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Supporting the idea of the continuily in Italian economic history between the
1930s and the 1950s, this article focuses on the specific role played by Sergio
Paronetto, cconomist and industrial manager at IRI, the Institute for Indusivial
Reconstruction created by the fascist government in 1933, Neglected so far by
economic bistoriography, Paronetto’s importance is (o be seen in bis actions
and bis ideas, aimed at modernizing Italy, and bis having taken ideas from
the teachings of eminent masters and then baving passed them o to the fulure
ruling class of the Iralian Republic. In doing this, be was one the protagonists
in the work of modernization in continuity which was underiaken between the
reconstruction of tndustry in the 1930 and post-World War Two reconstriction
of Italy tn the 19405, which then paved the way 10 the falian economic miracle
of the 19505,

1. Modernization in continuity

Let us assume that economic history is both the study of the
historical change in the material basis of individual and social life (L.
De Rosa, 1980}, and the study of economic facts, docirines and
institutions (E. Barone, 1908). By combining these definitions, we
reach a definition of economic history as the history of the facts,

* The authors share the idcas and the responsibility for any conclusion contained
here. Sections 4 and 5 are auributable to Stefano Baictti, and sections 2 and 3 to
Giovanni Farese; sections 1 and 6 o hoth.
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doctrines and institutions, which contribute to the change in this
material basis. We would add people to this triad of facts, doctrines
and institutions: without people the concrete mechanisms by which
historical change is determined hecome incomprehensible. Economic
ideas and decisions move around and over people’s heads.

Within this perspective, our analysis of the continuity in Italian
cconomic history between the 1930s and the 1950s — which runs
deeper than the institutional change caused by the transition from
Fascism to the Republic (Petri, 2008; Cassesc, 2010) — focuscs on
Sergio Paronetto (1911-1945) the economist and industrial manager
(Baietti, Farese, 2010). Apart {rom a few exceptions (D'Antone, 1998;
Bonuglia, 2006), Paronetto has been hitherto neglected by economic
historiography. His importance is to be seen both in his actions and
his ideas, aimed at medernizing Ttaly, and in his having taken ideas
from the teachings of eminent masters and then having passed them
on to the future ruling class.

This paper is organized as follows: the second section focuses on
the places, mectings and topics which left their mark on Paronetto’s
education; the third section deals with the issue of the accumulation
of capital in Ttaly; the fourth with Paronetto’s influence on the form
the Italian economic “system” took; the fifth is ubout the connection
between the Codice di Camaldoli and the Italian cconomic
constitution; and the sixth, with concluding observations, illustrates
the continuity, with the decisions adopted after World War Two,
following Paronettey’s death in 1945.

2. Places, meetings and topics

Paronelto was born in 1911 at Morbegno, in the province of
Sondrio in Lombardy, a region in the north of lialy. The beginning of
his cconomic cducation coincided with the yeurs he spent al the
Faculty of Political Science in Rome (1928-1932). Three mecetings
were important. The tirst was with the cconomist Alberto De’ Stefani
(1879-1969), who supervised Paronetlo’s dissertation (entitled Dazi ¢
dogane negli Stati pre-unitari (Customs and Excise in the Italian
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States Before Unification)). De’ Stefani had been Minister of Finances
from 1922 until 1925, and had made greater amounts of national
savings available for private investments (Pecorari, 2006). The second
meeting was with the jurist Sergio Panunzio (1886-1944), from whom
Paronetto learned the importance of the state for social scientists.
The third meeting was with the historian and specialist in colonial
studies, Camillo Manfroni (1893-1935), who taught Paronetto the
importance of colonial development and investments which were to
be regarded as state inlervention in backward areas, especially in the
casc of over-populated countries,

The second stage in Paronetto’s training took place in 1934, when
he was appointed to the Istituto per la Ricostruzione Industriale
(Institute for Industrial Reconstruction - TRI), which was founded in
1933 to deal with Italy’s financial and industrial problems after the
mixed banks’ crisis and its repercussions on the Bank of Ttaly
(Saraceno, 1981). AL LRI, whose creator and chairman was the capitalist
technocrat Alberto Beneduce (1877-1944), Paronetto was the head of
the technical secretariat of the Director-General, Donato Menichella
(1896-1984). Paronetto contributed to the restructuring of national
hanks hetween 1934 and 1936; he participated in the drafting of the
banking law of 1936 (collecting savings and exercising credit became
public functions); he conuibuted to the founding, within TRI, of the
Finmare holding (ship-building and maritime transport) in 1936 and the
Finsider holding (iron and steel industry) in 1937 where, using
innovative instruments (Iri-Ferro and Iri-Mare bonds), strategic aims
were embodied; and he was involved in the transformation of TRY into a
permanent organization in 1937 (Paronetio, 1937). Guaranteed by the
state, industrial value-bonds became a savings instrument for the
people (economic democracy). Paronetto met three important people
at IRI in the 1930s, too. The fitst was Alberto Beneduce, who, together
with Francesco Saverio Nitti (1868-1953), founded the Istituto Nazionale
delle Assicurazioni (INA) in 1912. Fver since then Beneduce had been
involved in modernizing Italian finance, and, in particular, in directing
savings by means of public bodies, which operated on the market, a
method of accumulation which differed from that centred on private
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organizations (Bonelli, 1984). The second important person Paronetto
met was Donato Menichella who went on to become Governor of the
Bank of Italy (1948-1960). Menichella insisted on correcting the
distortions in the menepolistic structure of supply (Bank of Italy, 1986).
The third person Paronelto mel was his fraternal friend Pasquale
Saraceno (1903-1991), a professor of business management and an IRI
consultant (Cavazza Rossi, 1993: Arena, 2011). Paronetto was of the
same opinion as Saraceno regarding the centrality of the company as a
unit of analysis, and the need o link systematically business
management studics with political cconomy studics (Paronctto, 1943).

The third stage of Paronetto’s eduaction was when clandestine
“economy lessons” were held in his home in the carly 1940s (Paronetio
Valier, 1991). Paronetto was convinced that IRI and the enterprises
operating with government capital should be maintained in view of
rebuilding 1taly, that there should be specific government
intervention in Southern lialy, and that the viciorious powers should
organize an aid programme to consolidate economic freedom and
democracy. The discussions involved at least three people: Alcide De
Gasperi (1881-1954), who led eight governments (1943-1953), spoke
on international cooperation {Idee ricostruttive, 1942); Guido Carli
(1914-1993) a colleague Paronetto brought to RI, who went on to
become Governor of the Bank of Italy (1960-1975), spoke on the
nen-reciprocal exclusion of intervention on the part of the authoritics
and market economy (Carli, 1943); and Ezio Vanoni (1903-19506),
who became Minister of Finance (1948-1954), spoke on social justice
as: a) redistribution; h) social inclusion programmes; ¢©) reduction of
territorial differences. Meeting Paronetto was decisive in converting
Vanoni from a contemplative life to a lilc of action. Vanoni called
Paronetto “maestre” (Vanoni, 1955).

3. The issue of the accumulation of capital in Italy

‘The crucial issue for Paronetto during his Ume at IRT (1933-1945)
was the accumulation of capital: he was interested in how this

process was to be begun, maintained and reintroduced in Italy, a
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second-generation country as far as industry was concerned, with
very few raw materials and very little equity capital (Paronetto, 1945).
Accumulation was the precondition for growth and development,
and was the way for a society to expand. The crux of the matter was
the degree of confidence in the stability of the capital-accumulation
mechanism. On the one hand, there was confidence in the system's
natural capacity for growth. This was an idca of the Ricardian school:
hy means of competition as an external condition, the accumulation
process, in the hands of private capitalists, led to autonomy and
stability. On the other hand, there was a theory based on the firm
belict that market forces in Italy were structurally and historically
inadequate to guarantee the country’s economic and civil development
(Bonelli, 1978).

What Paronetio learned about at 1R1 was a Keynesian idea ante
litteram as far as the facts were concerned. The accumulation
process was erratic because ol capitalism’s very naturc of being
unstable. It was the state, by means of public investments, which
began, maintained and reintroduced the accumulation process. The
possibility of endowing the process with continuity and perfectibility
was entrusied to a myriad ol regulations, laws, economic
programmes and planning (Pareonetto, 1945). The difference, as far as
neo-classical philosophy was concerned in the long-term, did not
concern the causal relation between savings and investment. 1t had
lo do with the stability ol the process of the formation and the
geographical and sectoral destination of capital. Attention 10
accumulation, the idea that unemployment was not spontancously
reabsorbed, and the awareness that South laly's backwardness
requircd government intervention were all elements that endorsed
the practical aspects of the capitalist system and were what made
Paronctto an “cconomist”. His was not a formal economic maodel; it
did not have enough time to become one. It was a theoretical
framework that guided practice.

An important example of a theoretical framework critical of the
privaic mechanism of accumulation was that devised by Pasquale
Saraceno (Barucci, 1977). It was onc of those ex post verifications
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which can and should be analysed carefully, since there is a relative
lack of sources directly attributable to Paronetto, In Saraceno we find
the underlying reasons lor the conviction that private accumulation
was inadequate for sufficient capital formation in ltaly (Vicarelli, 1981),
In those couniries where industrialization began late, the birth and the
success, both at home and abread, of a modcrn industry required
much more capital initially than in those countries that were the first to
begin industrialization (Saraceno, 1951). The quantity and the quality
of the capital had to produce a technological-organizational leap that
had to be all the more pronounced the later growth began. Awareness
of this was associated with the need for a systematic role by the state
in the formation of capital, which became a public function (Saraceno,
1977): hence, together with accumulation, the vital importance of
savings, their protection and mobilization, which is a central theme in
the economic make-up of the Republic of [taly. A systematic plan of
state intervention in the formation of industrial capital does not entail
transition to a planned economy; rather, the lack of such a plan
causes, as in fact happened, a series of rescue operations and huge
allocations of public capital to cope with the changes imposed by
situations of crisis. This is the logic that inspired Saraceno in his
Elementi per un piano economico 1949-1952, written in 1948 for the
CIR, Comitato interministeriale per la ricostruzione (Interministerial
Committee for the Reconstruction) (Saraceno, 1948); the same logic is
(o be found in the dense pages of Lo sviluppo economico dei paesi dei
sovrappopolati, which Saraceno dedicated to Paronetto, a posthumous
acknowledgement that they both held the same view on Ttalian
economic-development issues {Saraceno, 1951).

4, An enterprise economist’s influence on the Italian economnic
system

The late 1930s was a time of very important transition in the Italian
economy, especially in the industrial cconomy. Compared to 1934 and
1935, when a lot was done to give substance to the IRl project and o
end the ‘rescuing policy’, innovative factors now appeared, such as
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Keynes' theories, which were immediately acknowledged in italy, the
stabilization of IRI in 1937, the general census of industry in 1938
(Petri, 2008), the work of the newly-cstablished rescarch department of
the Bank of ltaly (Gigliobianco, 2006), the Banca Commerciale Italiana,
and Istat, which in 1939 was followced by a new body of the Ministry
of Finance, the Istitute Nazionale di Finunza Corporativa with Ezio
Vanoni at its head (Ivone, 2009). A new general cconomic policy
emerged, based on research into national development, with the
confidence that, at long last, the instruments were available to carry it
out, on the creation of associative study and promotion organizations
that were able to follow economic and social development
efficaciously, and on the premonitory signs of a4 nascent system of
national accounting for aggregaie datu (Misiani, 2010).

Paronette uscd the financial knowledge, which he picked up
during his time at IR[, to answer the guestions many people asked
him about workings of the Iralian economic system (Paronetto Valier,
1991). Among these were the future Christian Democrat political
leaders like Alcide De Gasperi (1881-1954), the Roman Catholic
hicrarchy, including Giovanni Battista Montini (1897-1978), who went
on o become Pope Paul VI, numerous university lecturers involved
in planning Italy’s future, and the economic circles connected to IRL
Discussion had, of necessily, 10 move on {from business management
lo the macro-cconomy (Paronctto, 1943). Everything that undermined
the practical aspects of the market was examined: the economic
situation, the insufficient availability and/or the scant inclination to
tie up capital, the social tension caused by econemic and industrial
growth, with ils impact on local communities: precarious housing,
social services, transport and urbanization.

From the mid-1930s, after the wave of criticism and debate on the
stability and instability of the system, highlighted by the international
crisis of 1929-1933, which caused such huge social damage,
economists paid a great deal of attention to social justice. In 1940,
with Ttaly’s entering the Second World War, everything was set in
motion (D¢ Felice, 1990). The shrewder members of ltaly's ruling
class thought about the future. They considered reorganizing the
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economy and the public system. They questioned everything:
ownership, welfare (the Beveridge Plan was published in 1942), the
state’s role in society, international finance and the economic
relations between countries. During the 1940s, Paronetio undcriock
the task of imagining how a system like the Ttalian one - where a
mass ol generally ellicient public bodies stood guard over periods of
potential economic vitality judged to be of public interest — had to
change in order to be of use to the Italy of the [uture (Paronetto
Valier, 1991). The cxistence of so many functioning public organizations
meant that there was a great amount of immobilized capital, whose
profitability in terms of moncrary profits or benelits could be
conlrolled. This was capital that was not to be squandered in view of
the reconstruction of Ttaly. Paronctio took as his starting point the
system as he had seen it at IRT, and he added innovations regarding
the role of the state in seeking the common good. He promulgated
the “system”, as he imagined it, no longer merely an cconomic
system, but also a social one, and he commissioned articles and
papers which could promote the system.

In 1940 the frequent economy lessons for De Gasperi began and
were held in Paronetto’s home. In 1942 discussions began concerning
the drafting of a hand-written document by the future premier; the title
Idee Ricostruttive reflects Paronctto’s cconomic and social philosophy.
The document was intended for members of the Christian Democrat
Party. Pasquale Saraceno was one ol the people who helped De
Gasperi draft the document. With the 1946 plebiscite, which decided
whether Haly was (o be a monarchy or a republic, the Constituent
Assembly was elected. Assisted hy Paronetto, e Gasperi managed 1o
prepare in time what he needed for this event, for which the
constituent Christiun Democrats had at their disposal two handbooks:
felee Ricostruttive (1943) and the Codice di Camaldolf (1943},

5. The Codice di Camaldoli and the Italian economic constitution

The Codice di Camoldoli is a general policy document containing
the principles for the civil organization policy of a state and its
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economic policy. It was the result of the undertaking of lcading
figures of the Italian Roman Catholic forces who met at the
Benedictine hermitage at Camaldoli in July 1943 (18-23 July 1943),
with the aim of drafiing an internationally valid document that could
update and replace the Code de Malines of 1927-1933, The Codice
was formulated as an international document (translations were
made) and served as a source of inspiration for the basic decisions
regarding the Catholics state policy and its economic policy
(Paronetto Valier, 1978). The principal author was Sergio Paronetto,
assisted by Pasquale Saraceno, Ezio Vanoni and Giuseppe Capograssi
(1889-1956). The document caused a notable stir, and was cspecially
influential in the formulation of Title IIT of the Republican
Constitution, [t was popular with the ruling class of the Christian
Democrat party, influencing significantly their economic policy
decisions (Barucci, 1978). After the Second World War when this
programme became legislation, a system of state investment in
cnterprises developed in Ttaly, and was the largest such system in the
weslern world.

The Codice dealt with fundamental economic topics, such as the
free market and public intervention in the economy. Article 71 states
that the guiding principle of economic life is social justice i.e. the
equal distribution of material goods, the condition “which prevents
an individual or a class from cxcluding others from sharing in the
common good”, The aims of public economy are listed in article 86:
the creation of conditions of employment {86.2), a “supplementary
benefits” system to protect workers in cases of unemployment,
accident or illness, and an adequate pension system (86.3), control
over the geographical relocation of industries (80.7), the correction of
extreme socio-economic inequalities by controlling the use, transler
or distribution of consumer goods (86.11-13), the regulation of
production in non-competitive conditions (86.14) and the
safeguarding of savings (86.15). These arc all tasks which outline a
new type of state: the social state. The type of state that emerges
[rom the Codice di Camaldoli is not confined to carrying out the
classic functions ol liberal systems i.e. “safeguarding the rights of
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individuals”, With a firm belief in the practical pessibility ol pursuing
the “common weal”, this type of state has as its explicit aim “social
justice”, defined as the “concrete expression of the common weal”
through “the creation of general conditions of aid and support for all
the distinclive efforts of individuals, families, groups and society as a
whole, to climinate situations of privilege stemming from class
differences and differences in wealth or education (atticle 11). Tt 15 a
subsidizing state. In giving space to intermediate formations, the
Codice rejects the liberal dualist idea of the division between state
and society and statc and market (Magliulo, 1991) in favour of an

idea of the state as the “self-government * of society and of those
functions of common interest; which can be administered by any
part, provided it is in a regulated regime (in the case of the state,
self-regulated), with prospects for organized intermediate hodies.
Rejecting liberal dualism mcans developing the instrumental
funclions of stale machinery and a further widening of the range of
actions uscful both 1o socicty as a whole and o those individuals
that can provide them legitimately and effectively: intermediate
bodies and markert forces.

The contents of the Codice are echoed in the articles of the 1948
Constitution. Of special interest is that part of the Constitution called
the economic constitution i.c. the articles that have to do with the
economy. Some arlicles are about giving a “shape” to the [talian
cconomic system. Economic rights are established in articles 41-47.
Two of these articles deserve special attention: article 41, which
stales that private economic initiative is frec and that public and
private economic activity may be directed to and connected with
social objectives, and article 47, which deals with savings: "The
Republic of Italy encourages and safeguards savings in every form; it
regulates, coordinates and controls banking practice. 1t supports
peoples’ savings and access to home ownership, farm ownership and
dircct and indirect investment in Ttaly’s big manufacturing plants.”
This is an article which is unique in the constitution of modern
states, and reveals the influence of Beneduce's ideas that were
reformulated by Paronetto.
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6. Paronetto’s formulations are useful for Italy’s reconstruction

Paronetto acted as an intermediary. He re-interpreted Beneduce’s
{and Nitti's) idecas and passcd them on to De Gasperi {and Vanoni).
He convinced De Gasperi that it was advantagcous to keep the
hanking law and IR, and to continue state participation in industrial
cnterprise capital. Re-establishing international relations in economic
and financial matiers and reinstating Italy in international trade flows
were to be regarded as absolute priorities. ltaly was to be equipped
as well as possible to achieve these ends, starting with people
capable of carrying on a dialogue at an imternational level. Paroneto
suggested some names to De Gasperi: the IRI brains (above all
Francesco Giordani, 1896-1901) and some professors. Paronelio took
care of the development plans and the research and promotion
bodies o implement them.

In 1944 many organizations, both within and outside the public
sphere, were sel up with the aim of studying, promoting and
interpreting the Italian cconomy. The ideas Paronetto shared with
Saraceno seemed to have prompted the founding of these
organizaticns. The SIOI (Societd [taliana Organizzazione
Internazionale) was founded in 1944. It was strange that Paronctto
was not one of the founders (De Gasperi joined the Sociely later).
The SIOI apswered Paronetto’s concern about external and
international relations. Svimez, for the economic development of
Southern Italy was founded in 1946, the vear after Paronctto’s death,
but with such knowledge about what had to be done that it would
seem that the project must have originated earlier. Many of the old
IRI brains (Vanoni, Giordani, Alfredo De Gregorio and Menichella)
were involved with Svimez, as was Saraceno and his friend, the
former Director-General of Tstat Alessandro Molinari, who became
Director-General of Svimez, Lastly, the Centro Studi Piani Tecno-
economici, which originally came under the Ministry of Industry, was
moved to IRT with Saraceno responsible for the coordination.

The reforms and programmes envisaged by Paronetto took shape
after his death. In 1948, [RI's ncw statute was drawn up to complete
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the rescue operation in the face of the Institute’s liquidation option;
in 1949 the Fanfani Ina-casa Plan for the building sector came into
being: in 1950 the Special Intervention Plan for Southern Traly was
launched, based on the work of the Sturzo Committee promoted by
the Christian Democrat Party and by the Svimez research in which
Saraccno and Giordani had been involved (the law was drafted
jointly by Menichella and Vanoni); 1951 saw the Vanoni reform of
the taxation system {(the first pillar of social justice); in 1953 ENI
(Ente nazionale idrocarburi) was founded, under the influence of
Ezio Vanoni and of Marcello Boldrini (1890-1969), a statistics
professor and an industrial manager, who had also drawn inspiration
from the Codice di Camaldoli; and in 1955 the Vanoni Plan, the plan
for developing revenue and cmployment in Ttaly in the decade 1955-
1964, was drafted with the aim of solving the problem ol [taly’s weak
social and economic system, encouraging development in Southern
Italy and squaring the balance of payments (the second pillar of
social justice).

Sergio Paronetto was one of the protagonists in the enormous work
of “modernization in continuity” which was undertaken between the
reconstruction of industry in the 1930s and the post-war reconstruction
of Italy in the 1940s. Sergio Paronetto was responsible for both
modernizing and internationalizing the approach 1o the economy,
industry and linance which were passed on to the future ruling class.
He was also responsible for the inclusion in the Constitution of the
Italian Republic of the principles which inspired it and which, without
him, would probably not have been included. He was responsible for
the idea that planning, not public administration, should be the basis of
direct government aclion in the economy; this was necessary in order
to invent, after IRL, special intervention in Southern ltaly and ENL He
also devised the framework of theoretical-scienlific support, as well as
practical support, for organizations such as TRI which had the task of
promoting markets, competition, economic freedom and democracy,
including economic democracy, in Italy.

Paronetto was one of the key figures in Italy’s modernization and
development in the twentieth century since he was able 1o
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understand, enhance and hand over a system which bhas enabled the
ruling c¢lass to take Ttaly by the hand and to bring it finally to sit
among the [irst seven industrialized countries in the world, with a
welfare system which is abreast of the times and with, above all, 4
strong role for intermediate forces.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

G. Ariva, Pasgquale Saraceno commis d étal. Dagli anni giovanili alla
Ricostruzione (1903-1948), (Angeli, Milan 2011).

S. BATETTI, G. Farest, “Sergio Paronetro (1911-1945), economista, manager
industdale ¢ scienziato sociale™ in Nuovissima Enciclopedia della Banca
della Borsa e della Finanza, {Assonchb, Rome 2011).

Baxca DTrala, Donato Menichella: testimonianze e studi, (Laterza, Rome-
Bari 1986).

E. Barose, Principi di economia politica, (Tipografia G. Bertero, Rome
1908).

P. Barucal, Saracerto e la vicostrnzione, (Edizioni Studium, Rome 1977).

P. Baruccl, Ricostruzione, pianificazione, Mezzogiorno: la politica
economica in Halia dal 1943 af 1959, (11 Mulino, Bologna 1978.)

F. Bonerty, “Tl capitalismo italiano. Lincee generali di interpretazione” in
Starvia d’italia. Annali, vol. 1 Dal feudalismo al capitalismo, (Einaudi,
Turin 1978), pp. 1193-1250),

F. Boxrinr, *Alberto Beneduce (1877-1944)" in A, Mortara (ed.), 7
protagonist dell intervento pubblico in Halia, (Angeli, Milan 1984), pp.
329-3506.

R. BoNuGLa, Tre valtelfinesi al servizio dello Stato: Saraceno, Vanoni e

Paronetto, “Tlite & Storia®, special issue, 1, 20006.

. CARLY, Fa disciplina dei prezzi, (Einaudi, Turin, 1943).

8. Cassisk, Lo Stato fuscista, (11 Mulino, Bologna, 2010).

Tcas-1STITUTO CATTOLICO DI ATTIVITA SOCIALL, Per la comunitd cristiand.
Principi delf ordinamenio sociale. A cura di un gruppo di studiost amici
i Camaldoli, (Edizioni Studium, Rome 1943).

M. Cavazza Rosst, “Sergio Paronetto e Pasquale Saraceno: un incontro (1936-
1945)°, in Econontia pubblica 4-5, 1993, pp. 159-171.

L. A~xTose, “Straordinarietd ¢ Stato ordinario” in F. Barca (ed.) Storia del
capitalismo ftaliono dal dopoguerra a oggi, (Donzelll, Rome 1997), pp.
579-626.

[



Sefeno Batetti and Glovanng Farese

R. DE TFrUCE, Mussolint lalleato, vol. 1L, IF: Lltalia in guerva: 1940-1943: crisi
e agonid del regime, (Einaudi, Turin 2008).
L. Di: Rosa, “Storia economica”, in Guida afla Foacolia i Feovtomia, ed. O,
Castellino and G. Zanetti, Bologna, 2008,
A. GIGLIOBIANGO, Vid Nazionale. Bancda d'lialia e classe dirigente: cento anni
i stovier, (Donzelli, Rome 2006).
Idee ricostruttive defla Democrazia Cristiana, ed. by Demofilo, 1943,
D. Ivone (ed.) Ezio Vanoni tra economia, politica, cultura e finanza,
(Editoriale scientifica, Naples 2009).
C. MaxFrRONI, Leziont di storia delle colonie ¢ politica coloniale. Anno
accademico 1929-1930, collected by 8. Paronetto, (Libreria Castellani,
Rome 1930).
A, MaGLIULO, Ezio Vanroni: la giustizia sociale nefl’economia di mercalo,
(Edizioni Studium, Rome 1991).
S Mrsiant, T rumeri ¢ la politica: statisticd, programmazione e Mezzogiorno
nell tmpegno di Alessandro Molinard, (1l Mulino, Bologna 2007).
S Misiang “Luci ¢ ombre nella storia della statistica pubblica. Il censimento
del 1837-1939 ¢ il calcolo del reddite nazionale”, in Quaderni storici, 2,
2010), pp. 445-470.
M. L. ParoxE1TO VALIER, “l Codice di Camoldoli tra storia € utopia™ in
Steeedivm, 1, 1978, pp. 61-79.
M. L. PARONETTO VALIRR, Sergio Paronetto: liherta di iniziativa ¢ giustizia
socicde, (Bdizioni Studium, Rome 1991).
S, ParonNErTO, Note sull’attivita e compiti dellIRI nel momento aftuale e in
rapporto alla sud struttivra e alla sua organizzazione, Rome, Junuary
1937, Archivio Storico dell'Tstituto per la Ricostruzione Industriale
( ASIRI), Numerazione nera, Affari generali, b, 22, fasc, 7.
S. Paronerro, “ll bisogno di concretezza nella dottrina economica ¢ lo
studio delbazienda®, in Studitom, 1, 1943, pp. 22-25.
S. PARONETTO, Precedenti ¢ prospettive nel campo della socializzazione. Le
esperienze dell’TRI, February 1945, Archivio Storico dell'Istituto per la
Ricostruzione [ndustriale (ASIRI), Numerazione nera, Allarl generali, b
22, fasc. 81
P. PEcorart (cd.), LTialia economica. Tempi e fenomeni del cambiamento
1801-2000, (Cedam, Padua 2009).

. PETRI, Stovia economica d Tlalia, 1918-71963, 1l Mulino, Bologna, 2008,

. SARACENO, Lo sviluppo economico dei paesi sovrappopolati, (Edizioni
Studium, Rome 1951).

P. SARACENO, Inlervisia sulla Ricostruzione, 1943-1953, ed. by L. Villari,
(Latcrza, Rome-Bari 1977},

P. SARACENG, “Salvautaggi bancari e ritorme negli anni 1922-1936" in Bunca ¢
industria fra le due guerre, vol. [T Le riforme istituzionali e il pensiero
giuridico, (11 Mulino, Bologna 1981), pp. 15-04.

~ =

424



Sernio Pavonetto and the falian economy

E. Vaxoxnl, “Sergio Paronetto, amico e maestro®, in & Popolo, 29 March 1935,
E. VaxoNt, Ld politica economica degli anni degasperiani: scritli ¢ discorsi
politici ed economici, ed. by P. Barucci, (Le Monnier, Florence 1977).

F. VicareLu, “Note in tema di accumulazione di capitale in italia, 1947-1963"
in ;. Lunghini (ed.), Scelte politiche e teorie economiche in lalia,

{Finaudi, Turin 1981), pp. 13-70.

425






¢t TR Y
e = AR e







