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The challenge to the system 
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The precursors 
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Poland, 24 May 2015 Brexit, 23 June 2016 USA Trump swing , 8 November 2016 



The flood 
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France, presidential first  

round, 23 April 2017 

Italy, 4 March 2018 

Netherlands, 15 March 2017 

Austria, 15 October 2017 

Germany, 24 September 2017 

Hungary, 8 April 2018 
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Die Zeit 

GRÜNE 20,5 % (21 MEPs) 

AfD 11 % (11 MPEs) 

BBC Bergamo News 

Elezioni 
Europee 

26 Maggio 
2019 

European
Elections 

May 2019 



The results of the flood 
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France, presidential first  

round, 23 April 2017 

Italy, 4 March 2018 

Netherlands, 15 March 2017 

Austria, 15 October 2017 

Germany, 24 September 2017 

Hungary, 8 April 2018 
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Strong anti-
Europeanism or 
Euroscepticism 



Anti-
Europeanism or 
Euroscepticism 

8 



What determines the rise of anti-system voting? 

The theories 
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The left behind 

Goodwin & Heath (2016); Hobolt (2016); Ford & Goodwin (2017); 
Essletzbichler et al. (2018); Gordon (2018) 

Hobolt (2016); Tyson &  Maniam (2016); Antonucci et al. (2017); 
Becker et al. (2017); Bonikowski, 2017; Essletzbichler et al. (2018); 
Gordon (2018); Lee et al. (2018); Rodrik (2018) 

A series of individual characteristics: “Older, working-class, white voters, 
citizens with few qualifications, who live on low incomes and lack the skills that 
are required to adapt and prosper amid the modern, post-industrial economy” 
(Goodwin & Heath, 2016: 325)  
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The left behind (II) 

Becker et al. (2017); Los et al. (2017); Rodrik (2018) 

Rodrik (2018) 

Goodwin & Heath (2016); Hobolt (2016); Antonucci et al. (2017); 
Becker et al. (2017); Ford & Goodwin (2017); Rodrik (2018) 
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The left behind (III) 

Lee et al. (2018); Gordon (2018) 
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A geography of discontent 

Rodden (2016); Cramer (2017); Bonikowski (2017); Essletzbichler et 
al. (2018); Martin et al. (2018); Gordon (2018) 

Refers to a series of geographical characteristics: “Local economic conditions 
were the single most important factor driving the pattern of voting” (Los et al., 
2017: 788) (see also Garretsen et al., 2018)  

Linked to the so-called “great inversion”:  Once prosperous rural  areas  and  
small and medium-sized cities have suffered relative economic decline and job 
loss (Moretti, 2012; Storper, 2013; Martin et al., 2018) 
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A geography of discontent (II) 

Lee et al. (2018) 

Goodwin and Heath (2016); Hobolt (2016); Becker et al. (2017); 
Ford and Goodwin (2017); Goodwin and Milazzo (2017); Lee et al. 
(2018); Rodrik (2018) 

Johnson (2015); Goodwin & Heath (2016); Shafique, 2016; Tyson &  
Maniam (2016);  Becker et al. (2017); Essletzbichler et al. (2018); 
Martin et al. (2018); Rodrik (2018) 
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The places that don’t matter 

Geography of discontent mostly linked to the crisis, often overlooking long-
term processes of decline  

Theory of the revenge of the places that don’t matter (Rodríguez-Pose, 2018): 
Anti-system vote linked to long-term decline by neglected places (or places that 
feel neglected). 

15 

Different types of long-term decline 



What determines the rise of anti-system voting? 

The evidence 
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Migration not an issue  
- Connected to a lower share of anti-

European vote 
- People who interact with migrants less 

likely to vote anti-European 

  

DEP. V.: Share of vote for 

parties opposed to European 

integration 

  

Strongly 

opposed (1) 

Strongly 

opposed and 

opposed (1&2) 

Strongly to 

moderately 

opposed (1, 2 

&3) 

OLS OLS OLS 

        

Economic change -0.62517*** -2.17514*** -0.51149*** 

  (0.042) (0.069) (0.067) 

Population density -0.00028*** -0.00049*** 0.00008*** 

  (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 

Distance to the capital -0.00455*** -0.00027 -0.00319*** 

  (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 

GDP per capita 0.03805*** 0.12058*** 0.07171*** 

  (0.002) (0.004) (0.004) 

Employment -0.17549*** -0.13802*** -0.24398*** 

  (0.007) (0.011) (0.012) 

Population 65 and over -0.25488*** 0.04391*** -0.04435*** 

  (0.008) (0.012) (0.012) 

Education -0.16896*** -0.19883*** -0.13344*** 

  (0.007) (0.010) (0.011) 

Migration -0.22746*** 0.03963*** 0.01727 

  (0.008) (0.011) (0.011) 

Share of no CHES vote -0.10733*** -0.21102*** -0.25758*** 

  (0.004) (0.005) (0.005) 

        

Observations 61,440 61,440 61,440 

R-squared 0.66415 0.60751 0.74710 

Country FE YES YES YES 

Adjusted R-squared 0.664 0.607 0.747 

F test 5495 10085 23308 

Economic decline a driver of anti-Europeanism 
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Robust standard errors in parentheses.  

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 

Ageing not an issue  
- Regions with older population tend to 

vote less for extreme anti-European 
parties 

- As is the case with moderate anti-
European parties 

Main results 
stand 

Density and rurality only apply for extreme 
anti-European options 

Once moderate anti-European parties are 
included, urban dwellers are more likely to 

vote for parties against European integration 

Four factors 
consistent and 

significant across 
different degrees 

of anti-
Europeanism: 

Economic change 
GDP per capita 

Education 
Employment 



  Economic 

change 

Industrial 

decline 

Employment 

change 

Natural 

population 

change 

VARIABLES OLS OLS OLS OLS 

          

Economic change -2.17514***       

  (0.069)       

Change in industrial employment   -0.31374***     

    (0.012)     

Change in employment     0.50161***   

      (0.088)   

Population change       0.65785*** 

        (0.021) 

Controls YES YES YES YES 

Country FE YES YES YES YES 

          

Observations 61,440 63,307 63,307 63,307 

R-squared 0.60751 0.61709 0.61387 0.61880 

Adjusted R-squared 0.607 0.617 0.614 0.619 

F test 10085 10872 10274 8870 

Economic and industrial 
decline as the drivers of anti- 

European integration vote 

Does all decline lead to anti-Europeanism? 
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Robust standard errors in parentheses.  

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 

Employment and 
population growth, by 

contrast, linked to 
higher votes for anti-

system options 



Left behind vs revenge of places that don’t matter 

Education an important factor for support (or lack of it) for 
European integration 

The left behind 

Local wealth an important factor for anti-Europeanism. But, in 
contrast to expectations, once other factors are controlled for, 
richer places are more anti-European 
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Left behind vs revenge of places that don’t matter 

The left behind (II) 

Low levels of employment a moderately important factor in the 
geography of EU discontent 

Presence of an elderly population does not result in greater anti-
EU vote. Once the economic trajectory, levels of education and the 
wealth of the place are controlled for, areas with large shares of 
elderly population tend to vote less for both radical and moderate 
anti-EU parties 
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Left behind vs revenge of places that don’t matter 

The places that don’t matter 
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Migration, a marginal player, if at all. Places with higher share of 
migrants tend to vote less for parties strongly opposed to 
European integration 

Density and rurality has less of a role than predicted by US 
political scientists. Once moderate anti-European parties are 
considered, more dense places resort to anti-EU vote 



Left behind vs revenge of places that don’t matter 

The places that don’t matter (II) 
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Distance to the capital not always significant. If anything, areas 
farther away from national capitals tend to be more pro-European 
integration 



Left behind vs revenge of places that don’t matter 

The places that don’t matter (III) 
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Long-term economic and industrial decline as the 
main drivers of anti-EU vote 

Population decline and low employment levels do 
not have the same effect in generating a 
geography of discontent. The creation of sheltered 
economies may be a factor behind this difference 



Conclusions 
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o Rise of anti-EU vote driven by a combination of socioeconomic and 
geographical factors  

 

 

 

 

EU discontent driven by places that don’t matter 
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o The influence of certain types of local economic decline greater than that of 
individual socioeconomic conditions 

oOnce long-term economic decline is taken into account, it becomes more 
difficult to assert that pro-/anti-system divides “cut across generational, 
educational and class lines” (Goodwin & Heath, 2016: 331).  
o Votes reflect long-term economic trajectories and, once this is controlled for, only education 

and lack of employment go constantly with predictions  

o  Migration, density and rurality become almost insignificant 

o And wealthy areas become more anti-system 

 

 

 

 

Where people live often trumps their condition 
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o If Europe is to combat the rise of a geography of EU discontent and fight the 
rise of anti-system parties 

oFixing the so-called places that don’t matter is possibly the way to start 
o Those suffering from long-periods of low-, no- or negative-growth 

o Industrial decline 

o Low employment rates 

o Brain drain 

o Out-migration 

o Neglect 

o And those that have been told there is no hope for them 

 

 

 

 

Fixing long-term economic decline essential 
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