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Abstract 
 
European solidarity as a fundamental value of the EU assumed even more relevance in the last 

decades in the context of the various crises that hit the European continent. The impact of these 

crises affected public opinion on European solidarity and led to increased politicisation of the issue 

in national political arenas. The influence of EU issues on national politics has been explored 

concerning different aspects, especially their role in determining citizens’ voting behaviour. 

Nevertheless, despite its relevance, European solidarity has been disregarded as a voting factor in 

national elections. This research aims to fill this gap by exploring how people’s perceptions of 

European solidarity might affect their national vote. It focuses on the last 2022 Italian national 

elections and investigates the Italian diaspora’s voting behaviour. It relies on brand-new data collected 

through a post-electoral survey designed to capture the attitudes towards European solidarity of 

Italians living in France, Belgium, and Germany. The survey results are put in relation to the parties’ 

stances on European solidarity emerging from their electoral manifestos. The findings show that 

European solidarity plays a role in shaping the sample’s voting behaviour. In particular, they indicate 

that showing high support for the issue increases the odds of voting for parties that engage more with 

European solidarity and explicitly support it. Therefore, this research helps to elucidate better the 

influence of EU issues on national political arenas.  

 

Keywords: European solidarity, Italian diaspora, voting behaviour, politicisation, transnationalism. 
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1.  Introduction 
 

 
uropean solidarity is one of the fundamental values of the European Union (EU). Since 

the beginning, it guided the integration process and is incorporated in the EU Treaties 

(European Union, 2020a; European Union, 2020b; European Union, 2023). European 

solidarity has been under strain in recent years since it had to undergo a series of stress tests and is 

still under pressure (Gerhards et al., 2018; Lahusen, 2020b). These challenges mainly correspond 

to the EU’s significant crises of the last decades, namely the economic crisis, the so-called migration 

crisis, Brexit, and the more recent pandemic and energy crisis prompted by the full-scale Russian 

invasion of Ukraine. These crises triggered tensions among member states and undermined the 

cohesion among them, as they had an uneven impact on countries and thus made the disparities 

among them in terms of resources more evident. These situations also prompted reciprocal blaming 

attitudes among member states and the rise of nationalist sentiments within them (Cotta, 2017; 

Genschel & Hemerijck, 2018; McWilliams et al., 2022; Zakeri et al., 2022). Therefore, the current 

state of the Union begs the question: to what extent is the EU “a community of solidarity” in which 

member states and citizens can expect and provide help to others in situations like those described 

(Gerhards et al., 2018, p. 6). The issue’s relevance relies on the fact that the perceived absence of 

European solidarity represents a threat to the existence of the EU, as it creates a problem of trust 

that could potentially lead to the disintegration of the European project (Sommermann, 2022). The 

fact that European solidarity represents a “safety net” against European disintegration shows why 

it is relevant to engage in a kind of study like the one of this thesis (Thym & Tsourdi, 2017, p. 606).  

The multiple European crises also impacted public attitudes and political stances on EU-

related issues (Bobba, 2021). Therefore, the European dimension gained salience in political 

discourses as it has been increasingly politicised in national arenas, sparking an interest in how EU-

related issues shape political preferences and behaviour, such as vote choice (Capati et al., 2022). 

The relevant literature on the topic mainly focuses on attitudes towards issues such as European 

integration and EU membership and their relative influence on the vote in national elections, 

whereas despite its highlighted current relevance, little attention has been dedicated to European 

solidarity (Carrieri, 2020; Conti et al., 2021; Costa Lobo & Lewis-Beck, 2012; Dehousse, 2013). 

Research so far has focused on how attitudes towards European solidarity affect voting behaviour 

E 
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in European elections, while research on the national level is lacking (Pellegata & Visconti, 2021; 

Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). This study contributes to this gap by answering the research question: 

“How does the European solidarity perception of the Italian diaspora influence their 

vote in national elections?”. Therefore, this research investigates how an EU issue and, thus, 

a supranational matter might affect vote choice in national elections by shedding light on a 

previously neglected but highly relevant matter like European solidarity to assess if this might be 

considered a voting factor. 

This study focuses on the Italian case due to its peculiar position as one of the hardest-hit 

countries in all the aforementioned crises. These events caused a rise in Eurosceptic sentiments in 

a country traditionally supporting the EU, being among its founders, which entailed, at the same 

time, an increased politicisation of EU issues, with parties increasingly expressing their opinion on 

these issues (Bobba, 2021; Conti et al., 2022). The salience of European solidarity in the Italian 

political arena was particularly visible during the electoral campaign for the last Italian national 

elections, which were held in September 2022. The relevance of this electoral tournament is also 

due to the many peculiarities that have characterised it. It was the first time that parliamentary 

elections occurred in the second half of the year, with a concise electoral campaign held over the 

summer due to an anticipated call for elections after Mario Draghi's resignation in July 2022 

(Garzia, 2023; Improta et al., 2022). They were also the first elections to occur after modifying two 

constitutional provisions, which reduced the number of parliamentarians and expanded the right 

to vote for the Senate to everyone over eighteen (Italian Republic, 2020; Italian Republic, 2021). 

These elections registered the lowest participation ever, and finally, in terms of results, they 

determined the return to power of the centre-right after fourteen years with the support of a clear 

majority, showing an unprecedented decisiveness of the electorate (Pasquino & Valbruzzi, 2023). 

This led to the appointment of a female Prime Minister for the first time, coming from a party 

which has never held government responsibility before, Fratelli d’Italia (FdI) (Garzia, 2023; Improta 

et al., 2022).  

By focusing on European solidarity, this study contributes to the ongoing debate concerning 

whether attitudes towards EU issues affect Italians’ voting behaviour, particularly that of Italians 

abroad (Conti et al., 2021; Maggini & Chiaramonte, 2019). Citizens living outside of Italy have 

been granted the right to vote from their country of residence via post since 2001. According to the 

electoral rules, the Italian diaspora is represented not by their hometown constituencies, but by 

twelve parliamentarians, representing four voting colleges: Europe, South America, Central and 

North America, and Africa-Asia-Oceania-Antarctica. Italians living abroad can also return to Italy 

to exercise their right to vote there if they decide to do so (Mascitelli & Battiston, 2008; Senate of 
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the Republic, 2022). A particular trend can be noted concerning the electoral results of this share 

of the electorate, as “patterns of continuity (diverging from domestic voting trends) as well as of 

change (converging with domestic voting trends)” are identified (Battiston & Luconi, 2020, p. 63). 

Despite this, not much literature is available on the factors influencing the voting behaviour of the 

Italian diaspora, especially concerning EU issues (Battiston & Luconi, 2020). By focusing on 

European solidarity, this study represents a contribution in this regard. The choice of the sample is 

also justified by the greater closeness that people living abroad, and therefore subjected to 

transnational interactions, should present towards European solidarity. This effect is even more 

pronounced when these interactions occur among EU member states, which explains why this 

research focuses on the Italian diaspora in France, Belgium, and Germany (Ciornei & Recchi, 

2017).  

The thesis starts with a literature review of the primary debates concerning European 

solidarity, the polarisation and politicisation of EU issues, and transnationalism. Chapter 3 

illustrates the research design involving the parties’ electoral manifestos and a survey, the 

methodological approach, and the data collection and analysis. Chapter 4 presents the analysis 

results of the parties’ manifestos, and Chapter 5 presents those of the survey responses. The themes 

identified in both chapters are then put in relation in Chapter 6 to see if parallels between 

respondents’ perceptions of European solidarity and the stances expressed by the voted parties can 

be identified. The conclusions drawn from the discussion of the findings are summarised in Chapter 

7, where an answer to the research question is provided, limitations are discussed, and the agenda 

for future research is set. 
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2.  Literature Review 

 

o answer the research question, this research relies on the literature on European 

solidarity, the polarisation of public opinion and party competition, the politicisation of 

EU issues, and the concept of transnationalism. This chapter reviews the main works on 

these topics by identifying the primary debates around them and, therefore, the existing gaps the 

thesis aims to fill. Particular attention is paid to the Italian case, which is the focus of this work.  

 

2.1 European Solidarity 

Different understandings of solidarity are explored in the literature, particularly concerning 

the question of to whom a solidaristic attitude is shown. On the one hand, the universal 

understanding sees solidarity as the “preparedness to share resources with others through […] 

contributions to those who are struggling” (Stjernø, 2005, p. 326). Therefore, solidarity is shown to 

those deemed in need; their condition implies that people show a solidaristic attitude to them 

without expecting something in return. Hence, solidarity in universal terms is viewed as a shared 

value by all humans that does not entail any conditionality feature; there are no mutual expectations 

(Bayertz, 1999; Lahusen & Federico, 2018). On the other hand, another strand of literature claims 

that solidarity is tied to belongingness to a group and, therefore, to the members’ identification with 

the community (Hunt & Benford, 2004; Lahusen, 2020b). The identification process is relevant 

because the closer people feel to the members of the group they identify with, the higher the 

probability they will show solidarity to them (van Oorschot, 2006; Hilpold, 2015). Belongingness 

also entails that inside the group, there are expectations that everyone acts according to the 

principles of reciprocity and mutual support (Genschel & Hemerijck, 2018; Lahusen & Grasso, 

2018b). As synthesised by Hilpold (2015), “solidarity expects solidarity” (p. 262). For this reason, 

many scholars distinguish this categorisation of solidarity, referred to by Lahusen & Grasso (2018b) 

as social and civic solidarity, from altruism, help, and care, since actions are guided by “shared 

norms, rights, [and] obligations” (Lahusen & Federico, 2018, p. 16) that ensure the “cohesiveness 

of the group as a whole” (Genschel & Hemerijck, 2018, p. 2).  

T 
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   European solidarity is understood here following the last categorisation as solidarity tied 

to specific groups, which entails reciprocity dynamics among their members. However, this raises 

the question of who considers the EU a community or a place of solidarity (Wincott, 2020). Some 

scholars recognise the relevant group as European citizens. Hence, this group comprises citizens of 

EU member states who have different nationalities but identify as a community sharing the same 

values and belonging to the EU (Fligstein, 2009). Inside this community, it is expected that every 

citizen, irrespective of their country of origin, shows solidarity with nationals from different member 

states, and everyone can expect the same back (Gerhards et al., 2018). Instead, other studies claim 

that European solidarity primarily occurs among member states, understood as governments, in 

terms of sharing risks and obligations to address “situations of economic, social, political, or 

environmental adversity” (Ciornei & Ross, 2021, p. 210; Dziedzic, 2022; Mariotto & Pellegata, 

2023). Nevertheless, rather than considering them as opposing views, this study embraces the idea 

advanced by a third strand of literature that sees European solidarity as a “multifaceted” 

phenomenon and, therefore, solidarity among European citizens and member states as two distinct 

but interrelated dimensions of the same phenomenon (Lahusen, 2020b, p. 4; Ciornei & Recchi, 

2017; Donati et al., 2019; Lahusen & Grasso, 2018b; Lahusen & Theiss, 2019; Nowicka et al., 

2019).  

Concerning solidarity among member states, Lahusen (2020b) refers to it as either interstate 

or intergovernmental solidarity, whereas most studies call it “cross-national solidarity” (Pellegata & 

Visconti, 2022, p. 82; Donati et al., 2019; Mariotto & Pellegata, 2023). The latter denomination 

does not simply entail a solidaristic attitude but explicitly assumes a redistributive connotation, a 

central aspect of solidarity among countries (Pellegata & Visconti, 2021; Wincott, 2020). 

Redistribution might concern financial resources, thus what is addressed as international solidarity, 

financial solidarity, or fiscal solidarity, the latter being a more specific definition that considers the 

“financial support” of member states in need from wealthier countries (Gerhards et al., 2018, p. 6; 

Ciornei & Recchi, 2017; Morgese, 2014). Nonetheless, it might also concern non-financial aspects 

like the redistribution of migrants (Pellegata & Visconti, 2022), which Di Napoli & Russo (2018) 

categorise as personal or humanitarian solidarity. Instead, Gerhards et al. (2018) and Morgese 

(2014) address it as European refugee solidarity, particularly the internal dimension of European 

refugee solidarity, which is a more specific conceptualisation as it is distinguished from the external 

dimension that concerns the willingness to accept refugees from third countries. Therefore, fiscal 

and European refugee solidarity appear as forms of expression of cross-national solidarity. The 

support shown by public opinion towards forms of solidarity among member states is considered 

an expression of vertical solidarity (Federico & Maggini, 2018; Lahusen, 2020b).  
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Concerning solidarity among European citizens, different dimensions are also identified, 

connected to redistribution and social protection principles (Wincott, 2022). One refers to the 

willingness to provide help to citizens in need, defined as interpersonal European solidarity, 

transnational solidarity, or European welfare state solidarity (Ciornei & Recchi, 2017; Gerhards et 

al., 2018; Lahusen, 2020b; Lahusen & Theiss, 2019). The first conceptualisation by Lahusen & 

Theiss (2019) appears to be the most specific, since it explicitly refers to European solidarity and 

the support by citizens of people living in other EU countries. Another dimension concerns 

“European citizens’ right to exercise the free movement principle and entitlement to cross-border 

welfare rights”, which is categorised by Pellegata & Visconti (2022) as “European social citizenship” 

(p. 82). Instead, Gerhards et al. (2018) still categorise this aspect as European welfare state solidarity. 

Therefore, European welfare state solidarity appears to be an umbrella term indicating solidaristic 

attitudes among EU citizens, which entails different dimensions like interpersonal European 

solidarity and European social citizenship. People’s support of solidaristic actions benefitting other 

European citizens is considered an expression of horizontal solidarity (Federico & Maggini, 2018; 

Lahusen, 2020b).  

European solidarity and its several dimensions highlighted had to face many challenges in 

the last decades, namely the various crises that hit the European continent, e.g., the economic crisis, 

the so-called migration crisis, Brexit, the pandemic, and the energy crisis prompted by the full-scale 

Russian invasion of Ukraine. The relevance of these crises led scholars to talk about the “age of 

crises” (Moffitt, 2015, p. 189). Indeed, the EU had to face a series of other critical moments since 

its foundation. However, it is argued that these crises assumed the character of European crises, 

specifically European integration crises (Cotta, 2017). Schimmelfennig (2017) defines this type of 

crisis as “a situation with a manifest threat and perceived significant probability of disintegration” 

(p. 316), meaning that it entails a reduction in the level and scope of European integration. 

Nevertheless, whether crises trigger disintegration or further integration is still highly debated. The 

two main theories in this sense are neo-functionalism and post-functionalism, which agree that 

crises are catalysts of change and represent feedback mechanisms on integration. However, neo-

functionalists perceive crises as situations enhancing the current level of integration, whereas post-

functionalists argue that they undermine it and can cause its disintegration (Schimmelfennig, 2017). 

There are also ongoing debates on whether the mentioned crises might be considered 

solidarity crises that have shown the need for greater European solidarity and what consequences 

this might trigger (Lahusen & Grasso, 2018b). Empirical evidence from several studies shows that, 

even in times of crisis, European citizens and member states still show solidaristic attitudes towards 

each other and that, during the aforementioned crises, several redistributive and burden-sharing 
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measures aiming to help those most in need were implemented (Gerhards et al., 2018; Mier, 2022; 

Schelkle, 2018; Wallaschek & Eigmüller, 2020). Nevertheless, a significant amount of literature 

increasingly argues that these events exacerbated the existing disparities among EU countries and 

citizens, thus creating tensions, triggering blaming attitudes, and undermining cohesion among 

them (Bremer et al., 2021; Cotta, 2017; Gerlagh et al., 2022; Goldthau & Sitter, 2022; Gros, 2022; 

McWilliams et al., 2022; Nam, 2022; Osička & Černoch, 2022; Samadashvili, 2020; Zakeri et al., 

2022). The result is that crises might jeopardise European solidarity, which, in turn, can also lead 

to the potential disintegration of the EU, thus showing the central role of European solidarity in 

keeping the EU alive (Baglioni et al., 2019; Edmiston, 2020; Lahusen, 2020b; Lahusen & Theiss, 

2019; Sommermann, 2022; Vollaard, 2014; Wallaschek & Eigmüller, 2020).  

 

2.2 Polarisation and Politicisation of EU Issues 

Among the consequences of the crises that hit the EU, there is an alleged increase in the 

polarisation of public opinion over EU issues, including European solidarity (Bobba, 2021; Donati 

et al., 2019). This phenomenon thus raises concerns, especially regarding the level of solidarity 

among European citizens, as polarisation entails the rise of nationalist sentiments that could be 

detrimental to it. It is easy to profess solidarity in times of growth and prosperity, whereas it becomes 

harder to think of others when crises occur (Lahusen, 2020b). Nevertheless, it has been seen that 

even when facing challenges like the ones posed by the mentioned crises, most EU citizens still 

present solidaristic attitudes concerning solidarity among EU member states and citizens (Gerhards 

et al., 2018). Different patterns, though, can be observed depending on the nature of the crises, as 

exogenous or endogenous shocks trigger different reactions, and on the countries, as public opinion 

on European solidarity is highly influenced by the national context (Kriesi, 2007; Genschel & 

Hemerijck, 2018; Seddone & Bobba, 2020). Concerning Italians, it has been widely assessed that 

the many crises Italy had to face caused a surge of Eurosceptic sentiments within the citizenry in a 

country traditionally very supportive of the European project, being among the founders (Bobba, 

2021; Conti et al., 2020; Conti et al., 2022). The rise of anti-EU positions is connected to the feeling 

shared by most that Italy was not treated fairly by other member states during these situations and 

that it was left alone to deal with them, thus pointing out that the level of solidarity among EU 

countries is judged as insufficient by Italians (Fontana, 2020; Scazzieri, 2020; Vicentini & Galanti, 

2021). Nevertheless, it is seen that, even in times of crisis, Italians still present solidaristic attitudes 

towards other European citizens and are in favour of solidaristic measures among member states, 

deemed the best solution to crises (Donati et al., 2019; Seddone & Bobba, 2020).  
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Another consequence of the mentioned crises is the increased politicisation of European 

solidarity and other EU issues in national political arenas, meaning they have become salient in 

political parties’ agendas (Green-Pedersen, 2012; Hutter & Grande, 2014; Zürn, 2019). This 

increased emphasis on the EU dimension leads to questions about the consequences of 

politicisation, particularly if it strengthens or weakens the European project (Bobba, 2021). 

Neofunctionalist and post-functionalist theories are also helpful in this regard. The first theorises a 

positive relationship between politicisation and further cohesion, thus arguing that “crisis-induced 

politicisation leads to a moderation of party competition over European integration, fostering a 

renewed pro-EU consensus” (Capati et al., 2022, p. 5). In contrast, post-functionalists see increased 

politicisation as undermining positive attitudes towards the EU, thus fostering party polarisation 

over European issues (Hooghe & Marks, 2009). This debate on the consequences of politicisation 

is deepened by van der Eijk & Franklin (2004), who argue that the politicisation of EU issues can 

potentially affect European integration. However, parties lack the agency to politicise these issues 

to the extent that it can be considered a threat to European integration. Therefore, the authors 

refer to the phenomenon as a “sleeping giant” (p. 35). An opposite view is advanced by Hooghe & 

Marks (2009), who claim that there has been a shift from a “permissive consensus” to what can now 

be defined as an era of “constraining dissensus” that affects the European project (p. 5). These 

studies were published before most of the aforementioned crises occurred; therefore, it can be 

assumed that they served as catalysts leading to increased politicisation of EU issues at the national 

level, which in turn affects the EU level, thus aligning more with the constraining dissensus scenario 

(Capati et al., 2022; Conti et al., 2020). 

Several scholars argue that this scenario is evident in the Italian case since Italy is among 

the “most exposed” member states to the majority of crises that hit the EU, and this triggered 

divisions in the Italian political arena between parties with pro- or anti-EU stances, leading to a 

significant politicisation of European issues (Conti et al., 2022, p. 26; Bobba, 2021; Capati et al., 

2022; Conti et al., 2020; Conti et al., 2021; Maggini, 2018). The economic and the so-called 

migration crises had a significant impact, and the same is argued about COVID-19, which boosted 

the saliency of EU issues on parties’ agendas and the polarisation of parties along these issues. 

However, many other scholars noticed how already during the 2018 national elections, Italian 

parties’ competition presented the lowest level of polarisation, a trend confirmed during the last 

general elections of September 2022, which were the first ones to take place after the outburst of 

the pandemic and energy crisis (Capati et al., 2022). A traditional divide between left- and right-

wing parties was visible during the last electoral campaign (De Sio et al., 2022). However, this divide 
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did not concern EU issues, as even the party with the largest vote share, FdI, toned down its 

previous Euroscepticism (Bruno, 2022; Piccolino & Puleo, 2022).  

The relevant literature on the politicisation of EU issues focuses on various dimensions; for 

example, it investigates how this phenomenon affects citizens’ voting behaviour. The influence of 

European integration, even specific aspects such as economic integration and integration of 

migrants, or EU membership, is widely studied. Some studies conclude that these issues do not play 

a significant role in structuring citizens’ voting preferences (Carrieri, 2020; Green-Pedersen, 2012; 

Maggini & Chiaramonte, 2019; Miklin, 2014), while a significant number of scholars argue that 

they do determine people’s vote choices (Angelucci & Carrieri, 2023; Costa Lobo & Lewis-Beck, 

2012; Conti et al., 2021; Conti et al., 2022; Hooghe & Marks, 2009). The latter argument also 

applies to European solidarity, even though the only study available is that of Pellegata and Visconti 

(2022). Through a survey, they investigate how people’s opinions towards different European 

solidarity dimensions—e.g., cross-national solidarity, European social citizenship, and 

interpersonal solidarity—have affected their vote choice in the 2019 European elections, showing 

a connection between the two aspects. However, they provide only a quantitative evaluation of the 

correlation between perceptions of European solidarity and voted parties. They also fail to precisely 

estimate the parties’ positioning on the three European solidarity dimensions. In setting the agenda 

for future research, they highlight the need for further investigation at the national level to see if 

the same findings are applicable. This gap, however, has not been filled yet.  

 

2.3 Transnationalism  

    The present study focuses on the voting behaviour of the Italian diaspora since it has been 

seen that it is affected by transnationalism, a concept increasingly associated with that of the 

diaspora, which increases the chances of showing positive attitudes towards European solidarity 

(Battiston & Luconi, 2018; Brubaker, 2005; Ciornei & Recchi, 2017). First, a distinction should be 

made between transnationalism from above, which refers to transnational interactions at the 

macro-level, and transnationalism from below, concerning the individual level (Guarnizo & Smith, 

1998). The latter is the categorisation applying here since the attitudes and behaviours under study 

are those of a highly transnational group, the so-called intra-European migrants, and not those of 

an entire population (Kuhn, 2015; Roeder, 2011). Different conceptualisations of individual 

transnationalism are also present. Mau et al. (2008) define transnationalism as the “extent to which 

individuals are involved in cross-border interaction and mobility” (p. 2). Therefore, they measure 

a person’s level of transnationalism based on short or long stays abroad and personal cross-border 

relationships. Instead, Kuhn’s (2015) approach is more suitable for this investigation, as it considers 
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individual transnationalism along three dimensions: transnational background, practices, and 

human capital. Therefore, this conceptualisation goes further than that of Mau et al.’s (2008) by 

considering whether someone was born in a foreign country or holds dual citizenship and how 

many languages they speak. Ciornei & Recchi (2017) have further distinguished between direct and 

indirect individual transnationalism by focusing on intra-European interactions. These dimensions 

help distinguish between those who have lived, worked, or studied in another EU country for a 

protracted period and, therefore, can be considered highly transnational individuals and those who 

still interact across borders since they travel or communicate with foreign people but have 

continuously resided in their home country. Donati et al. (2019) build upon the concept of direct 

transnationalism in what they term “European transnationalism”, that is, the “interactions with 

peoples and cultures of other EU member states” (p. 59), which foster positive perceptions of 

European solidarity.  

 

 This literature review has highlighted the relevance of European solidarity in the current 

public debate. This multifaceted phenomenon has become central to preventing the EU structure 

from collapsing following the many crises that hit Europe in the last decades. These crises caused 

an increased politicisation of EU-related issues in national public arenas and thus affected public 

opinion and party competition. Despite the relevance of European solidarity, whether its 

politicisation affects voting behaviour in national elections is still yet to be explored. The thesis 

addresses this gap by focusing on the Italian case, which is emblematic for what concerns the 

increased saliency of the European dimension within the public and political domains. Based on 

the literature, it is expected that, concerning European solidarity, the findings of this research will 

show a positive attitude of public opinion towards the issue, given that the focus is on a highly 

transnational group, even though it is expected that the levels of solidarity in times of crisis will be 

judged negatively. Therefore, a low level of polarisation of public opinion is expected, as well as of 

the party system, as already seen by other scholars. Nevertheless, European solidarity will probably 

still be highly politicised. Regarding the influence of European solidarity over the national vote, 

different results from those of Pellegata and Visconti (2022) are expected since the focus is on two 

different kinds of elections, and the methodological concerns regarding their work were addressed 

in developing the research design for this study, which is explained in the next chapter.  
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3.  Research Design and Methodology 
 

he present chapter sets out the research design by addressing the methodological issues 

raised in the literature. It shows how the design provides new insights concerning the study 

of how European solidarity affects voting behaviour in national elections. The sampling, 

data collection, and analysis of the brand-new data on which the research relies are also explained.  

 

3.1 Research Design: Party Manifestos and Surveying 

I decided to follow the example of Pellegata and Visconti (2022), who focus on the influence 

of European solidarity on voting behaviour, as it is the only study that explores such a topic. Their 

way of investigating the issue proves to be helpful in the case of this thesis, even if my focus is on 

national elections rather than European ones as in their study. This is the case because parties 

competing over EU issues and, consequently, affecting citizens’ vote choice is a phenomenon 

occurring both in the case of national and European elections (van Spanje & de Vreese, 2011). To 

uncover possible relations between people’s attitudes towards European solidarity and the parties 

they choose to vote for, Pellegata and Visconti (2022) consider the positions expressed by parties in 

their manifestos.  

Electoral manifestos are deemed reliable data sources to estimate party positions and what 

issues they emphasise, as they are representative of parties’ stances (Dolezal et al., 2014; Dolezal et 

al., 2018; Donà, 2022). They play a central role in electoral campaigns and are the only regularly 

released documents formally or informally enacted by representative or executive party bodies 

(Dancygier & Margalit, 2020; Dolezal et al., 2012). Despite their relevance, there are some concerns 

regarding the study of manifestos, namely that they are not the only instruments through which parties 

appeal to voters and that voters barely consider parties’ statements made during the electoral 

campaign, implying that manifestos do not help structure voting preferences (Adams et al., 2011). 

The latter argument has been countered by further research, which demonstrates that electoral 

manifestos matter as they shape parties’ images and therefore have the power to determine vote 

choice (Fernandez-Vazquez, 2014). 

T 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 12 

The issue with Pellegata and Visconti’s (2022) analysis is that they do not estimate party 

positioning along the three dimensions of European solidarity they consider. They rely on data from 

secondary sources to understand the different parties’ stances on the social dimension of European 

integration. Thus, they fail to deeply assess voters’ likelihood to vote for parties closer to their 

preferences regarding European solidarity. Here, parties’ manifestos for the September 2022 Italian 

general elections are analysed to understand their positioning concerning European solidarity, their 

level of engagement with the issue, and whether they address it explicitly or not. This analysis also 

helps to understand the level of politicisation of European solidarity (Chapter 2). On the concern 

raised by scholars regarding the fact that parties also use means other than manifestos to 

communicate their positions, it was not possible for this thesis to conduct a comparative study 

between the manifestos and other sources like social media posts or press releases due to time and 

resource constraints. 

By closely reading the manifestos, different dimensions of European solidarity were identified 

on which the parties’ discourses are focused. Therefore, following Pellegata and Visconti’s (2022) 

example, I designed a survey to study people’s perceptions of European solidarity, with questions 

aiming to capture people’s opinions on the same dimensions detected in the manifestos. Survey 

research is prevalent in public opinion studies, especially concerning opinions on the EU and related 

issues (Lomazzi & Vezzoni, 2018). Nevertheless, it is not free from criticism. There is an ongoing 

debate on the limitations of surveys when investigating opinions on EU matters due to the claimed 

distance and lack of relevance of these issues in citizens’ minds (Bobba, 2021). Therefore, capturing 

the genuine opinion of citizens might be challenging, as they may provide distorted responses (Zaller, 

1992). Questions may ask for an opinion on issues that people never thought about or do not have 

a strong opinion on, but they could still provide an answer pushed by the fact that no justification is 

asked (Gaxie, 1990; Hurrelmann et al., 2015).  

The survey designed for this research tries to prevent the collection of distorted responses by 

including either a “Neither agree nor disagree”, “I do not know”, or “Prefer not to say” option for 

closed questions (see Bryman, 2012). For one response concerning the level of closeness among 

European citizens, respondents are also asked to explain their answer to understand the reasons 

behind it better (see Bobba, 2021). Moreover, some questions concerning specific measures are 

preceded by a filter question so that only those declaring to be knowledgeable about them can 

proceed to answer. Then, on the dimensions identified, multiple questions are asked on different 

aspects to check for different responses on the same topic and ensure more reliable data collection 

(see Bryman, 2012).  
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3.2 Methodological Approach: Thematic Analysis 

 The data collected from the manifestos and the survey are analysed according to a thematic 

approach, a qualitative analysis method. This approach differs from Pellegata and Visconti’s (2022) 

analysis since they conducted a quantitative study. Conducting a quantitative analysis of survey 

data is a common approach. Nevertheless, a qualitative approach can provide new insights, and 

specifically, thematic analysis has already been employed in similar research, such as Capati et al.’s 

(2022) paper. Thematic analysis is a “method for identifying, analysing, and interpreting patterns 

of meaning (‘themes’)” (Clarke & Braun, 2017, p. 297). It combines the description and 

interpretation of the data. It is characterised by great flexibility regarding the type and quantity of 

data analysed, how the analysis is conducted, and the research questions to answer (Kiger & Varpio, 

2020). Scholars argue that thematic analysis is particularly suitable for studies that aim to make 

sense of people’s experiences and perceptions and how these affect their behaviour (Braun & 

Clarke, 2012). Therefore, it is an appropriate method for my study. The study’s framework is 

critical since the investigation focuses on themes with social meaning on a specific topic and their 

implications (Clarke & Braun, 2017). The themes are both deductively and inductively derived: 

deductively because there is a good synergy with the literature, and the different European 

solidarity dimensions are used in the analysis as categories; inductively because the patterns 

identified between the different categories are data-driven (see Varpio et al., 2020). 

 

3.3 Survey: Choosing the Sample 

The concerns raised in the literature on using surveys to investigate public opinion on EU 

issues might not be relevant in the context of this thesis since the focus is on the Italian diaspora. It 

has already been seen that transnational individuals present a higher level of proximity to the EU and 

related matters. This effect is even more pronounced when transnational interactions occur within 

the borders of the EU, and this is why the focus is on the Italian diaspora in EU countries, which 

comprises Italians who moved abroad or people who hold Italian citizenship but were born in 

another place. Both conditions are indicators of individual transnationalism (Chapter 2) (Kuhn, 

2015). Initially, the idea was to survey the diaspora in all 27 member states; however, due to resource 

constraints, this was not possible. Therefore, I decided to focus on three countries: Germany, France, 

and Belgium. These countries were selected because over half of the Italian citizens living in a 

different member state are concentrated there, specifically 813.5650 people in Germany, 457.138 in 

France, and 277.342 in Belgium (Licata, 2022). Hence, people who hold Italian citizenship, voted in 

the last Italian general elections, and lived in one of these three countries for at least three months at 
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the time of the elections compose the survey sample. The restriction of the sample to those who 

have lived in these countries for at least three months is dictated by the fact that the possibility to 

vote from abroad is also granted to Italian citizens who temporarily reside in a foreign country to 

work, study, or for medical reasons for a minimum of three months (Italian Republic, 2015). 

Therefore, the aim was also to include temporary and permanent residents in the sample, as they 

equally determine the results of the voting college, and temporary residents are usually quite a 

significant number (see Battiston & Luconi, 2021). The choice to focus on these countries presents 

some limitations, which will be addressed more extensively in the conclusion of the thesis (Chapter 

7). 

 

3.4 Survey: The Questions Asked  

The survey features 25 questions, including asking for respondents’ informed consent after 

explaining the research and two filter questions to ensure that respondents would fit in the sample, 

one concerning whether people voted in the last elections and if they were living in the countries 

under study at the time. The questions are both closed and open-ended. There are more closed 

questions since open-ended questions are more demanding for respondents and decrease the 

chances of completing the questionnaire (see Bryman, 2012). For several questions, I took inspiration 

from Pellegata and Visconti’s (2022) survey since, as Bryman (2012) suggested, using existing 

questions means that they were already tested, and it allows for comparisons. The questions are 

divided into four sections. The first explores people’s perceptions of different dimensions of 

European solidarity based on the ones detected in the manifestos. The second concerns questions 

on specific measures inaugurated following COVID-19 and the energy crisis. Only respondents who 

declare to be aware of the measures implemented by the EU can complete the section. The third 

section is about the vote choice in the last national elections, and the last one concerns demographic 

data. The survey required around ten minutes for its completion (the full survey is available in the 

Appendix). 

One European solidarity dimension concerns respondents’ support of cross-national 

solidarity. It is assessed through three questions, one concerning European refugee solidarity, 

specifically its internal aspect, and two concerning fiscal solidarity. Therefore, European refugee and 

fiscal solidarity are treated as subdimensions of cross-national solidarity, measuring the support for 

financial and non-financial solidarity expressions among member states (Chapter 2). The questions 

all concern redistributive measures, deemed the best indicator to assess the support for solidarity 

initiatives, particularly institutionalised ones, as in the case of EU member states (Lahusen, 2020b; 
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Zürn, 2000). On European refugee solidarity, respondents are asked to say to what extent they are 

in favour of establishing a binding system of equal redistribution of migrants. On fiscal solidarity, one 

question was: “To what extent would you be in favour of establishing a common EU fund, to which 

EU member states contribute based on their wealth, to help any EU member state potentially facing 

severe economic and financial difficulties in times of crisis?”. This question includes an element of 

cost to reduce the social desirability bias that might affect questions on redistributive measures 

(Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). The other question on the same subdimension concerns a specific 

measure implemented by the EU due to the pandemic, the NextGenerationEU (NGEU). It aims to 

help those member states more hit by the crisis during the recovery phase through grants and loans. 

For this reason, it is considered a measure of cross-national and, specifically, fiscal solidarity (Bremer 

et al., 2021; Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). This question also serves to detect any possible differences 

between support for European solidarity when addressed in general terms and when specific 

measures are considered since it is argued that the latter usually tend to gather lower levels of support 

(Lahusen, 2020b).  

Still concerning solidarity among member states, some questions ask how people perceived 

solidarity among EU countries during the pandemic and the energy crisis, two central topics in the 

manifestos. Pellegata and Visconti’s (2022) survey did not consider this aspect. However, due to the 

crises’ impact on public opinion on the EU and European solidarity (Chapter 2), I decided to include 

these questions on the two most recent crises to see how people judge the level of solidarity in these 

circumstances. Therefore, the survey provides additional insight into solidarity among member states 

by considering an additional and relevant aspect. These questions are helpful to see if the answers 

diverge from the general attitudes that respondents express towards European solidarity, if their 

perception differs from the actual level of solidarity among member states, if there has been a change 

over time, and if the two crises had a different impact on public opinion (see Samadashvili, 2020). 

Concerning the energy crisis, a question on a specific measure is also asked, specifically on the 

proposal for a Council Regulation on an emergency intervention to address high energy prices, which 

entails that member states should employ surplus profits generated by activities in the energy sector 

as temporary solidarity contributions. These contributions could be used for various purposes and 

voluntarily to finance shared measures at the EU level to face the crisis (European Commission, 

2022). It is asked if respondents would favour turning this into a mandatory mechanism to see the 

degree of support towards an increased institutionalisation of solidarity among member states and of 

EU measures. This question also serves to see if there are differences between how solidarity during 

crises is perceived and how specific measures to counter these situations are perceived by comparing 

it with the ones concerning COVID-19 measures to see if different levels of support are gathered.  
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The other dimension of European solidarity considered is European welfare state solidarity, 

measured here through questions concerning two subdimensions: European social citizenship and 

interpersonal European solidarity. These two aspects allow to assess people’s solidaristic attitudes 

towards different groups of citizens, as the question of to whom solidarity is shown is crucial (Chapter 

2). Since people rarely have the opportunity to engage directly in acts of solidarity towards other 

European citizens, these questions investigate the degree of favour of institutionalised forms of 

solidarity (see Gerhards et al., 2017). The question on European social citizenship concerns the level 

of agreement of respondents—transnational individuals—regarding their entitlement as European 

citizens to the same social security benefits as the nationals of their country of residence. Social 

security benefits are interpreted as health assistance and family, disability, and retirement benefits. It 

can be argued that this answer would collect many favourable responses because it directly concerns 

the respondents’ conditions. However, it is instrumental in comparing their level of favour with that 

of other measures targeting two different groups: the poor and the unemployed. Concerning the first, 

the question is: “To what extent do you agree that the EU should help all European citizens in a 

situation of poverty, even if this would mean that EU member states would have to pay more in terms 

of contribution to the EU?”. The question includes an element of cost to reduce the social desirability 

bias (Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). Regarding the unemployed, a question on the specific measure of 

temporary Support to mitigate Unemployment Risks in an Emergency (SURE) is asked, which also 

serves to control the level of support towards specific measures and specifically those inaugurated 

consequently to crises.  

A question where respondents have to express how close they feel to other European citizens 

considering the current state of the EU is also included. This helps better interpret the degree of 

European welfare state solidarity expressed through the abovementioned questions. This aspect was 

not explored by Pellegata and Visconti (2022). However, it provides relevant insight since the closer 

people feel to the group members they identify with, the higher the chances they will show a 

solidaristic attitude towards them (Chapter 2) (Hilpold, 2015). It also helps to assess the impact crises 

might have had on this feeling since respondents must also explain their answers. To better elucidate 

the emerging European solidarity perceptions, respondents also have to indicate the first word that 

comes to their mind when thinking about European solidarity. This answer allows participants to 

express the meaning they attribute to the object and, therefore, to obtain more reliable data on the 

honest opinion of citizens (see Bobba, 2021).  

Concerning the third section, respondents are asked to self-place on a scale from one to 

seven to measure their left-right preferences and therefore get a better picture of the sample 

preferences regarding political positioning (Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). Then, since the votes are 
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cast separately, they have to state for which party or coalition they voted, both for the Chamber of 

Deputies and the Senate of the Republic. The options available correspond only to those parties 

that ran for the European voting college during the last electoral campaign. However, an “other” 

option is also present in case respondents decided to go back to Italy to vote there, and, therefore, 

more voting options were available (Chapter 1). Finally, they have to answer questions concerning 

demographic data, specifically gender, age, education level, and employment status, which allow 

to control for possible differences and influences of these data on the opinions expressed (Pellegata 

& Visconti, 2022). Additionally, due to the character of the sample, people are asked to indicate 

how long they have been living in the country they indicated as their residence and if they have 

ever lived in another foreign country for at least three months. These questions aim to measure 

respondents’ level of transnationalism (Chapter 2).  

 

3.5 Data Collection 

 The research relies on brand-new data. For the parties’ manifestos, only those of the parties 

or coalitions that ran for the European voting college in the last general elections are considered. 

These are the manifestos of: Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra (Verdi/SI), Azione-Italia Viva-Calenda 

(Azione-IV), Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio-Centro Democratico (IC), Lega per Salvini Premier-

Forza Italia-Fratelli d’Italia (Lega-FI-FdI), Movimento delle Libertà (MdL), Movimento 5 Stelle 

(M5S), Partito Democratico-Italia Progressista (PD), and +Europa (+EU). The manifestos were taken 

from the official website of the Italian Ministry of Home Affairs, where they must be published for 

transparency reasons. However, the ones from M5S and MdL were taken from the respective parties’ 

websites because the one from MdL was unavailable, and the one from M5S was available only in a 

shortened version. Concerning Lega-FI-FdI coalition, the manifesto on the Ministry website was the 

joint version of the coalition's three parties: Lega, FI, and FdI. On the websites of the single parties, 

though, each had its extended version, which differed from the others. Therefore, these manifestos 

are also analysed together with the joint manifesto. The manifestos were not wholly coded but only 

those statements concerning European solidarity either implicitly or explicitly. In total, these are 220 

coded segments (8086 words). 

The survey was a post-electoral online self-administered survey that collected 210 valid 

responses. It was distributed using a snowball technique, meaning contact was made with people 

fitting the sample, who were then asked to share it with others (Bryman, 2012). These were mainly 

correspondents of Italian embassies and representations in the selected countries, representatives of 

associations of Italians abroad, and administrators of websites and social media pages dedicated to 

the Italian diaspora. Facebook groups of Italians abroad were also used to distribute the survey. 
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The survey was opened on November 14, 2022, more or less one month and a half after the 

elections, and it remained open for one month until December 14, 2022. It was made available to 

respondents in two languages: English and Italian. The master survey was in English and then 

translated into Italian by the author. Due to the transnational character of the sample, it was 

necessary to offer both versions to allow for better coverage and increase the chances of collecting 

more responses. It is argued that translations can alter survey results, as there may be slight linguistic 

nuances, meaning that concepts might be interpreted differently (van der Vijver & Tanzer, 2004). 

Nevertheless, despite not being a professional translator, I am an Italian native speaker and a fluent 

English speaker. Therefore, I carefully considered the language used in both versions to ensure that 

the words used would directly reflect each other and that respondents could interpret the questions 

in the same way.  

 

3.6 Data Analysis 

 The European solidarity dimensions mentioned earlier were used to categorise the data 

from the manifestos and the survey responses. These are (1) cross-national solidarity, divided into 

(1.2) European refugee solidarity and (1.2) fiscal solidarity; and (2) European welfare state solidarity, 

including (2.1) European social citizenship and (2.2) interpersonal European solidarity. An 

additional category of (3) European solidarity during crisis was also considered. All statements 

concerning European solidarity that did not belong to these categories were coded as “additional 

themes” with a series of subcodes for the manifestos. Another code was elaborated to identify those 

manifestos’ statements that explicitly refer to European solidarity. Concerning the survey, both 

closed- and open-ended responses were coded based on whether they expressed a positive, negative, 

or neutral stance towards the different European solidarity categories (see Dancygier & Margalit, 

2020). Those responses coded as neutral have not been considered for the analysis, as all the 

responses like “I do not know”, “Prefer not to say”, or “Other”, even though it is stated when these 

were representing a substantial share of responses. Concerning open-ended questions, additional 

inductively formulated codes were applied to identify the main themes emerging. The analysis 

resulted in a series of themes identified for the manifestos and the survey, respectively, which were 

then put in relation to identify parallels between the respondents’ perceptions of European 

solidarity and the stances expressed by the voted parties along the same categories.  
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 This chapter has explained the motivations behind the research design, the methodology 

chosen, and how the data on which the research is based were collected and analysed. The following 

chapter expands on the latter point by presenting the analysis results of the different parties’ 

manifestos.  
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4.  European Solidarity in the Electoral 
Campaign: Analysis of  Parties’ Manifestos  

 

s mentioned in the previous chapter, only the manifestos of Verdi/SI, Azione-IV, IC, 

Lega-FI-FdI, MdL, M5S, PD, and +EU are analysed; that is, the parties and coalitions 

that ran for the European voting college during the last Italian general elections. The 

manifestos are relevant sources that allow inferring the different parties’ stances on European 

solidarity, the way they engage or do not engage with the issue, and therefore identifying the main 

themes concerning the topic to categorise the parties on this basis, which are presented and 

discussed in this chapter.  

 

4.1 Context: Parties’ Positioning on the Political Spectrum 

Concerning the results of the European voting college, PD was the most-voted party, 

obtaining a seat in the Chamber of Deputies and the only seat available in the Senate (Eligendo, 

2022). This party is traditionally considered to belong to the centre-left of the political spectrum, 

even if, under the leadership of Enrico Letta during the last electoral campaign, a more leftist 

connotation of the party’s stances was noticed (Bruno, 2022). Verdi/SI, +EU, and IC also belong 

to the centre-left, with some nuances (Pierri, 2023). Verdi/SI is collocated more at the spectrum’s 

left fringe (De Sio et al., 2022). It is an alliance forged for the last elections, including Europa Verde, 

Sinistra Italiana, and other minor parties. It declares itself to be a leftist, environmentalist and 

solidaristic project born to provide answers to the most vulnerable people (Europa Verde, 2022). 

+EU is also a party founded relatively recently, as its foundation dates back to the 2018 Italian 

national elections. It promotes human rights, the rule of law, democracy, gender equality, freedom, 

sustainable development, and the secular state. It has federalist aspirations for how the EU should 

look (+Europa, 2023). IC was formed in 2022 due to a split of the M5S following the decision to 

leave the party by Luigi di Maio, who disagreed with the critical position assumed by the new M5S 

leader Giuseppe Conte towards the former Prime Minister Draghi’s agenda, mainly on the supply 

of arms to Ukraine and the role of Italy in the international arena (Bruno, 2022; Improta et al., 

2022). Therefore, di Maio decided to create his own party, gathering other former M5S members, 

A 
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which ran alone for the electoral campaign abroad; in contrast, it was part of a broader centre-left 

coalition for what concerns domestic ballots.  

M5S was the third most-voted party in the European voting college and obtained a seat in 

the Chamber of Deputies (Eligendo, 2022). It is usually defined as a “polyvalent”, neither left- nor 

right-wing party, characterised by somewhat ambiguous stances (Pirro, 2018, p. 445). Its primary 

portrayal is that of an anti-establishment party promoting a populist and Eurosceptic discourse 

(Mosca & Tronconi, 2019; Palano, 2022). However, this holds to be valid until the 2018 

parliamentary elections, when the start of a slight shift could already be noticed, confirmed during 

this last tournament. It was seen that the party has been leaning towards a leftist agenda entailing 

pro-EU, moderate, and liberal stances, turning its back to some of its past statements (Bruno & 

Cozzolino, 2022; Conti et al., 2020; De Sio et al., 2022). Nevertheless, its positioning on the political 

spectrum remains ambivalent and difficult to determine. Therefore, Bruno’s (2022) and Pierri’s 

(2023) approach to treating the M5S as separate from the other parties is adopted in this study. 

Azione-IV is a coalition of parties not belonging to the fringes of the political spectrum but instead 

to the centre, which is why it is often referred to as the third pole. It is a newly formed alliance 

between two parties led by two former PD members, Carlo Calenda for Azione and Matteo Renzi 

for Italia Viva, respectively. They were among the utmost supporters of Draghi’s agenda, mainly 

concerning the strong alignment with the EU and NATO stances on the full-scale Russian invasion 

of Ukraine. They gathered many members from the incumbent government (Bruno, 2022).  

Categorised as belonging to the centre-right of the political spectrum are the coalition Lega-

FI-FdI and MdL. The first is a coalition formed for the electoral campaign, and it was the second 

most voted by Italians living in Europe. It obtained a seat in the Chamber of Deputies (Eligendo, 

2022). It reunites Lega, which is led by Matteo Salvini, FI by Silvio Berlusconi at the time, and FdI 

by Giorgia Meloni, the current prime minister. These parties present different characters: Lega and 

FdI are usually perceived as populist radical right parties, therefore falling under the umbrella of 

far-right parties, even though FdI is argued to be placed more towards the extreme right as it is 

considered a post-fascist party (Caiani et al., 2021; Donà, 2022; Pasquino & Valbruzzi, 2023). 

Nevertheless, the coalition is referred to as belonging to the centre-right of the political spectrum 

since it includes FI, which expresses more moderate stances and portrays itself as liberal and pro-

EU (Bruno, 2022). Concerning MdL, this party was running only for the European voting college 

and was therefore focused on the issues of Italians living abroad. On its website, it declares itself to 

be part of the centre-right (Ufficio Stampa MdL, 2022).  
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4.1 Migration – European Refugee Solidarity 

A central theme identified around European solidarity is the migration issue (fig. 1). Several 

parties, e.g., M5S, PD, Verdi/SI, Azione-IV, and +EU, talk about the need for a revision of the 

Dublin Regulation, an EU Regulation that establishes that it is the country of arrival that has to 

take care of asylum claims. The importance of emergency solidarity measures to welcome migrants 

during crises, as in the case of Ukrainian refugees, is also highlighted. Most of all, though, they 

promote a mandatory and binding redistribution of incoming refugees based on quotas so that all 

member states would bear the management of inflows, the welcoming procedures, and the relative 

responsibilities, effectively enacting the principle of solidarity contained in the EU Treaties. Even 

the proposal to establish sanctions for those not complying was advanced. This shows that the 

mentioned parties favour European refugee solidarity (Chapter 2).   

Nevertheless, it can be noticed that PD, M5S, and Verdi/SI are those engaging with the 

migration issue in more explicit, solidaristic terms. PD talks about establishing an inclusive network 

for integrating migrants based on solidarity and the need for a proper European policy for 

migration (Partito Democratico, 2022). The same can be found in M5S and Verdi/SI manifestos, 

which call for a Europe of solidarity welcoming towards those who are running away from wars 

and detrimental situations, a Union that, instead of criminalising acts of solidarity and help, aims 

to achieve a complete solidaristic attitude among member states, and which would reform its 

migration and asylum policies according to the solidarity principle (Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra, 2022; 

Movimento 5 Stelle, 2022).  

Concerning the centre-right coalition, when analysing their joint manifesto, it can be seen 

that they mention the migration issue (Forza Italia, 2022b). Still, they simply discuss the necessity 

of protecting borders and stopping arrivals. However, when looking at their single political 

programmes, some differences emerge in this sense. For example, FI supports European refugee 

solidarity as it emphasises the need for a mandatory redistribution of migrants among member 

states and calls for a new asylum and migration pact at the European level (Forza Italia, 2022a). 

FdI is also in favour of refugees’ redistribution. Still, it states that this should concern only those 

entitled to stay in the EU, thus highlighting its firm opposition to irregular migration (Fratelli 

d’Italia, 2022). Lastly, Lega shows the lowest degree of solidarity, as it did not refer to European 

refugee solidarity but instead praised the importance of protecting borders and repatriations. It only 

mentions that those escaping from wars should be welcomed, but this is explicitly linked to solidarity 

towards Ukrainian refugees (Lega per Salvini Premier, 2022). As for MdL, no reference is made to 

the migration issue.  
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Figure 1. Frequency of European refugee solidarity coded segments in the manifestos.1 

Note: The lines’ thickness mirrors the code’s frequency in the documents. 
 

 

 

 

 

 
1 Note that from this moment on, all representations are the author’s own. 
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4.2 Economy – Fiscal Solidarity 

Economic issues are also present in most political programmes (fig. 2). Plenty of references 

are made to the NGEU by all parties except MdL, IC, Lega, and FI. FdI refers to the measure but 

only mentions that it needs to be revised. PD, M5S, Verdi/SI, Azione-IV, and +EU instead 

supported fiscal solidarity, as the support for the NGEU is considered a measure of this European 

solidarity dimension (Chapter 3). They perceive the instrument to be a crucial aid from the EU to 

mitigate the adverse effects of the pandemic and a necessary instrument to inaugurate the recovery 

phase. Nevertheless, even among them, some parties stand out for their higher engagement with 

fiscal solidarity. PD explicitly connects the NGEU to European solidarity by saying it marked the 

shift “from a Europe of austerity to a Europe of solidarity”2 (Partito Democratico, 2022, p. 10). 

M5S highlights the need to transform the NGEU from an emergency to a permanent measure. 

However, it goes beyond by speaking about the importance of a solidaristic economy at the 

European level that would improve the coordination between deficit and surplus countries, 

favouring redistribution among them through macroeconomic instruments. It is also in favour of 

establishing shared European debt and redistributive instruments of risk among member states, all 

clear signs of its support for fiscal solidarity (Movimento 5 Stelle, 2022). The same themes can be 

found in Verdi/SI and +EU discourses, particularly concerning the shared debt instruments that, 

in their opinion, should be established following a logic of solidarity, and they are in favour of 

implementing fiscal tools aiming at evening economic differences among member states (Alleanza 

Verdi e Sinistra, 2022; +Europa, 2022). PD, Verdi/SI and M5S also more explicitly engaged with 

European refugee solidarity. Thus, a pattern concerning these two dimensions of cross-national 

solidarity is identified.  

 

 
2 Note that from this moment on, all translations are the author’s own. 
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Figure 2. Frequency of fiscal solidarity coded segments in the manifestos.  

 
4.3 Social Policies – European Welfare State Solidarity 

A third aspect connected to European solidarity is that of social policies. More precisely, the 

idea of a social Europe is connected to that of a Europe of solidarity in four manifestos, those of 

PD, +EU, M5S, and Verdi/SI (fig. 3). The main subject of the discourse on social policies at the 

EU level is the European Pillar of Social Rights, a corpus of social norms at the EU level that 

promotes equal rights and opportunities for everyone, particularly in terms of assistance and social 

security. It also aims to fight against poverty and unemployment and support those dealing with 

these issues (European Commission, 2017). The European Pillar of Social Rights is a redistributive 

measure driven by solidarity (Wincott, 2020). Therefore, by expressing their support for this 

measure, the parties are in favour of what has been addressed as European welfare state solidarity 

(Chapter 2), as it entails forms of help towards those citizens in a disadvantaged situation and 
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promotes the entitlement of all EU citizens to enjoy the same benefits. The support for this 

European solidarity dimension is particularly visible in how the European Pillar of Social Rights is 

addressed in the manifestos, as it is seen as a means to improve citizens’ life and working conditions 

by generating employment, a cohesion policy that would ensure equality among European citizens.  

 

 

 
 
Figure 3. Frequency of European welfare state solidarity coded segments in the manifestos.  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 27 

4.4 Crises – European Solidarity in Times of Crisis 

The recent crises that have hit Italy and Europe represent a central aspect in all manifestos 

except that of MdL, especially COVID-19 and the energy crisis triggered by the re-escalation of 

the conflict in Ukraine (fig. 4). The first prompted the desire for more competencies conferred to 

the EU to manage health crises like the pandemic, culminating in the wish for the institution of a 

“European Union of Health” (+Europa, 2022, p. 22). In the parties’ opinion, the pandemic also 

showed the need for differentiated economic policies based on the specific needs of each country 

and that, as mentioned before, the instruments inaugurated to face the crisis, such as the NGEU, 

must be turned into mandatory tools. However, different nuances in how parties talk about the 

pandemic experience and how the EU reacted to it can be detected, as in whether they link 

European solidarity to it. PD states that COVID-19 marked the shift to a Europe of solidarity, as 

the EU faced the situation and did not leave Italy, the first hit country in Europe, alone (Partito 

Democratico, 2022). The same can be found in IC manifestos, where it is reported that “during the 

COVID-19 crisis, we were not alone, Europe has demonstrated solidarity and helped us overcome 

those tragic moments” (Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio, 2022, p. 1).  

Verdi/SI is also among those parties more explicitly connecting the crisis experience to 

European solidarity. However, it mostly talks about the most recent energy crisis. It promotes a 

shared European “gas policy based on solidarity mechanisms” that would entail shared goals 

relating to savings, reserve access, and pipeline optimisation (Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra, 2022, p. 6). 

All parties, except MdL, include their stances on the full-scale Russian invasion of Ukraine in their 

manifestos. They state that this crisis showed the need for a shared EU foreign and defence policy 

as security concerns were raised. FI and FdI also support implementing shared policies in these 

fields (Forza Italia, 2022b; Fratelli d’Italia, 2022). In contrast, Lega only refers to increased 

cooperation among European armies. It claims the EU provided an inadequate response to the 

crises “threatening peace, stability, and security in member states” (Lega per Salvini Premier, 2022, 

p. 194). Thus, these differences show that despite the joint manifesto, the stances inside the centre-

right coalition are different when looking at the single manifestos.   
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Figure 4. Frequency of European solidarity in times of crisis coded segments in the manifestos. 

 
4.5 Additional Themes  

In the end, other themes that parties engage with are identified (tab. 1). These mainly 

correspond to European values, with which European solidarity, a fundamental value itself, is 

associated. It is mentioned that Italy must continue “to be attached to the Union and its values” 

(Partito Democratico, 2022, p. 4).  In the parties’ opinion, to achieve full solidarity in the EU, there 

is a need for a strong, cohesive Union that relies on full democracy and integration among citizens, 

who are considered the core of the European democratic life. The idea of a Europe of solidarity is 

also linked to that of a Europe of freedoms, an inclusive, welcoming Europe that strives to bring 

everyone closer to overcome existing differences. Therefore, it is acknowledged, on the one hand, 
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that there are existing differences among member states. Still, these are not perceived as obstacles 

but rather as something manageable that can and should be overcome to reach this idea of a Europe 

of solidarity. On the other hand, diversity among European citizens is perceived as an added value 

to a Europe promoting freedom and rights for everyone, and everyone is responsible for protecting 

this value. Two other themes emerge here: rights and responsibility. The respect and promotion of 

rights at the European level are central, and they are also connected to the previous theme of social 

policies, as a Europe of rights stands at the basis of the idea of a social, free, and solidaristic Europe. 

Only a Europe that ensures the respect of human and civil rights can claim a position as a 

democratic international actor that protects freedom and peace and praises solidarity among 

people, the parties say. Any obstacle preventing European citizens from thoroughly enjoying these 

rights should be eliminated. This is connected to the theme of migration, as the reform of EU 

migration policy, to be fully solidaristic, should ensure that refugees’ rights are respected, and every 

member state is responsible for this. The redistribution of responsibility raises another point: 

sharing among countries. Redistribution and sharing are at the basis of solidarity acts. As 

highlighted before, this theme emerges in the manifestos mainly concerning migration and 

economic issues, so European refugee and fiscal solidarity.  

Much value is also attributed to the sense of unity in the EU among member states and 

citizens and the cooperation, coordination, and interaction among them, which are fundamental 

to fostering a solidarity-based Europe and, therefore, should be strengthened. This is relevant as 

Europe is addressed as “our common home, our protection, our opportunity” (Partito 

Democratico, 2022, p. 10), and “belonging to the European family is an essential value” (Impegno 

Civico Luigi di Maio, 2022, p. 1). This idea of the EU as a “home” and “family” shows that it is 

perceived as a space of unity where everyone is tied together. This perception is enhanced by the 

feeling that regardless of the member state where they live, people share the same identity as 

Europeans, the same condition as European citizens, and the same roots, which must be protected. 

The last additional theme identified reunites different political matters. This is not to say that, for 

example, economic and migration issues are not political. Still, this theme reunites different stances 

talking about European institutions and Treaties, support for a federalist turn of the EU, the role 

of the Union in the international arena, and the issue of bureaucracy.  

The parties engaging more with the themes highlighted by explicitly linking them to 

European solidarity are PD, M5S, and Verdi/SI, together with +EU, Azione-IV and IC. Those 

engaging to a lesser degree are Lega-FI-FdI, which in their joint manifesto only refer to the 

importance of protecting the Christian roots of EU citizens and their adherence to the integration 

process but, at the same time, wish to make the EU less democratic and advocate for national 
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interests to be prioritized over communitarian ones. Nevertheless, in their single political 

manifestos, the importance of protecting and enhancing European solidarity as a fundamental EU 

value emerges in both Lega and FdI discourses. Similarly, MdL calls for revising the EU Treaties 

to make the Union less bureaucratic and to make the Italian Constitution prevail over EU law.  

 

 

 
Table 1. Number of coded segments for each theme in the different manifestos.  

 
4.6 Conclusions 

The results show that, as expected, European solidarity was significantly politicised during 

the last Italian electoral campaign, as the issue is present in most of the parties’ manifestos analysed 

and connected to several different identified themes. This substantial politicisation might be 

explained by the fact that these were the first elections to be held after two major crises that hit Italy 

and the EU, namely the pandemic and the energy crisis. These situations, mainly dictated by 

exogenous causes, increase the salience of EU issues in national political arenas, and it has been 

seen here that this is true concerning European solidarity (Chapter 2) (Capati et al., 2022). This 

also explains why the theme of European solidarity in crisis times was more present than the others. 

Even when looking at the singular manifestos, it is the most prominent in most of them, thus 

confirming what De Sio et al. (2022) found in their analysis of the political programmes, as they 

claim that in all different programmes, except that of M5S, economic issues were deemed less 

prominent than others. Also concerning European solidarity, it has been seen here that economic 

matters and, therefore, what has been referred to as fiscal solidarity, is the central theme in the M5S 

manifesto, but also in that of +EU.  
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The differences in themes’ saliency also highlight what was previously stated, namely that 

different degrees of engagement of parties with the issue of European solidarity could be detected, 

not only concerning the themes but also whether they explicitly or implicitly connected them to the 

matter. From the analysis, it can be argued that the parties more explicitly supporting European 

solidarity in their manifestos are PD and Verdi/SI, as they engage with every theme detected in 

the most solidaristic terms. M5S also presented a great deal of engagement with most of the 

European solidarity dimensions considered, and the same can be said for +EU and Azione-IV. The 

parties engaging to a lesser degree are IC and Lega-FI-FdI. IC recognises the importance of 

European solidarity as an EU value, particularly during crises. The same is found in FI and FdI 

manifestos, thus denoting a difference inside the centre-right coalition. The joint manifesto does 

not refer to European solidarity, but this changes when looking at the single manifestos. Lega also 

states that European solidarity must be protected, but less solidaristic stances emerge concerning 

the other themes. Thus, it can be said that it is the party inside the coalition engaging less with the 

issue. Lastly, it has been highlighted how the MdL manifesto does not refer to European solidarity. 

This might be explained by the fact that it is the shortest programme—just a couple of pages—and 

only focuses on the issues concerning Italians living abroad. Therefore, it barely engages with 

domestic or European matters.  

In conclusion, as expected, European solidarity did not significantly polarise the Italian 

party system. It did not create a clear divide between left and right-wing parties or between parties 

in favour or against, as instead seen in other studies concerning the politicisation of EU issues in 

the Italian political arena (De Sio et al., 2022; Giannetti et al., 2017). Here, it can be argued that 

no party openly opposed European solidarity, and they can just be differentiated following the 

different degrees of engagement with the issue. On the one hand, those engaging to a greater extent 

are PD, Verdi/SI, M5S, +EU, and Azione-IV, so this category includes parties belonging to the 

centre and centre-left of the political spectrum and even the antisystem M5S. On the other hand, 

IC, belonging to the centre-left, and Lega-FI-FdI and MdL, belonging to the centre-right, are not 

against European solidarity but are engaging to a lesser extent than the other parties, expressing 

their support for fewer dimensions analysed or, as in the case of MdL, not referring to European 

solidarity at all. 
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This chapter highlighted the main themes concerning European solidarity on which parties 

focused during the last electoral campaign. It established that no party expressed an open negative 

stance. However, different degrees of engagement with the different themes were detected, thus 

showing that some parties more explicitly and consistently support European solidarity in their 

manifestos. The same categories of European solidarity found in the manifestos are then applied to 

the survey responses in the next chapter.  
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5.  Italian Diaspora’s Perceptions of  European 
Solidarity: Insights from Survey Responses 

 
 
he previous chapter presented the analysis of the manifestos of the different parties that 

ran in the September 2022 Italian national elections and that the Italian diaspora could 

vote for in Europe. Some conclusions have been reached concerning the level of 

engagement of the parties with the issue of European solidarity during their electoral campaign 

and, therefore, its politicisation and the different stances expressed around the topic. In this chapter, 

the findings from the analysis of the survey responses collected for this research are presented and 

discussed to understand the attitudes of the Italian diaspora towards European solidarity along the 

same dimensions identified in the manifestos.  

 

The survey collected 210 valid responses, of which 77 were from people living in Germany, 

71 in France, and 62 in Belgium. The sample is evenly distributed concerning: i) gender, as 

responses came equally from men and women (seven respondents preferred not to say); ii) three 

quarters of respondents were under 50; iii) almost all respondents reported a bachelor’s or higher 

degree. In terms of employment status: the more significant majority corresponds to full-time 

positions, followed by retirees, students, self-employed, part-time jobs, unemployed, and 

homemakers; four did not answer. 

To measure the level of transnationalism, respondents had to indicate how long they had 

lived in the country where they were residing during the elections and if they had ever lived in 

another country apart from Italy. Transnationalism is significant because it seems to be correlated 

with the responses later analysed, and there is the possibility that their attitudes have been affected 

by the national context in their new home (Kriesi, 2007; Lahusen, 2020b). The largest group is 

those who have lived in their country of residence for more than a decade, followed by those who 

have been there for at least six years, and lastly, those who moved less than a year ago. The majority 

also lived in another country abroad before moving to the one they were residing in; one respondent 

did not answer. From this overview (tab. 2), it can be seen that the sample is mainly composed of 

highly educated people under 50 who have stable jobs and are highly transnational since most have 

lived abroad for more than a decade and in multiple countries. The overrepresentation of these 

T 
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profiles can be explained by the fact that intra-European transnational individuals are usually 

young people with access to higher education levels and therefore are high-skilled workers with 

more socioeconomic resources at their disposal (Favell & Recchi, 2011; Kuhn, 2015). This overview 

is also helpful in highlighting the limitations of the data under examination and the conclusions 

drawn as a consequence of their analysis. 
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Table 2. Redistribution of respondents per country. 
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5.1 Cross-National Solidarity 

Cross-national solidarity is measured through non-financial and financial dimensions, the 

internal aspect of European refugee solidarity and fiscal solidarity. The patterns identified show 

that those who express positive opinions concerning European refugee solidarity also favour fiscal 

solidarity (fig. 5). Therefore, those supporting the non-financial dimension also tend to highly favour 

the financial one, as Mariotto & Pellegata (2023) claim. European refugee solidarity, concerning 

the system of equal redistribution of migrants, is the redistributive measure towards which most 

support is shown. Almost all respondents are in favour regardless of their country of residence and 

background, which is different from what other studies on Italian public opinion found (Maggini, 

2018). Just a handful say they are somewhat or strongly against it. The results concerning fiscal 

solidarity show that the vast majority is also in favour of creating a common EU fund to help 

member states in distress in times of crisis, to which countries contribute based on their wealth. 

Most respondents are highly in favour, but a few more negative responses were collected compared 

to European refugee solidarity. The survey also assesses fiscal solidarity by detecting respondents’ 

opinions of the NGEU, a temporary fund of around 750 billion euros. The measure’s purpose is to 

help member states face the recovery phase after the pandemic, with the most considerable amounts 

of money in the form of grants and loans given to the countries hardest hit by the consequences of 

COVID-19 (Bremer et al., 2021). To this question, only those wholly or somewhat aware of the 

measures taken by the EU to tackle the most recent crises could answer. Most say they are aware 

to some extent of these measures; a fourth did not complete the section. Concerning the NGEU, 

the majority is firmly in favour; just a handful expresses negative opinions. 

The main reason behind the vast support for cross-national solidarity might be the 

transnational character of the sample, as those with the most positive attitudes belong to the group 

of people who have lived in their country of residence for more than ten years and in at least another 

country before. These findings align with what Donati et al. (2019) found, as they argue that the 

higher the level of transnationalism, the higher the odds of supporting these kinds of redistributive 

measures. This connection is especially significant concerning European refugee solidarity since 

respondents, being migrants themselves, can empathise more and do not perceive the presence of 

foreigners as a threat to them or their national identity. They are generally more focused on the 

supranational level and, therefore, also present a higher disposition to support measures aiming to 

help others and other member states (Roeder, 2011).  

The other main explanation is linked to the high dependence of Italians on European 

solidarity to manage both the refugee and economic crises due to the significant impact that these 

had on their country. This condition explains the high support for European refugee solidarity, as 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 37 

nationals of countries whose external borders are crossed by migrants generally present higher 

levels of solidarity towards refugees, even in times of crisis. It is also connected to the support for 

the redistribution of wealth to help those countries most in need, even if it means that some 

countries have to pay more than others. Italians consistently show positive attitudes towards these 

measures, especially those not entailing conditionality features (Bremer et al., 2021; Donati et al., 

2019; Mariotto & Pellegata, 2023; Trenz et al., 2020).  

The slight difference in the level of support for the two different European solidarity 

dimensions might be explained by the fact that inflows of asylum-seekers are seen as exogenous 

shocks, which gather more support. In contrast, economic issues might be perceived more as 

endogenous and therefore gather less favour due to the type of assistance they require (Chapter 2) 

(Genschel & Hemerijck, 2018; Lahusen & Grasso, 2018b). A difference is also present between the 

two measurements of fiscal solidarity, as the NGEU generated more positive responses than the 

assessment of fiscal solidarity in more abstract terms. This finding goes against what Lahusen 

(2020b) theorise since the author argues that when European solidarity is assessed concerning 

specific measures, responses tend to be more negative, while when addressed in more general terms, 

European solidarity gathers a broader consensus (Chapter 3). Partially, this might be explained by 

the fact that the NGEU was inaugurated consequently to the pandemic, and Italians highly support 

it since it is judged as a demonstration of solidarity by the EU (Nelli Feroci, 2021). It might also be 

because it is linked to the pandemic and is therefore perceived as a response to an exogenous shock. 

Hence, it elicits higher levels of solidarity than national economic issues (Genschel & Hemerijck, 

2018). 
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Figure 5. Redistribution of European refugee solidarity responses to fiscal solidarity responses. 

Note: Total number of responses on European refugee solidarity: strongly in favour 131; somewhat in favour 56; 
somewhat against 4; strongly against 1; neither in favour nor against 18 (not included in the figure). 

 

5.2 European Welfare State Solidarity 

Questions on European welfare state solidarity ask about two subdimensions: the 

entitlement to cross-border social benefits, European social citizenship, and help towards those 

most in need, that is, interpersonal European solidarity. The pattern identified shows that 

displaying a positive attitude towards European social citizenship goes hand in hand with the 

support of interpersonal European solidarity, even if this effect is more substantial in the case of 

specific measures and helping the unemployed rather than poorer people (fig. 6).  

European social citizenship, as expected, gathers an incredible amount of support; just one 

respondent strongly disagrees with the statement. Respondents are asked if they believe that in their 

country of residence, they should receive the same social security benefits as the nationals of that 

country, given that they are all European citizens. The great wave of positive responses might partly 

be explained by the social desirability effect, given the respondents’ situation as expatriates and 

their position as beneficiaries concerning the object of the question. Nevertheless, this result, 

together with the attitudes expressed before towards migrants, might show that the sample is 

characterised by a cosmopolitan mindset connected to the support for extending rights to people 
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from other countries. The sample corresponds to the typical description of people with this attitude, 

as they generally possess higher education levels, stable job positions, and interact transnationally 

(Gerhards et al., 2018).  

The results from the previous question prove to be instrumental for comparison with 

interpersonal European solidarity questions because, as explained, people tend to show solidarity 

towards those groups that they deem more deserving, more in need, and to which they feel close 

(Chapter 2) (Grasso & Lahusen, 2020; van Oorschot, 2006). Respondents are asked if impoverished 

European citizens should receive help from the EU, even if this means that member states should 

pay more contributions. The vast majority still agree that poor people should be helped. However, 

many people express no position, and an equal number have a negative opinion. In this case, the 

number of negative responses is higher than the ones recorded for the previously analysed solidarity 

dimensions. A more limited solidaristic attitude towards this social group might be explained by the 

fact that respondents may feel less responsible for these people’s situation, as they might believe 

help could be first provided to them by the member state where they reside or their fellow nationals 

(Lahusen, 2020a). Nevertheless, previous studies show that most Europeans still think that 

inequalities in income and wealth among European citizens should be reduced, and action at the 

EU level should be taken to face this issue (Gerhards et al., 2018). The survey responses show this 

is true for the Italian diaspora in the studied countries.  

Interpersonal European solidarity is also measured concerning another social group, the 

unemployed, by assessing the SURE’s support level, another specific measure. It is an instrument 

implemented to handle the consequences of the pandemic, involving around 100 billion euros 

granted as loans to those member states that had to face exceptional expenses to prevent mass 

unemployment (Samadashvili, 2020). The SURE also gathers high support across the whole 

sample; just ten people are against this measure. Respondents show more significant support for 

the specific measure than for the general assessment of interpersonal European solidarity analysed 

before. Scholars deem age and education factors influencing Italians’ tendency to support the 

unemployed, but no considerable pattern is found here. In his study, Maggini (2018) states that 

“being male increases the odds of supporting the unemployed” (p. 151); however, the opposite is 

found here, as among the few pessimistic respondents, men are slightly preponderant. The fact that 

the majority of the sample expresses a solidaristic attitude is in line with what Gerhards et al. (2018) 

found, as they saw that the majority of European citizens, especially nationals of Mediterranean 

countries, are in favour of measures providing help to unemployed people and think that the EU 

should be responsible for this. A higher level of dissent could have been expected since the 

unemployment problem is usually perceived as determined by endogenous causes, entailing greater 
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risk and the need for burden sharing; however, the question concerns a specific measure 

inaugurated as a consequence of the pandemic and, therefore this might entail that it deals with an 

exogenous shock (Genschel & Hemerijck, 2018; Nelli Feroci, 2021).  

 

 

 
 

Figure 6. Redistribution of European social citizenship to interpersonal European solidarity responses. 

Note: Total number of responses on European social citizenship: strongly agree 168; somewhat agree 36; somewhat 
disagree 0; strongly disagree 1; neither agree nor disagree 5 (not included in the figure). 
 

5.3 Connotations of European Solidarity 

Solidaristic attitudes shown by European citizens are influenced by the degree of closeness 

they perceive to others, which impacts their predisposition to support and enact solidarity actions 

aiming to help other member states or fellow nationals (Chapter 2) (Hilpold, 2015; Lahusen & 

Grasso, 2018a). That is why the survey asks respondents to indicate how close they feel to other 

European citizens and provide motivation for their answers. The majority feel close to other 

European citizens; forty respondents feel distant. The high levels of closeness expressed might 

explain the high support for the different dimensions of European solidarity discussed earlier. 

Despite this result, a more divisive picture emerges regarding the motivations behind the perceived 

closeness to other citizens. A positive connotation characterises most responses, although negative 

ones balance them. Several themes connected to both stances are identified. 
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 Positive arguments appear based on the perceived unity and solidarity among citizens due 

to sharing the same current situation, values, culture, and identity, a perception enhanced by being 

part of the diaspora. This pattern is noticeable with those feeling “very close to citizens in other EU 

countries”, where the transnational justification emerges strongly, and with most stating to feel 

somewhat close, who particularly stress the sharing aspect. The sharing by all Europeans of the 

same condition is the most recurring theme, encompassing several aspects, like a shared sense of 

belonging to the EU, origins, and fate. In particular, what is stressed is the sharing of common 

challenges and problems in the current geopolitical situation. Italians living in the countries under 

study feel close to each other due to their empathy; they understand that the current circumstances 

are difficult for everyone. Multiple respondents use the expression “we are all in the same boat”, 

which summarises this aspect of the theme well. They agree that, at the moment, all Europeans 

have the same needs and face the same issues. The perception of this shared situation that affects 

everyone is partly conditioned by the experience of the various crises that citizens had to go 

through. It appears that these had a relatively positive impact as respondents perceive that member 

states are aligned in terms of interests and present a good level of interconnection while sharing 

responsibilities and helping one another. This perception is connected to the theme of unity among 

citizens that often emerges in the responses. A fairly good level of unity and solidarity is perceived, 

mainly explained by the sharing by all Europeans of the same culture and values. Europe is the 

“common house” of all EU citizens, who are seen as one community, one big family with the same 

origins despite the many differences characterising the member states. This image of the common 

house and Italians’ support for it has already emerged in previous studies (Donati et al., 2019). The 

unity among citizens and the Union itself are considered part of this shared values and cultural 

background, along with democracy, the rule of law, respect for rights, peace, and most of all, 

solidarity. The perception of being part of the same community and sharing the same condition 

with its members is also linked to an identitarian factor. Many respondents say they are nationals 

of their member states and European citizens simultaneously or just feel European. This shared 

identity is enhanced by transnational interactions, confirming what other scholars found 

concerning transnational individuals and the increased likeliness to value the European identity 

(Kuhn, 2015). Having moved to another country and being well integrated, working with 

internationals, or participating in educational experiences such as the Erasmus programme makes 

people realise how more similarities than differences exist among people from different member 

states in their everyday lives.  
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The more negative responses contradict the ones just discussed. It emerges that the 

discrepancies between European citizens and member states encompass many fields. They 

contribute to creating a situation of instability, which is also enhanced by the individualistic 

attitudes of the different countries. They then lead to the rise of a feeling of distance that stands at 

the basis of the negative judgements concerning the closeness among Europeans. This pattern is 

identified among the responses of those feeling not very close to citizens in other EU countries or 

not close at all, with the latter category particularly stressing the aspect of economic disparities. The 

central theme linking these responses mainly refers to the many differences between European 

citizens and member states. In the case of more negative justifications, these differences are seen as 

divisive and affect the feeling of closeness to other Europeans. Respondents state that European 

citizens have divergent visions concerning EU institutions, measures, values, and the level of unity 

among people from different member states. This perception makes many of them feel distant from 

citizens of other countries. Some do not approve of policies implemented by other member states. 

They mention that countries are just thinking about their interests instead of common ones, often 

at the expense of others. This feeling creates a divide between the countries respondents feel closer 

to, Western European countries, and those they feel more distant from, mainly Easter European 

ones. In the respondents’ minds, individualistic attitudes create an unstable environment where 

cohesion, solidarity, and shared goals are missing. Again, contributing to this idea of instability are 

the many differences among member states regarding wealth, lifestyle, cultural background, social 

security benefits, political orientations, labour market, opportunities, needs, and the impact of the 

different crises. Additionally, it was mentioned here that national identities still prevail over the 

European one.  

Respondents are also asked to associate European solidarity with a word to understand what 

connotation it assumes in their minds. The results show different themes with which European 

solidarity is associated. What emerges is that European solidarity is mainly considered a value 

connected to other European values and various expressions of solidarity among citizens and 

member states. Still, a fourth expresses a more critical vision, especially of the current level of 

solidarity, which is judged negatively. Many responses are related to the economy, migration, and 

political matters. As for the manifestos (Chapter 4), this differentiation does not entail that economic 

and migration issues are not considered political. Still, this theme reunites all other aspects of the 

political sphere that do not fall into either category, like mentions of political leaders. Among the 

positive responses, the concepts of sharing and values are preponderant, as people either mention 

specific values like “democracy”, “peace”, “freedom”, and “equality” or refer to related concepts 

like “cooperation”, “support”, “help” or “cohesion”. The Union and unity are also recurring in 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 43 

this case, associated with the ideas of “community”, “fraternity”, and “house”, as seen earlier. 

Other respondents have mentioned thinking about rights or terms with a hopeful meaning, like 

“future” or “possibility”, which can also be categorised as having a positive connotation. In contrast, 

those who negatively perceive European solidarity talk about it as “fake”, just a façade that, in 

reality, entails double standards, a “joke”. Many address it as “weak”, “insufficient”, or even 

“missing” and “inexistent”; a “utopia” or illusion that cannot be reached, a “failure”. Other 

respondents have also mentioned words that might be interpreted as having a negative connotation, 

like “inequality” or “poverty”. Concerning the sphere of economy, several respondents have 

referred to fiscal measures, even specific ones like the “NextGenerationEu”, institutions such as the 

“ECB”, and more general terms like “euro”, “debt”, or “taxes”. Some responses also concern 

migration, specifically the Dublin Regulation, and others concern politics, like mentions of 

particular leaders.  

Looking at the graph (fig. 7), it appears clear that the tendency to think positively about 

solidarity is predominant over all other connotations, regardless of the level of closeness to other 

European citizens the respondents perceive or the justification behind this feeling. This trend might 

be partly explained by the fact that solidarity generally tends to have a positive connotation 

(Gerhards et al., 2018). Therefore, the identified pattern shows that how close Italians living abroad 

feel towards other European citizens does not necessarily affect how they perceive and think about 

European solidarity. The only exception is represented by those who feel not close at all to 

European citizens due to the distance and many differences they perceive in their regard.  
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Figure 7. Redistribution of European solidarity connotations to feelings of closeness to other EU citizens. 

Note: Total number of responses on European solidarity connotations: positive connotation 103; negative connotation 
57; economic connotation 25; migratory connotation 13; political connotation 6; no response 6 (not included in the 
figure).  
 

5.4 European Solidarity in Times of Crisis 

To better understand the current state of solidarity and provide a comprehensive picture, 

the survey also includes questions to assess the respondents’ perceptions of the level of solidarity 

among member states during the pandemic and the energy crisis. A pattern can be noticed in the 

graph (fig. 8): although expressing a more critical stance on solidarity among member states, the 

majority is highly in favour of specific measures countering the crisis.  

While it has been seen above that the sample is greatly in favour of those measures 

inaugurated by the EU to manage the consequences of the pandemic, different results emerge 

concerning the help among member states during the first year of the crisis in terms of sharing 

medical supplies and treating patients from other countries. More than half of the sample agrees 

that some member states provided more help than others, revealing a relatively pessimistic view of 

solidarity during crises. An equal share of respondents says that all EU member states provided and 

received equal help or the opposite, stating that some did not help. Nevertheless, it must be noted 

that many selected the “I do not know” option. In 2020, most Europeans judged the level of 

solidarity among member states in response to the crisis unsatisfying. Most Italians agreed that EU 
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countries did not show a solidaristic attitude towards each other (European Commission, 2020). 

There was a widespread feeling of abandonment and a perceived absence of European solidarity, 

mainly dictated by the initial failure of other member states to reply to the Italian calls for help and 

to activate the emergency mechanisms at their disposal (Scazzieri, 2020). This feeling was probably 

also due to the mismatch between citizens’ expectations, their perceived level of solidarity, and the 

lack of public information (Beaucillon, 2020). Nevertheless, from the survey responses, it can be 

seen that Italians abroad at least acknowledge that some member states engaged in solidarity 

activities. The high support shown for recovery measures suggests that there has been a change of 

opinion over time.  

An even more pessimistic picture emerges when assessing the level of solidarity during the 

energy crisis. A slight majority states that member states prioritise their national interests in this 

situation. Still, a substantial share says EU countries defend their national interests while 

simultaneously advocating for the common good; only a few respondents think that member states 

are cooperating for the common good of everyone. It appears that what respondents perceive is a 

widespread “energy nationalism” among member states, which consists of a rush to protect one’s 

national businesses and households and to guarantee resources to accommodate their energy 

demand (Gerlagh et al., 2022, p. 11). This reaction also entails that countries with more means at 

their disposal can probably secure more resources at the expense of those who find themselves in a 

more disadvantaged position and, therefore, have been hit harder by the crisis. Indeed, member 

states reacted uncoordinatedly in the initial stages of the situation (McWilliams et al., 2022). Still, 

this pessimistic view might have been reinforced by the fact that respondents, apart from being 

Italians, live in countries dependent on Russian oil imports. Therefore, the crisis greatly shocked 

them (Zakeri et al., 2022).  

Despite the initial shock, member states eventually took joint action. Another survey 

question concerns the proposal for a Council Regulation to address high energy prices, which was 

adopted by member states energy ministers and entered into force in December 2022. It entails 

three main measures to reduce prices: reducing electricity use, capping the revenues of electricity 

producers, and securing a solidarity contribution from fossil fuel businesses (European Council, 

2023). Therefore, solidarity is deemed central to overcoming the crisis, specifically regarding the 

last measure, since it was decided that surplus profits “shall be subject to a temporary solidarity 

contribution” (European Commission, 2022, p. 39). Different purposes for which the solidarity 

contribution can be used have been stated, among which there is the possibility that, in a spirit of 

solidarity, member states can allocate part of it to finance shared measures against the adverse 

effects of the crisis (European Commission, 2022). The question asks for the degree of favour of 
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respondents to turn this into a mandatory mechanism so that every member state would contribute 

to a certain degree to prevent the consequences of a crisis affecting the whole EU. The question is 

also instrumental in capturing support for increased institutionalisation of European solidarity, as 

it refers to a situation when a third actor, the EU, gathers funds from member states to redistribute 

them in a second step to finance measures such as those protecting employment or investing in 

renewable resources. A substantial majority is in favour, as in the case of the previously assessed 

specific EU measures. The measure’s high support might be justified by its purpose being to counter 

a crisis that significantly impacted European citizens.  

 

 

 

 

Figure 8. Redistribution of responses concerning the two crises: solidarity during COVID-19 to solidarity in the energy 
crisis. 

Note: Total number of responses concerning solidarity during COVID-19: all EU member states provided and received 
equal help 27; some EU member states provided more help than others 115; some EU member states provided help 
while others did not help at all 24; I do not know 44 (not included in the figure).  
 
5.5 Conclusions 

From the responses analysed, it can be deduced that the Italian diaspora in the countries 

under study values the concept of European solidarity and is highly in favour of solidaristic actions 

and further institutionalisation of European solidarity, as expected. High levels of support for cross-

national solidarity are detected among the Italian diaspora, with most respondents expressing 

highly positive opinions concerning redistributive measures aiming to help other member states in 

need, confirming that transnational individuals usually favour cross-national redistribution (Donati 
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et al., 2019). European refugee and fiscal solidarity record very positive response rates from almost 

the totality of the sample. Apart from the aforementioned reasons, the great favour of cross-national 

solidarity might be linked to the idea that redistributive measures can improve the current level of 

solidarity among member states, which, as expected, is perceived as low or insufficient, especially 

after the most recent crises. This perception also explains the wave of support shown by respondents 

towards those measures like the NGEU, the SURE, or the more recent Council Regulation to 

address high energy prices, seen as ways to counter the situation and help those most in need. 

European welfare state solidarity is also highly valued by the Italian diaspora in the countries 

under study. Both subdimensions, European social citizenship and interpersonal European 

solidarity, gather high support, with the majority of the sample being in favour of extending social 

security benefits to expatriates and providing help to people in a situation of poverty and those 

without a job. The first social group is the one towards which greater solidarity is shown, whereas 

the one deemed less deserving corresponds to poor people. The positive attitudes shown towards 

solidarity actions aiming at helping citizens of other countries can be explained by the level of 

closeness to other European citizens the Italian diaspora expresses, which is mainly motivated by 

the perception of being part of the same community and sharing the same condition. A similar 

picture emerges from the characterisation of European solidarity, as most respondents associate the 

concept with terms having a positive connotation connected to the ideas of values, sharing, and 

unity.  

The sample’s characteristics help explain the widespread support for European solidarity. 

It is a highly transnational group subjected to interactions among EU countries, which increases 

the chances of supporting European solidarity (Ciornei & Recchi, 2017). It mainly comprises people 

with high education levels, who are therefore generally more likely to show solidaristic attitudes, as 

seen in the Italian case (Maggini, 2018). The same is true for people with stable job positions, 

especially for what concerns cross-national solidarity, a trend confirmed here as well (Ciornei & 

Recchi, 2017). Instead, no significant differences have been noticed concerning respondents’ 

gender or country of residence.  

 
 The patterns identified here have additionally been juxtaposed with those emerging from 

the different parties’ manifestos analysed in Chapter 4 and form the basis of the analysis in Chapter 

6.  
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6.  European Solidarity Voting 
 
 

n this chapter, the findings from the parties’ manifestos are put in relation to those emerging 

from the analysis of the survey responses collected for this research to reach broader 

conclusions regarding the degree of influence of European solidarity on the Italian diaspora 

voting behaviour in the last elections and its possible consideration as a voting factor.  

 

Survey respondents are asked to indicate their vote choice during the last national elections 

for the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate of the Republic. Only those parties running in the 

European voting college have been considered. An “other” option is made available if they decided 

to vote from Italy, where more parties were running, but these responses are not considered in the 

analysis. A significant share of respondents voted for PD; the skewing of the sample in this sense 

might be explained by the fact that this was the most-voted party by Italians in the European voting 

college (Chapter 4). This was the case also in the countries under study here, except for Germany, 

where for the election of the representative for the Senate of the Republic, PD was second to the 

centre-right coalition (Eligendo, 2022). The skewing of the sample towards this main vote choice 

might also be linked to the fact that the majority said to align with the centre-left in terms of political 

preferences (fig. 9). Table 3 provides a general overview of the redistribution following respondents’ 

vote choices, which varies depending on the party. It thus highlights the possible shortcomings of 

the conclusions drawn.  

I 
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Figure 9. Respondents' political positioning along the left-right dimension. 

 
 

 
 
Table 3. Redistribution of votes for each party. 

Note: Not available means the party was not running for the Senate of the Republic.  
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6.1 Parallels between European Solidarity Perceptions and Parties’ Stances   

Similar themes identified in the manifestos are also found in the survey responses regarding 

the connotation of European solidarity. In this regard, parallels are found between the connotations 

expressed by voters in the survey and the main stances expressed by the voted parties, or better to 

say, their level of engagement with the topic (fig. 10). A similar pattern was already noticed in the 

study of Pellegata and Visconti (2022). Here, voters of centre-right parties, which engage with 

European solidarity to a lesser degree, or in the case of MdL, do not refer to it, express more 

negative views. Those voting for centre-left parties, the third pole, and M5S, present more positive 

perceptions, though with some variations. PD voters indeed show a very solidaristic attitude, as 

those of Verdi/SI, who nevertheless greatly associate European solidarity with migration issues. 

This association might be explained by the fact that these issues represent a crucial point in 

Verdi/SI manifesto, and it is among the parties addressing them in the most solidaristic way. 

Azione-IV voters primarily link European solidarity to economic terms, an association which, even 

in this case, might be explained by the party’s great focus on economic issues related to European 

solidarity (Chapter 4).  

 

 

 
 

Figure 10. Redistribution of European solidarity connotations per voted party. 
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From the analysis of the manifestos, a pattern concerning cross-national solidarity emerges, 

involving those parties which are in favour of the redistribution of migrants and that also support 

redistributive financial measures (Chapter 4). On the one hand, no difference among different party 

voters can be detected regarding European refugee solidarity, as the majority of each group is highly 

supportive; this goes against what Maggini (2018) argues, as he finds that differences concerning 

the attitude of Italians towards refugees can be detected based on their voting preferences. Thus, 

the internal aspect of European refugee solidarity is not a divisive issue within the Italian diaspora. 

On the other hand, also concerning fiscal solidarity, the picture is overall positive, but some voters 

show a more significant solidaristic attitude than others. The specific responses indicate that most 

voters of all parties, apart from those of the centre-right coalition and M5S, highly support the 

NGEU. In contrast, as for establishing a common fund to help member states in case of need, only 

the voters of PD, M5S, and Verdi/SI are highly in favour of it. Therefore, the emerging pattern 

shows that the share of the sample more in favour of cross-national solidarity tends to vote either 

for PD or Verdi/SI, part of those mentioned parties engaging more with the issue (fig. 11). This 

result is in line with the findings of previous studies, which saw that voters of centre-left parties are 

those expressing more positive attitudes towards refugees, as well as more significant support for 

policies aiming at redistributing risk and resources among member states based on need, especially 

recovery funds (Bremer et al., 2021; Pellegata & Visconti, 2022). Nevertheless, it must be noted that 

even if centre-right parties do not openly support fiscal solidarity, right-wing voters are still in favour 

of these measures, although to a lesser degree than other voters. The fact that centre-right voters 

do not oppose these redistributive measures is a trend already noticed concerning nationals of 

southern European countries, mainly Italians (Mariotto & Pellegata, 2023).  
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Figure 11. Redistribution of cross-national solidarity preferences per voted party. 

 
Concerning European welfare state solidarity, it has been noticed that some parties refer to 

social policies in more solidaristic terms than others. A pattern can be identified showing that most 

of those expressing highly favourable stances on European welfare state solidarity tend to vote either 

for M5S, PD, or +EU, which are among those parties engaging more with this European solidarity 

dimension by supporting the European Pillar of Social Rights (fig. 12) (Chapter 4). Concerning the 

preferences expressed by voters, again, no main difference can be detected regarding the level of 

agreement that transnational individuals should be granted the same social security benefits as the 

nationals of the country where they reside. Conversely, more nuanced positions emerge concerning 

the help given to impoverished or unemployed European citizens. On the one hand, measures to 

help people in a poverty situation gather high support from most respondents except most of those 

voting for Azione-IV and IC. On the other hand, the propensity to help the unemployed, measured 

through support for the SURE, is more moderate among those voting for Lega-FI-FdI, Verdi/SI, 

and IC. This trend, therefore, shows that the left-right divide does not significantly impact the 

Italian diaspora support for the unemployed, as not only centre-right voters but also centre-left ones 
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tend to be more cautious in this regard, even though still mainly in favour. This finding contradicts 

what was found in previous research on Italians (Maggini, 2018).   

 

 

 
 
Figure 12. Redistribution of interpersonal European solidarity preferences per voted party. 

 
Crises are a central theme in the different manifestos, especially the pandemic and energy 

crisis (Chapter 4). In some cases, they are referred to as examples or turning points for solidarity, 

and references to the level of solidarity among member states at the European level are also made. 

A pattern is identified concerning voters with a more positive perception of solidarity in times of 

crisis and who highly value those EU measures aiming to help countries and citizens face the 

consequences of these situations. They tend to vote either for Azione-IV, PD, or +EU (fig. 13). 

Survey respondents’ overall satisfaction with solidarity among member states during these crises is 

relatively low. Most respondents agree that some member states provided more help than others 

during the first year of COVID-19 (Chapter 5). The majority of voters of all parties agree with this 

stance, therefore revealing no significant differences regarding the left-right divide detected in the 

pandemic’s early stages, as seen at the time (Fontana, 2020). Concerning the energy crisis, the 

perception of the majority of the sample that EU countries are just thinking about their national 

interests is reflected in most party voters’ opinions, except those voting for +EU, PD, and Azione-

IV. Their voters have a slightly more optimistic view, as most argue that member states are 
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defending their national interests while advocating for the common good. Concerning the specific 

measures implemented to counter the mentioned crises, it has been illustrated earlier that the 

NGEU gathers a wide range of highly favourable voters, apart from those of the coalition Lega-FI-

FdI and M5S. The same goes for the SURE, as most party voters highly support it except those of 

the centre-right coalition, Verdi/SI, and IC. The proposal for a Council Regulation to tackle the 

issue of high energy prices also gathers high levels of consensus, with no noticeable differences 

among the different party voters except those of Lega-FI-FdI, which tend to express more moderate 

support.  

 

 

 
 

Figure 13. Redistribution of responses concerning solidarity in times of crisis per voted party. 

 
Concerning the closeness among European citizens, it can be seen that only the majority of 

Verdi/SI and PD voters feel very close to other Europeans (fig. 14). These parties are among those 

engaging more with European solidarity, solidaristic Europe, and Europe of solidarity as concepts 

in their manifestos. The analysis of the manifestos (Chapter 4) also detects additional themes among 

the different parties’ stances, similar to those emerging from the responses justifying the closeness 

to other EU citizens. Namely, these refer to several European values and rights, the sharing of these 
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with other Europeans and the sharing with them of the same condition as EU citizens. The concepts 

of union and unity and the issue of differences also emerge. The latter is predominant only among 

Lega-FI-FdI voters; in the case of all the other parties, their voters are among those respondents 

who primarily justify their closeness to other citizens through the claim that they perceive a 

unitarian sentiment within the European citizenry, with which they share the same origins, needs, 

challenges, cultures, values, and rights.  

 

 

 
 

Figure 14. Levels of closeness to other European citizens expressed by voters of each party. 

 

6.2 Conclusions 

Drawing from the results, I argue that Italians living abroad with a more positive perception 

of European solidarity tend to vote for parties that engage more explicitly with European solidarity 

during their electoral campaign. The majority of the sample express positive attitudes and high 

levels of support, confirming that Italians are in favour of European solidarity regardless of their 

vote choice, even though different levels of favour are detected (Mariotto & Pellegata, 2023). This 

result aligns with the findings from the parties’ manifestos, as it has been seen that no party directly 

opposes European solidarity. However, different levels of engagement are detected.  
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The argument is visible in the case of PD; it is among those parties more openly praising 

European solidarity in its manifesto along all dimensions analysed. Its voters, who are 

overrepresented in the sample, also show the most positive attitudes towards all the dimensions of 

European solidarity measured. The same can be said concerning +EU, another party belonging to 

the centre-left whose voters present highly positive attitudes towards all dimensions of European 

solidarity except redistributing financial resources among member states, which gather slightly 

lower support. Also, Verdi/SI and Azione-IV are among those parties engaging with European 

solidarity to a greater extent, though the first more and more explicitly than the second. Their 

voters are also among the ones expressing more positive perceptions of the issue, as voters of M5S. 

However, in the case of M5S, these perceptions vary more depending on the European solidarity 

dimension under study, even though the party expresses a high degree of support for European 

solidarity in its manifestos. The voters of those parties that engage with European solidarity to a 

limited extent, that is, IC, Lega- FI-FdI, and MdL, even though still expressing mainly positive 

attitudes, are those who tend to be more moderate supporters of the measures analysed or critical 

of the level of solidarity among citizens and member states. In particular, the results concerning IC 

are more ambiguous. It refers to European solidarity in its manifesto but not as extensively as others. 

The issue appears to be divisive for its electorate. However, it is worth noting that the lack of data 

concerning the party’s voters may dictate this result.  

The findings of this study differ from previous ones concerning European solidarity voting, 

namely the ones of Pellegata & Visconti (2022) on the 2019 European elections. They noticed that, 

concerning Italians, European solidarity positively influenced voting for M5S and FI. In contrast, 

it was negatively associated with the vote choice for Lega and the Left—a coalition including Sinistra 

Italiana, now Verdi/SI—and did not impact voting for +EU, PD, or FdI. In contrast, here I argue 

that in the case of national elections, specifically the 2022 Italian general elections, European 

solidarity highly increased the chances of voting for PD above all, as well as +EU, Verdi/SI, 

Azione-IV, and M5S, and decreased the odds of voting for Lega-FI-FdI and MdL. It probably did 

not influence choosing to vote for IC, even though this is difficult to determine due to the scarcity 

of data available. Different factors might explain the differences with the study of Pellegata and 

Visconti (2022). First of all, these might be dictated by the sample, as the survey responses show 

that the Italian diaspora under study presents very high levels of favour towards all different 

European solidarity dimensions analysed (Chapter 5). Additionally, survey respondents are people 

who voted in the last elections and therefore are at least to some extent politically engaged, and the 

majority is left-wing, all elements that predict a higher endorsement of solidarity stances (Ciornei 

& Recchi, 2017; Grasso & Lahusen, 2020). A second factor might be the changes in the Italian 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 57 

political landscape, as different parties are now present compared to 2019 (Chapter 4). Thirdly, 

there is a difference between national and European elections; European elections are second order 

and therefore considered less relevant (Hix & Marsh, 2011). The difference between the types of 

elections is also visible in how parties run; for instance, Lega, FI, and FdI presented as a single 

coalition in this last electoral tournament with a joint short manifesto. Still, they run separately in 

European elections as they are affiliated with different political groups in the European Parliament, 

promoting different stances (European Parliament, 2023). This difference might also explain why, 

in Pellegata & Visconti’s (2022) findings, they saw that voting for FI, the more moderate party 

within the right-wing coalition, was positively associated with support for European solidarity. In 

contrast, here, the results are different as the party is considered together with the others of the 

coalition.   

To conclude, I argue that European solidarity did play a role in the vote choice of the Italian 

diaspora in the countries under study in the last Italian national elections. Parallels between the 

voters’ views on European solidarity and those expressed by the running parties in their manifestos 

have been detected, consistent with findings from the extant literature on the Italian elections 

concerning other EU issues (Dehousse, 2013). On the one hand, these patterns specifically concern 

people expressing highly positive perceptions and the parties significantly engaging with the issue. 

On the other hand, those voters who are more critical, even if still in favour of solidarity, tended to 

prefer parties for which European solidarity is less salient. To the latter category belong parties 

classified as part of the centre-right of the political spectrum and IC, part of the centre-left, for 

which a deep estimation of its voters’ positioning in terms of solidarity was not possible. Voters 

highly supporting European solidarity preferred centre-left parties and others, such as the third pole 

and M5S. Therefore, rather than arguing that European solidarity structured vote preferences 

along the classic left-right divide, which is deemed relevant in the case of other European voters 

but less concerning Italians (Mariotto & Pellegata, 2023), I argue that it affected voting behaviour 

by dividing between parties that highly and more explicitly engage with the issue and those that do 

not oppose European solidarity but engage with it to a lesser extent. These conclusions are resumed 

in the next chapter, where their limitations are also discussed, and the agenda for future research 

is set.  
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7.  Conclusion 
 
 

he thesis has investigated the European solidarity perception of the Italian diaspora in the 

EU. The aim is to understand how this affects voting behaviour in national elections of 

Italians living abroad and whether European solidarity can be considered a voting factor. 

This study contributes to understanding how an EU issue and, therefore, a supranational matter 

affects voting behaviour in national elections, specifically, the role played by European solidarity, 

which has not been addressed in this context yet. It offers a relevant contribution as it highlights 

that previous studies’ results concerning the vote choice of Italians in the European elections and 

the relative influence of European solidarity differ from the ones obtained here (Pellegata & Visconti, 

2022). Further research could engage more in-depth with the issue to better understand the possible 

explanatory factors behind this divergence and consider other voting factors to assess better the 

degree of European solidarity's influence on the vote, which was not done here. The thesis also 

contributes to filling the gaps in the literature on the voting behaviour of Italians abroad by focusing 

on the last Italian general elections of September 2022, the ones after the two constitutional 

modifications were implemented, and investigating a possible factor explaining this behaviour, 

particularly an EU issue, by arguing that European solidarity affected their vote choice in the 

mentioned elections. It also confirms what was previously theorised concerning transnational 

individuals and their higher propensity to support European solidarity (Ciornei & Recchi, 2017).  

This study considers Italians living either in France, Belgium, or Germany when the 

elections were held. A post-electoral survey was designed and distributed to understand their 

perception of European solidarity. As expected, the findings generally show a significant solidaristic 

attitude of the Italian diaspora under study towards all European solidarity dimensions considered: 

cross-national solidarity, entailing the internal aspect of European refugee solidarity and fiscal 

solidarity; European welfare state solidarity including European social citizenship and interpersonal 

European solidarity; and finally, European solidarity in times of crisis. This great wave of support 

might be explained by the sample’s composition, especially by the transnational characterisation of 

the respondents. No significant differences among the countries under study were detected (Chapter 

5).  

T 
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Through the survey, brand-new data could be collected, which gave valuable insights into 

the topic and allowed the research to make a relevant academic contribution. Nevertheless, this 

research is not free from limitations. First of all, as highlighted in Chapter 5, the sample is skewed 

in representativeness, as most respondents have a high level of education, a stable job position, and 

present left-wing political orientations (mostly voting for PD). Therefore, the results on which the 

argument is based could be dictated by this skewing and could be different if another sample is 

considered. Future research could try to ensure more rigorous data collection to obtain results 

representative of the Italian diaspora, at least regarding voting preferences. Second, the focus is on 

Italians living in France, Belgium, and Germany. The reasons behind the choice are explained in 

Chapter 3; however, these are only Western European countries. Therefore, despite the size of the 

diaspora residing in these countries, it is hard to argue that the results obtained concerning these 

countries can also be valid for the Italian diaspora in other EU member states. This research could 

be expanded by considering Italians residing, for example, in Eastern European countries to see if 

differences can be detected concerning the influence of European solidarity. The same kind of 

research could then be conducted concerning other diasporas in the EU. 

The survey results have then been juxtaposed with those from the parties’ manifestos to see 

if common patterns between Italians abroad perceptions of European solidarity and the voted 

parties could be detected and, therefore, if these could justify their vote choice. The manifestos 

analysed are those of the parties or coalitions running for the European voting college. From the 

analysis, as expected, it emerges that European solidarity is highly politicised, and no party openly 

opposes it. Still, different degrees of engagement with the topic along the different dimensions 

analysed emerge. Those engaging more and in a more explicit way are PD, Verdi/SI, M5S, +EU, 

and Azione-IV. These mainly belong to the centre-left but also include the third pole and M5S. IC, 

part of the centre-left, and the centre-right coalition, still mention European solidarity but do not 

engage with the issue significantly. MdL barely refers to it (Chapter 4). The main themes identified 

around the topic match the ones detected in the survey.  

When putting these themes in relation to the ones from the survey responses, the patterns 

identified reveal that European solidarity did play a role in the voting behaviour of Italians living 

in France, Belgium, and Germany during the last Italian general elections. To formulate an answer 

to the research question, “How does the European solidarity perception of the Italian 

diaspora influence their vote in national elections?” I argue that preferences for European 

solidarity structure the vote choice of the Italian diaspora following the degree of engagement of 

parties with European solidarity during their electoral campaign rather than between left-right wing 

parties. It is true that overall, the entirety of the sample expresses positive attitudes concerning 
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European solidarity, but some nuances can be detected depending on the voted party. Those mostly 

in favour of European solidarity vote above all for PD. Voters of +EU, Verdi/SI, Azione-IV, and 

M5S tend to be positive. Even though voters of Lega-FI-FdI and MdL still express mainly positive 

attitudes, they tend to be more moderate supporters of the measures analysed or critical of the level 

of solidarity among citizens and member states. The results concerning IC are inconclusive.   



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 61 

 
 

Bibliography 
 

Adams, J. B., Ezrow, L., & Somer-Topcu, Z. (2011). Is Anybody Listening? Evidence That Voters 
Do Not Respond to European Parties’ Policy Statements During Elections. American Journal 
of Political Science, 55(2), 370–382. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5907.2010.00489.x  

 
Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra (2022). Programma elettorale per le elezioni politiche del 2022. Per un’Italia Verde, 

Libera e Giusta [Electoral programme for 2022 general elections. For a Green, Free and Just 
Italy]. Dipartimento per gli Affari Interni e Territoriali. 
https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-2022  

 
Angelucci, D., & Carrieri, L. (2023). Not for ideology but opportunity? The foundations of EU 

issue-voting in Eurosceptic Italy. Contemporary Italian Politics, 15(1), 5–23. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/23248823.2022.2052485  

 
Azione – Italia Viva – Calenda (2022). Programma della Lista Azione - Italia Viva - Calenda per l’Elezione 

della Camera dei deputati e del Senato della Repubblica del 25 settembre 2022 [Programme of the List 
Azione – Italia Viva – Calenda for the 25 September 2022 Election of the Chamber of 
Deputies and the Senate of the Republic]. Dipartimento per gli Affari Interni e Territoriali. 
https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-2022  

 
Baglioni, S., Biosca, O., & Montgomery, T. (2019). Brexit, Division, and Individual Solidarity: 

What Future for Europe? Evidence From Eight European Countries. American Behavioral 
Scientist, 63(4), 538–550. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764219831738  

 
Battiston, S., & Luconi, S. (Eds.) (2018). Introduzione: il transnazionalismo degli italiani all’estero 

alla prova del voto [Introduction: transnationalism of Italians abroad at the vote test]. In 
Autopsia di un diritto politico. Il voto degli italiani all’estero nelle elezioni del 2018 (pp. 1–14). Florence, 
Italy. Accademia University Press. 

 
Battiston, S., & Luconi, S. (2020). The vote of Italians abroad: an anomaly in the new Italian 

political landscape? Contemporary Italian Politics, 12(1), 62–76. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/23248823.2019.1709760  

 
Battiston, S., & Luconi, S. (2021). Votare dall’estero durante l’emergenza sanitaria del Covid-19 

[Voting from abroad during the COVID-19 pandemic]. In D. Licata (Ed.), Rapporto Italiani 
nel Mondo 2021: Speciale COVID-19 (pp. 191–199). Todi, Italy. Tau Editrice/Fondazione 
Migrantes. https://www.migrantes.it/rapporto-italiani-nel-mondo-2021/  

 
Bayertz, K. (Ed.) (1999). Four Uses of Solidarity. In Solidarity (Vol. 5, pp. 3–28). Springer. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-015-9245-1  
 
 
 
 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 62 

Beaucillon, C. (2020). International and European Emergency Assistance to EU Member States in 
the COVID-19 Crisis: Why European Solidarity Is Not Dead and What We Need to Make 
It both Happen and Last. European Papers, 5(1), 387–401. https://doi.org/10.15166/2499-
8249/350  

 
Bobba, G. (2021). L’Europa contestata. Polarizzazione e politicizzazione delle opinioni in tempi di crisi 

[Contested Europe. Polarisation and politicisation of opinions in times of crises]. Bologna, 
Italy. Il Mulino. 

 
Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2012). Thematic analysis. In H. Cooper, P. M. Camic, D. L. Long, A. T. 

Panter, D. Rindskopf & K. J. Sher (Eds.), APA Handbook of research methods in psychology, Vol. 2. 
Research designs: Quantitative, qualitative, neuropsychological, and biological (Vol. 2, pp. 57–71). 
Washington D.C. American Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/13620-
004 

 
Bremer, B., Kuhn, T., Meijers, M. J., & Nicoli, F. (2021). Viral Solidarity? EU Solidarity and Risk-

Sharing in the COVID-19 Crisis. SocArXiv. https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/82cyw  
 
Brubaker, R. (2005). The ‘diaspora’ diaspora. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 28(1), 1–19. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/0141987042000289997  
 
Bruno, V. A. (Ed.) (2022). ‘Centre right? What centre right?’ Italy’s right-wing coalition: Forza 

Italia’s political ‘heritage’ and the mainstreaming of the far right. In Populism and Far-Right. 
Trends in Europe, 163–195. Milan, Italy. EDUCatt. 

 
Bruno, V. A., & Cozzolino, A. (2022). Populism and Technocracy During the Covid-19 Pandemic 

in Italy. A two-year balance (2020-2021). In Damiano Palano (Ed.) State of Emergency. Italian 
Democracy in times of pandemic, 153–180. Milano, Italy. EDUCatt. 

 
Bryman, A. (2012). Social Research Methods, (4th ed.). Oxford, UK. Oxford University Press.  

Caiani, M., Carlotti, B., & Padoan, E. (2021). Online Hate Speech and the Radical Right in Times 
of Pandemic: The Italian and English Cases. Javnost-the Public, 28(2), 202–218. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13183222.2021.1922191  

 
Capati, A., Improta, M., & Trastulli, F. (2022). COVID-19 and party competition over the EU: 

Italy in Early Pandemic Times. European Politics and Society, 1–22. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/23745118.2022.2095170  

 
Carrieri, L. (2020). The limited politicization of European integration in Italy: lacking issue clarity 

and weak voter responses. Italian Political Science Review/Rivista Italiana Di Scienza Politica, 50(1), 
52–69. https://doi.org/10.1017/ipo.2019.16 

 
Ciornei, I., & Recchi, E. (2017). At the Source of European Solidarity: Assessing the Effects of 

Cross-border Practices and Political Attitudes. Journal of Common Market Studies, 55(3), 468–
485. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.12507  

 
Ciornei, I., & Ross, M. G. (2021). Solidarity in Europe: from crisis to policy? Acta Politica, 56(2), 

209–219. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41269-021-00195-7  
 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 63 

Clarke, V., & Braun, V. (2017). Thematic analysis. The Journal of Positive Psychology, 12(3), 297–298. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2016.1262613  

 
Conti, N., Marangoni, F., & Verzichelli, L. (2020). Euroscepticism in Italy from the Onset of the 

Crisis: Tired of Europe? South European Society and Politics, 1–26. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13608746.2020.1757885  

 
Conti, N., di Mauro, D., & Memoli, V. (2021). Think European, act local: do Italians think of 

Europe when they vote in national elections? European Politics and Society, 23(5), 617–638. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/23745118.2021.1917036  

 
Conti, N., di Mauro, D., & Memoli, V. (2022). Euroscepticism and Populism in Italy Among Party 

Elites and the Public. Quaderni Dell’Osservatorio Elettorale – Italian Journal of Electoral Studies QOE-
IJES, 85(1), 25–43. https://doi.org/10.36253/qoe-11552 

 
Costa Lobo, M., & Lewis-Beck, M. S. (2012). The integration hypothesis: How the European 

Union shapes economic voting. Electoral Studies, 31(3), 522–528. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2012.02.004  

 
Cotta, M. (2017). Un’altra Europa è possibile: Che fare per salvarla [Another Europe is possible. What to 

do to save it]. Bologna, Italy. Società editrice il Mulino.  
 
Dancygier, R. M., & Margalit, Y. (2020). The Evolution of the Immigration Debate: Evidence from 

a New Dataset of Party Positions Over the Last Half-Century. Comparative Political Studies, 
53(5), 734–774. https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414019858936  

 
Dehousse, R. (2013). Europe At the Polls: Lessons from the 2013 Italian Elections (92). Notre Europe - 

Jacques Delors Institute. https://institutdelors.eu/en/publications/europe-at-the-polls-
lessons-from-the-2013-italian-elections/  

 
De Sio, L., Boldrini, M., & Trastulli, F. (2022). Domande degli elettori e offerta dei partiti: declino dei temi 

economici (tranne M5S) e “polarizzazione indotta” [Voters’ demands and parties’ offers: decline 
of economic themes (except M5S) and “induced polarisation”]. Centro Italiano Studi 
Elettorali (CISE). https://cise.luiss.it/cise/2022/09/08/domande-degli-elettori-e-offerta-
dei-partiti-declino-dei-temi-economici-tranne-m5s-e-polarizzazione-indotta/  

 
Di Napoli, E., & Russo, D. (2018). Solidarity in the European Union in Times of Crisis: Towards 

“European Solidarity”? In V. Federico e C. Lahusen (Eds.), Solidarity as a Public Virtue? Law 
and Public Policies in the European Union (1st ed., pp. 195–248). Baden-Baden, Nomos. 
https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845290058  

 
Dolezal, M., Ennser-Jedenastik, L., Müller, W. H., Praprotnik, K., & Winkler, A. K. (2018). Beyond 

salience and position taking. Party Politics, 24(3), 240–252. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068816678893  

 
Dolezal, M., Ennser-Jedenastik, L., Müller, W. H., & Winkler, A. K. (2012). The Life Cycle of 

Party Manifestos: The Austrian Case. West European Politics, 35(4), 869–895. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2012.682349  

 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 64 

Dolezal, M., Ennser-Jedenastik, L., Müller, W. H., & Winkler, A. K. (2014). How parties compete 
for votes: A test of saliency theory. European Journal of Political Research, 53(1), 57–76. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12017  

 
Donà, A. (2022). The rise of the Radical Right in Italy: the case of Fratelli d’Italia. Journal of Modern 

Italian Studies, 27(5), 775–794. https://doi.org/10.1080/1354571x.2022.2113216  
 
Donati, N., Pellegata, A., & Visconti, F. (2019). European solidarity at a crossroads. Citizens views of the 

future of the European Union. REScEU. http://www.euvisions.eu/european-solidarity-at-a-
crossroads-resceu-mass-survey-2019/  

 
Dziedzic, L. (2022). Solidarity and Critique in the EU: A Case Study of Asylum [PhD dissertation]. Tilburg 

University. https://research.tilburguniversity.edu/en/publications/solidarity-and-critique-
in-the-eu-a-case-study-of-asylum  

 
Edmiston, D. (2020). Solidarity for Whom? Selective Social Rights in a Post-Brexit Welfare 

Settlement. In M. Donoghue & M. Kuisma (Eds.), Whiter Social Rights in (Post-) Brexit Europe? 
Opportunities and Challenges. Social Europe Publishing. 

 
Eligendo (2022). Eligendo Archivio - Ministero dell’Interno DAIT [Eligendo Archive – Ministry of Home 

Affairs DAIT]. Last accessed: 11 May 2023. 
https://elezionistorico.interno.gov.it/index.php?tpel=C   

 
Europa Verde (2022). Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra: il nostro simbolo per le politiche 2022 [Left-Green Alliance: 

our symbol for the 2022 general elections]. Last accessed: 26 May 2023. 
https://europaverde.it/2022/07/26/alleanza-verdi-sinistra-il-nostro-simbolo/  

 
European Commission (2017). Pilastro Europeo dei diritti sociali [European Pillar of Social Rights]. 

European Commission. https://commission.europa.eu/system/files/2017-12/social-
summit-european-pillar-social-rights-booklet_it.pdf 

 
European Commission (2020). Standard Eurobarometer 93 – Summer 2020. Kantar. 

https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2262  
 
European Commission (2022). Proposal for a Council Regulation on an emergency intervention to address high 

energy prices. COM(2022) 473 final. EUR-Lex. https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=COM%3A2022%3A473%3AFIN  

 
European Council–Council of the European Union (2023). Infographic – Energy crisis: Three EU-

coordinated measures to cut down bills. Last accessed: 9 May 2023. 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/infographics/eu-measures-to-cut-down-energy-
bills/  

European Parliament (2023). The Political groups of the European Parliament. European Parliament. Last 
accessed: 15 June 2023. https://www.europarl.europa.eu/about-
parliament/en/organisation-and-rules/organisation/political-groups  

European Union (2020a). Consolidated version of the Treaty on European Union. Official Journal of the 
European Union C 202/13. EUR-Lex. https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02016M%2FTXT-20200301  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 65 

European Union (2020b). Consolidated version of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union. Official 
Journal of the European Union C 202/47. EUR-Lex. https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:12016E/TXT  

European Union (2023). Schuman declaration May 1950. European Union. Last accessed: 14 June 
2023. https://european-union.europa.eu/principles-countries-history/history-eu/1945-
59/schuman-declaration-may-1950_en  

Favell, A., & Recchi, E. (2011). Social Mobility and Spatial Mobility. In A. Favell & V. Guiraudon 
(Eds.), Sociology of the European Union, 50–75. Basingstoke, UK. Palgrave Macmillan.  

Federico, V., & Maggini, N. (2017). Italy. In V. Federico & C. Lahusen (Eds.), Solidarity as a Public 
Virtue? Law and Public Policies in the European Union (1st ed., pp. 109–127). Baden-Baden, 
Germany. Nomos. doi.org/10.5771/9783845290058 

Fernandez-Vazquez, P. (2014). And Yet It Moves: The Effect of Election Platforms on Party Policy 
Images. Comparative Political Studies, 47(14), 1919–1944. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414013516067  

 
Fligstein, N. (2009). Euroclash: The EU, European Identity, and the Future of Europe. Oxford, UK. Oxford 

University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199580859.001.0001 
 
Fontana, O. (2020). Italian Euroscepticism and the COVID-19 Pandemic: Survey Insights. IAI 

Commentaries (No. 20 | 90). Istituto Affari Internazionali (IAI). 
https://www.iai.it/en/pubblicazioni/italian-euroscepticism-and-covid-19-pandemic-
survey-insights  

 
Forza Italia (2022a). Oggi più che mai una scelta di campo. Programma Elettorale Elezioni Politiche 25 settembre 

2022 [Now more than ever a side choice. Electoral Programme for the 25 September 2022 
General Elections]. Forza Italia.  
http://www.forzaitalia.it/speciali/Programma_Elettorale_Forza_Italia.pdf  

 
Forza Italia (2022b). Programma elettorale elezioni politiche 25 settembre 2022. Per l’Italia - Accordo quadro di 

programma per un Governo di centrodestra [Electoral programme for the 25 September 2022 
general elections. For Italy – Framework agreement for a centre-right government]. 
Dipartimento per gli Affari Interni e Territoriali. 
https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-2022  

Fratelli d’Italia (2022). Il Programma. Pronti a risollevare l’Italia. Elezioni politiche 25 settembre 2022 [The 
Programme. Ready to lift Italy. 25 September 2022 general elections]. Fratelli d’Italia. 
https://www.fratelli-italia.it/programma/  

Garzia, D. (2023). The Italian parliamentary election of 2022: the populist radical right takes charge. 
West European Politics, 46(5), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2022.2148603  

 
Gaxie, D. (1990). Au-delà des apparences. . .Sur quelques problèmes de mesure des opinions 

[Beyond appereances. . .On some opinion measurement problems]. Actes De La Recherche En 
Sciences Sociales, 81-82(1), 97–112. https://doi.org/10.3406/arss.1990.2929  

 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 66 

Genschel, P., & Hemerijck, A. (2018). Solidarity in Europe. STG Policy Briefs, 2018/01. European 
University Institute. https://doi.org/10.2870/106143  

 
Gerhards, J., Lengfeld, H., Ignácz, Z. S., Kley, F. K., & Priem, M. (2018). How Strong is European 

Solidarity? Berlin Studies on the Sociology of Europe (BSSE), 37. https://refubium.fu-
berlin.de/handle/fub188/22703  

 
Gerhards, J., Lengfeld, H., Soler, M., Ignácz, Z. S., Kley, F. K., Priem, M., et al. (2017). Research 

report on transnational solidarity in the EU - Results from the Transnational European Solidarity Survey 
(TESS). Solidarity in European Societies: Empowerment, Social Justice, and Citizenship 
(SOLIDUS). http://solidush2020.eu/project-deliverables-2/  

 
Gerlagh, R., Liski, M., & Vehviläinen, I. (2022). Stabilizing the EU Electricity Market: Mandatory Demand 

Reduction and a Lower Price Cap. EconPol Forum, 23(6/2022). 
https://www.cesifo.org/de/publikationen/2022/aufsatz-zeitschrift/stabilizing-eu-
electricity-market-mandatory-demand-reduction  

 
Giannetti, D., Pedrazzani, A., & Pinto, L. (2017). Party System Change in Italy: Politicising the EU 

and the Rise of Eccentric Parties. South European Society and Politics, 22(1), 21–42. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13608746.2016.1174470  

 
Goldthau, A., & Sitter, N. (2022). Whither the Liberal European Union Energy Model? The Public Policy 

Consequences of Russia’s Weaponization of Energy. EconPol Forum, 23(6/2022). 
https://www.cesifo.org/en/publications/2022/article-journal/whither-liberal-european-
union-energy-model-public-policy  

 
Grasso, M., & Lahusen, C. (2020). Solidarity in Europe: a comparative account of citizens’ attitudes 

and practices. In C. Lahusen (Ed.), Citizens’ Solidarity in Europe: Civic Engagement and Public 
Discourse in Times of Crises, (pp. 29–54). Cheltenham, UK. Edward Elgar Publishing. 
https://doi.org/10.4337/9781789909500  

 
Green-Pedersen, C. (2012). A Giant Fast Asleep? Party Incentives and the Politicisation of 

European Integration. Political Studies, 60(1), 115–130. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-
9248.2011.00895.x  

 
Gros, D. (2022). Implications of Gas Scarcity for European Energy Policy. EconPol Forum, 23(6/2022). 

https://www.cesifo.org/en/publications/2022/article-journal/implications-gas-scarcity-
european-energy-policy  

 
Guarnizo, L. E., & Smith, M. P. (Eds.) (1998). The Locations of Transnationalism. In 

Transnationalism from Below (pp. 3–31). New Brunswick, NJ. Transaction Publishers. 
 
Hilpold, P. (2015). Understanding solidarity within EU law: An analysis of the ‘islands of solidarity’ 

with particular regard to Monetary Union. Yearbook of European Law, 34(1), 257–285. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/yel/yev020  

 
Hix, S., & Marsh, M. (2011). Second-order effects plus pan-European political swings: An analysis 

of European Parliament elections across time. Electoral Studies, 30(1), 4–15. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2010.09.017  

 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 67 

Hooghe, L., & Marks, G. (2009). A Postfunctionalist Theory of European Integration: From 
Permissive Consensus to Constraining Dissensus. British Journal of Political Science, 39(1), 1–
23. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0007123408000409  

 
Hunt, S. A., & Benford, R. D. (2004). Collective Identity, Solidarity, and Commitment. In D. A. 

Snow, S. A. Soule, & H. Kriesi (Eds.), The Blackwell Companion to Social Movements (pp. 433–
470). Malden, MA. Blackwell Publishing. 

 
Hurrelmann, A., Gora, A., & Wagner, A. (2015). The Politicization of European Integration: More 

than an Elite Affair? Political Studies, 63(1), 43–59. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-
9248.12090  

 
Hutter, S., & Grande, E. (2014). Politicizing Europe in the National Electoral Arena: A 

Comparative Analysis of Five West European Countries, 1970-2010. JCMS: Journal of 
Common Market Studies, 52(5), 1002–1018. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.12133  

 
Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio – Centro Democratico (2022). Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio - Centro 

Democratico. Programma Elettorale [Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio – Centro Democratico. 
Electoral Programme]. Dipartimento per gli Affari Interni e Territoriali. 
https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-2022  

 
Improta, M., Mannoni, E., Marcellino, C., & Trastulli, F. (2022). Voters, issues, and party loyalty: 

the 2022 Italian election under the magnifying glass. Italian Journal of Electoral Studies QOE – 
IJES, 85(2), 3–27. https://doi.org/10.36253/qoe-13956  

 
Italian Republic (2015). Legge 6 maggio 2015, n. 52. Disposizioni in materia di elezione della Camera dei 

deputati [Law 6 May 2015, n.52. Dispositions concerning the elections of the Chamber of 
Deputies]. (15G00066). Gazzetta Ufficiale della Repubblica Italiana 156(105), 1–21. 
https://www.gazzettaufficiale.it/eli/id/2015/05/08/15G00066/sg  

 
Italian Republic (2021). Legge Costituzionale 18 ottobre 2021, n.1. Modifica all’articolo 58 della Costituzione, 

in materia di elettorato per l’elezione del Senato della Repubblica [Constitutional Law 18 October 
2021, n.1. Modification to article 58 of the Constitution concerning the electorate for the 
election of the Senate of the Republic]. (21G00156). Gazzetta Ufficiale della Repubblica 
Italiana, 162(251), 1–3.  
https://www.gazzettaufficiale.it/eli/id/2021/10/20/21G00156/sg  

 
Italian Republic (2022). Legge Costituzionale 19 ottobre 2020, n.1. Modifiche agli articoli 56,57 e 59 della 

Costituzione in materia di riduzione del numero dei parlamentari [Constitutional Law 19 October 
2020, n.1. Modifications to articles 56, 57 and 59 of the Constitution concerning the 
reduction in the number of parlamentarians]. (20G00151). Gazzetta Ufficiale della 
Repubblica Italiana, 161(261), 1–2.  
https://www.gazzettaufficiale.it/eli/id/2020/10/21/20G00151/sg  

 
Kiger, M. E., & Varpio, L. (2020). Thematic analysis of qualitative data: AMEE Guide No. 131. 

Medical Teacher, 42(8), 846–854. https://doi.org/10.1080/0142159x.2020.1755030  
 
Kriesi, H. (2007). The Role of European Integration in National Election Campaigns. European 

Union Politics, 8(1), 83–108. https://doi.org/10.1177/1465116507073288  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 68 

Kuhn, T. (2015). Experiencing European Integration: Transnational Lives and European Identity (1st ed.). 
Oxford, UK. OUP Oxford. https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199688913.003.0001  

 
Lahusen, C. (Ed.) (2020a). Conclusion: the entangled paths towards European solidarity. In Citizens’ 

Solidarity in Europe: Civic Engagement and Public Discourse in Times of Crises (pp. 177–191). 
Cheltenham, UK. Edward Elgar Publishing. https://doi.org/10.4337/9781789909500 

 
Lahusen, C. (Ed.) (2020b). European solidarity: an introduction to a multifaceted phenomenon. In 

Citizens’ Solidarity in Europe: Civic Engagement and Public Discourse in Times of Crises (pp. 1–28). 
Cheltenham, UK. Edward Elgar Publishing. https://doi.org/10.4337/9781789909500  

 
Lahusen, C., & Federico, V. (Eds.) (2018). Introduction. In Solidarity as a Public Virtue? Law and Public 

Policies in the European Union (1st ed., pp. 11–32). Baden-Baden, Germany. Nomos. 
doi.org/10.5771/9783845290058  

 
Lahusen, C., & Grasso, M. (Eds.) (2018a). Solidarity in Europe: A Comparative Assessment and 

Discussion. In Solidarity in Europe. Citizens’ Responses in Times of Crises (1st ed., pp. 253–277). 
Cham, Switzerland. Palgrave Macmillan. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-73335-7  

 
Lahusen, C., & Grasso, M. (Eds.) (2018b). Solidarity in Europe–European Solidarity: An 

Introduction. In Solidarity in Europe. Citizens’ Responses in Times of Crises (1st ed., pp. 1–18). 
Cham, Switzerland. Palgrave Macmillan. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-73335-7 

 
Lahusen, C., & Theiss, M. (2019). European Transnational Solidarity: Citizenship in Action? 

American Behavioural Scientist, 63(4), 444–458. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764218823836 

Lega per Salvini Premier (2022). Elezioni Politiche 2022. Programma di Governo [2022 General Elections. 
Government Programme]. Lega per Salvini Premier. 
https://static.legaonline.it/files/Programma_Lega_2022.pdf  

Licata, D. (Ed.) (2022). Rapporto Italiani nel Mondo 2022 [Italians in the World 2022 Report]. Todi, 
Italy. Tau Editrice/Fondazione Migrantes. https://www.migrantes.it/rapporto-italiani-
nel-mondo-migrantes-mobilita-italiana-convivere-e-resistere-nellepoca-delle-emergenze-
globali/  

 
Lomazzi, V., & Vezzoni, C. (2018). Consolidamento e innovazione nelle surveys transnazionali 

europee [Reinforcement and innovation in transnational European surveys]. Sociologia e 
Ricerca Sociale, 2(116), 143–158. https://doi.org/10.3280/sr2018-116012 

 
Maggini, N. (2018). The Social and Political Dimensions of Solidarity in Italy. In C. Lahusen & M. 

Grasso (Eds.), Solidarity in Europe. Citizens’ Responses in Times of Crises (1st ed., pp. 127–157). 
Cham, Switzerland. Palgrave Macmillan. doi.org/10.5771/9783845290058 

 
Maggini, N., & Chiaramonte, A. (2019). Euroscepticism behind the Victory of Eurosceptic Parties 

in the 2018 Italian General Election? Not Exactly. JCMS: Journal of Common Market Studies, 
57(S1), 77–89. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.12930  

 
Mariotto, C., & Pellegata, A. (2023). Should EU member states help each other? How the national 

context shapes individual preferences for European solidarity. Comparative European Politics, 
21, 43–63. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41295-022-00301-9  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 69 

Mascitelli, B., & Battiston, S. (2008). The Italian Expatriate Vote in Australia: Democratic Right, Democratic 
Wrong or Political Opportunism? Ballan, Australia. Connor Court Publishing.  

 
Mau, S., Mewes, J., & Zimmermann, A. (2008). Cosmopolitan attitudes through transnational 

social practices? Global Networks, 8(1), 1–24. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-
0374.2008.00183.x 

 
McWilliams, B., Sgaravatti, G., Tagliapietra, S., & Zachmann, G. (2022). A grand bargain to steer 

through the European Union’s energy crisis. Policy Contribution, 14/22. Bruegel. 
https://www.bruegel.org/policy-brief/grand-bargain-steer-through-european-unions-
energy-crisis  

 
Mier, M. (2022). European and German Electricity Prices in Times of Natural Gas Crisis. EconPol Forum, 

23(6/2022). https://www.cesifo.org/de/publikationen/2022/aufsatz-zeitschrift/european-
and-german-electricity-prices-times-natural-gas  

 
Miklin, E. (2014). From ‘Sleeping Giant’ to Left-Right Politicization? National Party Competition 

on the EU and the Euro Crisis. Journal of Common Market Studies, 52(6), 1199–1206. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.12188  

 
Moffitt, B. (2015). How to Perform Crisis: A Model for Understanding the Key Role of Crisis in 

Contemporary Populism. Government and Opposition, 50(2), 189–217. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2014.13  

 
Morgese, G. (2014). Solidarietà e ripartizione degli oneri in materia di asilo nell’Unione europea 

[Solidarity and burden-sharing concerning asylum in the European Union]. In G. 
Caggiano (Ed.), I Percorsi Giuridici Per L’Integrazione. Migranti e titolari di protezione internazionale 
tra diritto dell’Unione e ordinamento italiano (pp. 365–405). Turin, Italy. G. Giappichelli Editore. 

 
Mosca, L., & Tronconi, F. (2019). Beyond left and right: the eclectic populism of the Five Star 

Movement. West European Politics, 42(6), 1258–1283. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2019.1596691  

 
Movimento delle Libertà (2022). Il nostro Programma [Our Programme]. Movimento delle Libertà. 

https://estensione.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/programma-
elettorale%E2%80%93movimento-delle-liberta%CC%80-elezioni-politiche-2022.pdf  

 
Movimento 5 Stelle (2022). Dalla parte giusta. La persona al Centro. Programma per un nuovo Umanesimo. 

Programma elettorale - Elezioni politiche 25 settembre 2022 [On the right side. The person at the 
Centre. Programme for a new Humanism. Electoral Programme – 25 Sptember 2022 
general elections]. Movimento 5 Stelle. https://www.movimento5stelle.eu/elezioni-
politiche-2022-programma-m5s/  

 
Nam, C. W. (2022). Introduction to the Issue on How to Deal with the European Energy Crisis? Core Challenges 

for the EU. EconPol Forum, 23(6/2022).  
https://www.cesifo.org/en/publications/2022/journal-complete-issue/econpol-forum-
062022-how-deal-european-energy-crisis-core  

 
 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 70 

Nelli Feroci, F. (2021). Introduzione. In F. Nelli Feroci & A. Dessì (Eds.), Il governo Conte bis, la 
pandemia e la crisi del multilateralismo. Rapporto sulla politica estera italiana [The second Conte 
government, the pandemic and the multilateralism crisis] (2020 ed.). Istituto Affari 
Internazionali (IAI). https://www.iai.it/it/pubblicazioni/il-governo-conte-bis-la-
pandemia-e-la-crisi-del-multilateralismo  

 
Nowicka, M., Krzyżowski, Ł., & Ohm, D. (2019). Transnational solidarity, the refugees and open 

societies in Europe. Current Sociology, 67(3), 383–400. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392117737817  

 
Osička, J., & Černoch, F. (2022). European energy politics after Ukraine: The road ahead. Energy 

Research & Social Science, 91, 102757. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2022.102757 
 
Palano, D. (Ed.) (2022). Introduction: Italian democracy in times of pandemic. In State of Emergency. 

Italian democracy in times of pandemic (pp. 7–37). Milan, Italy. EDUCatt. 
 
Partito Democratico – Italia Democratica e Progressista (2022). Programma elettorale 2022. Insieme per 

un’Italia democratica e progressista [2022 Electoral programme. Together for a democratic and 
progressive Italy]. Dipartimento per gli Affari Interni e Territoriali. 
https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-2022  

 
Pasquino, G., & Valbruzzi, M. (2023). The 2022 general Italian elections. The long-awaited victory 

of the right. Journal of Modern Italian Studies, 28(1), 1–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1354571x.2022.2150805  

 
Pellegata, A., & Visconti, F. (2021). The electoral consequences of European solidarity. LSE 

European Politics and Policy (EUROPP) Blog.  
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/europpblog/2021/11/03/the-electoral-consequences-of-
european-solidarity/  

 
Pellegata, A., & Visconti, F. (2022). Voting for a social Europe? European solidarity and voting 

behaviour in the 2019 European elections. European Union Politics, 23(1), 79–99. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/14651165211035054 

 
Piccolino, G., & Puleo, L. (2022). Between far-right politics and pragmatism: Assessing Fratelli 

d’Italia’s policy agenda. LSE European Politics and Policy (EUROPP) Blog. 
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/europpblog/2022/10/06/between-far-right-politics-and-
pragmatism-assessing-fratelli-ditalias-policy-agenda/  

 
Pierri, F. (2023). Political advertisement on Facebook and Instagram in the run up to 2022 Italian 

general election. WebSci '23: Proceedings of the 15th ACM Web Science Conference 2023, 13–22. 
https://doi.org/10.1145/3578503.3583598  

 
Pirro, A. L. P. (2018). The polyvalent populism of the 5 Star Movement. Journal of Contemporary 

European Studies, 26(4), 443–458. https://doi.org/10.1080/14782804.2018.1519484  
 
Roeder, A. (2011). Does Mobility Matter for Attitudes to Europe? A Multi-level Analysis of 

Immigrants’ Attitudes to European Unification. Political Studies, 59(2), 458–471. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9248.2010.00871.x 

 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 71 

Samadashvili, S. (2020). A brave, post–COVID-19 Europe. European View, 19(2), 122–130. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1781685820966909  

 
Scazzieri, L. (2020). Trouble for the EU is brewing in coronavirus-hit. Centre for European Reform. 

https://www.cer.eu/insights/trouble-eu-brewing-coronavirus-hit-italy  
 
Schelkle, W. (2018). The political economy of monetary solidarity: revisiting the Euro experiment. 

Wirtschaft Und Gesellschaft, 44(3), 335–367. 
 
Schimmelfennig, F. (2017). Theorising Crisis in European Integration. In D. Dinan, N. Nugent & 

W. E. Paterson (Eds.), The European Union in Crisis (pp. 316–336). Basingstoke, UK. Palgrave 
Macmillan. 

 
Seddone, A., & Bobba, G. (2020). Is something changing? Preliminary results about the impact of 

the COVID-19 emergency on the Italians attitudes towards the EU. Italian Political Science, 
15(3), 257–272.  

 
Senate of the Republic (2022). Costituzione della Repubblica Italiana. Testo vigente aggiornato alla legge 

costituzionale 7 novembre 2022, n.2 [Constitution of the Italian Republic. In force text 
adjourned according to the constitutional law of 7 November 2022, n.2]. Senato della 
Repubblica. https://www.senato.it/istituzione/la-costituzione  

 
Sommermann, K. P. (2022). The dimensions of the principle of solidarity in the European Union. 

In M. González Pascual & A. Torres Pérez (Eds.), Social Rights and the European Monetary Union 
(pp. 7–24). Cheltenham, UK. Edward Elgar Publishing.  

 
Stjernø, S. (2005). Solidarity in Europe: The History of an Idea (1st ed.). Cambridge, UK. Cambridge 

University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511490378  
 
Thym, D., & Tsourdi, E. (2017). Searching for Solidarity in the EU Asylum and Border Policies: 

Constitutional and Operational Dimensions. Maastricht Journal of European and Comparative 
Law, 24(5), 605–621. https://doi.org/10.1177/1023263X17741273  

 
Trenz, H., Brändle, V. K., Cinalli, M., & Eisele, O. (2020). Taking voice and taking sides: the role 

of social media commenting in solidarity contestation. In C. Lahusen (Ed.), Citizens’ Solidarity 
in Europe. Civic Engagement and Public Discourse in Times of Crises (pp. 149–176). Cheltenham, 
UK. Edward Elgar Publishing. https://doi.org/10.4337/9781789909500 

 
Ufficio Stampa MdL (2022). Elezioni, Massimo Romagnoli del Movimento per le Libertà è candidato alla 

Camera nella Circoscrizione Estero-Europa: porto la voce degli italiani all’estero come me [Elections, 
Massimo Romagnoli of Movimento per le Libertà is running for the Chamber of Deputies 
in the Abroad-European voting college: I bring the voice of Italians abroad with me]. 
Movimento delle Libertà. Last accessed: 13 June 2023. 
https://movimentodelleliberta.eu/elezioni-massimo-romagnoli-del-movimento-per-le-
liberta-e-candidato-alla-camera-nella-circoscrizione-estero-europa-porto-la-voce-degli-
italiani-allestero-come-me/  

 
van Oorschot, W. (2006). Making the difference in social Europe: deservingness perceptions among 

citizens of European welfare states. Journal of European Social Policy, 16(1), 23–42. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928706059829  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 72 

van Spanje, J., & De Vreese, C. H. (2011). So what’s wrong with the EU? Motivations underlying 
the Eurosceptic vote in the 2009 European elections. European Union Politics, 12(3), 405–429. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1465116511410750  

 
van de Vijver, F., & Tanzer, N. K. (2004). Bias and equivalence in cross-cultural assessment: an 

overview. European Review of Applied Psychology, 54(2), 119–135. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2003.12.004  

 
van der Eijk, C., & Franklin, M. N. (2004). Potential for contestation on European matters at 

national elections in Europe. In G. Marks & M. R. Steenbergen (Eds.), European integration 
and political conflict (pp. 32–50). Cambridge, UK. Cambridge University Press. 

 
Varpio, L., Paradis, E., Uijtdehaage, S., & Young, M. (2020). The Distinctions Between Theory, 

Theoretical Framework, and Conceptual Framework. Academic Medicine, 95(7), 989–994. 
https://doi.org/10.1097/acm.0000000000003075 

 
Vicentini, G., & Galanti, M. T. (2021). Italy, the Sick Man of Europe: Policy Response, Experts 

and Public Opinion in the First Phase of Covid-19. South European Society and Politics, 1–27. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13608746.2021.1940582  

 
Vollaard, H. (2014). Explaining European Disintegration. JCMS: Journal of Common Market Studies, 

52(5), 1142–1159. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.12132  
 
Wallaschek, S., & Eigmüller, M. (2020). Never Waste a Good Crisis: Solidarity Conflicts in the EU. 

In M. Donoghue & M. Kuisma (Eds.), Whiter Social Rights in (Post-) Brexit Europe? Opportunities 
and Challenges (pp. 60–68). Social Europe Publishing. 

 
Wincott, D. (2020). Imagine Solidarities: Brexit, Welfare, States, Nations and the EU. In M. 

Donoghue & M. Kuisma (Eds.), Whiter Social Rights in (Post-) Brexit Europe? Opportunities and 
Challenges (pp. 7–15). Social Europe Publishing. 

 
Zakeri, B., Paulavets, K., Barreto-Gomez, L., Echeverri, L. G., Pachauri, S., Boza-Kiss, B., et al. 

(2022). Pandemic, War, and Global Energy Transitions. Energies, 15(17), 6114. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/en15176114  

 
Zaller, J. R. (1992). The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion (1st ed.). Cambridge, UK. Cambridge 

University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511818691  
 
Zürn, M. (2000). Democratic Governance Beyond the Nation-State: The EU and Other 

International Institutions. European Journal of International Relations, 6(2), 183–221. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354066100006002002 

 
Zürn, M. (2019). Politicization compared: at national, European, and global levels. Journal of 

European Public Policy, 26(7), 977–995. https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2019.1619188 

+Europa (2022). +Europa con Emma Bonino. Programma elettorale 25 settembre 2022 [+Europa with 
Emma Bonino. 25 September 2022 electoral programme]. Dipartimento per gli Affari 
Interni e Territoriali. https://dait.interno.gov.it/elezioni/trasparenza/elezioni-politiche-
2022  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 73 

+Europa (2023). Statuto [Statute]. +Europa. Last accessed: 11 June 2023. 
https://piueuropa.eu/statuto  

 
  



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 74 

 

 

Appendix 
 

Italians Living Abroad: A Post-Electoral Opinion Survey 
 

1. Purpose of the survey 
The purpose of the following survey is to inquire about the perception of Italians living abroad 

over some EU-related issues and their participation in the last Italian parliamentary elections 
(September 2022). This survey is a data collection instrument for realising Nicole Molinari’s 
master’s thesis at Leiden University. The research will investigate the perception of European 
solidarity of Italians abroad and the possible influence it might have had on the national vote. 
 

2. Who can take part in the survey? 
This survey is directed towards people with Italian citizenship who voted in the last Italian 

parliamentary elections (September 2022) while living abroad in France, Belgium, or Germany. If 
you do not meet all the mentioned criteria, please do not complete this survey.  
 

3. Structure of the survey 
To provide your answer, select the box of the answer you deem correct or fill in the blanks. It 

will take around 10 minutes to complete the survey, which includes 25 questions. The survey 
features four different sections:  

- The first section features some questions on your opinion on some issues concerning the 
European Union and its current situation; 

- The second part further inquire by asking how you perceive the measures implemented by 
the EU concerning COVID-19 and the energy crisis; 

- Another set of questions is focused on your participation in the last Italian parliamentary 
elections (September 2022); 

- The last section asks you to provide some personal information.  
 

4. Usage and storage of the data 
Nicole Molinari will be the only person responsible for the data collection, storage, 

management, and analysis. The survey is anonymous; the data collected will be used only for the 
aforementioned purpose, stored just for the time necessary for the research purposes, and protected 
by technological means until their deletion. The data will be presented in the thesis in an aggregated 
way without possible identification of the respondents.  
 

5. Informed consent 
By ticking the box on the first question, you voluntarily accept to participate in the survey and 

consent to the treatment of your data. Therefore, you declare that: you have read the explanation 
relative to the study, been informed about the scope of the research, and have been reassured about 
the confidentiality of the personal data collected throughout the survey.  
 
Thank you in advance for participating and taking the time to complete the survey! In case of any 
doubts or questions, you can reach out to Nicole Molinari at n.molinari@umail.leidenuniv.nl . 



European Solidarity among the Italian Diaspora 
 

 75 

1. Do you voluntarily accept participating in the survey based on what was 
declared above? 

 
 
      I do accept participating in the survey. 
 
      I do not accept participating in the survey à please do not complete this survey. 
 
 

 
 

 
2. Did you vote in the Italian parliamentary elections of September 2022? 

 
 
      Yes, I did vote. 
 
      No, I did not vote à please do not complete this survey. 
 
      I do not remember à please do not complete this survey. 
 
      I do not have the right to vote à please do not complete this survey. 
 
 
 

 
 

3. At the time of the elections, in what country were you residing?  
This refers to people who have lived in one of these countries for at least three months. 

 
 
      Belgium 
 
      France  
 
      Germany 
 
      Other à please do not complete this survey. 
 
 

 
 
 

4. What is the first word that comes to your mind if you think of European 
solidarity? 

 
 
 
 
 

  
N  
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5. To what extent would you be in favour of establishing a binding system 
of equal redistribution of migrants among all EU member states? 

 
 
     Strongly in favour. 
   
     Somewhat in favour. 
 
     Neither in favour nor against. 
 
     Somewhat against. 
 
     Strongly against. 
 
 

6. To what extent would you be in favour of establishing a common EU 
fund, to which EU member states contribute based on their wealth, to 
help any EU member state potentially facing severe economic and 
financial difficulties in times of crisis? 

 
 
     Strongly in favour. 
 
     Somewhat in favour. 
 
     Neither in favour nor against. 
 
     Somewhat against. 
 
     Strongly against. 
 
 

7. To what extent do you agree that the EU should help all European 
citizens in a situation of poverty, even if this would mean that EU 
member states would have to pay more in terms of contribution to the 
EU? 

 
 
     Strongly agree. 
 
     Somewhat agree. 
 
     Neither agree nor disagree. 
 
     Somewhat disagree. 
 
     Strongly disagree. 
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8. To what extent do you agree that, in the country you indicated as your 
residence, you, as a European citizen, should receive the same social 
security benefits as the nationals of that country? 
Social security benefits include health assistance, family, disability, and retirement benefits.  

 
 
     Strongly agree. 
 
     Somewhat agree. 
 
     Neither agree nor disagree. 
 
     Somewhat disagree. 
 
     Strongly disagree. 
 

 
9. Considering the current situation in the European Union, do you feel… 

 
 
     Very close to citizens in other EU countries. 

   
     To some extent close to citizens in other EU countries. 

 
     Not very close to citizens in other EU countries. 
 
     Not at all close to citizens in other EU countries. 
 
     I do not know. 
 
 

10. Can you express the main reason motivating your last answer?  
 
 
 
 
 

11. Especially in the first year of the pandemic, EU member states have 
helped each other by sharing medical supplies and treating patients 
from other countries. In your opinion, would you say that… 

 
 
     All EU member states received and provided equal help. 
 
     Some EU member states provided more help than others. 
 
     Some EU member states provided help, while others did not help at all. 
 
     I do not know. 
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12. By referring to the current energy crisis, would you say that, to tackle 
it at the EU level, EU member states are… 

 
 
     Acting jointly for the common good of all EU member states. 
 
     Defending their national interests and advocating for the common good at the same time. 
 
     Prioritising their national interests. 
 
     I do not know. 
 
 

13. The next set of questions will ask you to provide your opinion on some 
measures taken by the EU to tackle the COVID-19 and energy crises. In 
general, would you say that you are… 

 
 
     Fully aware of these measures. 
 
     Aware to some extent of these measures. 
 
     Not really aware of these measures à please skip to question 17. 
 
     Totally not aware of these measures à please skip to question 17. 
 
 

End of section 1  
 
 

 
 
 
 

14. The EU has designed a recovery plan of more than 800 billion euros, 
NextGenerationEU, to support the economy of EU member states 
through grants and loans. The largest share is available for those 
countries hit the hardest by the pandemic and that present a weaker 
economic situation. What is your opinion of such a plan? Are you… 

 
 
     Strongly in favour. 
   
     Somewhat in favour. 
 
     Somewhat against. 
 
     Strongly against. 
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15. The temporary Support to mitigate Unemployment Risks in an 
Emergency is an instrument through which the EU provides loans to 
those EU member states that must spend more because of the pandemic 
to prevent mass unemployment. What is your opinion of such an 
instrument? Are you…  

 
 
     Strongly in favour. 
   
     Somewhat in favour. 
 
     Somewhat against. 
 
     Strongly against. 
 
 

16. In the proposal of the Council of the EU to address high energy prices, 
it is foreseen that member states can voluntarily decide to employ part 
of surplus profits made by energy companies to contribute to common 
EU measures against the crisis. To what extent would you be in favour 
of turning this into a mandatory contribution? 

 
 
     Strongly in favour. 
   
     Somewhat in favour. 
 
     Somewhat against. 
 
     Strongly against. 

 
 

End of section 2 
 
 

 
 

17. People talk of "the left" and "the right" in political matters. On a scale 
from 1 to 7, where 1 stands for "left" and 7 for "right", which number 
best describes your position? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Left Right 
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18. In the September 2022 Italian parliamentary elections, which party or 
coalition did you vote for the Chamber of Deputies?  

 
 
     Alleanza Verdi e Sinistra. 
 
     Azione–Italia Viva–Calenda. 
 
     Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio-Centro Democratico. 
  
     Lega per Salvini Premier–Forza Italia–Fratelli d’Italia. 
 
     Movimento delle Libertà. 
 
     Movimento 5 Stelle. 
 
     Partito Democratico-Italia Democratica e Progressista. 
 
     +Europa. 
 
     Other. 
 
 

19. In the September 2022 Italian parliamentary elections, which party or 
coalition did you vote for the Senate of the Republic? 

 
 
     Azione–Italia Viva–Calenda. 
 
     Impegno Civico Luigi di Maio-Centro Democratico. 
  
     Lega per Salvini Premier–Forza Italia–Fratelli d’Italia. 
 
     Movimento delle Libertà. 
 
     Movimento 5 Stelle. 
 
     Partito Democratico - Italia Democratica e Progressista.     
 
     Other. 
 

 
End of section 3 
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20. What gender do you identify with?  
 
 
     Female. 
 
     Male. 
 
     Prefer not to say. 
 

 
21. What is your age?  
Please write only the number (e.g. “27”) 

 
 
 
 
 

22. What is the highest degree you have acquired?  
 
 
     Middle school diploma or equivalent. 
  
     High school diploma or equivalent. 
 
     Bachelor’s degree or higher. 
 
     Prefer not to say. 
 
 

23. What is your current employment status?  
 
 
     Full-time worker. 
 
     Part-time worker. 
 
     Self-employed. 
 
     Student. 
 
     Retiree. 
 
     Homemaker. 
 
     Unemployed. 
 
     Prefer not to say. 
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24. How long have you lived in the country you indicated as your residence? 
Please indicate the number of months (e.g. “3 months”) or years (e.g. “5 years”) 

 
 
 
 
 

25. Have you ever lived in another country (different from Italy and the one 
you indicated as your residence) for at least three months? 

 
 
     Yes, I have. 
 
     No, I have not. 
 
     Prefer not to say. 
 
 

End of section 4 
 
 

 
 
Thank you for participating and taking the time to complete the survey! In case of any doubts or 
questions, you can reach out to Nicole Molinari at n.molinari@umail.leidenuniv.nl . 

 


