Fidelio: not opening the doors to rebellious teens parliamentarians
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In politics, the phenomenon of sharpshooting can be common. The treason within the ranks, with
renegades voting against the political agenda of their own party, is quite common in Italy, along with
widespread practice of party hopping. Using a dataset of 34.630 votes in the Italian Chamber of the
Deputies between 2008 and 2013, we test whether more loyal members of the parliament are more
or less inclined to rebel votes in floor voting sessions. Using historical insights to instrument trans-
formistic tendencies among parliamentarians, the manuscript uncovers the fact that parliamentarians

crossing the floor are much more rebellious than their peers. Policy-making perspectives and impli-
cations are then suggested.

Preliminary version: extended abstract

1. Framework and conclusions of the paper

Among teenagers, a rebellious state of mind and desire
for change is quite common (Bonvalet et al., 2015). Rebel-
lious behavior is clinically described as “any persistent pat-
terns of behavior” being “in direct opposition to the rules,
values, and mores of a [...] community, culture, and the so-
ciety” (Greydanus et al., 1997).

In the context of Italy, parliamentary discussions regis-
ter similar rebellious behaviors, with members of the parlia-
ment (MPs) shouting and booing at each other (Romanini,
2017) when peers are voting in contrast to the political line
and opinion expressed by the parliamentary group of the
MPs (Rombi & Seddone, 2017). This phenomenon of “rebel
votes” echoes that of “transformism”, which is the longstand-
ing phenomenon (Graziano, 2010) of party switching (Bull,
2021), i.e., parliamentarians crossing the floor.

Both phenomena represent a wound to political account-
ability (Pasquino, 2020) and a principal-agent issue (Strgm,
2000). The wide diffusion of such practices in Italy is due to
an heterogeneity among interests and institutional arrange-

ments producing systematic low-quality representatives (Caselli

& Morelli, 2004) and bad representation of citizens interests
(Rosset & Stecker, 2019).

Culture plays an important role in the ever-changing in-
teractions (Tardi, 2007) characterizing Italian politics, which
is dependent on institutional tensions and constraints (Baum-
gartner et al., 2014) affecting the problem-solving activity
(Adler & Wilkerson, 2012) of lawmaking, which is depen-
dent on religious and moral backgrounds (Peach, 2002) and
“driving” laws (Casas et al., 2019).

Party are normally not willing to disclose internal rebel-
lion because it signals responsiveness, representativeness,

integrity, and transparency of the party (Fink-Hafner & KraSovec
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2013). Nonetheless, thanks to the data provided by the Open-
polis Foundation — an independent data journalism associa-
tion promoting transparency and open-data government — we
are able to track all parliamentary mutinies registered in the
XVI legislature (2008-2013).

In light of the information provided by the Italian Cham-
ber of the deputies, we are also able to control for impor-
tant MPs’ characteristics that are said to affect the legislative
agenda, such as: political spectrum (Chiou & Rothenberg,
2006), conservatism (Russel et al., 2020), gender (Gavoille
& Verschelde, 2017), schooling level (Besley, Montalvo &
Reynal-Querol, 2011), socio-economic background (Hayo
& Neumeier, 2014), political (Galasso & Nannicini, 2011)
and individual experience (Braendle & Stutzer, 2013).

Given that the X VI legislature was marked by an impor-
tant sexual scandal (Praino & Stockemer, 2021), allegedly
involving the Prime Minister (PM) in bacchanalia (Palmer,
2011) we also control for technocratic pressures (Marangoni
& Verzichelli, 2015). However, it must be said that, despite
the PM resignation, scandals had no echo on the parliamen-
tary composition (Orsini, 2014).

To deal with potential omitted variable bias related to
party switching, we exploit the fact that the Italian cultural
capital (Bourdieu, 2007) is peculiar. Italian customary be-
liefs and values are transmitted “fairly unchanged from gen-
eration to generation” (Guiso et al., 2006) and there is strong
evidence supporting the fact that many current values are in-
herited from the remote past (Tabellini, 2008).

To instrument the endogenous “transformism” regressor
we use a well known measure of social capital (Crescenzi
et al., 2013), which consist of the results of the 1946 In-
stitutional Referendum (IR), which estimates long-term in-
stitutional traits (Uleri, 2012). The referendum was asking
Italians, voting for the time after the Second World War,
whether to give Italy a Republican or Monarchic form to the
nation.

The IR represented a cesura in Italian history and a big

"fracture between those conservatives intended to give con-

tinuity to the former Kingdom of the Two Sicilies (Mas-
tropaolo, 2016) and its “purely clientelistic” traditions (Fonzo,
2019) and those willing to give a new republican tradition to
the country (Aimo, 2021).
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The referendum is a good measure of the division be-
tween conservatism and progressivism (Corbetta & Piretti,
2009) and, according to the hypothesis of the paper, is sym-
bol of fidelity and intimate bond between the sovereign party
(Aterrano, 2020). This phenomenon is reinforced by the fact
that such values are “capable of crossing the deepest political
caesuras in national history” (Adorno, 2020).

Eventually, the “social capital” of the referendum sedi-
mented specific cultural, political, and social practices across
centuries (Morese, 2020a) that generated veritable static po-
sitions even at the cost of obvious contradictions (Cristina,
2020). Therefore, in this sense, the monarchic votes repre-
sent a strong stance in favor of the status quo.

This intuition appears to hold also from a statistical point
of view. The first stage regressions suggest a negative corre-
lation between a unitary increase in the votes for the monar-
chy at the IR and party hopping (see ??). Indeed, former
monarchic areas have probably developed a specific and lo-
calized cultural response (Acemoglu & Robinson, 2021) that
see politicians unpunished when they are pursuing vested in-
terests (Alesina & Giuliano, 2015)

On the contrary, party switching produces a 7.3 unit change

in the rate of rebel votes (see ??), showing that most loyal
MPs are also less inclined in publicly criticize the party line.
These MPs, sticking firmly to their party’s policy direction
the auspicated “pillars of programmatic coherence” (Mas-
sari, 2009) that the literature wishes to be the vehicle for
government control and guidance (Franchino, 2006).

Combined, these results confirm that culture develops
slowly (Gorodnichenko & Roland, 2021) and that institu-
tional structures shape the organizational design of politics
(Besley & Persson, 2019) in the long run (Besley, 2020).

To conclude, it can be said that, while in the “stylisti-
cally and thematically disturbing” (Ransom, 2010) movie
Eyes Wide Shut, the word “Fidelio” is used as utmost repre-
sentation of fidelity and deep loyality (Whitinger & Ingram,
2003), in the case of parliamentarians, it appears that fidelity
is important for the party to close ranks, team up and act in
unison at parliamentary level.

2. Data, methodology, and results summary

The so-called “transformism” — meaning a migration from
the party of election to another one (Donovan & Newell,
2008) —has been demonstrated to be extremely harmful (Cur-
reri, 2004), but there are few studies exploring the reasons
behind its cultural values (Miles, 2014).

This paper tests empirically the hypothesis that trans-
formist deputies are less trustworthy and more willing to
give space to public criticism rebelling to the instructions
of the party. To do so, the paper exploits a panel dataset
of 33.970 observations, equal to the votes registered by 678
deputies (substitutes included) of the XVI legislature (29
April 2008-14 March 2013).

The institutional website of the Chamber of Deputies
provides a registry of MPs (e.g., age, sex, educational titles,
electoral district) and detailed information related to their

Table 1
Descriptive statistics

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
Rate of rebel votes 34,630 2.542336 6.428265 0 100
Rate of favorable vote 34,630 84.13695 27.83531 0 100
Rate of official missions 34,630 8.799276 24.52655 0 100

Monarchy votes 1946 IR 33,970 47.4892 16.78739 15 76.5
No party change 34,630.9138031 .2806587 0 1
Center-right parties 34,630 .5049668 .4999825 0 1
Mixed group 34,630 .0504765 .2189292 0 1
Center-left parties 34,630 .3703436 .4829037 0 1
Schooling level indicator 34,630 2.398008 .9344088 1 4
No previous parliamentary 34,630 .3896621 .4876807 0 1
Female MP 34,630.1972278 .3979115 0 1
Age under35 y.o. 34,630 .0563962 .2306885 0 1
35>Age<45 y.o. 34,630 .2282414 .4197051 0 1
45>Age<55 y.o. 34,630 .4486284 4973611 0 1
55>Age<65 y.o. 34,630 .2551834 .4359705 0 1
Age>65 y.o. 34,630.0846087 .2783026 0 1
Gov. Berlusconi IV 34,630 .7453942 4356457 0 1
Gov. Monti 34,630 .2364424 424903 0 1

Note: The table provides descriptive statistics of the XVI legisla-
ture votes (2008-2013) and composed of a total sample of 33,970
observations, based on the data of MPs provided by the OpenPolis
Foundation, the Chamber of Deputies and the Ministry of Interior.

parliamentary functions (e.g., secretariat of the Presidencys;
sub-secretariat of the government; the number of parliamen-
tary mandates; previous senatorial seat). The share of rebel
votes, favorable votes, and missions is gently provided by the
Openpolis Foundation. Information regarding the IV comes
from the Eligendo website of the Ministry of Interior.

The model parameters used to test the impact of parlia-
mentary turncoat on rebel votes are the following:

rebel,,, = B,(traitor),, + prX,,, + €,), 1)

The dependent variable — rebel,,,, — represents the share
of rebel votes registered monthly for each MP. Rebel votes
are described as votes against the line of the MPs’ parliamen-
tary group, with the exclusion of abstention votes (contrary
to what was done in Russo et al., 2014). The variable of in-
terest is a dummy variable — (¢raitor),,, — that assumes the
value of 1 if the MP has not changed political party or par-
liamentary group during his term of office and zero in case
of transformism. This variable is instrumented with the IR
monarchic results (see below, Figure 1)

The model also incorporates a vector X, of control vari-
ables, including: the sex; age; level of schooling of the MP;

affiliation to the center-left, center-right, or mixed group (“gruppo

misto”); the rate of favorable vote in floor voting sessions;
the rate of missions (i.e., justified absences) to floor voting
sessions; finally, a dummy for the BerlusconilV government
and a dummy for the Monti government.

The standard unobserved random term is represented by
€np and errors are double clustered at the MP and month
level.

Descriptive statistics of the dataset are provided in Ta-
ble 1.
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The instrumental variable catches the rate of votes for the
monarchy at the IR, according to which Italians were asked
to decide whether to give the nation a Republican or Monar-
chic form after the Second World War. The final result was
a win for the Republican form, but with an evident preva-
lence of monarchic preferences in some areas voting for the
institutional form to give to postwar Italy (Schinina, 2020).

A visual representation of the distribution of votes for
the monarchy at the referendum is provided in Figure 1. The
data is available from the historical archive of the Ministry
of Interior (“Archivio Storico delle Elezioni’).

Figure 1: The rate of votes for the monarchy in the 1946
referendum

Note: The figure highlight, from white to dark red, the proportion of votes for the monar-
chy in the 1946 institutional referendum. Yellow regions were subject to international
contention and Allied/Yugoslavian occupation. These observations were dropped from
regressions.

The referendum offered an image of an Italian penin-
sula neatly divided between North and South (Corbetta &
Piretti, 2009), symptomatic of a fracture between the repub-
lican ideas of a new “Risorgimento” (Aimo, 2021), and the
intention to give continuity to the former monarchic interest
(Mastropaolo, 2016), opportunistic preferences and contin-
gencies (Morese, 2020b).

The intention to give continuity to the monarchs (the
Piedmontese) that conquered by force the southern territo-
ries (former Kingdom of the Two Sicilies) is called by his-
torians “new institutional transformism” (Gheda, 2020), in
light of persistent cultural values formalizing institutional

immobility in the rules of the political game (Persson & Tabellini

2021) and closed client networks (Blando, 2019).

In the end, monarchic territories were always been marked
by closed privileges in public positions (Rocco, 1837), fear
of “shameless betrayal” from authorities (De’ Sivo, 1868)
corrupted and corrupting officials (Bruno Guerri, 2020), poor
institutions (Brosio, 2018) and a “vertical patron-client rela-

Table 2
2SLS regressions - |
M @ 0 @
VARIABLES No party change No party change Rebel votes Rebel votes
Monarchy votes -0.00236***  -0.000978***
(9.30e-05) (7.80e-05)
No party change -4.101%%*  7.344%%*
(0.871) (2.014)
Center-right coalition 0.256%** 1.054*
(0.00930) (0.540)
Mixed group -0.304%** -6.306%**
(0.0145) (0.676)
Center-left coalition 0.310%** 0.509
(0.00912) (0.642)
Ph.D degree -0.0511*** -0.194
(0.00947) (0.198)
Univ. Degree -0.0370%** -0.303***
(0.00263) (0.116)
12grade Sch.Lev. -0.0197*** -0.364
(0.00702) (0.236)
No previous experience 0.0170%** 0.244%%*
(0.00286) (0.0815)
Female MP -0.0178*** -0.325%**
(0.00281) (0.0821)
Rate of favorable votes 0.000693*** -0.123%**
(0.000107) (0.00650)
Rate of official missions 0.00117*** -0.138***
(0.000112) (0.00666)
Age under35 years old 0.0408*** -0.169
(0.00454) (0.199)
35>Age<45 years old 0.0195%** 0.197
(0.00323) (0.147)
45>Age<55 years old 0.00512** 0.166
(0.00253) (0.125)
55>Age<65 years old 0.0245%** -0.0155
(0.00337) (0.138)
Age>65 years old 0.0313%** 0.553%**
(0.00588) (0.198)
Berlusconi IV government -0.0450*** -0.237
(0.00472) (0.246)
Monti government -0.111%** 2.169%**
(0.00564) (0.334)
Observations 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970
Adjusted R-squared 0.020 0.320 -0.011 0.130
Centered R-squared 0.0203 0.320 -0.0107 0.130
Montiel-Pflueger critical values 37.418 37.418
Montiel-Pflueger F statistics 645.44%%% 157 02%**

Double clustered standard errors, at month and MP level, in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Note: The table reports the coefficients of the 2SLS regressions
of 678 MPs of the Italian Chamber of Deputies during the XVI
legislature (2008-2013).

tions of dependence” to the feudal monarchy (Putnam, 1993).

Regarding empirical results, a summary of the first and
second stage of the 2SLS regressions are summarized in Ta-
ble 2 while specifications are reported, extended, in Table 3.

3. Conclusions summary

Parliamentary rebellion is an aspect that was not given
much attention in the economic literature. The incentives
that drive our MPs to be more or less involved in the legisla-
tive activity are far from clear and empirical studies in this
area are still incomplete.

Using historical insights, the manuscript shows that there
’are radicated privileges and conservatory traits that have been
shaped, across centuries, anchoring cultural values (Miles,
2014) creaing a marked propensity for particularism in man-
aging relationships. Overall, the results confirm that party
switching, clientelism, and patronage politics are a severe
plague in Italy (Ginsborg, 2010).
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Table 3
2SLS regressions - |
1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) ™ (®) 9
15t stage
VARIABLES NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange NoChange
Monarchy votes -0.00236*** -0.00106*** -0.000914*** -0.000943*** -0.000961*** -0.000959*** -0.000917*** -0.000945*** -0.000978***
(9.30e-05) (7.70e-05) (7.86e-05) (7.87e-05) (7.88¢-05) (7.88e-05) (7.85e-05) (7.85e-05) (7.80e-05)
Center-right 0.270%** 0.270%** 0.268*** 0.269%** 0.268*** 0.262%** 0.262%** 0.256***
(0.00944)  (0.00939) (0.00945) (0.00945) (0.00949) (0.00944) (0.00944) (0.00930)
Mixed group -0.307*%*  -0.305*%*%*  -0.305***  -0.306%**  -0.307***  -0.313*%*¥*  _0.311***  _0.304%**
(0.0148)  (0.0148)  (0.0148)  (0.0147)  (0.0148)  (0.0146)  (0.0147)  (0.0145)
Center-left 0.316%** 0.317*** 0.315%** 0.317*** 0.317*** 0.313*%** 0.314%*** 0.310%**
(0.00930)  (0.00927)  (0.00931)  (0.00932)  (0.00932)  (0.00926)  (0.00926)  (0.00912)
Ph.D degree -0.0472%%%  _0.0481%**  _0.0454***  _0.0457***  _0.0487***  _0.0499*** _0.0511***
(0.00951) (0.00953) (0.00939) (0.00941) (0.00943) (0.00956) (0.00947)
Univ. Degree -0.0359***  -0.0353***  _0.0348*** -0.0352*** -0.0365*** -0.0367*** -0.0370***
(0.00263) (0.00262) (0.00263) (0.00265) (0.00264) (0.00265) (0.00263)
12grade Sch.Lev. -0.0154*%*  -0.0173**  -0.0162**  -0.0166*%*  -0.0174**  -0.0216*** -0.0197***
(0.00701)  (0.00698)  (0.00699)  (0.00699)  (0.00695)  (0.00697)  (0.00702)
No previous exp. 0.0101*** 0.0115%** 0.0126*** 0.0164*** 0.0159*** 0.0170***
(0.00252)  (0.00259)  (0.00272)  (0.00273)  (0.00288)  (0.00286)
Female MP -0.0156**%*  -0.0158*** .0.0170*** -0.0183*** _0.0178***
(0.00282) (0.00282) (0.00283) (0.00283) (0.00281)
Favorable votes -0.000103** 0.000926*** 0.000940*** 0.000693***
(5.17e-05)  (0.000105)  (0.000105)  (0.000107)
Official mission 0.00145***  0.00144*** 0.00117***
(0.000111)  (0.000111) (0.000112)
Age under35 y.o. 0.0395***  0.0408***
(0.00449)  (0.00454)
35>Age<45 y.o. 0.0186***  0.0195***
(0.00321) (0.00323)
45>Age<55 y.o. 0.00519**  0.00512**
(0.00249) (0.00253)
55>Age<65 y.o. 0.0246*** 0.0245***
(0.00336)  (0.00337)
Age>65 y.o. 0.0321%**  0.0313%**
(0.00589)  (0.00588)
Berlusconi IV gov. -0.0450***
(0.00472)
Monti government -0.111%%*
(0.00564)
Observations 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970
Adjusted R-squared 0.020 0.298 0.301 0.302 0.302 0.302 0.307 0.309 0.320
Centered R-squared 0.0203 0.298 0.301 0.302 0.302 0.302 0.308 0.309 0.320
2nd stage
No party change -4, 101%** -0 420%**  _11.33%** -10.19%** -0.634*** -10.34*** -5.912%** -6.168*** -7.344%%*
(0.871)  (1.962) (2.370) (2.297) (2.241) (2.256) (2.142) (2.099) (2.014)
Center-right 1.068* 1.581%* 1.211* 1.084* 1.072* 0.491 0.561 1.054*
(0.553) (0.659) (0.643) (0.630) (0.631) (0.585) (0.569) (0.540)
Mixed group S7.070%%*% 7. 631%** -7.284%%* ~7.137%%* S7.611%%* -5.607*** -5.701%** -6.306%**
(0.679) (0.795) (0.768) (0.752) (0.762) (0.727) (0.712) (0.676)
Center-left 0.413 1.029 0.601 0.474 0.837 -0.105 -0.00710 0.509
(0.636) (0.764) (0.744) (0.730) (0.735) (0.688) (0.674) (0.642)
Ph.D degree -0.662*%*%*  -0.642%** -0.538** -0.657*** -0.143 -0.176 -0.194
(0.224) (0.219) (0.211) (0.216) (0.190) (0.197) (0.198)
Univ. Degree -0.508*** -0.448%** -0.413%** -0.546%** -0.257** -0.269** -0.303***
(0.129) (0.127) (0.125) (0.127) (0.120) (0.119) (0.116)
12grade Sch.Lev. -0.246 -0.298 -0.256 -0.379 -0.222 -0.272 -0.364
(0.257) (0.254) (0.253) (0.252) (0.236) (0.236) (0.236)
No previous exp. 0.365%** 0.399%** 0.698*** 0.258%** 0.264%** 0.244%**
(0.0773) (0.0781) (0.0847) (0.0777) (0.0820) (0.0815)
Female MP -0.439%** -0.489*** -0.297*** -0.287*** -0.325%**
(0.0884)  (0.0892)  (0.0814)  (0.0833)  (0.0821)
Favorable votes -0.0269***  -0.133*%**  _0.132%k*  _0.123%**
(0.00198)  (0.00681)  (0.00680)  (0.00650)
Official mission -0.149%** -0.149%** -0.138***
(0.00710) (0.00708) (0.00666)
Age under35 y.o. -0.171 -0.169
(0.203) (0.199)
35>Age<45 y.o. 0.208 0.107
(0.150) (0.147)
45>Age<55 y.o. 0.157 0.166
(0.128) (0.125)
55>Age<65 y.o. -0.0508 -0.0155
(0.141) (0.138)
Age>65 y.o. 0.488** 0.553***
(0.201) (0.198)
Berlusconi IV gov. -0.237
(0.246)
Monti government 2.169***
(0.334)
Observations 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970 33,970
Adjusted R-squared -0.011 -0.044 -0.085 -0.058 -0.046 -0.048 0.124 0.122 0.130
Centered R-squared -0.0107 -0.0444 -0.0844 -0.0580 -0.0461 -0.0481 0.125 0.122 0.130
Kleibergen-Paap Wald F stat. 645.4 188.5 134.9 143.4 148.9 147.8 136.5 145 157
Cragg-Donald Wald F stat. 705 192.3 140 147.7 153.3 152.5 140.6 148.9 161.7
Kleibergen-Paap LM stat. 617.5%** 184%** 132, 7%%* 141.1%%* 146.5%%* 145 4%** 134.4%%* 142 .8%** 154 5***

Double clustered standard errors, at month and MP level, in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
Note: The table reports the 2SLS regressions of 678 MPs of the Italian Chamber of Deputies during the XVI legislature (2008-2013).

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 4 of 9



Should | stay or should | go?

Bibliography

Acemoglu, D. and Robinson, J.A. (2021), Culture, in-
stitutions and social equilibria: A framework, NBER
Working Paper 28832, Washington D.C.: National Bu-
reau Of Economic Research (NBER);

Adler, S.E. and Wilkerson, J. (2012), Congress and
the Politics of Problem Solving, Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press;

Adorno, S. (2020), Territori tra Monarchia e Repub-
blica, in S. Adorno (Ed.), 2 giugno: Nascita storia e
memorie della Repubblica. 2. Territori, culture politiche
e dinamiche sociali, Roma: Viella Libreria Editrice,
7-19;

Aimo, P. (2021), Review of Tito Forcellese (a cura),
2 giugno. Nascita, storia e memorie della Repubblica,
3: Geografie del voto e istituzioni, Roma, Viella, 2020,
pp. 331, euro 29,00, 1l Politico, 86(2), 196-213;

Alesina, A. and Giuliano, P. (2015), Culture and Insti-
tutions, Journal of Economic Literature, 53(4), 898-944,

Andersson, R., Quigley, J.M. and Wilhelmsson, M.
(2009), Urbanization, productivity, and innovation: Ev-
idence from investment in higher education, Journal
of Urban Economics, 66, 2-15;

Arnold, F., Kauder, B. and Potrafke, N. (2014), Out-
side earnings, absence, and activity: Evidence from
German parliamentarians, European Journal of Polit-
ical Economy, 36, 147-157,

Aterrano, M.M. (2020), L’unica ombra: mobilitazione
monarchica, ordine pubblica e la nascita della Repub-
blica di Napoli, in S. Adorno (Ed.), 2 giugno: Nascita
storia e memorie della Repubblica. 2. Territori, cul-
ture politiche e dinamiche sociali, Roma: Viella Li-
breria Editrice, 83-109;

Banfield, E.C. (1958), The Moral Basis of a Backward
Society, Glencoe: The Free Press;

Baumgartner, F.R.; Brouard, S.; Grossman, E.; Lazardeux,
S.G. and Moody, J. (2014), Divided Government, Leg-
islative Productivity, and Policy Change in the USA
and France, Governance: An International Journal of
Policy, Administration, and Institutions, 27(3), 423-
447,

Bednar, J. and Page, S. (2018), When Order Affects
Performance: Culture, Behavioral Spillovers, and In-
stitutional Path Dependence, American Political Sci-
ence Review, 112(1), 82-98;

Benigno, F. (2019), La rottura con la societa civile
come causa del crollo borbonico, Meridiana, 95 (BOR-
BONISMO), 21-38;

Besley, T. and Persson, T. (2019), Democratic Val-
ues and Institutions. American Economic Review: In-
sights, 1(1), 59-76;

Bonvalet, C., Clément, C., Ogg, J. (2015), Renewing
the Family: A History of the Baby Boomers, Cham:
Springer International Publishing;

Borchert, J. (2003), Professional politicians: Toward
a comparative perspective, in J. Borchert and J. Zeiss
(2003), The Political Class in Advanced Democracies,
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1-25;

Bourdieu, P. (2007), The forms of capital. In A. R.
Sadovnik (Ed.), Sociology of education: A critical reader,
New York: Routledge, 83-95;

Braendle, T. (2016), Do institutions affect citizens’ se-
lection into politics?, Journal of Economic Surveys
30(2), 205-227,

Braendle, T. and Stutzer, A. (2013), Political selection
of public servants and parliamentary oversight, Eco-
nomics of Governance, 14(1): 45-76;

Brosio, G. (2018), Coercion and equity with central-
ization of government: How the unification of Italy
impacted the southern regions, Public Choice, 177,
235-264;

Bruno Guerri, G. (2020). Il sangue del sud. Milano:
Arnoldo Mondadori Editore;

Bull, M.J. (2021): A lesson in Italian democracy from
the Maestro, Contemporary Italian Politics, 13(3), 384-
387;

Caglioti, D.L. (2002), Mezzogiorno e Risorgimento:
riscoperte, ‘revisionismi’ e nuove ricerche, Contem-
poranea, 5(4): 771-781,

Campbell, D.E. (2013), Social networks and political
participation. Annual Review of Political Science, 16,
33-48;

Carnes, N. and Lupu, N. (2016), What good is a col-

lege degree? Education and leader quality reconsid-
ered, The Journal of Politics, 78(1), 35-49;

Carocci G. (1956), Agostino Depretis e la politica in-
tema dal 1876 al 1887, Torino: Einaudi;

Carocci, G. (1995), Storia d’Italia dall’ Unitd ad oggi,
Milano: Feltrinelli;

Casas, A.; Denny, M.J. and Wilkerson, J. (2019), More
Effective Than We Thought: Accounting for Legisla-
tive Hitchhikers Reveals a More Inclusive and Produc-
tive Lawmaking Process, American Journal of Politi-
cal Science, 64(1): 5-18,;

Caselli, F. and Morelli, M. (2004), Bad politicians,
Journal of Public Economics 88(3—4),759-782;

Ceron, A. and Volpi, E. (2021), Breakups hurt: Party
switching and perceived proximity between politicians
and their party, Party Politics, 27(4), 656-666;

Chiou, F.Y. and Rothenberg L.S. (2006), Preferences,
Parties, and Legislative Productivity, American Poli-
tics Research, 34(6), 705-731;

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 5 of 9



Should | stay or should | go?

Closa, C. and Maatsch, A. (2014), In a spirit of solidar-
ity? Justifying the European Financial Stability Facil-
ity (EFSF) in national parliamentary debates, Journal
of Common Market Studies 52(4), 826-842;

Colapietra, R. (1956), Agostino Depretis e la politica
interna italiana dal 1876 al 1887, Belfagor, 11(3), 328-
336;

Crescenzi, R., Gagliardi, L. and Percoco, M. (2013),
Social Capital and the Innovative Performance of Ital-
ian Provinces, Environment and Planning A: Econ-
omy and Space, 45(3), 908-929;

Cristina, G. (2020), Il referendum in Sicilia. Linguaggi,
retoriche e rappresentazioni tra Repubblica e Monar-
chia, in M. Ridolfi and M. Ravveduto (Eds.), 2 giugno:
Nascita storia e memorie della Repubblica. 5. Im-
maginari, linguaggi e rituali, Roma: Viella Libreria
Editrice, 81-108;

Curreri, S. (2004), Introduction. Il transfughismo par-
lamentare tra dottrina e prassi, in S. Curreri, Democrazia
e rappresentanza politica : dal divieto di mandato
al mandato di partito, Florence: Firenze University
Press, 1-28;

Daniele, G., Galletta, S. and Geys, B. (2020), Aban-
don ship? Party brands and politicians’ responses to a

political scandal, Journal of Public Economics, 184(104172),

1-13;

De’ Sivo, G. (1868). Storia delle Due Sicilie dal 1847
al 1861: Volume 2. Roma: Tipografia Salviucci;

Desposato, S.W. (2006), Parties for Rent? Ambition,
Ideology, and Party Switching in Brazil’s Chamber
of Deputies, American Journal of Political Science,
50(1), 62-80;

De Francesco, A. (2020), La palla al piede: Una sto-
ria del pregiudizio antimeridionale, Milano: Feltrinelli
Editore;

Di Martino, P., Felice, E. and Vasta, M. (2020): A tale
of two Italies: ‘access-orders’ and the Italian regional
divide, Scandinavian Economic History Review, 68(1),
1-22;

Donovan, M. and Newell, J.L. (2008) Centrism in Ital-
ian politics, Modern Italy, 13(4), 381-397,

Erikson, J. and Josefsson, C. (2019), Does Higher Ed-
ucation Matter for MPs in their Parliamentary Work?
Evidence from the Swedish Parliament, Representa-
tion, 55(1): 65-80;

Felice, E. (2019), Economia e societa, Meridiana, 95
(BORBONISMO): 39-62;

Figlio, D.N. (2000), Political Shirking, Opponent Qual-
ity, and Electoral Support, Public Choice, 103(3/4):
271-284;

Fontana, S. (1984), Per una storia del trasformismo
(1883-1983), 11 Politico, 49(2): 303-320;

Fink-Hafner, D. and Krasovec, A. (2013), Factors af-
fecting the long-term success of new parliamentary
parties: findings in a post-communist context, Roma-
nian Journal of Political Science, 13(2): 40-68;

Fonzo, E. (2019). La nascita della democrazia repub-
blicana in provincia di Benevento (1943-1946), Soci-
etd e storia, 163(1), 91-122;

Foschi R. and Lauriola, M. (2016), Do Amoral Famil-
ism and Political Distrust Really Affect North—South
Differences in Italy?, Journal of Cross-Cultural Psy-
chology 47(5), 751-764;

Franchino, F. (2006), Democrazia, delega e burocrazia
nei sistemi presidenziali, parlamentari e sovranazion-
ali, Teoria politica, XXII(3), 59-79;

Frank, M. and Stadelmann, D. (2021), Political com-
petition and legislative shirking in roll-call votes: Ev-
idence from Germany for 1953-2017, Public Choice,
189, 555-575;

e Fruci, G.L. (2019), Mitografia e storia dei plebisciti di

unificazione nelle Due Sicilie, Meridiana, 95 (BOR-
BONISMO): 113-138;

Gagliarducci, S.; Nannicini, T. and Naticchioni P. (2010),
Moonlighting politicians, Journal of Public Economics,
94, 688-699;

Galasso, V. and Nannicini, T. (2011), Competing on
Good Politicians, American Political Science Review,
105(1), 79-99;

Gavoille, N. and Verschelde, M. (2017), Electoral com-
petition and political selection: An analysis of the ac-
tivity of French deputies, 1958-2012, European Eco-
nomic Review, 92, 180-195;

Gaxie, D. and Godmer, D. (2007), Cultural Capital

and Political Selection: Educational Backgrounds of

Parliamentarians, in H. Best and M. Cotta (eds.), Demo-
cratic Representation in Europe: Diversity, Change

and Convergence, Oxford: Oxford University Press,

106-135;

Gheda, P. (2020), I referendum del 2 giugno 1946 nei
quadri politici locali, in S. Adorno (Ed.), 2 giugno:
Nascita storia e memorie della Repubblica. 2. Terri-

tori, culture politiche e dinamiche sociali, Roma: Viella
Libreria Editrice, 21-40;

Ginsborg, P. (2010), Salviamo [’Italia, Torino: Giulio
Einaudi Editore;

Golden, M.A. (2003), Electoral connections: the ef-
fects of the personal vote on political patronage, bu-
reaucracy and legislation in postwar Italy, British jour-
nal of political science, 33(2), 189-212;

Gorodnichenko, Y. and Roland, G. (2021), Culture,
institutions and democratization, Public Choice, 187,
165-195;

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 6 of 9



Should | stay or should | go?

Graziani, A. (1978), The Mezzogiorno in the Italian
economy, Cambridge Journal of Economics, 2(4), 355-
372;

Graziano, M. (2010), The Failure of Italian Nation-
hood: The Geopolitics of a Troubled Identity, New
York: Palgrave MacMillan;

Greitemeyer, T., Hengmith, S. and Fischer, P. (2005),
Sex Differences in the Willingness to Betray and Switch
Romantic Partners, Swiss Journal of Psychology, 64(4),
265-272

Greydanus, D.E., Pratt, H.D., Patel, D.R. and Sloane,
M.A. (1997), The rebellious adolescent. Evaluation
and management of oppositional and conduct disor-
ders. Pediatric Clinics of North America, 44(6):1457-
85. doi: 10.1016/s0031-3955(05)70569-1;

Guiso, L., Sapienza, P. and Zingales, L. (2006), Does
Culture Affect Economic Outcomes?, Journal of Eco-
nomic Perspectives, 20(2), 23-48;

Harris, J.W. and Stocker, H. (1998),Handbook of Math-
ematics and Computational Science, New York: Springer-
Verlag;

Haselhuhn, M.P., Kennedy, J.A., Kray, L.J., Van Zant,
A.B. and Schweitzer, M.E. (2015), Gender differences
in trust dynamics: Women trust more than men fol-

lowing a trust violation, Journal of Experimental So-
cial Psychology, 56, 104-109;

Hayo, B. and Neumeier, F. (2014), Political leaders’
socioeconomic background and fiscal performance in
Germany, European Journal of Political Economy, 34,
184-205;

Heller, W.B. and Mershon, C. (2005), Party Switching
in the Italian Chamber of Deputies, 1996-2001, The
Journal of Politics, 67(2), 62-80;

Heller, W.B. and Mershon, C. (2008), Dealing in Dis-
cipline: Party Switching and Legislative Voting in the
Italian Chamber of Deputies, 1988-2000, American
Journal of Political Science, 52(4), 910-925;

Henderson, A.A. and Smith, C.E. (2021), When does
presenteeism harm productivity the most? Employee
motives as a key moderator of the presenteeism—productivity
relationship, Journal of Managerial Psychology, 37(6):
513-526;

Heppell, T. and Hill, M. (2008), The Conservative Party
leadership election of 1997: An analysis of the voting
motivations of Conservative parliamentarians, British
Politics 3(1), 63-91;

Hitlin, R.A. and Jackson, J.S. III (1977), On Amateur
and Professional Politicians, The Journal of Politics,
39(3), 786-793;

Hughes, S.C. (2002), Crime, Disorder, and the Risorg-
imento: The Politics of Policing in Bologna, Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press;

Hurd, D. (1997), Is there still a role for MPs?, RSA
Journal, 145(5480): 32-39;

Johansson-Stenman, O. (2008). Who are the trustwor-
thy, we think? Journal of Economic Behavior & Or-
ganization, 68(3-4), 456-465;

Jones, G.R. (1984), Task Visibility, Free Riding, and
Shirking: Explaining the Effect of Structure and Tech-
nology on Employee Behavior, The Academy of Man-
agement Review, 9(4): 684-695;

Kassin, S., Fein, S. and Markus, H.R. (2017), Social
psychology (10 Ed.), Boston: Cengage Learning;

Khorsheed, E. (2019), Women Parliamentarians Im-
pact on Economic Growth: A Cross-Country Analysis
Evidence, 2019 8th International Conference on Mod-
eling Simulation and Applied Optimization ICMSAO),
1-5;

Kato, J. (1998), When the Party Breaks Up: Exit and
Voice among Japanese Legislators, The American Po-
litical Science Review, 92(4), 857-870;

Koenker, R. and Bassett, G. Jr. (1978), Regression
quantiles, Econometrica, 46(1): 33-50;

Koenker, R. and Hallock, K.F. (2001), Quantile re-
gression, Journal of Economic Perspective, 15(4): 143-
156;

Kotakorpi, K. and Poutvaara, P. (2011), Pay for politi-
cians and candidate selection: An empirical analysis,
Journal of Public Economics, 95, 877-885;

Kreuzer, M. and Pettai, V. (2009), Party switching,
party systems, and political representation, in W.B.
Heller and C. Mershon (eds.), Political parties and leg-
islative party switching, New York: Palgrave Macmil-
lan, 265-285;

Libecap, G.D. (2011), Institutional Path Dependence
in Climate Adaptation: Coman’s Some Unsettled Prob-
lems of Irrigation, The American Economic Review,
101(1), 64-80:

Lupo, G. (2011), L’Unit4 d’Italia nella narrativa della
non-storia, dell’antistoria e della controstoria, Italian-
istica: Rivista di letteratura italiana, 40(2, L’UNITA
D’ITALIA NELLA NARRATIVA E NELLA STORI-
OGRAFIA LETTERARIA): 211-219;

Marangoni, F. and Verzichelli, L. (2015), From a Tech-
nocratic Solution to a Fragile Grand Coalition: The
Impact of the Economic Crisis on Parliamentary Gov-
ernment in Italy, The Journal of Legislative Studies
21(1), 35-53;

Massari, O. (2009), La parabola dei partiti in Italia:

Da costruttori a problema della democrazia, Democrazia
e diritto, 3-4, 23-46;

Mastropaolo, A. (2008), Politics against Democracy:
Party Withdrawal and Populist Breakthrough, in D.
Albertazzi and D. McDonnel, Twenty-First Century

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 7 of 9



Should | stay or should | go?

Populism: The Spectre of Western European Democ-
racy, New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 30-48;

Mastropaolo, A. (2016), 2 giugno 1946: Referendum
o plebiscito? Costituzionalismo, 2(Referendum e ap-
pelli al popolo), 103-138;

Mershon, C. and Shvetsova, O. (2008), Parliamentary
Cycles and Party Switching in Legislatures, Compar-
ative Political Studies, 41(1), 99-127,

Mershon, C. and Shvetsova, O. (2011). Moving in
time: legislative party switching as time-contingent
choice, i n N. Schofield and G. Caballero, Political
economy of institutions, democracy and voting. Berlin:
Springer, 389-402.

Mershon, C. and Shvetsova, O. (2013), Party System
Change in Legislatures Worldwide: Moving Outside
the Electoral Arena, New York: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press;

Miles, A. (2014), Addressing the Problem of Cultural
Anchoring: An Identity-Based Model of Culture in
Action, Social Psychology Quarterly, 77(2), 210-227;

Montanelli, 1. (2006), Storia d’Italia (vol. VI, L’italia
di Giolitti), Milano: RCS Libri;

Morelli, A. (2018), Sovranita popolare e rappresen-
tanza politica* tra dicotomia e dialettica, Diritto Cos-
tituzionale. Rivista Quadrimestrale, 1, 95-135;

Morese, G. (2020a), Il dilemma Monarchia-Repubblica
in Basilicata, in T. Forcellese (Ed.), 2 giugno: Nascita
storia e memorie della Repubblica. 3. Geografie del

voto e istituzioni, Roma: Viella Libreria Editrice, 75-
104,

Morese, G. (2020b), Il Mezzogiorno continentale nelle
relazioni prefettizie del semestre gennaio-giugno 1946,
in S. Adorno (Ed.), 2 giugno: Nascita storia e mem-
orie della Repubblica. 2. Territori, culture politiche
e dinamiche sociali, Roma: Viella Libreria Editrice,
41-65;

Neykov, N.M.; Cizek, P.; Filzmoser, P. and Neytcheyv,
P.N. (2012), The least trimmed quantile regression,
Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 56(6): 1757-
1770;

Nie, N.H. (1996), Education and democratic citizen-
ship in America, Chicago: University of Chicago Press;

North, D.C., Wallis, J.J. and Weingast, B. R. (2009).
Violence and social order: A conceptual framework
for interpreting recorded human history. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press;

OpenPolis (2013), Camere Aperte: Rapporto sull’attivita

del Parlamento nella XVI Legislatura. Aprile 2008 /
Dicembre 2012. Roma: OpenPolis Foundation;

Orsina, G. (2014), Berlusconism and Italy. New York:
Palgrave MacMillan;

Pacini, F., Martinico, G. and Delledonne, G. (2021),
Securing “Functional” Legal Eternity in Italy: Par-
liamentary Procedures, Electoral Legislation and the
Free Mandate for Members of Parliament, Revista de

Investigacoes Constitucionais/Journal of Constitutional
Research, 8(2), 321-346;

Palmer, Alex (2011), Il Cavaliere’s Last Ride: The
Many Scandals of Berlusconi, Harvard International
Review, 33(1), 9-10;

Pasquino, G. (2020), Italian democracy. How it works,
London, Routledge;

Peach, L. (2002), Legislating Morality: Pluralism and
Religious Identity in Lawmaking, Oxford: Oxford uni-
versity press;

Pencavel, J. (1991), Higher Education, Productivity,
and Earnings: A Review, The Journal of Economic
Education, 22(4), 331-359;

Persson, T. and Tabellini, G. (2021), Culture, insti-
tutions, and policy, in A. Bisin and G. Federico, The
Handbook of Historical Economics, 463-489;

Petraccone, C. (1994), Nord e Sud: Le due civilta,
Studi Storici, 35(2): 511-54;

Pierson, P. (2000), Increasing Returns, Path Depen-
dence, and the Study of Politics, The American Polit-
ical Science Review, 94(2), 251-267;

Praino, R. and Stockemer, D. (2021), The Electoral
Consequences of Scandals: A Meta-Analysis, Parlia-

mentary Affairs, FirstView, https://doi.org/10.1093/pa/gsaa068;

Principato, L. (2012). Divieto di mandato imperativo
da prerogativa regia a garanzia della sovranita assem-
bleare, Rivista telematica giuridica dell’Associazione
italiana dei costituzionalisti, 4, 1-24;

Putnam, R.D. (1993), What makes democracy work?,
National Civic Review, 82(2), 101-107

Quaresima, F. and Fiorillo, F. (2020), The economics
of politics: patronage and political selection in Italy,
Economics of Governance, 21, 27-48;

Quaresima, F.; Santolini, R. and Fiorillo, F. (2020),
Political affiliation in post-parliamentary careers in Ital-
ian public enterprises, German Economic Review 21(1),
35-64;

Ransom, AJ. (2010), Opening Eyes Wide Shut: Genre,
Reception, and Kubrick’s Last Film. Journal of Film

and Video, 62 (4): 31-46. doi: https://doi.org/10.5406/jfilmvideo.6!

Rasmussen, M.B. (2018), Accountability challenges
in EU economic governance? Parliamentary scrutiny
of the European Semester, Journal of European Inte-
gration 40(3), 341-357,

Reed, S.R. and Scheiner, E. (2003). Electoral Incen-
tives and Policy Preferences: Mixed Motives Behind
Party Defections in Japan, British Journal of Political
Science, 33(3), 469-490;

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 8 of 9



Should | stay or should | go?

Reid, G.S. (1980), The parliamentary contribution to
law making, Politics, XV (1), 40-44;

Ridolfi, M. (2020), Dai plebisciti risorgimentali al ref-
erendum del 1946, in M. Ridolfi and P. Totaro (Eds.),
2 giugno: Nascita storia e memorie della Repubblica.

6. I numeri del refendum istituzionale, Roma: Viella
Libreria Editrice, 13-35;

Rocco, N. (1837). Dell’uso e autorita delle leggi del
regno delle Due Sicilie considerate nell relazioni con
le persone e col territorio degli stranieri. Napoli: Ti-
pografia del Guttemberg;

Rogari, S. (1998). Alle origini del trasformismo: par-
titi e sistema politico nell’Italia liberale : 1861-1914,
Bari: Editori Laterza;

Rogers, J.R. (2002), Free riding in state legislatures,
Public Choice, 113, 59-76;

Romanini, L. (2017), Breve storia dell’ostruzionismo
nel Parlamento italiano, Raleigh: Lulu;

Rombi, S. and Seddone, A. (2017), Rebel Rebel. Do
Primary Elections Affect Legislators’ Behaviour? In-
sights from Italy, Parliamentary Affairs, 70(3), 569-
588, https://doi.org/10.1093/pa/gsw036;

Rose-Ackerman, S., Egidy, S. and Fowkes, J. (2018),
Due Process of Lawmaking: The United States, South
Africa, Germany, and the European Union, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press;

Rosset, J. and Stecker, C. (2019), How well are cit-
izens represented by their governments? Issue con-
gruence and inequality in Europe. European Political
Science Review, 11(2), 145-160;

Russell, C.; Lawrence, M.; Cullerton, K. and Baker, P.
(2020), The political construction of public health nu-
trition problems: a framing analysis of parliamentary
debates on junk-food marketing to children in Aus-
tralia, Public health nutrition 23(11), 2041-2052;

Russo, F. (2011), The constituency as a focus of repre-
sentation: Studying the Italian case through the anal-
ysis of parliamentary questions, The Journal of Leg-
islative Studies, 17(3), 290-301;

Russo, F., Troncon, F., Verzichelli, L. (2014), Snipers
and Switchers. The Difficulties of Parliamentary Rep-
resentation in the Italian X VII Legislature, Polis (Italy),
28(1):85-106;

Sater, J.N. (2007), Changing politics from below? Women

parliamentarians in Morocco, Democratization 14(4),
723-742;

Schachter, G. (2019), Cultural Continuity in Advanced
Economies: Britain and the U.S. Versus Continental
Europe, Abingdon-on-Thames: Taylor & Francis;

Schinina, G. (2020), 1l triplice voto siciliano del 1946
tra disomogeneita, persistenze e discontinuita, in T.
Forcellese (Ed.), 2 giugno: Nascita storia e memorie

della Repubblica. 3. Geografie del voto e istituzioni,
Roma: Viella Libreria Editrice, 27-45;

Skazlic, I. (2021), Routine or Rare Activity? A Quan-
titative Assessment of Parliamentary Scrutiny in the
European Semester, Politics and Governance 9(3), 112-
123;

Siddali, S. (2015), Frontier Democracy: Constitutional
Conventions in the Old Northwest. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press;

Stefan, L. Gherghina, S. and Chiru, M. (2012), We
all agree that we disagree too much: attitudes of Ro-
manian MPs towards party discipline, East European
Politics, 28(2), 180-192;

Strom, K. (2000), Delegation and accountability in
parliamentary democracies, European Journal of Po-
litical Research, 37(3), 261-290;

Szab6, C.M. and Csikésné Macz6, E. (2022), How
generations see each other -The reality of generation
stereotypes, Hungarian Educational Research Jour-
nal 12(1), 108-120;

Tabellini, G. (2008), Institutions and Culture, Jour-
nal of the European Economic Association, 6(2-3),
255-294;

Tardi, G. (2007), Change of Political Allegiance in
Parliamentary Life, Commonwealth Law Bulletin, 33(3),
441-453;

Tor6esik, M., Sziics, K. and Kehl, D. (2014), How
Generations Think: Research on Generation Z, Acta
Universitatis Sapientiae, Communicatio, 1, 23-45;

Uleri, P.V. (2012), Institutions of citizens’ political par-
ticipation in Italy: crooked forms, hindered institu-
tionalization, in M. Setild and T. Schiller, (eds.), Cit-
izens’ initiatives in Europe: Procedures and conse-
quences of agenda-setting by citizens, London: Pal-
grave Macmillan, 71-88;

Verzichelli, L. (2000), Cambiare casacca, o della flu-
idita parlamentare, I/ Mulino, 49(2), 273-284;

Weingast, B.R., Shepsle, K. A. and Johnsen, C. (1981),
The political economy of benefits and costs: A neo-
classical approach to distributive politics, Journal of
political Economy, 89(4), 642-664,

e Whitinger, R. and Ingram, S. (2003), Schnitzler, Kubrick,

and “Fidelio”, Mosaic: An Interdisciplinary Critical
Journal, 36(3): 55-71;

e Yao, Y. (2019), Does higher education expansion en-

hance productivity?, Journal of Macroeconomics, 59,
169-194;

Umberto Nizza: Preprint submitted to Elsevier

Page 9 of 9



