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One of the most relevant results of the 2013 gen-
eral elections, compared with those from 2008, is, 
without any doubt, the electoral decline of the two 
coalitions of the center-left and the center-right.1 
Indeed, the two main coalitions have collectively 
lost nearly 11 million votes. In particular, the cent-
er-right has lost a little more than 7 million votes 
(i.e., 42% of its 2008 consensus), while the center-
left has lost more than 3.5 million votes (i.e., 27% 
of its 2008 consensus). Once again, almost half of 
the center-right’s electorate decided not to vote for 
Silvio Berlusconi’s coalition. This is mirrored by 
the center-left, which was abandoned by almost a 
fourth of its electorate. This electoral meltdown has 
involved both coalitions, even though the center-
right is the political coalition that registered the 
biggest losses, winning 46.8% in 2008 but free-
falling to 29.2% in 2013. Furthermore, in 2008, 
the two coalitions together represented 84.4% of 
the total valid votes, while in 2013, they represent 
“only” 58.7%. All this indicates strongly how the 
Italian party system2 has entered a restructuring 
phase with increasing electoral volatility.3

The center-right lost votes in all regions of Italy, 
but particularly in Liguria (−51%), Sicily (−49%), 
Sardinia and Trentino-Alto Adige (−48%), Marche 
(−46%), and Emilia-Romagna and Friuli-Venezia 
Giulia (−45%). Conversely, the losses registered in 
the majority of southern regions and in Umbria 
are below the national average. In similar fashion, 
the center-left electoral decline occurs in all the re-

1  For a thorough analysis of the 2008 election results, see 
D’Alimonte and Chiaramonte (2010).
2  For an analysis of the evolution of the party system in 
Italy, see Chiaramonte (2007, 2010).
3  For further information on the concept of electoral vola-
tility, see Pedersen (1979) and Bartolini (1986).

gions in Italy (with the exception of Trentino-Alto 
Adige). The most significant losses, those above the 
national average, occur in the southern regions, 
especially in Molise (−40%), where it was known 
that Antonio Di Pietro’s party no longer belongs 
to the coalition. The losses continued in Abruzzo 
(−38%), Sicily (−34%), Sardinia, Apulia, Campa-
nia, Calabria (−31%), Liguria (−32%), and Marche 
(−36%). The losses registered in many of the former 
“red zone”4 regions and in the north are either near 
the average or below it.

The inability of the main political coalitions to 
gather support may be caused by some concurrent 
phenomena. First, with respect to 2008, the elec-
toral turnout5 decreased by approximately 5 per-
centage points (i.e., almost 2.6 million votes). This 
drop is deeper than just the physiological decline 
of participation due to the generational turnover 
(to be estimated at two percentage points in the 
downward). One can therefore hypothesize that a 
good portion of the total votes for the two main 
coalitions in 2008 ended in abstention in 2013. 
Moreover, during the most recent general elec-
tions, the M5S was incredibly successful, obtain-
ing more than 8.5 million votes in the Chamber, 
winning 25.6% of the seats. This is can be attrib-
uted to the success of M5S  and Beppe Grillo to ob-
tain votes from the other two main center-left and 
center-right coalitions. Grillo has been able to col-
lect votes nationally at a pretty homogeneous level, 
represented most strongly in Sicily (33.5%), Marche 

4  For a thorough examination of the characteristics of 
the red subculture and of the electoral behavior of the re-
gions within it, see Baccetti and Messina (2009), Diamanti 
(2010), Floridia (2010), and De Sio (2011).
5  For an analysis of the evolution in Italian electoral turn-
out, see Tuorto (2010).
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and Liguria (32.1%). It is important to highlight 
that both Liguria and Sicily are the regions where 
the center-right lost the most votes compared with 
the 2008 elections (almost half of the votes), and 
at the same time, they are two regions where the 
center-left (always compared with 2008) saw losses 
above the national average. As for the center-left, 
it is important to note how the coalition’s small-
est loss was recorded in Lombardy (−18%), where 
the M5S only reached 19.6%, the worst percentage 
obtained by Grillo’s movement with the exception 
for Trentino-Alto Adige (14.6%). The only region of 
the former “red zone” where the losses for the cent-
er-left are above the national average, as we have 
already seen, is Marche, one of the regions where 
the M5S was most successful. 

Finally, Mario Monti’s coalition, compared 
with the UdC in 2008, increased, in absolute terms, 
its votes in all regions except in Sicily, where it lost 
almost 50,000 votes compared with 2008 (−19%). 
In Sicily, Monti and his coalition could not surpass 
5.9% in the Senate and failed to get any candidates 
elected. At the national level, the center coalition 
led by Monti obtained almost 3.5 million votes, 
while the UdC obtained more than 2 million votes 
by itself in 2008. In the diachronic comparison, 
it is important to point out that Monti’s coalition 
showed a territorial distribution of votes notably 
different from that of the UdC in 2008. The regions 
where it saw an increase in votes are Trentino-
Alto Adige (+229%), Lombardy (+164%), Ligu-
ria (+145%), Piedmont (+119%), Emilia-Romagna 
(+108%), Veneto (+104%), and Friuli-Venezia Giulia 
(+102%). The biggest electoral growth occurred 
in these northern regions. In this respect, it is re-
markable that the regions where Monti’s list does 
not reach the electoral threshold of 8% minimum 
in the Senate are all midsouth regions: Lazio, Sar-
dinia, Abruzzo, Calabria, and Sicily. 

Therefore, these elections mark an evident 
electoral decline for the two main coalitions of 
the center-left and center-right, both incapable of 
keeping a significant share of their own electorates. 
This increased electoral volatility can be explained 

to some extent by the growing disaffection toward 
politics and the subsequent increase in abstentions. 
On the other hand, there is now a different com-
petitive dynamic in Italian politics: no longer are 
there only two main coalitions (bipolar); rather, 
now there are four (quadripolar). In particular, a 
new political force, the M5S, has been highly com-
petitive and a viable and popular choice for many 
electors who had previously cast their ballot for the 
center-right or center-left in 2008. 
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