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Interview: Hon. Giovanni Galloni

“The Theory of Preventive Wars
Has Always Been Groundless’

In October, Italian police
and anti-terrorist forces
won a major battle against
the networks of the Red Bri-
gades, with the arrests and
interrogations of dozens of
suspects. The national op-
eration involved hundreds
of anti-terrorism special-
istswho struck against ter-
rorist cells particularly in
the Florence-Tuscany and
Rome areas.

During the 1990s, the
Red Brigades stopped the terror campaign against the state
almost completely. Only a few units still remained silently
underground. After 1999, these networksresurfaced with two
major assassination attacks against key collaborators of the
Italian Labor Ministry, whowereelaborating aglobal reform
of the labor market, collective contracts, etc. Massimo
D’ Antona was killed in Rome on May 20, 1999; and Marco
Biagi was murdered by the Red Brigades in Bologna on
March 19, 2002. Snce then, investigators have been alerted
and mobilized against a possiblenew phaseof terrorist desta-
bilization, particularly in a moment of mounting social and
€conomic Crisis.

In the 1970s and 1980s, dozens of political leaders and
top representatives of the Italian state died in the terrorist
war waged by the Red Brigades. The most dramatic event for
the entire nation was the kidnapping on March 18, 1978 of
the most important Italian political leader of that moment,
Aldo Moro, who after 55 days of incarceration waskilled and
hisbody left in a car near the center of Rome. That event, like
theassassination of U.S President John F. Kennedy, changed
thehistory of Italy and of thewor|d. Everyone, beginningwith
Morao's family, and the Italian people, deserves to know the
truth of it.

Theassassinationwas part of a strategy of total destabili-
zation of Italy. It signalled a decision of certain international
forcesto stop the ongoing process—supported by many, first
of all by Pope Paul VI, and in which Moro’'s negotiation on
bringing the Italian Communist Party into governing respon-
sibilities was playing a major role—to overcome the post-
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war division at Yalta and the blackmail of nuclear terror.

The question was posed then and has been raised again
today: Who wasreally interested in maintaining, at all costs,
the strategy of tension and of nuclear terror? Who wasreally
behind the assassination of Aldo Moro?

One of the most significant actors of Italian political life
of the past 50 years, Hon. Giovanni Galloni, wasinterviewed
on these and related matters in October in Rome, by Paolo
Raimondi of EIR, leader of the LaRouche movement in Italy.
Galloni has been a life-long leader of the majority party of
the Italian post-war period, the Democrazia Cristiana (DC),
and was a very close collaborator of Aldo Moro in the most
difficult years of the 1970s. Heisa jurist and university pro-
fessor, specialized in juridical aspects of agriculture and all
agriculture-related issues. He has written dozens of essays
and books on these matter s, which have made him a founder
and leader of this school of studies.

After participating in the resistance movement against
Nazismand Fascism, hetook many responsibilitiesinthe DC,
and in 1978 became its deputy general secretary. In those
years, Galloni was a member of the Italian Parliament; he
was Minister of Education in the center-left governments of
1987-89 (in which capacity he is shown here opening the
famous Bologna University in 1987). He al so was an enthusi-
adtic political writer and debater, and in 1984-85 became
chief editor of the DC’ s daily newspaper, Il Popolo.

In 1991, Galloni wasappointed president of the Consiglio
Superiore della Magistratura, the key state institution that
coordinatesand supervisestheentireltalianlegal and magis-
tracy structure. Recently, he stood up to denounce the uncon-
stitutionality and illegality of the so-called preventive war
waged by Bush, Cheney, and the neo-conservatives against
Irag. Inanarticle publishedin April 2003 intheltalian politi-
cal magazine Nuova Fasewhich he founded, Galloni wrote:
“Every day it becomes a more serious mistake not to have
followed the orientation given by the UNO. The fight against
terrorismmust be conducted andled by a community of states,
that were in solidarity with the U.SA. after the criminal at-
tempt of Sept. 11. ... What the democratic nations of the
world do not accept, isthat the U.SA. unilaterally imposeits
military superpower outside of the UNQO, to guarantee its
hegemony and define relations among nations through the
rules of a new ‘pax americana.’ ”
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tive of the majority party [at the time |
was the national Vice-Secretary of the
DC]ofacountrywhichchangesgovern-
ment all the time, but actually has the
most stable government, because the
governments—at first the centrist ones,
and then center-left ones—kept chang-
ing, but the majority stayed the same,
and was the most stable in Europe for
30 years.”

| explained that the conditions for
maintaining this stability were no
longer present, because the Italian
Communists were beginning to break
with the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union (CPSU). Before that time, there
y had been some attempts made in that
In 1978, Prime Minister Aldo Moro (l€ft) of the Christian Democracy (DC) was preparing direction: first, by the DC with De
the“ historical compromise” to bring Enrico Berlinguer’s (right) Italian Communist Gasperi when the Social Democrats

Party, which wasin the process of breaking with Soviet control, into government s .
coalitions which could no longer be sustained by the Socialist Party—when Moro was were brought out of the Socialist Party;

kidnapped by the Red Brigades and murdered. Galloni, who was then DC vice-chairman, f’md then With Moro, when th_e Social-
had been explaining the necessity for Moro's new policy in the United States. ists broke with the Communists. The

goal was, that once the break with the
Communists took place, these parties
In this exclusive interview, Galloni goes through some  could then become strong, like the other European Social-
of the main moments of his political life, particularly those st parties.

intersecting crucial historical changes. His personal involve- However, what happened in Italy is that the Social Demo-
ment in these events makes thisreport a true and interesting crats never went much beyond 4-5% of the vote, and the
historical document. Socialists were around 10-11% and never turned into a real

alternative. The only thing that worked, were the efforts to
EIR: During your political life you have had responsibilities create parliamentary majorities that kept the PCI on the out-
and posts of leadership which led you to develop contacts  side. And this was an essential democratic function as long
with the U.S.A. and American political leaders. The U.S.A. as the PCI remained linked to the Soviets. But the political
and ltaly had very close relations after World War II, and picture changed the moment that the PCI, especially with
leaders of your party, the Christian Democracy, had intens&nrico Berlinguer as Secretary, began to break withthe CPSU
contact and dialogue with American counterparts. The first  after the 1968 events in Czechoslovakia.
post-war Prime Minister, Alcide De Gasperi, developed Intheregional administrative elections of 1975, the Com-
friendly relations based on the respect and the promotion of ~ munists received almost as many votes as the DC. After the
the national interests of both. What can you tell us about youl 976 elections, the DC improved its position; the Socialists
personal contacts with America? lost even more ground; and the Communists grew. The So-
Galloni: My firsttripto Americawasin 1976, whenwe were cialists were starting to say (De Martino was Secretary at the
working with Moro to create National Solidarity betweenthe  time): We can no longer continue our alliance with the DC.
Christian Democracy (DC) and the Communists. Ray ClineEither the DC opens the alliance to the PCI, or the Socialists
invited me to speak at the Center for Strategic Studies at  will leave the majority and join the opposition.
Georgetown University. Formally, | was to speak about ag- Under these conditions, after the results of the political
ricultural problems, but then he basically said: “We know  elections of 1976, we were faced with a choice: Either hold
you as a political figure, talk to us about current political new elections without knowing who would win, or take the
problems.” | explained why in Italy, in order to maintain a  new path suggested by Moro and Berlinguer. The idea was to
democratic balance, it was necessary to create the conditioset up a Grand Coalition similar to that arranged in Germany,
for the existence of a democratic alternative. Because up until in order to get through a certain phase of the passage toward
that point, there had only been centrist governments at firsgjemocratic alternative. A provisional parliamentary majority
and then center-left governments which had the aim of keep-  was to be created, justified by the emergency which existec
ing the Communist Party (PCI) in the minority. When he in the country due to the presence of the Red Brigades—a
presented me, Cline said: “We are speakingwitharepresenta-  group which the Communists opposed—and deal with the
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serious nature of the economic situation, characterized by an
inflation rate of over 20%. We were convinced that after this
experience, the path toward a democratic alternative would
be open, because even if the Communistswon, democracy in
Italy would not be in danger.

The answer to my remarks was given by arepresentative
of the Pentagon. Michael Ledeen was given the job of speak-
ing, and he said that my remarks were politically sound and
very logical, but they lacked a sense of strategy. He said that
my speech did not takeinto account thefact that theU.S.S.R.,
according to their information services, had never stopped
thinking about the possibility of athird world war. In such a
conflict, the U.S.S.R.’s great force on the ground gave the
Soviets, according to the Pentagon’ scal cul ations, the capabil -
ity to invade Europe within only a few weeks. The U.SA.
would thus find itself at a disadvantage in the conflict. The
only way to block the U.S.S.R. was to have bases, especialy
in both northern and southern Italy, because missiles from
these strong air bases, with forewarning of at least two hours
before the beginning of the Soviet offensive, would be capa
ble of wiping out the staging areas, and thus blocking the
Soviet advance.

Ledeen said that Italy is afree and independent nation; if
it wants Communism, then it can takeit.

In France, when the Socialists brought the Communists
intothegovernment, L edeen said, thisdid not createthestrate-
gic problems which Italy would create. He added that the
Pentagon viewed Berlinguer’ sattempt to break with M oscow
as merely atactical maneuver by the Soviet Union, because
the presence of the Communists in the Italian government
would block the installation of military air bases in Italy.
For this reason, Ledeen said that the United States would do

anything to stop the Communists from entering the Italian
government, without making it an ideological question or
depriving Italy of itsfreedom.

EIR: Michael Leeden isnow part of the so-called neo-cons
pushing for a“clash of civilizations” and pre-emptive wars
everywhere on Earth. Since that time, he has been involved
massively in Itaian internal affairs. Presently | know that
he is spending much time in Italy to preach and organize
support for what he believesto beinevitable global conflicts.
Galloni: Thiswas my first conference in the United States.
The second, again organized by Cline, took place a few
years later, as a debate involving me, representing the DC
as the head of the parliamentary group; [Franco] Tato, the
personal secretary and press spokesman for Berlinguer; and
the Socialist Giuliano Amato as [Socialist leader Bettino]
Craxi’ spersonal representativein the United States. Amato’'s
thesis was that the United States should view the Socialists
(PSl) as the most important Italian party. To the American
objection that a party with only 10-11% of the vote could
not be the key party in Italy, Amato responded that neither
of the two large Italian parties, the DC and the PCI, had a
political and cultural tradition, and given the nature of the
electoral system and the fact that no party could reach 50%
of the vote, neither of the two parties could govern on their
own. The DC or the PCI, in order to govern, had to have
an alliance with the PSI, and therefore, it was definitely the
PSl, led by Bettino Craxi, whether he was Prime Minister
or not, which could govern the country through an alliance
with the PCI or the DC. Thus, the PSI was the most signifi-
cant political force in Italy.

| participated in a third meeting, again at the Center for

Red Brigaders Arrested

Italian police on Oct. 23-31 arrested eight personsaccused
of having participated in the assassination of Massimo
D’ Antonaand Marco Biagi, two collaboratorsof the L abor
Ministry. Many of those arrested declared themselves to
be “members of the Red Brigades.”

The investigations gained momentum last March,
when two terrorists were identified during a police check
on the Rome-Arezzo train. There was a shootout during
which a policeman and one of the terrorists were killed.
Investigators were later able to reconstruct the whole net-
work of the “new” Red Brigades and arrest eight of their
members, as well as collecting an impressive amount of
evidence on their participation in the D’ Antona and Bi-
agi murders.

But the arrestsraise at | east as many questions as they
answer. First of all, investigators are convinced that the
topleadersarestill free. Second, thegeographical distribu-
tion of the “new” terrorist network reminds one of un-
solved aspects of the Moro assassination. A parliamentary
commission has established that Moro’ s kidnappers used
tomeet withthe“ strategic leadership” of the Red Brigades
in Florence, but nothing has been done to find out where
the meeting took place, and who participated. Some think
that the late Igor Markevic, amember of the Caetani fam-
ily, wasthe connection between those meetingsand intelli-
gencecirclesin Italy and Britain.

Shortly after the October arrests, the Moro family an-
nounced that they will seek to reopen the investigation.
They argue that Moro's alleged executioners were ar-
rested, tried, and sentenced, but have never told the full
story. All of them are now free—Claudio Celani
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Michael Ledeen (left) was the Pentagon official who in 1976 told
Galloni that the United States rejected Moro’s* historical
compromise” and would do everything to stop it “ short of depriving
Italy of itsfreedom.” Synarchist Ledeen istoday one of the most
extreme of leading neo-conservative advocates of “ preventive war.”

Between Moro and Henry Kissinger (right, in 1977, with Carlist fascist
WilliamF. Buckley), “ therewas morethan a clash . . . Kissinger had a

Strategic and International Studies at Georgetown in 1984,
when | wasthedirector of 11 Popolo. [Claire Booth] Luce, the
former Ambassador in Italy, was at that meeting. Again, |
illustrated the position of the DC after the assassination of
AldoMoro. Clinedidnot hidethefact that hewasvery closeto
sections of the CIA; but he assured methat there are different
positionsinsidethe CIA. Itsleaderswerein close contact with
the Administration, whether it were Democratic or Republi-
can at any giventime.

Later on, in 1985, when | was till director of I Popolo,
threefriendsof Clinecameto seemein Rome. . . . They said:
Wehave alot of faith inyou, but you haveto explain [Prime
Minister Giulio] Andreotti’ s position, about which we havea
lot of doubts. We are convinced that Andreotti is changing
policy bothin Italy, and regarding the Middle East, where he
supports Arafat, aswell as relations with the new head of the
Soviet Union, Gorbachov. We fear that he is going to shift
Italy’ s position and bring the country much closer to the East.
| said that from what | knew, that view was completely
groundless. Andreotti had good reasons to believe that
changes were under way in the Soviet Union, and he was
convinced that peace absolutely had to be reached between
Israel and the Palestinians, involving the reciprocal recogni-
tion of sovereignty.

Nevertheless, from that point on, my relations with the
Center for Strategic and International Studies ceased to exist.
They did not believe me. So much so, that . . . when | was
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deep contempt for Moro,” says Galloni.

a government minister in 1987, Andreotti—who was then
Foreign Minister—presented the Council of Ministerswitha
justified request for the replacement of our Ambassador in
Moscow, Sergio Romano, because the Italian Ambassador
was not following the directives of Rome, but rather those
fromthe American government. Infact, he sent reportssaying
that Gorbachev’s representations were all fake, because in
reality he was till linked to the old system. On the contrary
though, when Gorbachev visited Italy, including hisvisit with
the Pope, we realized that there was a strong change under

way.

EIR: Thisisvery interesting, particularly because after this
period, Giulio Andreotti began to face anumber of big politi-
cal problems, targetted with attacks and scandals aimed to
destroy him and the political orientation he represented. Ten
yearsago, amajor operation was organized, with theinvolve-
ment of Italian mafiosi incarcerated in American prisons and
collaborating withtheU.S. Justice Department, to accuse An-
dreotti of connections with the Mafia and of other crimes.
This has been one of the major destabilizations of Italian
political lifeof the past 50 years. The highest courtinlItaly has
cleared Andreotti of all accusations. In the 1970s, Andreotti
shared with Moro the highest political responsibility for Italy
and the Italian governments. In that period [U.S. Secretary of
State] Henry Kissinger was totally opposed to Moro and his
policy. The wife and other collaborators of Moro have pub-
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licly reported, after his death, that Moro felt threatened after
adramatic discussion with Kissinger.

Galloni: | don’t have direct knowledge of the Moro-Kiss-
inger conflict. When hewasworking for the policy of national
solidarity, Moro knew very well that the conditions to bring
the Communistsinto the government did not exist. What did
exist werethe conditionsfor aparliamentary dialogue, sothat
the Communists would support a single-party DC govern-
ment. In that period, as the Vice-Secretary of the majority
party, | directed the meetings between the parties to lay out
the program of thegovernment. Inthose meetings, Moro basi-
caly played the role of president. Moro had to deal with
the pressure of the Communists who complained about the
difficulty of giving outside support to a government formed
by people who had traditionally been seen as their enemies.
Moro knew well that bringing the Communists into the gov-
ernment would risk creating a split inside the DC, and above
all, asplit with the United States.

Before Moro was captured and killed, | had two very
interesting talks with him. One day | was talking with Moro
about the problem of the Red Brigades, and he said: “Wheat |
find amazing, isthat | have evidence”—|I don’t know how he
gotit—"that allowsmeto say that both the CIA andthelsragli
secret services have agentsinside the Red Brigades, but that
these agents have not collaborated with our secret servicesin
order to explain where the terrorist bases are.”

Thesecond thingisthat afew daysbefore the kidnapping,
Morowasinsisting that there be aNational Council of theDC
beforethegovernment went to the Parliament for aconfidence
vote. This, he said, because it was too important a shift to be
done without a general consensus among the parties. | said
that according to the practice of our party, theleadershiptakes
responsibility for the solution of agovernment crisis.

To settle this question, we decided to hold asmall meet-
ing at Piazza del Gest [DC headquarters] with the Secretary
of the party, [Benigno] Zaccagnini, thetwo Vice-Secretaries,
the two parliamentary group heads, and, of course, with
Moro and Andreotti. The meeting was set for 10 am. At 9
am., | had a meeting with the Secretary of the PLI [Liberal
Party, of the center-right], [Valerio] Zanone, to talk about
some questions of ordinary administration. He was late. So
| arrived at the other meeting at 10:30. Just as everyone sat
down | apologized for being late, saying that | had been
with the secretary of the PLI. At this point, Moro said,
ironically: “Ah, I'm glad that you of the Christian Demo-
cratic left have contacts with the PLI, because it could be
useful some day.”

We had the meeting and reached a compromise: that of
not having aNational Council, but rather ameeting of thetwo
parliamentary groups. After the meeting, | went up to Moro
and asked, what were you trying to say with that sentence?
He took me by the arm and brought me into his room, where
he kept mefor an hour and ahalf in order to explain hisentire
strategy. If everything goes well, he said, we will form a
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The" Red Brigades® in 1978 kidnapped Moro, and in 1981,
American Gen. James Dozer. U.S. secret services found and
special forces freed Dozier within a few weeks. There had been no
rescue for Moro, nor, to this day, any finding where he was held.
Moro had told Galloni of clear evidence that U.S and Isra€li
secret services had agentsin the Red Brigades, “ but these agents
have not collaborated with our secret services.”

government with this formula, or something similar, until at
least the Spring of 1982; that is, until the natural end of the
legislature. But in thefollowing political elections, wewon’t
be able to run on alist together with the Communists. We'll
have to do it with opposing lists. If our strategy has worked,
then at that point the Communist Party will be completely
split from the U.S.S.R. and the kind of dangerswe have now,
of incomprehension from both the inside and outside, will no
longer exist. At that point, we will try to win the elections;
but no matter who wins, democracy will be safe. That iswhy
he had said that having contacts with the liberals, and the
possibility of opening up to the voters of the center-right,
could beimportant.

In this sense, Moro’ strue strategy remains very clear for
me. It’ snot truethat Moro and Berlinguer wanted the Histori-
cal Compromise [of Christian Democrats and Communists]
of the type which the press reported. They wanted to initiate
aphase shift in order to create that full democracy which was
not yet consolidated in Italy.

EIR: Thepoalitical strategiesof certainforces, represented by
Kissinger, openly and strongly rejected theglobal approach of
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Moro; thetension between Kissinger and Moro . . . eventook
the front pages of some media.

Galloni: | beganto noticeit when | wasin the United States
and spoketo L edeen. Inthat first meeting, | basically realized
that there was more than a clash, and that Kissinger had a
deep contempt for Moro. For hispart, Moro saw Kissinger as
still too linked to the old scheme of the Cold War. Moro
rejected the ideas of those in America—even before Kiss-
inger—who foresaw a sort of preventive third world war,
carried out by the United States, before the U.S.S.R. could
become strong enough in terms of nuclear capabilities and
missiles.! Moro was convinced that at that time Yalta de-
fended us from a third world war, and it was necessary to
work for alarge bilateral disarmament.

It may also beinteresting to mention ameeting with [Pie-
tro Sandro] Nenni in 1956. | had goneto see himimmediately
after he had been in Moscow to refuse the Stalin Peace Prize
which they had given him, and he spoketo the Soviet leader-
ship with which hehad already had tiesduring the clandestine
period. Nenni had made apact of unity of action with the PCI.
| found Nenni very irritated with [Palmiro] Togliatti that day.
He said that Togliatti had lied before April 18, 1948. In
Moscow they told me, he said, that Stalin himself had con-
tacted Togliatti at that point and posed thefollowing question:
“Y ou’ renot really thinking of winning the el ection campaign
in Italy, are you? Because | will not fight a third world war
for Italy. Be careful of what you do, because if you win and
insist on forming agovernment of the Communists, you can-
not forget that according to the Yalta Treaty, Italy isin the
West, and therefore aviolent reaction by the Americans, who
wouldimposeamilitary government in Italy, would beinevi-
table. You currently have a significant parliamentary pres-
ence, amajority in the labor unions, a strong presencein the
local institutions, and if you go in this direction you will end
up being outlawed; so be careful.”

This American idea of the necessity of preventive war—
because, they said, when the Russians developed atomic
bombs, they would launch World War 111—was completely
groundless. Just as the theory of the necessity of preventive
wars has always been groundless.?

1. The demand that the United States prepare and threaten a “ preventive
nuclear war” against the Soviet Union, was first raised by Lord Bertrand
Russell in anotorious articlein the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientistsin 1946;
Russell noted yearslater that the purposewasto intimidate Russiainto agree-
ing to forego nuclear weapons development, and that if the demand was part
bluff, “one had to be prepared to have one's bluff called.” After Soviet
development of atomic and thermonuclear weapons, Russell became an ar-
chitect of Mutual and Assured Destruction and a“ peacenik”; however, An-
glo-American utopians epitomized by Kissinger continued to contemplate
“preventive” useof nuclear weapons, asnoted by Galloni, through the Cuban
Missiles Crisisand well beyond—EIR.

2. This reference is clearly to the “Cheney Doctrine” of preventive war,
including preventive nuclear war, to prevent “potentia rivals’ to American
global superiority emerging; put forward in Defense Secretary Richard Che-
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EIR: In the immediate post-war period, some DC leaders,
who had been leaders of the anti-Fascist partisan movement,
saw how the United States and allied forcesin Italy created
special organizations, like Gladio, recruiting massively
amongtheintelligenceand military networksof theMussolini
Fascist regime. These underground networks could count on
alot of weapons, and later they played a destabilizing and
anti-constitutional role.

Galloni: I don't havedirect knowledge of this, becausel was
only 18 yearsold during the period of the Liberation of Italy.
Immediately after the Liberation, the [Ferruccio] Parri gov-
ernment asked the partisans to turn in their weapons. | do
remember, however, that during the gathering of theweapons
in Bologna, the formation of which | was a part—which con-
sisted of amix of Christian Democratsand Republicans, along
with the majority of the formations such as the Action Party
and the PCl—did not turnin their real weapons. We gave up
the so-called “91 Models’ from World War I. The Commu-
nists had hidden their weapons, which were partially discov-
ered later on. Our group did the same. My commanders said
that they had greased them, put them in bags and buried them
somewhere. Therewastheworry that the Communistswould
attempt to take power in Italy at a certain point. Above all,
thisfear concernedtheVenetoregionintheareasnear Trieste,
with the A and B Zones, where[Y ugoslav Communist parti-
sanleader, then President, Josip Broz] Tito had entered [Italy]
and killed many Christian Democratic partisans. In fact, the
weaponswerefoundinthefoibe, special cavesnear the'Y ugo-
slav border.

We were in Bologha in the Communist area where the
mentality of the base wasthat sooner or later the Communists
would take power likein Russia. Thiswasthe opinion which
Togliatti did not share, but which he permitted to circulate. In
fact, when any Communists committed political crimes, they
were immediately expelled from the party. In particular, |
remember that in the triangle of death around Bologna, the
Secretary of one of our party sections was killed, along with
the Secretary of the Association of Italian Catholic Workers
(ACLI), Fanin. The fear wasthat at a certain point the Com-
munists would pull out the weapons they had hidden.

The allied occupation forces had taken into account the
possibility that the Eastern countries could militarily occupy
our territory at a certain point, and in that case we would
have had to organize a partisan movement similar to the one
organized against the Nazis. It isclear that when they thought
about this, and above all, when the Americans thought about
it, they thought of organizing not only the Christian Demo-
crats, but also certain elements of Fascism. And they knew
that these preparations had already been made, not in order to

ney’s 1992 Defense Policy Guidance; and in Vice President Cheney’ s post-
Sept. 11, 2001 seizure of policy control with a doctrine of “anti-terrorism”
preventive wars—EIR.

EIR December 12, 2003



take power, but exactly because of the possibility of a Soviet
military invasion. Thiswas Gladio.

[Mario] Scelbahad passed many harshlawsfor thosewho
had weapons. M any weapons caches—I don’t know who they
belonged to—were found; sometimes by chance, and some-
times because of anonymoustips.

These problems came out again after 1968, whenin Italy,
certain extremist fascists who were in part covered by our
secret services, and in part covered by other international
forces, began to emerge. They were never covered by Scelba,
because he was anti-communist but also anti-fascist. In the
period between 1967 and 1968, al the violent acts against
democracy began to be attributed to the communist extrem-
ists. It wasthen discovered that most of these violent acts had
been carried out by fascist extremists. | don’'t know if the
American secret serviceswereinvolved inthis. It may bethat
they had arole.

However, thereisno doubt that when the American secret
servicesrealized that these extreme-left ' 68 movementswere
present in Italy, they prepared the tools to react, which in-
cluded fascist formations. This is an hypothesis, not a cer-
tainty. But the fact that at that time there were opposite ex-
tremisms and many acts of violence—of bombs in public
sguares, massacres, the last of which wasthat of the Bologna
train station—there was always a backlash: There was often
discussion of whether it was left extremists, or extreme-
right extremists.

The red extremists positioned themselves to the left of
Togliatti (and this is where the trick came in) because on
the one hand, Togliatti wanted to include them among his
electorate; but on the other, he knew very well that he had to
respect the Constitution and the Parliament.

EIR: One of the letters written by Aldo Moro in the Red
Brigades' prison speaksof adangerous“interference” inltaly
by Robert Marjolin, who cameto Romein 1964 asvice presi-
dent of the European Commission, to warn against the cre-
ation of the first center-left government with the Socialist
Party. ThisMarjolin was acollaborator in Paris of Alexander
Kojeve, the direct collaborator of Leo Strauss, the father of
the American neo-conservatives. De Gaulle had denounced
theseforcesasamajor problem for democracy. Thisnetwork
isknown as the Synarchists; EIR haswritten alot about this.
What more can you say about the political debate of those
years?

Galloni: Theproblem of how to createademacratic majority
while keeping the Communists in the opposition, began in
1953 when De Gasperi fell. The parties which had won the
1948 elections maintained a dlight parliamentary majority
after 1953, but they did not have an absolute mgjority in the
country. From that point on, the Christian Democratic left
began talking about the necessity of bringing the PSI closer
to the government. At the time, the left of the DC was a
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minority, and supported thisideain such an extreme way that
it wasn’t even taken into consideration. But theidea began to
be accepted by the DC starting in 1957, when [Amintore]
Fanfani, at the National Council of Valombrosain July 1957,
made the proposal of bringing the PSI closer.

In the 1958 elections, the DC did well, with 42% of the
vote, and formed acentrist government with acertain orienta-
tion toward the Socialists. From then on, certain groupsin the
DC began to deviate from party decisions, and various other
difficultiescontributed to thecrisisof theFanfani government
and hisremoval as Secretary of the Party. With his character,
his authoritarianism, he made enemies of most of the menin
hisown current. . . . Aldo Morowasthen elected Secretary of
the party at the DomusMariaein 1959, and chosen to lead the
party into its General Congress.

Once Moro became Secretary, he immediately realized
that the only possibility of forming a stable democratic ma-
jority in Italy involved approaching the Socialists, and he
immediately began to work in this direction. We of the
Christian Democratic left gradually began to defend Moro’s
position. At the beginning of 1960, at the first National
Council after the Florence Congress—the one in Palazzo
Rospigliosi where Moro opened his majority to the Fanfani
group—Antonio Segni, who was then Prime Minister with
aright-leaning majority, found himself intheinternal opposi-
tion. Shortly thereafter, Segni was forced to resign his posi-
tion as Prime Minister. He had counted on the votes of the
Liberals and the support of the MSI [“post-fascists’]; and
when the Liberalswithdrew their support, Moro’s DC forced
Segni’s resignation. . . .

That iswhen the center-left began.

EIR: Arethereother aspectsof thekidnapping of AldoMoro
that we should underlinein our conversation?

Galloni: After thekidnapping of Moro by the Red Brigades,
theparty leadership calledonme,inmy roleasVice-Secretary
of the DC, to follow the Moro case directly from the Interior
Ministry through a continuous relationship with [Interior
Minister later President Francesco] Cossiga. But at the Inte-
rior Ministry, | realized that its structure . . . was inadequate
for thesearch for Moro. | only realized why many years|ater.
The Ministry wasinadequate becauseit was only prepared to
face popular demonstrationsin the streets. We didn’t have—
asMoro had said—knowledge about the Red Brigades' bases,
wedidn’t haveagentsof our secret servicesinsidetheRed Bri-
gades.

Many aspects of the capture of Moro are till in the dark.
Some years after the fact, when the list of the members of
the P2 [secret Masonic lodge Propaganda 2] was found in
Casa Fibocchi, | realized that most of the people listed
were part of the security services or in the leadership of the
military administration. It cannot be said at all, that the
kidnapping of Moro was in any way inspired by the Ameri-
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can secret services; but just as those services had not given
us information on the Red Brigades beforehand, so after the
kidnapping they did not help us find the prison where he
was being held.

In fact, it is interesting to remember how they behaved
when the American General, James Dozier, was kidnapped
three years later; to remember how the American secret ser-
vices went into action and found the prisoner and then freed
him from the Red Brigades in a short time. Why did they
mobilize for Dozier and not for Moro?

Other questions remain open regarding Moro. The true
prison where Moro was held has never been discovered.
Moro’ sbrother, whoisavery good criminal lawyer, said: An
autopsy was done on my brother, and he was found to bein
perfect physical condition. Now, how is it possible that a
person who was closed up for 50 daysin aroom which was 2
meters wide and 3 meters long, always lying down—for a
person who was used to walking 3 kilometers a day, to keep
in shape—was found in such good condition? And there was
never afull investigation of those grains of sand found in the
hem of histrousers.

Who wanted to protect the Red Brigades? Thisstill needs
to be discovered and cleared up.

EIR: Letuslook now to an earlier period of Italian political
life, the period of the economic reconstruction after the war.
A crucial role was played in this process by another great
Italian patriot and political leader, Enrico Mattei. Mattei was
the founder of ENI, the Italian national oil company, who
fought for the country’s modern industrial development and
for energy independence. He challenged the Seven Sisters oil
majors, and was assassinated in aprovoked air crash on Nov.
27,1962.

Mattei was closeto the political wing of the DC of which

you have been aleader. What can you say about your personal
experience and contact with him, and his policy?
Galloni: | started my political activity when | was only 17
years old, and became a friend of [Giuseppe] Dossetti: first
during the resistance; and immediately afterwards as a re-
gional delegatefor theyouth group of theEmiliaregion Chris-
tian Democracy. When Andreotti was called up to be the
Undersecretary to Prime Minister De Gasperi, | was called
to Rome starting on Sept. 1, 1947, in order to manage the
formation of the youth groups; and | founded a magazine
called For Action. Then | went back to Bolognawhere | had
graduated 20yearsearlier, to continuemy activity asalawyer.
| did not want to be aprofessional politician.

| participated in the April 18, 1948 election campaign in
Bologna, together with Dossetti. Dossetti was challenging the
Communists, but fromtheleft, not from theright. He accused
them of playing adouble game, because on the one hand they
acted asrevolutionariesinthe streets, but in their public roles
they carried out aconservative policy. . . .

Dossetti . . . said that aslong as the world was divided in
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The crucial work of industrialist Enrico Mattei in attacking the
overwhelming problems of unemployment, the need to
industrialize Italy' s South, and the need for productive relations
with Mideast and African nations, was supported by Italy’ s post-
war President Alcide de Gasperi and by later Prime Minister
Giulio Andreotti. Mattei waskilled in a suspiciousair crashin
1962, a shock to Italy like the next year’ s assassination of JFK to
America.

two parts, East against West, with the same sort of division
in ltaly—between the Christian Democrats and their allies,
and the Communist position—then no structure of reform
based on Christian principles could be promoted. Two essen-
tial conditions were missing: First, the world of Yalta must
end; second, there must be a deep transformation and a great
change within the Italian Church. ... When Dossetti shut
down his current of the party, he nominated a delegation of
five people, including myself, which was to go to Rome to
contact Fanfani, [Mariano] Rumor, and [Emilio Paolo] Tavi-
ani and form a new current, which, in Dossetti’ s words, was
not intended in opposition to De Gasperi, but should influ-
ence him.

| cameto Rometo direct the magazine Democratic I nitia-
tive, which published sevenissuesand saw enormous success.
Withthe seventhissue, De Gasperi called Rumor and Taviani
and made them an offer: They could enter the leadership of
the party at the next Congress (1952) if they stopped the
magazine. So Rumor and Taviani came back to me and told
meto stop publishing the magazine. | refused, and practically
left political activity for over ayear.

After the June 7, 1953 elections, Giovanni Marcoracame
to see me in Milan and said: “We would like to create a
magazinein opposition to thelocal |eader of the DC—do you
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want to help us?’ | answered that | wasn’t interested, but
that if they wanted to found a newspaper similar to what
Democratic Initiative had been, then | was available. | still
had all thelists of the members of the Dossetti current, and of
other friendswith whom we could work on theidea. Marcora
said that he still had all the lists of the partisan friends of the
North. We decided to have aconferencein Belgirate on Sept.
29, 1953.

During the 1953 elections (and here Mattel startsto come
into the picture), De Gasperi had called Mattei and explained
hisintention to hold arally in Piazza Duomo in Milan with
the Christian partisans. Mattei called Marcora and gave him
the funds for that rally. But Marcora didn’t spend anything
on therally, and thus he still had the funds necessary for the
conference and the newspaper.

So we had our meeting. But the press started to say that
that meeting in Belgirate had been donewith Mattei’ smoney.
De Gasperi got worried, called on Mattei and said, “What are
you up to, are you creating an internal current?’ (De Gasperi
had given Mattei alot of support, putting him at the head of
AGIP, and passing the law for ENI. So they had agood rela-
tionship.)

Mattei—we mustn’t forget—had been the administrator
of the National Liberation Committee for Northern Italy.
Mattei didn’t know anything about the Bel girate meeting. But
he didn’t say so. He just told De Gasperi not to worry about
the people at Belgirate because they were [Mattei’ s] friends
and they wouldn’t hurt him. Then Mattei called Marcoraand
told him that since De Gasperi was so worried, [Mattei] had
realized that the initiative was important. Marcora called on
me to go see Mattei immediately and tell him what we had
done.

The meeting lasted three hours. Mattei explained every-
thing that he wasdoing: hisbattle against L uce, the American
Ambassador in Italy; against the “ Seven Sisters’; the neces-
sity of searching for natural gasin Italy and of establishing
Italy’ senergy independence. And heconcluded: “1 can’'t give
you political advice, because I'm not an expert on politics,
but if youwant to talk with someonewho understandspoalitics,
go seemy friend [Ezio] Vanoni.”

Vanoni then explained to me how De Gasperi, as soon as
he was nominated Secretary of the DC in 1953, after being
Prime Minister, had called on him and said: “Our country’s
fundamental problem is unemployment; let’s study a plan to
deal with this problem.” Vanoni had already seen some arti-
cles published in the magazine The Base about the Belgirate
conference, and said that hewasinterested. VVanoni had asked
agroup of the Svimez, the Ingtitute for the Mezzogiorno [Ita
ly’s South], to organize aworking group with his brother-in-
law, Saraceno, which would plan the industrial devel opment
of Italy and create work for 2 million unemployed within
10 years.

But the political problem was still open, because you
couldn’t launch a plan like this without the agreement of the
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labor unions, and without having overcome the hostility of
the Confindustria[the national industrial association]. Above
all though, an enlargement of the parliamentary mgjority, to-
ward the left, was necessary. This is why the question of
opening the majority to the Socialists, interested [V anoni and
Mattei] very much.

We used this idea as a starting point for an initiative of
political culture. Following a proposal by Vanoni, Mattei
asked some economics professors close to us at the Catholic
University in Milan to do some studies, which we then
presented at the following DC Congress in 1954, when
“Democratic Initiative” took the majority, with Fanfani. We
had a certain amount of force in that Congress. Out of 1.5
million members, we had almost 200,000 votes. However,
we had problems because Fanfani, on the one hand, stopped
Mattei from supporting The Base—because he didn’t want
to have minority currents to his left; and on the other, there
was the Vanoni problem; Vanoni was to join the National
Council, and we couldn’'t be in a position different from
that of Vanoni.

So, at the end of the Congress we decided that two of us
wouldjointhe Fanfani list, Ripamonti and | ; and we presented
fivenational counsellorsamong theyouth, and Vanoni for the
Parliamentarians. . . .

TherelationshipwithMattei at that time, wasoneof politi-
cal friendship without financial connections, except for those
regarding the advertising in the newspaper we were printing.
Basically, we supported Mattei politically for hisinitiatives
with ENI, aswell asthrough V anoni who supported ENI, IRI,
and the State Participations—industries with a state-private
mix—agreat deal.

Mattei’ s strategy wasthat of making Italy autonomousin
terms of energy resources, and then finding gas and also ail
in Italy—which ended up not being possible—but above all,
to have relations with Arab countries which produced oil.
Mattei wanted to substitute himself for the Seven Sisters,
which used usurious methods. He used the 75-25 method
(instead of the 50-50 of the Seven Sisters) and that provoked
the battle with the Seven Sisters. He offered the other coun-
tries 75% of the profit of the oil exploitation, and thisledto a
very violent clash.

TheAmericans preventivewar wasinvented inthe 1950s
at the beginning of the Cold War, when many in America
supported theidea of attacking the U.S.S.R. beforeit cameto
have nuclear weapons. The Base, in agreement with Mattei,
and especially with the magazine Politica directed by Nicola
Pistelli, always fought for theinternational defense of peace;
for the support of the integrity of the state of Israel in the
Middle East, but also for the creation of a Palestinian state;
aswell asthe democratic development of all of the countries
of the Third World, in Africa, Asia, and South America.

EIR: Thank youvery muchfor thisaccount of Italy’ shistory.
We will hope to continue the discussion at afuturetime.
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