In addition to the genéral factors contributing to
social tranquility outlined above, there appear to be two
related reasons why'the Turin uprising petered.outi

The soldiers remained loyal, unlike many of those in
Petrograd vho joined the workerslfn the streets. The war
effort was going well at the time (Capéretto'came after the
Turin reb;llion), the mobilization had been efficient, and,
forvmany peasants, the food was probably better in the army-

. : \
than at home. TFinally, the P3I had little support in the country-

side, and their propaganda had little effect on the peasants

%2ncdro, Domenico, "La "ivelta di Torino nel 1917
nella sentenza del tribunale militare territoriale,” Rivista
storica del Socialismo, no. 10 (Hay-August 1960) pp. L37-L38.

3?This incident is §t11ll not clear. It was probably not
a consclously anti-lienshevik act but a result of the confusion

which ;eigped,throughout Europe ahout the actual events
oecurring in nussia., Williams, op,cit., “fe-63,
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in the army. The peasants’ apti-war attitude was more the
“spontangous" product of their situation than a result of
~agitation. Furthermore, it was.sullen and passive and.could
be dirccted jgst as easily against the priviieged workers who
did not have to die in the trenches as againstlthe government
which had sent'them there.32 _ '
The second factor is far more'complex. and can be
dealt with only briefly here. This is the nature of the
"bourgeois opposition" in Italy, which precluded the type of
relapionship which formed in Russia between right-wing
socialists and the liberal opposition.l'This oppositién wag
_pro-war. In Iﬁaly. the urban bourgecisie was divided over
the question of intervention.33 The Giolittian liberals had
been-against the war, but did liftle to qpﬁose it aétively.
The real subversives were the “inter;ehtiohist opposition",
who demanded a more vigorbus prosecutionwof the war and a

more vigorous persecution of the war's opponents, particularly

the socialists.

32Cf. on this point Cammett, -John, Antonio Gramsci and
the Origing of Italian Communism (Stanford, Stanford Univer-
sity Press, 1967) pp. 52-55. Cammett, however, places too
much emphasis on the "complete lack of lcadership, either local
or national."” It is difficult to imakine what action could
have been taken on the spot to overcome twenty years of neglect
of the peasants by the P3I. Giuseppe Fiori's account largely
corroborates Cammett' s, despite disagreement on a minor
point about the specific presence of a Sardinian regiment.
dntonio Uramsci: The Life of a Revolutionary, trans. by
Tom Nairn (London, New Left Books, 1970) pp. 111-112.

33Bertrand, C.L., "viar and Subversion in Italy: {1917-
1918", Historical Reflections: Réflexions Historiqggs.\

Vol. IIIl, no. 2 (Winter, 1976) pp. 105-107. Maier, op.cit.,
pp. 50-53, 112-113,
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According to a police informer, one group, the
"Committen of Public Safety"

nlanned to execute the king at the front

and hold the royal family captive at Lome
while it placed Gencral Cadorna at the head
of a dictatorial,regime that would intensify
the war effort.”+ .

The tendency of nolice spies to give wild exaggerations in
order to secure further employment is well knﬁwn. However,
we do not have to take serioﬁsly all that is claimed here
in order to appreciate that this opposition in Italy wag
moving in a-vory‘different dircction from that of Russia.
There the bourgeﬁis opposition had demanded democratic
ref‘orms.35

Mot only was this "bourgeois subversion" moving in a
different direction from that in Russia, it was smaller,
because of the divisions within the bourgeoisie, and it was
lew significant to the war effoft because the stafe did nof
need voluntary help organizations. It also failed to convert
General Cadorna, military chief of-staff. "Since only
Cadorna could bring the army into (a) coup, the plotters.

36 The Russian

could not hope to succeed without him."
"rlottors" like Guchkov and Konuvilov did succeed in iAfluen-

cing Alelsrev: they unintentionally subverted the var effort,

3u3ertrand, op.cit., p. 108. Cmphasis added.
35The war aims of the Hussian opposition and the Italian
interventionict opposition were similar. They hoth wanted to
unleash a more efficient war effort. It was the method of
acconplishing this which made them very different and pre-
vented similar alliances forming in Italy. The leftist nature
of the PSI wos a vital factor in this. '

36
Bertrand, op.cit., p. 109,
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which the different alignment of forces in Italy outlined
above made impossiblé, As already mentionéd the anarchist
and socialist opp031t10n had little effect on the (peasant)
army and no hope whatsoever of winning over the high
command ., .

The army remained loyal as a unit at‘Turin.tdespite
the high rate of individual deseftion with which it had been
ﬁlagued. There were no further major disturbances in Italy
after the "Turin events" until after the war's end. Hence,
thgre was never any real possibility that the February'events
in Russja would repeat themselveg in Italy.

But, as we have éeen in_thé cases of Hungary and
Germany, the period immediately preceeding and following the
cease fire was also a critical one. The situaETBnﬁiﬁeitaly-at
the war's end appeared extremely unstable. Industrial ﬁro—
duction was up by 1003, prlmarlly because of state require~
ments for war. Uhlle part of thls increase could be chan-
nelled into consumer goods, of which there had been a great
sﬁortaﬂe, it Was obvious that industry would be cutting back
on JObS just when the Itallan army should be comlng home.'
In addition, there was the perennlal land hunger of the
peasantry -= those in the army and those vho had remained
at home.37 )

Another element which added to the potential political
instability of the qltuaflon was the formation of the

Partito Popolare Itallano (PPI) Just as the war ended.
!

L

37010ugh, Shepherd B., The Economi.c History of lModern
Italy (New York, .Columbia University Press, 1964) p. 189.

t
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Though not revolutioﬁafy-or even radical, the PPI's
corporatist appeals for all citizens to have the influénce on
national politics that they had earned in blood during the
war, répresented and encouraged a growing politicization oéf
many Catholics who had been "outside" the politics of Italy
since the'unification.38 This was especially true among
the peasantry, who respondeq.to their mild appeals for land
reform. Peasants were bejng invited into the political arcna
for the first time, and this was é ciass'with a long list
of grievances. . |

Yet despite the potentially explosive situation, Italian
‘demobilization occurredu?ithoué a hitch: Several factors
combined to ensure an orderly situation. lFirst. in the wake
of the military rout at Caporetto in 1917, propaganda aimed
at the army was stepped up.

The Orlando government was the first (in Burope -

..} to take seriously the problem of propa-

ganda.... The policy of Orlando’ was marked by

an increased concern for the material problems

of the soldiers and their families, and by an

intensified effort to persuade them that the

war/was worth fighting, through the promise
of 'a just peace and a reformed society.

The ossified czarist state had been incapable of any such
promises; the Kerensky government was incapable of making
them for political reasons. (that is, the nature of the alliances

by which it came to power). In Germany, the Kaiser's

- I8%lony, John K. The Emermence of Political
Catholicism in Italy (London, Croom Helm, 1977) passim.

39Lyttleton, Adrian, The Seizure of Power {(London,
Weidenfield and Nicholson, 1973) p. 28, .

. -
- I'd
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government was too thoroughly diocredited to retain credibi-
lity, but the placing of the Social Democrats at the helm of
state nesulted in a somewhat similar effect. 1In the short
run it seems necosqary to say that the propaganda tactics
had con51derable succe.s, There was no Italian collapse.

In effect, the tactics of the Italian government were

-

to play for time. The government, and not just the socialistsg,,

had-proclaimed the necessity of change. F¥or ekample. Con-
)

servatlve Prime lMinister Salandra had declared; “uoday it is
authoritatively said that war is a revolution.... No one o

believes tﬁat with this tempest over, a peaceful return to

the past is possible.“lLO lluch was promised with respect to’

land.

The slogan "land for the peasants," of which
the Italian 5Socialist Party had made so. much
orior to 1915 was cricd ever more insistently
and more widely.... Even some of the Liberal
Farty supporters...and some still more con-
sorvative elements came out in favor of the
state’'s taking over uncultivated land and
plaolng it in the hands of individual
peasant owners or assgciations.t1 .

>

But "delay" was not merely a government strategy to kecp
peace. Italv was among the victor natlons and 1.7 million
of her troops were retained to occupy former Austrian

1'.‘:-3r*r1tory.,+2 The.delay in the homecoming of many peasants

quuotod in tlaier, op.cit., p. 52, (and in virtually
every other commentary on this period).

"¢lough, op.cit., p. 150.

L .
F2I'.iaier op.cit., p. 119. In addition there were (/'
hostilities with Jugoslavia and Albania which kept up a -

further demand for soldiers. (
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and thé initial hesitation when they did get back (which
we attributed to effective propaganda), meant that there
were no disorders like those which occurred in lHungary and
Germany. The gofcrnment was given a tiny bit of breathing
spacc. The first occupations of the land began only in
. Harch 1919."3 - ,

0f course, peasanté taking land can bé an extremcly
volatile event, evén if it does not occur in wartime or at
the actual demobilization period, as the cvents in 1789 in
France reveal. There, however, the upsurge was quite
"sPontaneous" while in Italy it was mediated by ‘the National
Federation of Agrarian Workers (Federterra). Two hundred
and fifty thousand braccianti had been unionized before the
war. In the two years following the war, the figure soared

Ll

to almost one million., The effect of this organization on

the movement was disast ous.L"5
There were two distinct waves to the movement Dut both
were primﬁrily because of "il contrasto tra le speranze declla
suerra e la realta di immutata miseria che accoglie il ritorno
del t‘ednci."“'6 In both cases the Federterra tactics werce
gimitar. ‘Phey were characterized by rceticence "about the aim
wi7

of 'land to thc peasants,’ and a complete lack of

“Vivarelli, Rdbarto, 11 Doposucrra in Italia e L'ivvenuto
del Pascismo (Haples, I.I.3.5.H., 1967) p. Bb19.

Il . ‘
HHaier‘. op.cit., p. 50.
e .

*5ivid, p. 310.

1
stivarclli, op.cit., p. 422,

W7 . .
7Ma1er, op.cit., p. 310,
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" cooperation between Fe&erterra‘organizers, (who were PSI
militants), and PSI municipal governments and PSI dgputies.us
The net effect of Federterra was to delay the peasants'’
occupations’and channel them into legal forms of bargaining
that it was unable to carry out because of divisions in
the PSI, while allowing counter-revolutionary forbes‘time e
to recover and arm for the counter-attack in 1921-22.”’9

A study of the cities in this period reveal; the same
thing: there was always room to maneuver:; delay and compromise
were never impossiblé. Long and bitter strikes in the summer
of 1919 in Lombardy,-Liguria and Emilia ended in "agreements
wearisomely wrung out” which were afterwards often broken.so
Isolated strikes and even oécasional occupations by workers
continued into 1920.51

%In 1920, the second year after the war, the general

social tension appeared to be about to boil over on two .

* )
different occasions. In both cases, the metallurgical workers

“Bryia, p. 312.

! .

L"-)The P35I was not happy about the nature of the
occupations, since the party programme called for collectivi-
zation of the land. Vivarelli, op.cit.. pp. 423-425.

The sheer desperation of the Bolsheviks' position forced
- them to delay the integration of the peasants into the
révolution for ten years, when state power was already con-
solidated in the 3talin era. The doctrinaire stance of the
PGI forced many peasants, especially those with land, towards
the PPI instead. Williams, op.cit., p. 73.

508priano, Paolo, The Occupation of the Factories,
trans. by Gwyn Williams (London, Pluto Press, 1975) p. 29.

511vid, p. 33.



- 3 -

of Turin were at the centre of the dispute. Both times,
the sameltactics were effectively employed by the state,
‘even in the face of growing opposition aﬁong industrialists.
The first series of events took place in April. The
prineiple immediate cause was a dispute over the role of
"internal co‘mmissions"52 in the factories.53 The next day,
this developed into a general strike throughoﬁt Piedmont,
Thgre was.labour unrest at the'sahe time in Alessandria,
Genoa, and l”-‘lor'r~r1,t:e.5'"L The other really "hot-spot" in Italy
at the time was WMNovarra. An acca}d was signed with the
agricultural workers there, however, and the possibility of
a national general strike was averted.55 The general strile

56

continued until April 24th when a compromise was hammered out.-

52First established in 1906 as temporary bodics to
‘settle particular disputes, the internal commissions were made
standing committees during the war as a concession to labour.
They became a bone of contention with the end of the war/
Cammett, op.cit., p. 26. )

531t should be ﬁotcd, however, that the nrice of bread
was unusually high, even for the post-war period. Avanti,
April 1, 1920.pd(All references are to the Milan edition.)

. SuLa otampa, April 13, 1920, p. 2. avanti, April 16,
1920, n. 1. ’

55

56Thero had heen widespread opposition to the strike
among the less militant members of the P3I. Filippo lurati
issued the following appeal: "3isogna scongiurare ad ogni
costo la guerra civile. Ribadisco la mia avversionm 211"
insurrezionismo ed alla violenza, che non affreterebbero
di un giorno la realizsazione del sogno socialista."
On)y parliamentary action could lead to socialism. Quoted in
Ivia.

La_stampa, April 20, 1920, p. 1.
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Again, nothing was resolved. La Stampa put it as follows:
“Da punta da vista dei lavoratori in conflitto & uno shaglio.
Per nesgdna ragqione dunque esso si deve poter pid ripotere."S?
The only "positive"™ end to a general strike was revolution,
according-to- the paper. 1In a compromise, no one won.

The Milan Avanti took a more optimistic vie&. " The
general strike was a defensive measure against the incursioné
of capital, *an affort unparalleled in labour history, Despite
Eﬁe enormous forces of the Italijan bourgeoiﬁiﬁ, the Turin
proletariat remained unbroken. rfurthermore, they had
resoiutely raisedﬁthe question ﬁf‘WOrkers' control. “The
battle is over, the war continues,"5%

‘ The vital question not raised by the PSI‘brgan'was how
long Italian society could exist in a state of “warf" There
wére no major'“battlés“ in the wake of theﬁTurin sfrike. Put
there were repeated “skirmisheq.“ Hot all the Turinese work
force went back with the metal workers (although without them
the strike lost most of its potency.and soon died out). One
week affgp the Turip troubles; Avanti announced yet another
major strike in Naples.59 | .« v . -

HStrikes occurred sporadically throushout the summer,

: R . §) - .
as economic condltlons'ﬂeterlorated.(0 it the sam€ time,

1571% Sta i

=2 _wtampa, April 24, 1920, p. 1.

58 v s . K s
Avantl. f\prll 25, 1920’ po 1 . : . ..: '

Pnpril 30, 1920, p. 1.
6OSpriano. op.cit., .p. 45, According to Luigi Einaudi,

the general index of prices had declined approximately eight
percent from the end of May to the end of June (calculating
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however, the most influential sectors of the Italian bour-
geoisie began. to undergo a change of éttitudé -- to regain
their "nerve." They too moved towards "intransigence" as. it
became clear that they were not likely to be expropriated by
an apocalyptic revqlutioh on the one hand, but that the con-
tinuing uneasy situation did not appears to be improving on
‘the other hand.61 This was far more serious than the radical
"interveﬁtionist opposition™ during the war had been. It
was largef in_numbera, with much more economic clout. The
April strikes were triggered by a much tougher stance by the
employers than they had exhibited at any'point'since the war,
Yhile it is true that the strike was settled by compromise,
thé initial attitude was something new. ‘

Jourgeois intransigence continued throughout the summer.
On July 15th, a PSI motion to give a wider mandate to the

inquiry into the political causes of the war was defeated

the prices of 1901 as a base). He also claimed that bread "
was being held at an artificially low price. an interesting
fact revealed in Cinaudi's tables (but not mentioned in the
text of the articld was that while the prices of textiles,
metallurgical products, and. commodities in general had de-
clined since tlay, the general index of food prices had risen
thirteen percent. Corriere della Sera, July 21, 1920, p. 1.

61Resistance began in the countryside as early as
February 1920 when landlords began to use strike-breakers
against Federterra. Maier, op.cit., p. 311. HMaier places
the date of the radicalization of the industrial bourgeoisie .
at much-too late a period, however. He claims that it resulted
from the September factory otcupations. Ibid, pp. 184-1835,
spriano clearly shows that it began before the April strikes.
storia del Partito Comunista Italiano (Turin, Einaudi, 1967).
pp. 51-52. ,
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"in pdriiament!szf Indﬁeﬁrialiste began?to iesne sffbng
statements on pricc“increases.61 CH 1 ilaf'argﬁment; were
presented by the Turin 1ndustr1allsts wheh. they began talks
'W1th the repreqentatzves of the Federation of Metalworkers
T(PIOM), the Ttalian Syndlcallst Union - (UoI) and the Italian
. Labour Union (UIL). 6 : A 4.
It is imporgant to note that this new fnoransigence

was not so 1nflox1ble as to make it obv1ouu'rlght ‘at the out-
set that neg001at10n alone could ‘Aot resolve "the conflict.
These talks" were further slowed dOWn Ly‘dlsputes anong’ the
rival unions involved 65' Hence, it ‘was only-at the end of
August thﬁt it became clear that-an 1mpa se had been reachod.
Uhlle negociations dragged on peacefully, another smgnlflcant
event came and wont in Rome. A demonstration by qtrlklng
" transport workers erupted 1nto v1olence on ~July 20th.66
. Riot contlnued for three days," whlle cries about "polltlcal,

v1olonce" came from parllament.

62 Corrlere della qera July 15,1920 p.-l.

63"Gl:. indus trlall e le cause deg11 alti pregzi*..
Ibid, p. 4.

6u"L‘in1z1 dellce trattlve dei metallurglcl la pre-
giudlziale degli industriali.’ Corriere della Scra,
July 16, 1920, p. 2. Spriano mistakenly states that tho
nep001atlons opened on July 29th. The Occupation of the
Factories, p. 41. ‘

65Cf - the attack on FION by a USI spokesman on
July 17th, quoted in Corriere della Sera, p. 2, The following
day FIOM demanded seperate negoc1atlons from those involving
the USI. Corriere della Sera, July 18, 1920, p. 3.

66Corriere“della Sera, July 21, 1920, p.'za
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Mucﬂ of the violence was' in fact'éaused by "counter-
demonétrators,“dyhd were publically supported.by Turati.
The PSI depufy denouncéd the strike as "absurdlh and as being
against the public, especially the old and handicapped.67
Tur1t1 s host111ty probably stemmed from the fact. that therc
was a strong anarch;st 1nf1uence among the tramway workorﬂ
It is indeed possible that the sectarlanlsm whlch d1v1ded the
anti- capltqllﬂt movement in Italy would have prevented any
coordination between the th centrep. had the Turin occupa-
tions broken out-at the same time. The crucial point is; *
howéver, that the political capital was extremely calm
throughout the entire ﬁeriod qf.the September occupations in
lhjpeJ"iﬁdustriallcapital.“68
. The actual events of the occupations need not overly
concarﬁ us. herec., _The same pattern was répeated. Of course,
,the situation was much mong°complicated given the wider |
scope of the occupations and thé groW?h of employer intran-
' 51gence which” had provoked them69
?ut this new attitude dld not trlumph at thls point.

Whild a future fascist like Edoardo notlgllino could shout

LY

out- threats and rhotorlc, a2 type ol bombagt whlch cume to ’

domlnate the General Confederatlon of Industry7 (Conflnduﬁtrla),

-
. N

I

v 67Cited in Ibid.

8Spriano, The Occﬁpatioﬁ of the Factories, p. 62.

69The headline of Corriere della Sera the day after the
occupations began explained everything., “Gli pperai ° B
metallurgici prendono/posseso delle uficine per prevvenire
una serrata industriale." August 31, 1920,

70wp11 dimcussion is useless. The industrialists will /
not grant any 1hcreaue (in wages.- 4, W, ) at all. 3ince the'

.r“"
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the Gielfttien government was not swept up by the wave of
reactlon., Giolitti himself stated "Should I have cleaned out
the factorles by force? It would have been c1v;l war." If
civil War was unacceptable, there was only one other solution.
As Giolitti told FIAT chief Agnelli, "Only time can golve the

problem."71

It did, although the ultimate ramifications’
were not what the veteran politician expected.

The argument that nho revolution was possible hecausc
- . . . » -

- i -
the workers listened to General Confederation of Labour (CGL)

and FIOM spokesmen is an empty abstraction; the men who

" .. launched the Russian Revolution were similar -or even more

right-wing; so too were the men who began the "Great French

Rcbolution " The key to the Itallan 51tuat10n 1s that the

-

state never put the unions "to the wall" during the crltlcal

years, and even interceded when 1t appeared that Conflndustrlq

P

might ﬁo 80, Thlq role changed radlcally only after the social,

pfotest'of'the Biennio Rosso had receded..w1th NuSSOllnl S

- ~

coming to power:xloctober of 1922,

It was only in the summer of 1922 that Italy underwent

a real polltlcal‘crlsls. From the end of the war until that

: w
time, the country had PaaSEG through a sorleq of grave

51tuat10nq, but never really having to:face more than one

. ]

. problem at a time. Butjdurang the time that there was

)

end of the-war sheyﬂvc‘donc nothing but drop their pants.
lKow we're going to start on Jou."” Quoted in Spriano,

~The Occupation of the Factories, p. 46

7lcited in Ibid, p. 56.

- . ' L
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Iiferally no governmént:'all social protgst was either spent
or thoroughly intimidated by fascist Violencc. There was
never any conjuncture of objective and subjective facfors,
as’ in France in'1789.??
This section has made two points. The first is that
the situation in Italy did not resemble the situation in
jRG%Sia, implying that an attempt to mimic Bolshevik tactics
might well be futile. (This reinforced the point made in the
intﬁoduction about,éttempts to duplicate Bolshevik "success.J)_

-

) The_éecond point is that the Italian state always had
.room to maneuver and could "ride out” each'potential crisis;
this ability stems largely from the nature of the dicnnio
10889, during which there was not & total.“cdnjunctdre.“

Je have not argued that the'situation was not potentially’
revolutionary; we do maintain that this potential had not
reached a’éﬁage‘whence it could effectively be eipl;ited'
directly by an intransigent party of purc revqlutionaries.
lior does this heceqsarily contradict Lenin's point that in
order to have a successful éevoiution (in the short run,
that is, -~ in terms of'a successful transfer of power)} there

must be a groﬁp willing to assume power. 3But it must be

remembered that section one pointed out the marginal role

: ?20n the explosive nature of a conjuncture of various
short-term and long-term economic problems with a political
crisis, cf. C.E.Labrousse, "1848-1830-1789: Illow Revolutlons

*  Are-DBorn,” contained irl-ESMS_iLLl_?QO%QMM ed. by
F. Crouzect ct al, (London, Arnold, 1969). I[i,D. 1in particular
page 6, vhere Labrousse compares 1789, when there was a total .

conjuncture, with the two cases where the political :
crises did not occur vhen ecconomic conditions were bledkest,

that is, there was only a series of partial conjunctures.
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nlayed by such 2 groun until the proper moment arrives,
This moment never arrived in Italy..

This is not to say that sdciaiists and révolutionaries
had no role to play. In'fact, vie shall see that their role
in this pefiod was of crucial iﬁportance; e turn now to

an analysis of.-what the Bordigan faction in the D3I did

(and did not do) during the Biennio Rosso.
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vle have briefly examined the history of the PSI up to
and during the Pirst World iar, and we have studied, in some
detail.'jhe complex series of events which arose as a result

of Italy's (belated) entry into the war; we have followed

thesc events to their culmin%tion in' the Qignnio 110850,

In the crucible of these'fwo years of turmoil, two distinct
political tendencies émerged within the PSI, challenging the
direction the Party was taking under the leadqréhip of
Giacinto Serrati. 1In January 1921, these two dissident groups
united with other dissenting elements in the P3I to .form the
Itagian Communist Party (PCI).’?  One of these.two factions

has become internationally well knovn. It was based in Turin

around the journal L'Ordine kubvo, which was initiallj a
o= . .
Joint project of the two great intellects of post-war.Itallan -
llarxism, Antonio Gramsci and Angelo Tasca, .
Our concern here, however, is primarily with the;other

faction. It was centered in Naples, around the weekly news-

-paper 11 Soviet, edited by Bordiga. It was this group,
generally called the "abstentionist," and later called the

-"communist-abstentionist® faction within Ehe P35I, which

73Most notable among these other opposition elements
were those who had syndicalist tendencies, like Nicola
Bombacel (the future Fascist leader). They had no organized
groun per se. Most Italian syndicalists were outnide tho
official socialist movement, in the USI. This organization
was courted briefly by the Third International when it
became clear that the newly formed Italian Communist Party
had no hope of gaining the support of the CGL. The attempt
failed when the syndicalists balked at the conditions which
were to be imposed by lioscow on all adherents to the Inter-
national of Red Trade Unions (ISR). .Even those syndicalists
who had supported the idea of Joining the ISR chose to remain
within the USI, Bertrand, Charles L., "The Unione Sindacale
Italiana and the International of Red Trade Unionsg,” (paper
read to the Canadian Historical Society, June 1978) passim.
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took the initiative in the series of events which led to the
founding of the PCI.”™ The Bordiga faction should not be
thought of as being entirely restricted to the region around
Naples.75 but their scope of operations was considerably
limited elsewhere.76

11 Soviet first appeared in December of 1918. It was
the fruition of Bordiga's efforts to organize during the war.’’
While Bordiga failed to make'any substantial impact on the
Party during this time, he.did come to dominate the weak
Naples section of the PSI.?8 In conjunction with a number of
militant metallurgical workers, his group took the initiative
in forming "La Camera del-la&oro di Napoli" to compete with
the reformist dominated‘“Borsa dl lavoro." The new organiza-
tion won the support of labour in all the major industries of
Naples,‘with the exception of the dockworkers. Il Soviet
was launched to coordinate the activities of the Camerég
the local- section of‘fhe PSI, £he local section of ﬁhg CGL,

.and the Bordigan faction.?9

-

' ‘743priano. Paolo, Storia del Partito Comunista Italiano,
pp. 37-38, 46. \ '
75Ibid, p. boO.
?6Cf. “illiams, op.cit., p. BO, for a brief description

of the problems faced by Giovanni Boero, an abstentionist,~and
his problems as Turin sectional secretary of the I'SI. Boero
was cventually replaced by Falmiro Togliatti, also a founder of
L:Ordine Huovg but who was quite marginal to the group at this
time. After the arrest of Gramsci, Togliatti became PCI leader.

77Discussed above in section I.
78 Clementi, op.cit., p. 62.
?9l§iQL pp. 62-63.
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* The newspapar was initially ticd~dircc£]y to the
concrete struggles oleabour. or at least, labour in Naples.
_ fow did it relate to these struggles throughout the Biennio
Egggé? Before attempting to answer this éuention. a few
- .general remarks about Il Soviet are in ofder.'

The first issue was.extr;mely indicative of what was
to come. Giovanni 3anna began a series of articles on the

Russian revolution, which continued until issue number ten
in February. There was a short statement about the Spartacus
- .

movement, and several local articles and notices. The front

pagé vas devoted to two articles, one on the question of the

80

"constituent‘aSSehbly," the other on democracy in England.

Although the conclusions to both articles were censored, their
gist was clear.

I1 nefasto affiriismo che tanto danno ¢ con-
fusione ha arrecato attraverso 1a collabora-
zione tra i socialisti e i democratici

« borghesi, ha fatto perdere di vista aucsta
fondamentale programmatiga antitesi fra
socialismo e democrazia,®l

The struggle for "formal democracy" served to turn the atten-

tion,of'the proletariat from its true task.

La rivoluzione socialista si realizzerd quando il
potere politico sard rielle mani dei lavoratori,

non solo perch& i lavoratori sono la maggioranza,

ma percha alla minoranza borghese verrd tolta ogni a2
ingerenze nella formazione degli organi del potare.™

p
- o

RO'I.‘he idea of a constituent assembly was propesed during
the war as a "corporatist" parliament. The idea was seized
upon by the trade unions as a labour parliament, to recons-
truct and reshape Italy after the war., Il Soviet, Dec. 22,
1918, p. 1. All citations are to the Feltrinelli reprint
(itilan 1966). - .

81Ibid, emphasis added.

82"Gdhrra Rivolugionaria™, ibid, p. 2. As De Clementi
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Furthermore, it was asserted that the war had created
a revolutionary situation. Thé reasoning-was simple. 'The
argument did not refer at all to Italy, but was based on a-
purely international analysis. _Capitalism laid the basis
for ahd pfqduéed socialist revolution. The war was %he
supreme crisis of capitalism, a product of its deepest
contradictions. It could only hasten the end of bourgeois
éociety.83 |

The obvious concluéions were not long in coming. The
Bolshevik revolutioé and the Spartacus uprising‘were depicted
as part of a great "marcia del comunismo" to which the PSI
had to align itself., Issue number five opened with a broad-
side against the reformists.mL Then came fhe news'of the
murders of Lie?knecht-and Luxemburg, which dominated number
six. The next issue called on the Party to purgé itself of
all elements which, in a ‘crisis, would align themselves with
"the ‘Schiedemanns." 55 Issue number eight contained an article

entitled “Against the Mistakes and Traps of Reformism"™ which -

called on the Party to discard current electoral preparations.

points out, this identification of parliamentary democracy
with capitalism was developed by Bordiga several years before
the founding of 11 Soviet, during the war. Op.cit., p. 30,

83Ibid. Jordiga nevertheless insisted that even though
the war had produced a revolutionary situation, those social-
ists who had supported the war were still guilty of class
"treason.” Responsibility for the war was a vital question.
This was to be a revolution against all wars. llence all those.
who had supported the carnage would be crushed by the
proletarian reaction.

l .
¥ anuary 19, 1919, p. 1.

" lendenze rivoluzionarie e-possibilita rivoluzionarie,"”
February 2, 1919, p. 1. - :

——d
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This was followed up by an article in number ten entitled.
"Elezioni o conquista rivoluzionaria del potere?" which
repeated the abpstentionist position, and an article which
analyzed the prospects of revolution. In Russia, maximalist
socialism was triumphant, in Austria and Cermany its advance
was "formidable." In the face of this advanco

I) Marxismo antevide tutto questp, e chi

lo invoca a difesa dinna (sic) sopravvi-

* venza del.regime capitastico (sic) in
nome della pretesa 1mm1tur1tn delle con-

dizioni -economiche, ne & come mostrggemo,
., non un interprete, ma un traditore,

Thfough;ut the critical poét—wa?,months Il Soviet
continued this'line. Article after article hammered out the
same themes: abstentionism. expulsion of reformers, the
forging of a purely revolutionary organization. :The one
exception to the general  rule was fhe strike of Naples' -
metalworkers, thch captured thlpaper's headlines.B? In the
folloﬁing issue, however, an article entitled "After the
General Strike" reasserted the paper's geﬁeral position.
Direct action by workers never again captured the main’
fodgs of I1 Soviet. .

“hat was abstentionism. the domihant.thome of Bordiga
and his adherents in this crucial per10d° It was ‘fﬁe total

rejection of bourgeois democracy in all its forms, particu-~

' larly parliament, which we have discussed above. 3ordiga

\

¥

86"Le prospettive rivoluzionarie della situazione politica
attuale;" February 23, 1919, p. 1.

8711 soviet, April 20, 1919.

»
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saw the history of the‘PSI gé a series of co-optations, and
rebellions against these co'-owptations.88 The refdrmérs within
the Party were responsible for these diveréions from the true
path to'éocialisﬁ. Il Soviet argued that all the Party's
energies should go into preparing for the revolution.‘s9

It should be noted, however, that if Il Soviet was
making rather "abstract” demands at this time -- that is, its
appeals were ratﬁef removed from the da ly concerns of those
for whom it wished to speak (the wérkersf?“=vf1ﬁﬁ{ official
party organ, the daily newspaper Avanti. distinguished itself
by making absolutél& no demands at ail. It had complefely
abéndoned the type of committed joﬁrn&lism it had exhibited
under iMussolini's editorship in the immédiate pre-war years.90
The paper's 'claims to have always been at its battle station

throughout the war seem rather hollow in the light of its

8830rdiga's opening speech in the debates at the

Livorno Congress of the PSI, whare the PCI was born, bear
this out. "We are and we fecl we are the true heirs of the
Italian ilarxist left. If we must go, wo shall take with us
the honour of your past." Cited.in Cammett, op.cit., p. 149,

89’l‘he immediate task.wvas to smash bourgeois political
nower. This could not be done by a class which was still
sending its representatives to the institutions of hourgeois
dominance., Il Soviet, September 21, 1919, p. 2. : . :

: 90Part of this had to do with war time censorship, of
Jeourse. However, the paper changed 1ittle with the armistico.,
It is true that censorship continued after thoe war,' but the
nature of some of the articles printed in 11 Soviet reveal

the laxity of the censors at this time.
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failure to mention the Turin uprising of 1917. Its claim

91

~

-equally absurd, as the paper blandly reported'events. making

to vanguard status in the immediate post-war months scoms
occasional editorial comments.

Il Soviet must be understood as a reaction to this
type of "socialist agitation“'which the P3I and its organ
were putting forth. During the first few critical months

of the Diennio Rosso, the Farty literally did nothing except

accept new memberéhips.

The question which concerns us here, hOWe;er. is not X
whether Il Soviet was correct to criticize Avanti aéd the
P5I in general for failing to be more ;revolutiohary," but
whether the Bordiga group contributed anything towards aiding
fhe development of a~revolutionary situation in post-war Italy.
To answer this, we should pxamine briefly the other communist
tendency and contrast their approaches.

Lor six months the Bordiga group had been the only
organized left-wing opposition within the PSI. The other
opposition faction began to crystallize in thé summer of 1919
in Turin. On June_lStﬁ, Il Soviet welcomed the\§ppearance of

_a,zéw socialist weekly journal, L'Ordine Nuovo.92 Calling

itself a "weekly review of socialist culturq,"g3 its'maiden

91"La fine della guerra...non avra dimihuito la gravita
del nostro compito. La lotta feroce scattenata della
borghesia e finito ma la lotta di classe e divenuto pit
intensa, piu aspra, pin trayolgente. MNoi restiamo ancora nel
falta della mischia, all ‘avanguardia, come sempre.
Avanti, lovember 17, 1918, p. 1.

211 Soviet, June 13, 1919, p. 2.

2L ordine Nuovo, liay 1, 1919, p. 1. A1l citations
are to the Feltrinelli reprint (Milan 1966),

-~
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issue gave a clear indication of a number of striking

o

differences between the tw? hewspapers. .There was an
‘article oﬁ Louis Dlanc, a book revi%y (a book by Giovanni
Gentile, the future Fascist philosopher). a translation of
a Hax ﬁas#maﬁ article but, above all, an analysis of the
Italian situation,'someg;ing which waé repeated far more
frequently than in the Naples paper.

A second difference lay in the different nature of itg
épgeéls for political activism. Il Soviet had demanded an
end to "economism" by the politicai'activity of the prole-

tariat. This meant the formétion of a varty which refused
fb participate in shém bourgeois parliaments,and was little

concerned with day to day struggles. Issue number seven

of L'Ordine Nuovge contained the germs of the "Ordinovisti®

altermative. Gfémsci argued that revolutionary organization“

had to be centered on "éhe cenfrés of proletarian life" --

not just “"socialist circles® (that is, partys, but also shop

committees énd peasant communit§.95 L '
Tﬁis idea developed into the "factory coundil" éoncept.‘

To be revolutionary, the working‘class must not only "refuse

to collaborate with the instiﬁqtions of the bourgeois class,”

y ) . _
Meransci later argued that only with.the appearance
‘of the seventh issue of the journal.,did its character clearly

omerge, when a coup d'ctat occurred which seriously diminis shed
Angelo Tasca's influence. Williams, op.cit., pp. 94-95.

This aqqertion is quite questionable, as Williams peoints out.
In any case, the differences that we are describing here are
evident right from the first issue and continue throughout
the two newspapers' histories.

95L'0rdine Kuovo, June 21,.1919.
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_ but be cdpable of -running a newer and better world.?® The /
factory council could fe thé agent of both tasks,?? While

the idea wgslobviously inspired by.the Russian example, there
was at least an attempt to link it to the everyday lives of
the pcople it was hoped would carry it out,

Like Il Soviet, L'Ordine Nuovo called for a "“renewal"

of the P3I, which was being blunted by "petty-bourgeois .
opportunists.“ As opposed to the pure proletarian party, it
called for a party of workeré and peﬁsénﬁs.gg "Both grgups
demanded a'revolutionary party and affiliation with the Third
International, " But while the Ordinovisti concentrated on
Soviets as opposed to parliamentarian'tactics, they did not
adopt a rigid abstentioqiét positioﬁ. Further, they did not
make the distinction between socialism and democracy that

Il Soviet-had done. Finally, the Ordinovisti realized that

in Itély a 'mass party' and a ‘proletarian party' were not the
same thing, because of the peasantry.99
The Bordigan reaction to the factory council proposal

of LLOrdine'Nuovo was hostile. DBordiga responded in a series

»

of signed articlés in Il Soviet. He drew a clear distinction

-

96L'Ordine Nuovo, June 5, 1920. )

97Factory Councils were to develop from "internal .
-comnissions” discussed above in note 52, 3Becausé of this,
they would be an institution of the working class which had
arisen organically from the needs.of production. 'They were
not simply an intellectual comstruction.

® 98“11 Partito e la rivoluziane.“ December 31, 1919, p. 1.

99The party's reformers had long used the argument that
the large numbérs of peasants in Italy made revolution impos-
sible. Il Soviet disagreed with the conclysion, and so ignored
the whole guestion. L'Crdine Nuove did grapple with the pro-
blem, even though/the_ﬁzfaf_aia_ﬁa¥ resolve it, :

IS
-
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between Ppolitiéal“ﬁané-feconomic“ gov@etn.' This was
_legitimize&,by reference  to the constitution of the U.S.S.1.
and tho-érguméntloothét soviets based exclﬁéiveiy‘on the
:wofkplace would-ine?itabi& have a "sectional™ éﬁégﬁotér where
‘the universal (similar) interests of workers as a class could
take on a subordinate ‘role. | | .
'Féctory~cduncils we}e‘désirabié'éhd'nceeésafy. but of

mich lesser impoftaﬁco than_"p&liticdi" soviets, lience
Bordiga welcomed their establisﬁﬁent. Hlowever, the crucial
ﬁoint is that he could not.envisagk the moré'important

"political™ soviets growing out of the factory councils, 101

. '- ‘ . ’ ’3
This theoretical position, worked out long before the -

wave of factory occupations swept Italy jaﬁd before the April
L
strikes in Turin as well), was not the only reason that

Il Soviet did not attribute as much importance to these events

as the Ordinovisti did A change was occurring in the abqten—

tignists' concept .of praxis, as it became obvious that the

great "march of communism"” was not swéeping the- PSI along.

o
-

A greater role was not attributed to- human prax%s in creating
the new.society, but only praxis mediated through the
(reconstituted) party. All Bther forms of political activity

were downgraded. The article.already cited entitlgp/"After

: /
100'I_"he word argument is used very .loosely here. Bordiga

was not a rigorous/intellectual like Gramsci.or Tasca, but his
thought was vart cularlx_muddled on this issue. In fact his
series of artlc}és never really dealt with the question
directly, but gevoted many words to prove that trade unions
could never r present the universal interests of the proletariat,
.101
theory oﬁ;%f§§¥%£%s gtglklﬁgfgzof p. 2. “$E?tp%ga%%e%etgo%ggfgns
The Essential “orks of Lenin -Vol, I (Nestport Hyperion Fress,

; i8cusses. his conception of the
_wtrage-unlon con801ousness.
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'‘the General Strike" proclaimed~. *
| I due grandi scioperi dei servizi delle ,
communicazione e dei trasporti sono passati,
e la rivoluzione attesa da molti ansiosamente
da altri paurogamente depracata, non e
ancora venuta,102 . . -
The conctusibn drawn from this was that the duty of class-

- N . . . ) ) ‘
conscious communists .should be to dissiade .the proletariat from
any action which did not have as its'immédiapeAgoal the seizure
of state power.103 At- this point Bordiga lacked any concep-
tion of the possibiiity of reformist demands acquirihg'an

A - S SR !
insurrectionary overtone because of changing cn‘cumstances.wL
Lo Y . . C ‘
Henge ﬂherg were. two reasons why Il Soviet was hecoming
more and more indifferenf tb the type of direct .action which

swept Italy in September of 1920; the idea that economic

M

‘demands could never lead to revolutidnary action and the,

fetishization of the Party, wifh the commensurate denﬁgfati&n

of all other forms of praxis. The abstentionist position

reached its Iogical conclusion one month before the'April

events in Tqun..in.an article entitled "Prendere la-faBbrica

o0 prendere il pdtere" where all other forms of’acfiﬁit?-other .

than development of the revolutionary party were presented as

. 19211 Soviet, April 27, 1919, p. 1. The article went -on
to link strikes with parliamentary activity. Neither form of -
activity was revolutionary, neither pointed beyond present ]
reality. , : ‘ : o

-

!

103"La constituzione dei consigli dperai", Il Soviet, .

-

|?ebruary 22, '1910. P'l '20

10hBordiga's fear was that anything which was not purely .
revolutionary would immediately fall into the hands of reformers
and lose its revolutionary poténtial, Ibid. Bordiga had a
clear feeling for the'strength of bourgeois heg ony, even if
he did not ‘use the word,but did.not have a the retical
analysis of its development. - - .

+ . .
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~being totally distinct from~and even running counter to the
latter.105

The Bordiga faction quickly.became aware that the April

106

e8trikes in Turin, were taking a militant, turn. Still their

‘general lihe on economic (or .reformist) activity did got “change,

although it did develop a new twist., It was now asserted that
- - . 7 ) *

this inbréasing militancy could only serve to promote a

murdercus reaction from the Italian (bourggois) state, WQ}ch

' was;Quife prepared to tolerate strikes over wages; but not

strikes to promote workers" control. Therefore there was a
gfowihg awareness on the ‘part of the Bardifhists that strikes had
the pofential to be-dangeroﬁs'to the system, as the April

strikes unfolded. However,” the potential of this activity'was

| still dismissed,;with.thejargument that they would be b?oken

before they could deGelop to a point where they might bhe

insurrectionary.107 / : \

: 105An article written in French in a column ‘which .
appeared infrequently in the first quarter of 1920, subtitled
“'Pour nos lecteurs étrangers" summed up this development,

"AU point de vue communiste, il est absolument nécessajre x
de montrer aux masses, qu'il leur faut une tactique bien
différente pour atteindre emancipation revolutionnaire. -
C'est seulement la congééte du pouvoir politigue par le _
moyen de 1'insurrection armée des masses qui peut constituer
la base solide pour la socialitation (sic) des moyens de
production, et seulement un.vrai et fort parti, communiste

- peut accomplir cette tdche.” Il Soviet, March 28, 1920, p. 7.

_106“Scioperi ed eccidii}' I1 Soviet, April 25, 1920, p. 1.
1071n their post-strike analysis, I1 Sovict hinted that
it might be about to make a more gophisticated appraisal of

- the reldtion of strikes to revolution. The April strikes
were described as "an undeniable failure," yet. the article
admitted the Turin labour movement was as strong as ever.
Unfortunately, such reasoning was not pursued. "Lo sciopero
di Torino," Il Soviet, May 2, 1920, p/ 1., '

-
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The events of Seﬁtembor'wore to prove this tc be a grave
error. Direct repreesion was not, or at least not yet, the
order of the day. The ﬂitti government’ fell in the early
swamer snd was replaced by yet another Giolittian cabinet,

As we have seen, the tactics of the government during the
factory occupations were.to eroid confrontation at ell costs,

The crucial point is that having arrivoo at a position
f where revolutionary activity was seen as. belng divorced from
reformlst activities like strikes (and then hav1ng modified
this view to one where strikes could not be revolutionary
because of represseon), Il Sovieo lost,all<interest in'the
daily siruggles of the Italian working class. 'Toe paper had
always tended to be removed from this reality;ibut this
iéolation roached a2 new zenith with the éeptemﬁer occhpations;
| These began on the first four'days'of.the moothh The
first issue of Il Soviet appeared on September fifth. It
contained no mention'whateoever.of the growing conflict.l
The next issue appeared when the conflict was at its Héight.
One article, which was concerhed with growiﬁgxfnternational
concentration of indu trlal ownershlp. made brief: reference
in passing to the occupatlonstlo The only news from Tur;n
: that the paper reported concerned the growth of abstentionism
in the local youth movement! There was onelparagraph devoted:

to the occupations in Milan. Tﬁe irony of .the situation lay.

-

. 108y gesto dei concentratori,” I1 Soviet, ,Septenmber
19, 1920. Agaln the thrust of the article was fhe usual,
that in an age of monopoly capltallsm. parliamentary tactics
were useless.. ) .
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;v throughout the crucial pre-fascist years. It was they who
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in the fact that Il Soviet was then featuring a scries of
articles by the Dutch "Council" Communist, Anton Pannekoek

edtitled "Lo svilluppo. della rivoiuzionc mondiale ¢ la

- tattica del comunismo." The tactic of tﬂé agstentionists

was now to abstain from seriously noticing that which was

happening around them};

~

L'Ordine Kuovo had alép begun by calling for a renewal

of fhe Socialist Party. By'the beginning of the occupations,
it too was calling for the creatiqﬁ of a communist party.‘lo9
However, they did Hot let thélcall.tglform a new parﬁy blind
them to what was going on all around them. While Il Soviet

igﬁored the occupations;.L'Ordiné uovo suspended publication

and Gramsci femporirily assumed editorship of the Turin
X ] ' : '
edition of Avanti. . : \\\

A ——= .

The Ordinovisti had a better understanding of Italian

reality, but Bordiga's group retained the political initiative

h?d first proclaiﬁeq éheﬁéelves the "communist fraction within
the PSI." When it became cieaf that the party majority would
ot suﬁboft‘thg demand for the expulsion of the right ving,

it was the Bordighists who first proclaimed the'necessity of a
.spiit. Bordiga persdnally undertook theltask of winning . '

Lenin's support for these tactics, long before the Comintern's

"21 points" made such actions obligatory.

*%9L'orgine Nuovo, Septemver 9/ 1920, p..
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The two factions united at the Livorno Congress of the
PSI in January 1921. Doth had now been proclaiming the
ne09551ty of formlng a revolutionary party for some tlme. _
If there remalned any doubt that a spllt would occur, this was
removed a’ month before the Congress when Avantl published
an article by Serratl. who still commanded a clear majority
w&thln the Party.

Serrati began by emphasizing.the Party's tradition of
militant. opposition %o imperialism. Then he pointed, out its
links to the'Italian proletariat., What made a Bombacci more
rnvolutlonary than a Lazzar1° The Bnly real difference be-
tween them was ‘the latter's greatef tactical flexibility.
Even to pose such a question was absurd however,

Tutto cio & incomprensibile per noi, e crediamo

per le nostre masse proletarie, le quali --

a giusta ragione -- temeno che 1la crepa che si

vuol portare nel blocco del partito, si allarghi

a tutto il movimento operaio, e, come la scissura
Q polltlca richerebbe insperato ausilio ai partiti

reéazionare, quella gindicale sarebbe esszenziale

alle lotte del lavoro contro il capltallsmo.
Addio rivoluzione, allora.110

t

The separation occurred dnyway. Th abst#ntlonlsts
were not 1nteregted in tactical flexibi 1ty It is hlghly
doubtful that this 501531on had thé im ortant négative effect
on potential revolutlon that Serrati pr dlcted. It did,

however, lead to a suicidal campaign of

'xault and counter—_

insult between the two socialist parties Vat a time when

. R A 111 -
only the fascists.could prdfit from the delSlon."
y could p

110avanti, January 1;T~I§§I}'P 1.

11Bertrand's phrase, describing the co sequences of-the .
USI's refusal to 3015 the ISR, even for defensive purposes, fits
equally well here. The Unione ulndacalc and the International
of Red Trade Unlons "p. 2

J




_ 54 -

Serrati's "Maximalists" eventually expelled their

112 2nd took the initial.steps towards

right-wing elements
reunification. The position taken by the PCI is clear
evidence of their continued failure %o comprehend the events
g?ing on around theﬁ, In a statement.signed by "the Italian
Communist Party," they rejeqted the alliance outright, ad-
dressing an appeal ‘to the workers in the PSI to come to the
.PCI without their leaders.t1J The Serrati_faction-was incﬁr-
pofétéd into the PCI in 1924, but by then it was far too
lﬁte; tﬁe "Maximalists" had been shattered by Fascist
violencé and'were no longer a mass organization.

. The tragedy of the Italian Communist Party is .that if
did begin With-legit;mate‘cfitiqde of PSI inactivity. It
could never groﬁnd its cfitidue in concrete reality, however,
for it was always "after the fact.” ‘fhe continued chlls to
follow. the Ruésian example ﬁad a basis in reality'while the
war'was goinn on.  Once the fighting was over, such an appeal
was no longpr dlrectlj related to the daily concerns of
Italian reallty. Uhether or not P51 1nact1v1ty was the mairt
" cause of the failure of a revolutlon in 1917, 1918-1919, or
1920, the refusal to allow the Serrat1 {actlon to join the
PCI in the. fall of 19?1_shows the dangerous illusions which-

pervaded the thinking of the Party's leadership. They used
s . N - )

1120f Serrati's bitter attack on Turatl, "Due argomenti
miracolisti", Avantl. June 28, 921, p. 1.

H3upa pareTa_dcl partito comunista ai lavoratori
socialista,” Il Soviet, October 29,1921, p. 1.
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arguments about the exigencies of offensive tactics to defend

‘their 'decision not to make a defensive alliahcg.liu

e saw in Section I how-smali!was the rolt of the
various “éémmunist tenqencies“ in triggering revolutions.
Hence the direction taken by the "abstentionists" contributed
nothing té‘the process of revﬁlution.'for the Italian situa-
tion neyér reachedlthe eritical points of the German or
Russian’ cases. The call to follow the Bolsheviks had no
meaning; the Bolsheviks preserved a revelution; in Itély,
this revelution had not happened.

The ultimate irony of the "abgtentionisks"’failurg to
perceive their own reality is that they were guiity of the
very crime thaﬁ'éﬁgy accused the PSI's right wing éf:

practicing "the politics of the ostrich." .
L%
/\‘ L4
1hpsg, o "




We stated above that we wished to scé what the Bordiga
faction did (and did not do) during this period. They did .
attempt\ ;:o build a Bolshevik type of political party; they
did not pay particular attention to Italian reality, and became .
1ncrea31ngly alienated from this neali%é?zs time went ‘on. J

At the outset, we said that we would examine the group's

activities. We have, in fact, only examined their ideoiogj;115

since there was no revolution, and they took no part in the

-
-

revoltsfﬁhich occurred during thi lximc; this was their sole
activity. ' We have, seen how lacking this activity really was.

It was‘also p01nted ot that all transitions to social-
ism haveﬂfalled thus far._ We therefore insisted that it .
- made 11ttle sense to blame the abstentlonlsts for the failure
to achleve.a communist society in Italy. e did, however,
"arrive at the conciusion that, they must be hbld‘at least

~
partly responsible for ﬂﬂb rise of Italian Pascism, because

of the increasingly narrov and settarian attltu;; they took

at the cruc;al period when the wave of Itallan militancy

was receding. I oy
The quasfion of why é revolution failed to occur in ;

Italy during this period is a mﬁch broader one than could be .

answered within the framework of this paper, which was con-

cerned only with the acfiqns of one particular group of

revolutionaries and their ref&tion with the events of the time.

1151t may have ‘seemed at tlmes that we were examining
only _the thought of Bordlga.hlnself, for Bordiga dominated hlé\
group from its véry inception. It began, after all, as
v1rtuall¥ a, one—gﬁn tendency during thé war, and spread

largely through the efforts of Bordiga., DMNot a great theorist,
as we have seen, he relied malnly on personality and fective
speaklng to hold ‘his factlon together. ,
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S
Our conclusions here on the more limited ques tlon completely

contradict the attempt by Gwyn Williams to deal with the
broader issue. He argued thatlthe prime cause was the
failure of the PoI to act as the Bolshev1ks d1d in 1917. The
dlffefgnt context makes these remarks as abstract as Bordiga's
cr;tiques of over fifty years ago. Rather than lamenting the
absence of a Bolshevik party, it would make far moreysénse to
bemoan the fact that there was no “Socialist Revolutionary"
party to help extend the Turinese revolts into the counéfyside.
There are two directi ns for further research indicated
by this paper. The‘finsf/;:;lows directly from what has just
been 'said: an examination‘of the countryside. The second
is a complete re-eValuation of.the work of Giacinto Serrati

116 Both men clearly saw the dangers of the

and Angelo Tasca.
sectafian politics being spawned by the infant PCI, yef were °
unaﬁle'to prevent the disaster from occurring. UWhen mo}e work
has been done-in these two areas, we will be able to provide
much more concrete answeres to the questions of why there was

" no revolutlon. and why Fasclom was fAble to gain power 80 quickly

and easily. in the wake of soc1allsm s failure.

116Thls should not be seen as an attempt to "whitownnrh”
Serrati. The Tarty's failure at the end of the war (fa;lure
to agitate, not failure to attempt a coup d' étnt) remains.
But Serrati and Tanca called for flexibility and a greater
sense of reality Just at the crucial moment when quch tactics
might have prevented the Fascist disaster. Theiy ddeas
(and their fallure) merlt reconsideration.

i wn’
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