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Consistent with the gender affinity literature, the presence of a female party leader can eradicate 
the radical-right gender gap. However, we argue that the political agenda of the candidate and 
her party plays a greater role in attracting the female vote than any identitarian appeal. In this 
article, we test whether sharing personal characteristics with Meloni (that is, being a parent, 
a Christian and morally conservative) reinforced support for Meloni and Fratelli d’Italia (FdI) 
among women more than among men in the 2022 Italian national election. In doing so, we go 
beyond the sole category of gender to investigate whether a gender gap persists within specific 
subcategories of women and men. Data come from the Italian National Election Study (Itanes) 
2022 survey, analysing both the evaluation of Meloni as party leader and propensity to vote 
for FdI. Overall, the results do not support the expectation of a relatively higher consensus for 
Giorgia Meloni and FdI among women who are mothers, religious and morally traditional.
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Key messages

•	 Electing a female prime minister does not guarantee support for women’s rights.
•	 A radical-right leader’s gender identity or her party’s policy proposals on women’s issues 

do not attract more women than men.
•	 It is important to analyse gender gaps within subcategories of women and men.
•	 Different strategies can be found across female leaders, and the effectiveness on the female 

electorate must be traced.
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Introduction

In the 2022 Italian general election, Fratelli d’Italia (Brothers of Italy [FdI]) was the 
party that received the most votes. This was seen as a novelty for two reasons. First, 
FdI is a relatively new radical-right (RR) populist party that had been marginal up 
until the 2018 general election (2 per cent of votes in the 2013 general election; 3.7 
per cent and no seats in the 2014 European Parliament election; 4.4 per cent in the 
2018 general election). Second, party leader Giorgia Meloni became the first female 
prime minister in the history of the Italian Republic. Undeniably, the appointment 
of Giorgia Meloni as prime minister was praised in public opinion as a progressive 
move towards gender equity. Figures like Hillary Clinton remarked that ‘the election 
of the first woman Prime Minister in a country always represents a break with the 
past, and that is certainly a good thing’ (cited in Ben-Ghiat, 2022). However, there 
are reasons to argue that the electoral consensus for Meloni and her party does not 
present elements of innovation in the realm of gender equality, considering the 
conservative political line the party and its leader hold on the matter.

Far from bringing modern rhetoric to the public arena, FdI has articulated the 
most explicitly conservative ideologies regarding sexual and gender equality in the 
Italian political landscape. It cultivates a lengthy dialogue with the past and with moral 
traditionalism, building its appeal via the use of post-fascist symbolic elements and 
stances of illiberalism (Baldini et al, 2022). The party explicitly invokes gendered 
and militarised patriarchal norms (Colella, 2021) tied to Mussolini’s fascism in the 
title ‘Brothers of Italy’ and in its slogan: ‘God, Fatherland, Family’. Moreover, FdI 
members demonstrate a political thought dotted with features of illiberalism – by 
definition, a reaction against ‘liberalism in all its varied scripts’, including ‘civilisational’ 
(Laruelle, 2022: 309) – in the way they support traditional hierarchies, as well as policy 
proposals that reduce or dismantle liberal rights. Indeed, in line with other parties 
defined as RR populist parties (for example, Fidesz in Hungary), it is often seen 
opposing feminism and gender-equality measures, same-sex marriage, and gender 
studies, aiming instead to re-establish traditional family roles and associated gender 
roles (Colella, 2021). In fact, the success of women in far-right populist parties – often 
referred to in the literature as ‘Männerparteien’ for their predominant male leadership, 
representation and voter base – has largely been attributable to how these candidates 
strategically align their gender identity and policy proposals to conservative values 
(Weeks et al, 2023). In the case of FdI, party leader Giorgia Meloni has invoked 
parenthood, Christianity and moral traditionalism as the core features of her identity 
as a female politician on more than one occasion. She has also openly stressed the 
need to respond to structural challenges like Italy’s declining birth rate by proposing 
policies in support of families and to assist women who decide to carry a pregnancy 
to term. Starting from these considerations, in this article, we wish to investigate 
the role of gender in the success of Giorgia Meloni and her party in the 2022 Italian 
national election. In particular, we intend to test whether sharing personal identity 
features with Giorgia Meloni reinforces a positive evaluation of Meloni’s leadership 
and propensity to vote for FdI, especially among the female electorate. In doing 
so, our contribution aims to go beyond the traditional approach to the gender gap 
in leader evaluation and voting behaviour by examining differences within specific 
subcategories of women and men (Gidengil, 2007; Barisione, 2014). We address 
our research questions using Italian National Election Study (Itanes) 2022 survey 

Brought to you by Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa | Authenticated silvia.keeling@sns.it/ Author's copy | Downloaded 08/15/25 05:11 PM UTC



When gender does not matter in the success of a female leader

3

data, analysing both the evaluation of Giorgia Meloni and votes for FdI. Overall, the 
results do not support the expectation of a relatively higher consensus for Giorgia 
Meloni and FdI among women who are mothers, religious and morally traditional. 
While these women tend to be more supportive of Giorgia Meloni and her party 
than other women without those characteristics, they do not differ substantially from 
their male counterparts. In the conclusion, we draw some implications from our 
results by engaging with the literature on gender, gender issues and voting behaviour.

The gender gap in voting behaviour
Overview
In most Western democracies, gender has had a considerable influence on people’s 
political ideology and, consequently, on their voting decisions. Historically, women 
have positioned themselves to the right of men, voting for the more conservative 
parties in line with the values of the dominant culture. This trend, known as the 
traditional gender gap (Inglehart and Norris, 2003), was explained on the basis of 
women being excluded from the labour market and the public debate and, hence, 
unaware about the emerging class-based issues like workers’ conditions and rights, 
which were drawing many men to the left. However, this rapidly changed once 
traditional, patriarchal family models declined, together with the levels of religiosity, 
and women, ever more present in the labour market and tertiary education, started 
to have different stakes at heart (Inglehart and Norris, 2000; Iversen and Rosenbluth, 
2006; Giger, 2009; Abendschön and Steinmetz, 2014). In fact, they drew closer to 
policy proposals like the defamilialisation of social services and education or the 
extension of public welfare institutions, which could ease the burden of working 
both in and out of the household and were addressed mostly by left-of-centre political 
parties (see, for example, Manza and Brooks, 1998; Erickson and O’Neill, 2002; 
Iversen and Rosenbluth, 2006). Indeed, by the late 1970s, women ‘dealigned’ from 
the conservative political parties they had previously supported. As a result, gender 
differences in voting preferences initially diminished and eventually disappeared 
around the 1980s, sometimes even reversing, with women voting to the left of men. 
When there is no gender gap in voting preferences, scholars talk about a ‘gender 
dealignment’, in that there is no connection between voting and gender (Campbell, 
2006: 1). Instead, when women are more inclined towards progressive issues (as 
compared to men), it is referred to as a ‘modern gender gap’ (see, for example, 
Inglehart and Norris, 2000; 2003).

The RR gender gap

In recent years, a new gender gap in party voting intentions has emerged, with 
men increasingly leaning towards RR parties more than women (see, for example, 
Givens, 2004; Immerzeel et al, 2015; Spierings and Zaslove, 2015; Coffé, 2018; 
2019). Indeed, RR parties stand out as having the largest over-representation of 
male voters among all party families. This tendency, defined as the RR gender gap 
(RRGG), is partly motivated by these parties supporting a particular segment of 
workers, that is, manual workers, most of whom are men and most of whom feel 
threatened by modernisation and globalisation, which bring increased competition 
from low-wage workers. This makes many working-class men receptive to the RR 
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anti-immigration and anti-globalisation rhetoric (Rodrik, 2021), and indeed, since 
the 1990s, RR parties have performed best with working-class voters across Europe 
(Oesch, 2008; Kriesi and Schulte-Cloos, 2020). An alternative explanation traces 
the gap back to differing perspectives on gender roles. RR parties tend to defend 
traditional roles, but the rise in education levels and female employment, as well as the 
development of a feminist counterculture, has rendered this degree of conservatism 
unattractive to many women. Conversely, some men might view feminism as a 
threat and reinforce their conservative stances as a form of counteraction. Another 
factor contributing to the RRGG could be that women feel unrepresented by RR 
parties and their leaders, who are often stigmatised as extreme and violent political 
outsiders (Blinder et al, 2013; Harteveld and Ivarsflaten, 2016; Oshri et al, 2023). 
Indeed, women are socialised differently from men from an early age, and girls’ 
education generally promotes submission to norms while discouraging aggression 
and assertiveness. Moreover, RR leaders have historically been men (Miller-Idriss 
and Pilkington, 2017), and previous research has shown that women tend to prefer 
female candidates (for example, the gender affinity effect, as described by Ortega 
et al [2025] and Schwarz and Coppock [2022]).

Nevertheless, RR political parties have recently attempted to strategically appeal 
to the female electorate by addressing gender issues in their political agenda from a 
conservative stance. This strategy typically manifests in a few key elements: addressing 
work–life balance challenges through familistic welfare policies, which support 
caregivers (for Italy and Poland, see Meardi and Guardiancich, 2021), or racialising 
gender-based violence within a femonationalist framework (for Belgium, see Rahbari, 
2020; for Italy, Germany and Sweden, see Reinhardt et al, 2023).

Also, the strategic role of female political representatives in far-right populist parties 
has been documented from a comparative perspective (Weeks et al, 2023). There is 
sufficient evidence to suggest a common effort to bring gender issues to the right. 
This can be observed across many European countries (Caiani and Stefanutto Rosa, 
2023). In addition to Giorgia Meloni, this includes prominent figures like Marine 
Le Pen (former president of the Rassemblement National [RN] in France), Pia 
Kjærsgaard (former leader of the Danish People’s Party), Riikka Purra (leader of the 
Finns Party) and Alice Weidel (co-chair of Alternative for Deutschland).

Occasionally, the presence of a woman in a leading position has even helped mitigate 
the RRGG. Indeed, in France, for instance, Marine Le Pen’s presidency of her party 
is credited with dissolving the gender gap in support for the RN. The RRGG in the 
vote for the then Front National began to erode in 2012, coinciding with the end of 
Jean-Marie Le Pen’s presidency and the beginning of his daughter Marine Le Pen’s, a 
phenomenon known as the ‘Marine Le Pen effect’, which highlights the significant 
role that the gender of the leader played in these dynamics (Amengay et al, 2017). 
Le Pen has actively sought to increase women’s support since she took the helm of 
the RN, using her identity as a symbol to distance herself from the party’s past. Le 
Pen has presented herself as a ‘modern’ and ‘ordinary’ woman, adopting pro-choice 
stances in sharp contrast to her father’s deliberately sexist and masculine rhetoric, 
making the far right seem less extremist and more relatable. This strategy – referred 
to as the ‘gendered normalisation’ strategy (Achin and Lévêque, 2017) – has been 
particularly effective on younger women, who represented the largest segment of the 
18- to 24-year-olds voting for the RN in the 2017 presidential elections (Amengay 
et al, 2017). However, while in the 2022 presidential elections, voters’ gender had 
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no impact on their choice for the RN, an RRGG still emerged, as the newcomer 
Éric Zemmour’s RR party Reconquête! was supported by twice as many men as 
women (Mayer, 2022). Moreover, a significant RRGG was detected in the vote for the 
Norwegian Progress Party even under the female leadership of Siv Jensen (Immerzeel 
et al, 2015), and recent findings from the 2025 German Federal elections show the 
persistence of a substantial RRGG in the vote for Alternative für Deutschland, 
despite the female leadership of Alice Weidel.1 Overall, despite a reported gender 
affinity effect, the leader’s gender alone does not seem sufficient to close the RRGG.

Going beyond the gender gap in voting behaviour: background and research questions

In Italy, the traditional gender gap persisted longer than in other European countries, 
with Italian women showing significantly more support for conservative parties 
than men up until the 1990s (Corbetta and Cavazza, 2008; Corbetta and Ceccarini, 
2010). Since then, substantial gender differences in voting preferences have not been 
detected. Similarly, in the 2022 Italian general election, no significant differences 
were observed in the voting preferences of women and men, even on the far right, 
as multiple analyses of survey data have shown (Barisione et al, 2023; Chiaramonte 
et al, 2022; Cavazza and Roccato, 2024). On this occasion, Giorgia Meloni became 
prime minister as leader of the populist RR party FdI, the party with the most votes 
in the right-wing coalition, as well as in the entire election. She also became the 
first female prime minister in the history of the Italian Republic, receiving far more 
support than Matteo Salvini and Silvio Berlusconi, leaders of the Lega and Forza 
Italia parties, respectively, which were running in the same coalition. On the one 
hand, the alignment of voting preferences between women and men suggests that the 
leaders’ and respondents’ gender were not determining factors in voting choice per 
se. Yet, it is important not to treat women voters as a homogeneous block (Snipes 
and Mudde, 2020).

While the overall difference between women’s and men’s vote choices has 
diminished in Italy, gender gaps have been traced within specific age groups or 
occupational classes. For instance, in the 2006 general election, women over 45 
voted more for the centre-right coalition than did their male peers, while women 
under 45 tended to vote for left-wing parties to a greater extent than did their male 
counterparts. Conversely, in the 2008 general election, young men started voting 
more to the left than young women (Corbetta and Ceccarini, 2010). In the same 
elections, gender interacted with occupational status in explaining vote choice. Silvio 
Berlusconi’s success in those years was often attributed by the media to all women 
voting disproportionately for him, but Barisione (2014) shows that the leader had 
been equally popular among women and men in almost every election since 1994. 
His success was thence mainly due to one distinctive group of women, namely, 
younger, stay-at-home spouses, who showed disproportionately higher approval for 
him compared to other women and to employed women of the same age.

Barisione argued that electoral research should ‘go beyond’ the traditional gender 
gap approach that treats men and women as homogeneous blocks (see also Gidengil, 
2007). He posited that homemakers could not be compared to all women because 
of their occupational status, which had become determinant in women’s political 
leanings. Excluded from the workforce, homemakers had retained the conservative 
ideological leanings and political attitudes that once characterised women generally but 
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were then related to having a particular occupational status. In fact, one could say that 
women are more heterogeneous as a social group and are more ideologically divided 
and polarised than men (Di Maggio et al, 1996; Norrander and Wilcox, 2008). In 
2022, this remained true: homemakers still voted overwhelmingly for the centre-right 
coalition (58 per cent of homemakers voted for the coalition), casting more votes 
for Lega and Forza Italia compared to individuals with different employment statuses 
(Barisione et al, 2023). For this reason, to thoroughly investigate the influence of 
gender on voting behaviour, gender should be considered not only in dichotomous 
terms (women versus men) but also in interaction with other meaningful social 
variables (Barisione, 2014: 127).

Post-electoral survey data from the 2022 general election suggest that gender was 
not among the key determinants of the success of Giorgia Meloni and FdI (Barisione 
et al, 2023; Chiaramonte et al, 2022; Cavazza and Roccato, 2024). Nonetheless, this 
does not exclude the influence of gender on voting behaviour within certain social 
categories. Social characteristics could interact with gender, potentially predicting 
voting choices more accurately than considering gender alone. Some research along 
these lines has already been conducted in the context of the 2022 general election. For 
example, Cavazza and Roccato (2024) examined whether sexist attitudes influenced 
women or men more in voting for FdI and the centre-right coalition. Although the 
authors did not explicitly predict interaction effects, they found no differentiated 
effects between men and women.

Building on this reasoning, we turned to the analysis of both Giorgia Meloni’s 
communication strategy and political agenda to understand whether they were 
particularly effective (either positively or negatively) for certain categories of 
women. Meloni has repeatedly clarified her and her party’s position on family 
policies, which undoubtedly support the conservation of the traditional family 
structure. This has led to strong opposition to LGBTIQ2 families and same-sex 
parents, while celebrating women embracing their roles as mothers. The motto3,4 
quickly went viral at a rally organised by the RR party Vox. In her autobiography 
(Meloni, 2021), the entire introduction focuses on this motto. Therefore, in her 
most representative slogan, Giorgia Meloni highlighted her gender identity as a 
woman first, then her parental status (mother), nationalism (Italian) and religious 
affiliation (Christian).

According to social identity theory, people benefit from affiliating with their social 
groups (Tajfel and Turner, 2004), and previous electoral studies have found that 
people are more likely to vote for candidates who belong to the same social group 
(Ben-Bassat and Dahan, 2012). In terms of leadership, Haslam et al (2020) argue that 
the ability to gain supporters goes beyond the leader’s personal traits or their ability 
to gain influence by wielding personal power and authority. Effective leaders are 
those who can successfully define and represent a social group, crafting and shaping 
the identity of the group, representing it, and creating a shared sense of ‘us’ among 
members. They champion the group’s interests and make the group’s identity matter 
to members, eventually solidifying a collective identity.

We argue that people sharing the characteristics emphasised by Meloni in her 
identitarian discourse are more likely to sympathise with her and support her party. 
Hence, given Meloni’s emphasis on her multiple identities (mother, Christian and 
morally traditional), along with being a woman, we hypothesise that these identities 
especially reinforce the influence of gender in support for Meloni and FdI.

Brought to you by Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa | Authenticated silvia.keeling@sns.it/ Author's copy | Downloaded 08/15/25 05:11 PM UTC



When gender does not matter in the success of a female leader

7

In addition, from a rational choice perspective (Downs, 1957), in light of the 
policy proposals of FdI under Giorgia Meloni, the party may appeal especially to 
those women who have such characteristics. As previously mentioned, FdI is a very 
conservative party on gender issues. Women’s issues have shown very low salience 
in Meloni’s and FdI’s parliamentary activity and political discourse on social media 
(De Giorgi et al, 2023). When addressed, these issues have been driven by traditional 
positions or have been mostly related to violence against women. Recent analyses 
of FdI’s positions highlight a substantial equation between women and mothers (De 
Giorgi et al, 2023; see also Arfini et al, 2019; Feo and Lavizzari, 2021). In other 
words, gender issues in the labour market are framed only in terms of balancing 
work and childcare responsibilities, with no focus on women as workers per se. The 
discourse is often centred on motherhood. For these reasons, De Giorgi and colleagues 
(2023) argue that Meloni’s and FdI’s discourse on gender issues combines modern 
traditionalism and neo-traditionalism: the former promotes the inclusion of female 
workers in the labour market and supports measures to balance work and family life 
(for a preliminary evaluation of the measures introduced during Meloni’s first year 
in office, see Donà, 2024), without supporting gender equality in wages; the latter 
adopts a familistic narrative stressing women’s role as primary caregivers. Moreover, 
FdI’s political manifesto for the 2022 Italian general election constructed family policy 
as a cornerstone of national strength: out of 25 sections, ‘Support for Natality and 
Families’ is the first issue addressed. While not extensively discussing religious beliefs, 
it is made clear that the proposed measures are designed around a Christian model 
of the family. For example, the section on natality and family support opens with 
a quote from Pope John Paul II that defines the family as the foundation of society 
and the source of national sovereignty and spiritual resilience, anchoring the tone 
of the manifesto in Christian tradition. This is further reinforced by conservative 
stances on reproductive rights and family models, including opposition to same-sex 
adoption and surrogacy. Moreover, while access to abortion is not openly challenged, 
the policy plan places strong emphasis on prevention, translating into support and 
benefits for mothers who choose to carry pregnancies to term.

Given the analysis of Meloni’s and FdI’s public discourse and policy proposals, 
certain individual characteristics, such as being a parent, could significantly 
influence women’s voting choices. Following the socio-psychological framework 
of social identity theory, and consistent with the rational-choice perspective, we 
could expect the highest support for Meloni and FdI among women who share 
the characteristics highlighted by the leader herself in her identitarian discourse 
(mother, religious and morally traditional). In particular, the identities of mother, 
religious and morally traditional could amplify the influence of female gender on 
support for Meloni and FdI.

In light of these considerations, our work aims to answer the following  
research questions:

RQ1: �Among women, do parenthood, religiosity and moral traditionalism 
have a stronger influence on the evaluation of Giorgia Meloni than 
they do among men?

RQ2: �Among women, do parenthood, religiosity and moral traditionalism 
have a stronger influence on the vote for FdI than they do among men?
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Data, measures and methods

To address our research questions, we utilise data from the Itanes 2022 study (Vezzoni 
et al, 2023). The study surveyed 4,696 respondents online both before (between 5 
and 24 September 2022) and after (between 12 and 15 October 2022) the Italian 
national elections, which were held on 25 September 2022. The sample was drawn 
from the opt-in online community of an Italian research institute (SWG SpA) and 
reflects quotas for age, gender and geographical area of the Italian population aged 
18 and over.

We analyse both the evaluation of Giorgia Meloni and the vote for FdI in the 2022 
national elections, thus considering two distinct dependent variables.5 To avoid bias in 
respondents’ evaluation of Meloni due to the electoral outcome, we examine leader 
evaluation (on a 0–10 scale, where 0 means totally negative and 10 means totally 
positive; average evaluation = 3.6; valid cases = 4,427) in the pre-electoral survey. 
For voting behaviour, we use the self-reported vote choice from the post-electoral 
survey. To isolate the vote for FdI and account for the large heterogeneity in votes 
across other parties, we recoded the original vote choice variable into the following 
categories: FdI (n = 674), other right-wing parties (Lega, Forza Italia and Noi 
Moderati) (n = 343), centre and left-wing parties (Partito Democratico, Alleanza Verdi 
e Sinistra, + Europa and Impegno Civico) (n = 2,006), and other parties (other and 
Italexit) (n = 192). In the analysis, we will focus on the proportion of votes for FdI.

To answer our research questions, we analyse the moderating role of parenthood, 
religiosity and moral traditionalism on the evaluation of Giorgia Meloni and vote 
choice (specifically, vote for FdI) for both women and men. All independent variables 
come from the pre-electoral survey data.

Parenthood is measured suboptimally, as the Itanes questionnaires do not explicitly 
ask whether respondents have children. We derive a measure of parenthood from 
the original variables on family composition (six categories: living alone; couple 
without children; two parents with child[ren]; single parent with child[ren]; living 
with another person/people; other) and marital status (five categories: married or 
living with a partner; widow; divorced or separated; single, never married; prefer 
not to answer). To minimise false positives (people not parents but coded as such) 
and false negatives (parents not coded as such), we analyse the constructed measure 
of parenthood only for people aged between 18 and 50.6 We define as parents those 
individuals whose family composition is a couple with child(ren) and who are 
married or living with a partner. We define as non-parents the respondents whose 
family unit is a couple without child(ren) and are not separated or divorced, as well 
as single people declaring their family unit as either (1) themselves, (2) a couple with 
child(ren) (inferred as offspring living with their parents), (3) them living with another 
person or (4) other. We exclude respondents whose family role could not be clarified, 
for example, those respondents whose family unit is a couple with children but are 
neither married nor live with their partner could be either the parent or the child.7 
Despite these data limitations, we can identify individuals who are parents and live 
in a traditional family, which is pertinent to our study. Our constructed measure is 
dichotomous: parent/non-parent.

Religiosity is measured using a typology that combines affiliation and attendance 
at religious services (Barisione et al, 2023; Ladini et al, 2021). We distinguish 
between three categories: practising Catholics (those attending weekly religious 
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services and identifying as Catholics); nominal Catholics (those attending services 
less than once a week or never and identifying as Catholics); and non-religious (those 
declaring no religious affiliation). This approach accounts for cultural Catholics 
(Demerath, 2000; Garelli, 2020), that is, those who do not strictly adhere to 
institutional religiosity but have a Catholic identity. As Barisione et al (2023) argue, 
using church attendance alone does not reveal a clear relationship between religiosity 
and voting behaviour in recent Italian elections, but combining attendance and 
affiliation does (see also Piacentini et al, 2024): it shows similar voting percentages 
for centre-right parties between practising and nominal Catholics and consistently 
lower percentages of votes for centre-right parties among non-religious people. 
Given the low and highly heterogeneous number of people adhering to non-
Catholic religions (n = 244, 5.2 per cent of the sample), these cases are excluded 
from the analysis.8

Moral traditionalism is often measured by attitudes towards homosexuality, divorce 
and matters of life and death, such as abortion, suicide and euthanasia (Langsæther, 
2019; Pless et al, 2023). The Itanes 2022 survey includes two measures of moral 
traditionalism aimed at capturing attitudes towards abortion and same-sex marriages, 
respectively. The first asks respondents to rate their level of agreement with the 
statement, ‘It should be difficult to have an abortion’, on a four-point Likert scale 
(0 = ‘I totally disagree’ to 3 = ‘I totally agree’). The second measures agreement 
with the statement, ‘The legalisation of same-sex marriages is a positive thing’, using 
the same four-point Likert scale. Since the correlation between the two items is not 
sufficiently high (0.37) to build an index, we will keep the variables separate in the 
data analysis.

If parenthood, religiosity and traditionalism influence women more than men in 
voting for FdI and evaluating Meloni, we would expect to see a larger gap among 
women than among men between parents and non-parents, religious and non-
religious people, and morally traditional and liberal voters. Furthermore, if combining 
a female identity with being a parent, religious or morally traditional reinforces support 
for Meloni and FdI, as suggested by social identity theory, we would expect women 
with these characteristics to rate Meloni higher and vote in greater numbers for FdI 
when compared with men with the same characteristics.

In analysing leader evaluation, we employ linear regression models with interactions 
between gender and the three moderating factors as the main independent variables. 
We include controls for age class (six categories: 18–24; 25–34; 35–44; 45–54; 
55–64; 65 and over), educational level (three categories: up to lower secondary; 
upper secondary; tertiary), geopolitical area (North-West; North-East; Red Area; 
Southern Area) and occupational status (five categories: employed; unemployed; 
retired; student; homemaker). For vote choice as the dependent variable, we estimate 
multinomial regression models.

For both dependent variables, Model 0 includes gender as the main independent 
variable, in addition to the control variables. The other models include an interaction 
term between gender and parenthood (Model 1), religiosity (Model 2) and moral 
traditionalism (measured by attitudes towards abortion in Model 3 and attitudes 
towards same-sex marriages in Model 4).

In the ‘Results’ section, we will present the predicted means of leader evaluation 
and the proportions of votes for FdI by gender and each moderating variable. Results 
from the full models are reported in Appendix 1.9
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Results

Before analysing the role of the moderating factors in interaction with gender, we first 
examine the simple relationship between gender and the two dependent variables: 
leader evaluation and vote choice (see Model 0 in Tables A1 and A2 in Appendix 1). 
Our findings reveal that while there are no gender differences in the proportion of 
votes for FdI in the 2022 general election – a result consistent with previous research 
using Itanes or other survey data (Barisione et al, 2023; Chiaramonte et al, 2023; 
Cavazza and Roccato, 2024) – women report a slightly lower evaluation of Giorgia 
Meloni compared to men, with a difference of approximately 0.34 points on a 0–10 
scale, after accounting for the main socio-demographic variables (see the negative and 
statistically significant coefficient of gender in Model 0 in Table A1 in Appendix 1). 
Instead, the results reveal no gender differences in the evaluation of Matteo Salvini 
and Silvio Berlusconi.10 However, this finding does not translate into higher electoral 
support for FdI among men. Looking at socio-demographic variables, the results 
show that support for Giorgia Meloni is particularly high among middle-aged and 
older individuals (over 45), those with low to medium levels of education, employed 
individuals and homemakers, and people living in north-eastern regions (see Model 
0 in Table A1 in Appendix 1). As shown in previous studies (Barisione et al, 2023; 
Chiaramonte et al, 2023), voting for FdI is especially high among people with low 
education and aged 45–54, while it is lower among students when compared to other 
occupational categories (see Model 0 in Table A2 in Appendix 1).

An analysis of the moderating effects will provide deeper insights into gender 
differences in leaders’ evaluation and voting behaviour. We next explore how 
parenthood interacts with gender to influence the evaluation of Giorgia Meloni and 
the vote for FdI. As explained in the previous section, due to the limitations of the 
data set, we compare cohabiting parents under the age of 50 living with children to 
other individuals under 50, thereby excluding, among others, single parents and older 
individuals. As depicted in Figure 1 (estimated by Model 1 in Tables A1 and A2 in 
Appendix 1), parenthood shows a greater effect on support for Giorgia Meloni (see 
Panel A) and FdI (see Panel B) among women, net of control variables. Specifically, 
the predicted mean difference in leader evaluation between parents and non-parents 
is 1.1 points among women and 0.5 points among men.11 Similarly, the predicted 
proportion difference in votes for FdI is 0.06 among women and 0.02 among men 
(see Panel B of Figure 1). Nevertheless, women who are parents do not show higher 
approval of Giorgia Meloni or greater electoral support for FdI compared to men who 
are parents. In other words, the dual identity of being both a woman and a mother 
does not translate into higher support for Meloni and her party among women. The 
moderating effect of parenthood is more evident in the relatively low support among 
non-mothers, reflecting Meloni’s focus on motherhood and traditional family values, 
which may not resonate as strongly with women who are not mothers.

Regarding religiosity, Figure 2 (estimated by Model 2 in Tables A1 and A2 in 
Appendix 1) shows that Catholics, whether practising or nominal, support Giorgia 
Meloni (Panel A) and FdI (Panel B) more than non-religious individuals. The 
differences between practising and nominal Catholics are not substantial for either 
gender. For men and women, the respective gap between practising Catholics 
and non-religious individuals is 3.1 points versus 2.5 points in the evaluation of 
Meloni’s leadership (see Panel A of Figure 2) and 0.22 versus 0.14 for FdI votes (see 
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Figure 1: Predicted mean of the evaluation of Meloni as party leader (Panel A) and 
proportions of votes for FdI (Panel B) by gender and parenthood

Notes: Panel A: n = 1,577; Panel B: n = 1,091. Panels A and B are estimated by Model 1 in Tables A1 and 
A2 in Appendix 1, respectively, using data on respondents younger than 51. Error bars show 95 per cent 
confidence intervals.

Figure 2: Predicted mean of the evaluation of Meloni as party leader (Panel A) and 
proportion of votes for FdI (Panel B) by gender and religiosity

Notes: Panel A: n = 3,675; Panel B: n = 2,888. Panels A and B are estimated by Model 2 in Tables A1 and A2 
in Appendix 1, respectively. Error bars show 95 per cent confidence intervals.

Panel B of Figure 2). However, practising Catholic women show lower support for 
Meloni and FdI compared to their male counterparts (with a predicted mean for 
the evaluation of Meloni of 5.1 among men and 4.0 among women and a predicted 
proportion of votes for FdI of 0.32 among men and 0.21 among women). This 
indicates that religiosity does not reinforce support for Meloni and FdI among 
women as opposed to parenthood. Similarly, a non-religious status does not have 
a significant suppressive effect on support for Meloni and FdI among women 
compared to men.

Finally, our analysis of moral traditionalism reveals that it leads to higher support for 
Meloni and FdI, particularly among men. As shown in Figure 3 (estimated by Model 
3 in Tables A1 and A2 in Appendix 1), the gap between individuals with opposing 
views on abortion is greater for men than for women. Specifically, the difference in 
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leader evaluation is 3.4 points for men versus 2.0 points for women (see Panel A of 
Figure 3), and a similar pattern is observed for vote choice (see Panel B of Figure 3). 
The analysis provides similar results when considering attitudes towards same-sex 
marriage as a measure of moral traditionalism (see Figure 4). Also, in this case, the 
difference in Meloni’s evaluation is larger among men when compared to women, 
being 4.6 and 3.8, respectively (see Panel A of Figure 4), and the same applies for 
vote choice (see Panel B of Figure 4). Thus, among those with traditional moral 
views, approval of Meloni and the proportion of votes for FdI are higher among 
men than women.

Overall, our results suggest that parenthood, religiosity and moral traditionalism 
do not have a stronger reinforcing effect on the approval of Meloni and support for 
FdI among women compared to men. Therefore, our findings support neither the 
social identity nor the rational choice explanation.

Figure 3: Predicted mean of the evaluation of Meloni as party leader (Panel A) and 
proportion of votes for FdI (Panel B) by gender and moral traditionalism (measured by 
attitudes towards abortion)

Notes: Panel A: n = 3,905; Panel B: n = 2,936. Panels A and B are estimated by Model 3 in Tables A1 and A2 
in Appendix 1, respectively. Error bars show 95 per cent confidence intervals.

Figure 4: Predicted mean of the evaluation of Meloni as party leader (Panel A) and 
proportion of votes for FdI (Panel B) by gender and moral traditionalism (measured by 
attitudes towards same-sex marriages)

Notes: Panel A: n = 3,839; Panel B: n = 2,913. Panels A and B are estimated by Model 4 in Tables A1 and A2 
in Appendix 1, respectively. Error bars show 95 per cent confidence intervals.

Brought to you by Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa | Authenticated silvia.keeling@sns.it/ Author's copy | Downloaded 08/15/25 05:11 PM UTC



When gender does not matter in the success of a female leader

13

Discussion and conclusions

The success of Giorgia Meloni and her RR populist party FdI in the 2022 Italian 
general election was not characterised by a gender gap in voting preferences. This 
absence of a gender gap contrasts with the traditional pattern observed in RR populist 
parties, where men typically provide higher support than women. While one might 
attribute this to Meloni’s appeal as a female leader, potentially resonating more with 
women than is typical for such parties, our analysis suggests otherwise.

Our work contributes to the literature arguing that we should go beyond the gender 
gap when analysing the role of gender in explaining voting behaviour and leaders’ 
evaluation (Campbell, 2006; Gidengil, 2007; Barisione, 2014; Snipes and Mudde, 
2020; Mayer, 2022). Women, like men, are a highly heterogeneous group, so it is 
plausible that gender plays a more significant role in explaining voting behaviour 
within specific segments of the electorate. Going beyond the gender gap becomes 
particularly relevant when analysing the RRGG, given the emphasis on identitarian 
elements. In this regard, on the basis of both a social identity and a rational choice 
perspective, we analysed whether being a parent, religious and morally traditional 
matters more for women compared to men in explaining the vote for an RR party 
with a female leader. However, by examining the case of FdI, despite Meloni’s 
emphasis on her identity as a woman and mother in her iconic speech, ‘I am Giorgia, 
I am a woman, I am a mother, I am Christian!’, our results show that women who 
could relate to these aspects did not exhibit higher support for Meloni or FdI 
compared to men with the same characteristics. We find that non-mother women 
are less supportive of Meloni and FdI than mothers, while there are no significant 
differences between mothers and fathers in this regard. Similarly, while both religiosity 
and moral traditionalism are associated with higher support for Meloni and FdI, these 
factors do not show a stronger effect among women compared to men. In fact, the 
intra-gender gaps for Catholics and morally traditional individuals are even more 
pronounced among men.

Our findings on the Italian case suggest that Meloni’s identitarian slogan might 
not be an attempt to attract the female electorate by using her gender identity 
strategically. As opposed to Le Pen, Meloni does not explicitly use her gender identity 
in a ‘modern-traditional’ way, that is, in a manner that could appeal and relate to 
modern women, as seen in the gendered normalisation strategy. For instance, when 
women’s rights are evoked, they often fall within the realm of economics. The focus 
is primarily on recognising the role of working mothers, reflecting a conservative 
understanding of women’s issues in the labour market. In other words, she is not 
making ‘modern’ women’s issues any more salient (De Giorgi et al, 2023). Indeed, 
De Giorgi and colleagues (2023) find that women-related issues are mostly used as 
a political opposition strategy, surfacing primarily when they are at the centre of 
public attention. Rather than disrupting Italy’s long legacy of patriarchal norms and 
values, as Le Pen did to create a contrast with her father’s legacy (Achin and Lévêque, 
2017; Scrinzi, 2017), Meloni embraces a masculine style of political leadership and 
reproduces the gendered power structures of hegemonic masculinity that have defined 
Italian governance for centuries. As the leader of a populist party, she has built her 
charisma around the image of a masculine and potentially violent ‘strongman’ (Mudde 
and Rovira Kaltwasser, 2017) who emphasises urgency, action and the courage to 
take complex decisions, in contrast with the ‘effeminate’ and intellectual political 
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elites. Overall, Meloni fully adheres to the ‘male model’ and does not perceive the 
disadvantages of being a woman in male-dominated power structures (Caiani and 
Stefanutto Rosa, 2023; Donà, 2024). This is reinforced by the media portrayal of 
RR female leaders, which tends to emphasise populist RR depictions rather than 
adopting a gendered frame (Snipes and Mudde, 2020). All these reasons may explain 
why FdI and Giorgia Meloni are particularly popular among religious and morally 
traditional men, when compared to their female counterparts. As literature on gender 
and politics generally focuses on women’s behaviour, our findings highlight that moral 
traditionalism and religiosity are actually stronger predictors of vote choice and leader 
evaluation among men. Despite having described herself as a ‘woman’ and ‘mother’ 
first in her motto, her narrative has mostly attempted to redefine and shape a sense 
of Italian identity that challenges immigration and globalisation. In fact, Meloni is 
more likely positioning herself as the voice of a segment of Italian electors appealing 
to nationalistic, conservative and populist sentiments. For instance, she resonates 
with her supporters by framing violence against women within a femonationalist, 
hence anti-immigration, framework (Farris, 2017; Colella, 2021) or by focusing on 
family values. In this regard, Meloni has been vocal about protecting the ‘natural 
family’ during parliamentary discussions concerning the recognition of LGBTIQ+12 
rights. The use of familial imagery is thus instrumental, and it serves to bridge the 
technocratic distance between herself and ‘the people’ (a strategy that is common 
among other female RR populist leaders [see Geva, 2020]).

In light of these explanations, while mothers might be more sympathetic towards 
Giorgia Meloni than women without children, this is not sufficient to translate their 
higher appreciation into votes for FdI when compared to fathers. In this regard, 
previous literature has suggested that the politicisation of child-related issues may 
result in a differentiated effect of parenthood on vote choice between women and 
men (Teney and Lovette, 2023). However, such politicisation is not evident in 
the 2022 Italian general election. Instead, the protection of a familistic view, with 
women as primary caregivers, or the strategic use of gender-based violence within 
an anti-immigrant framework seem to attract the votes and support of Catholic and 
conservative men to a greater extent than Catholic and conservative women.

Our analysis, however, is not without limitations. First, while national identity 
plays a crucial role in Meloni’s identitarian appeal – ‘I am Italian’ – the data at our 
disposal lack variables that can measure the impact of nationalism in interaction with 
gender on leader appreciation and the propensity to vote for FdI. Additionally, a 
variable measuring the number of children is missing from the Itanes 2022 survey 
data. As highlighted by Keeling (2021), such variables are often absent in surveys 
on political attitudes and behaviour, and this shortcoming complicates intra-gender 
comparisons, despite several reasons to expect different political perspectives between 
childless women and women with children. Thanks to the presence of two variables 
measuring family composition and marital status, we have been able to derive a 
suboptimal measure of parenthood. Nonetheless, this is not, of course, the best 
measure of parenthood. Following the good practice of other national election studies 
(for example, the German Longitudinal Election Study [GLES]), the introduction of 
questions on the number of children and their age could benefit the larger academic 
community, not only among scholars interested in gender issues and voting behaviour 
but also by stimulating new research questions (see Teney and Lovette, 2023). 
Finally, the available data did not allow for explicitly testing which mechanisms (for 
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example, social identity or support for or rejection of certain policies) may explain 
the relationship between gender and voting behaviour for RR parties with a female 
leader, conditioned by individual characteristics.

All in all, this article has highlighted the limited role of gender in explaining the 
success of Giorgia Meloni, the female leader of an RR populist party, in the 2022 
Italian general election. This does not mean that we can draw general conclusions 
about the role of gender in electoral processes. While attention has been devoted 
to the role of female candidates in shaping party identity and agendas through 
their communication strategies and leadership styles (for Italy, see Corica, 2024; 
for international comparisons, see Blee and Deutsch, 2015), less focus has been 
placed on how these strategies resonate with the female electorate beyond the 
French case and, more specifically, with its various segments. Although there have 
been several RR populist parties with a female leader in the European context, 
there are differences both in the political discourse surrounding gender issues 
and in identitarian characteristics. For instance, we have argued that Meloni’s 
discourse on gender issues blends elements of modern traditionalism and neo-
traditionalism, whereas Le Pen’s discourse is more explicitly ‘modern-traditional’. 
As for the leaders’ characteristics, Meloni differs significantly from Alice Weidel, 
who embodies many traits the RR typically opposes (being highly educated, 
openly lesbian and in a multicultural family). We urge caution in generalising these 
findings to other contexts. Instead, we encourage future cross-national research 
to explore both the gender gap and broader patterns related to it in the vote for 
RR populist parties led by women. If future research wanted to extend beyond 
the RR, it could analyse the existence of a gender gap in voting behaviour for 
left-wing parties that are led by women, examining intra-gender comparisons 
between people with different characteristics.
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Notes
1	 See: www.dw.com/en/german-election-results-explained-in-graphics/a-71724186
2	 Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex, and Queer.
3	 ‘Io sono Giorgia, sono una donna, sono una madre, sono Italiana, sono cristiana.’ https://

www.youtube.com/watch?v=KmaIuGJWbEA&ab_channel=LaRepubblica.
4	 ‘Yo soy Giorgia, soy una mujer, soy una madre, soy italiana, soy cristiana.’ https://www.

youtube.com/watch?v=pQmIeDToUJU&ab_channel=CorrieredellaSera.
5	 Recent research has shown that a positive evaluation of Meloni was the most significant 

predictor of voters switching to FdI in the 2022 election (Puleo et al, 2024).
6	 We define a threshold (50 years old) because the older respondents are, the more 

likely issues of inconsistencies in our operationalisation strategy emerge. For instance, 
a 60-year-old person who is married and declares that their family unit is a couple 
without children could be either a parent with children not living with them or 
childless. Inconsistencies can emerge even among younger people, but they are 
supposed to be less frequent. We have also estimated our models with other age 
thresholds (for example, by analysing only people younger than 40 or 45), but the 
results are consistent with the ones shown here.
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7	 For instance, survey data do not disambiguate whether respondents answering that their 
type of family composition is ‘a single parent with child(ren)’ are parents or children. 
Also, we cannot identify those people who have children but do not live with them.

8	 Although in her motto, Giorgia Meloni says that she is Christian, we consider in our 
analysis only Catholic and non-religious people, given that the broad majority of 
Christians in Italy are Catholic. Nonetheless, results are totally consistent when also 
including other Christian respondents in the analysis.

9	 As the coefficients of the moderating effects in multinomial logistic regression models 
are not directly interpretable (Mood, 2010), interaction effects will be evaluated by 
comparing the estimated difference in proportion between the categories of each 
moderating variable by gender.

10	 The same regression analysis shown in Model 0 in Table A1 in Appendix 1, with the 
evaluation of Salvini and Berlusconi as the main dependent variable, does indeed not 
report substantial and significant differences.

11	 Nonetheless, Model 1 in Table A1 in Appendix 1 does not report a statistically significant 
interaction term between parenthood and gender.

12	 LGBTIQ+ stands for lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex, and queer/
questioning individuals, with the plus sign representing other sexual orientations 
and gender identities.
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Appendix 1

Table A1: Linear regression models with the evaluation of Meloni as the dependent variable
Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1  

(< 51): 
Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Woman (No) Yes –0.34***

(0.12)
–0.89***

(0.23)
–1.13***

(0.31)
–1.39***

(0.46)
–0.80***

(0.29)

Age class (18–24) 25–34 –0.02
(0.34)

–0.14
(0.35)

–0.15
(0.36)

–0.33
(0.34)

–0.25
(0.32)

35–44 0.41
(0.35)

0.15
(0.37)

–0.19
(0.37)

–0.06
(0.35)

–0.21
(0.34)

45–54 0.92***

(0.35)
0.45

(0.38)
0.41

(0.36)
0.60*

(0.34)
0.22

(0.33)

55–64 0.79**

(0.35)
0.25

(0.37)
0.47

(0.35)
0.13

(0.33)

65 and 
more

0.93**

(0.38)
0.30

(0.40)
0.63*

(0.37)
–0.03
(0.36)

Educational level (Low) Medium –0.05
(0.18)

0.20
(0.35)

0.06
(0.19)

–0.00
(0.18)

0.12
(0.17)

High –0.53**

(0.22)
0.02

(0.39)
–0.24
(0.23)

–0.34
(0.22)

–0.21
(0.21)

Geopolitical area 
(North-West)

North-East 0.44**

(0.20)
0.74**

(0.31)
0.47**

(0.20)
0.49**

(0.20)
0.46**

(0.19)

Red Area –0.05
(0.18)

0.14
(0.28)

–0.14
(0.18)

0.06
(0.17)

0.04
(0.17)

Southern 
Area

–0.04
(0.14)

0.11
(0.22)

–0.35**

(0.14)
–0.16
(0.14)

–0.11
(0.13)

Occupational status 
(Employed)

Unemployed –0.68***

(0.24)
–0.55*

(0.31)
–0.31
(0.25)

–0.66***

(0.24)
–0.51**

(0.23)

Student –1.24***

(0.34)
–1.06***

(0.37)
–1.08***

(0.36)
–1.05***

(0.33)
–0.85***

(0.32)

Retired –0.50**

(0.22)
1.51

(1.11)
–0.46**

(0.22)
–0.50**

(0.21)
–0.39*

(0.21)

Homemaker 0.08
(0.23)

–0.49
(0.41)

0.20
(0.24)

–0.01
(0.22)

0.01
(0.22)

Parenthood (No) Yes 0.50*

(0.26)

Woman # Parenthood Yes # Yes 0.59
(0.36)

Religiosity  
(Practising Catholic)

Nominal 
Catholic

–0.71***

(0.25)

Non- 
religious

–3.07***

(0.27)

Woman # Religiosity Yes # Nomi-
nal Catholic

0.64*

(0.34)

Yes # Non-
religious

0.61
(0.39)

(Continued)
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Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1  
(< 51): 

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Make abortion more 
difficult (Totally agree)

Agree –0.68*

(0.40)

Disagree –0.93**

(0.38)

Totally 
disagree

–3.42***

(0.36)

Woman # Abortion 
more difficult

Yes # Agree 1.26**

(0.55)

Yes #  
Disagree

0.65
(0.52)

Yes # Totally 
disagree

1.43***

(0.48)

Legalisation same-sex 
marriage (Totally agree)

Agree –1.29***

(0.26)

Disagree –3.16***

(0.23)

Totally 
disagree

–4.62***

(0.23)

Woman # Legalisation 
same-sex marriage

Yes # Agree 0.66*

(0.39)

Yes #  
Disagree

1.36***

(0.35)

Yes # Totally 
disagree

0.81**

(0.34)

Constant 3.42***

(0.38)
3.07***

(0.51)
5.21***

(0.46)
5.87***

(0.49)
6.61***

(0.40)

Observations 4,177 1,577 3,675 3,905 3,839

R-squared 0.03 0.06 0.11 0.13 0.20

Notes: Standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01; ** p < 0.05; * p < 0.1.

Source: Itanes 2022 (Vezzoni et al, 2023).

Table A1: Continued
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Table A2: Multinomial logistic regression models with vote choice in the 2022 general 
elections as the dependent variable

Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1 
(<51):  

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Vote: FdI (ref: centre and left-wing parties)

Woman (No) Yes –0.15
(0.10)

–0.48**

(0.23)
–0.58**

(0.23)
–0.85**

(0.38)
–0.53**

(0.25)

Age class (18–24) 25–34 0.13
(0.35)

0.35
(0.38)

0.12
(0.38)

–0.01
(0.37)

0.15
(0.40)

35–44 0.22
(0.35)

0.28
(0.40)

–0.06
(0.38)

–0.08
(0.37)

–0.13
(0.41)

45–54 0.71**

(0.34)
0.77*

(0.40)
0.51

(0.37)
0.59

(0.36)
0.43

(0.40)

55–64 0.44
(0.34)

0.22
(0.37)

0.29
(0.36)

0.08
(0.40)

65 and 
more

0.28
(0.36)

0.04
(0.39)

0.07
(0.38)

–0.44
(0.43)

Educational  
level (Low)

Medium –0.31**

(0.14)
0.17

(0.36)
–0.16
(0.15)

–0.25
(0.16)

–0.13
(0.17)

High –0.62***

(0.18)
–0.03
(0.40)

–0.38**

(0.19)
–0.49**

(0.19)
–0.38
(0.21)

Geopolitical  
area (North-West)

North-
East

0.10
(0.16)

0.39
(0.28)

0.08
(0.17)

0.09
(0.18)

0.07
(0.18)

Red Area –0.04
(0.14)

0.36
(0.25)

–0.14
(0.15)

0.01
(0.15)

0.01
(0.16)

Southern 
Area

–0.12
(0.11)

0.02
(0.21)

–0.29**

(0.12)
–0.21*

(0.12)
–0.26**

(0.13)

Occupational  
status (Employed)

Unem-
ployed

–0.10
(0.21)

–0.04
(0.30)

–0.01
(0.23)

–0.08
(0.23)

–0.13
(0.24)

Student –0.94**

(0.37)
–0.52
(0.39)

–0.99**

(0.40)
–0.85**

(0.39)
–0.53
(0.41)

Retired –0.11
(0.17)

0.55
(0.95)

–0.12
(0.18)

–0.06
(0.18)

0.06
(0.20)

Home-
maker

0.35*

(0.19)
0.34

(0.42)
0.40**

(0.20)
0.41**

(0.20)
0.47**

(0.22)

Parenthood (No) Yes 0.11
(0.23)

Woman #  
Parenthood

Yes # Yes 0.40
(0.34)

Religiosity  
(Practising Catholic)

Nominal 
Catholic

–0.33*

(0.17)

Non-
religious

–1.68***

(0.23)

Woman # Religiosity Yes # 
Nominal 
Catholic

0.40
(0.26)

Yes # 
Non-
religious

0.29
(0.36)

(Continued)
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Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1 
(<51):  

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Make abortion  
more difficult 
(Totally agree)

Agree –0.35
(0.32)

Disagree –0.59**

(0.29)

Totally 
disagree

–1.81***

(0.28)

Woman # Abortion 
more difficult

Yes # 
Agree

0.87*

(0.46)

Yes # 
Disagree

0.62
(0.43)

Yes # 
Totally 
disagree

0.91**

(0.41)

Legalisation same-
sex marriage  
(Totally disagree)

Disagree –1.15***

(0.21)

Agree –2.17***

(0.20)

Totally 
agree

–3.76***

(0.26)

Woman #  
Legalisation  
same-sex marriage

Yes # 
Disagree

0.79**

(0.34)

Yes # 
Agree

0.88***

(0.31)

Yes # 
Totally 
agree

0.89**

(0.36)

Constant –0.97***

(0.36)
–1.77***

(0.53)
–0.21
(0.42)

0.27
(0.45)

1.14**

(0.45)

Vote: other right-wing parties (ref: centre and left-wing parties)

Woman (No) Yes –0.00
(0.13)

–0.03
(0.31)

–0.08
(0.30)

–0.32
(0.47)

–0.14
(0.31)

Age class (18–24) 25–34 –0.39
(0.41)

–0.51
(0.47)

–0.55
(0.44)

–0.35
(0.46)

–0.33
(0.47)

35–44 –0.12
(0.39)

–0.19
(0.46)

–0.52
(0.42)

–0.40
(0.45)

–0.35
(0.46)

45–54 –0.31
(0.39)

–0.64
(0.48)

–0.62
(0.41)

–0.33
(0.44)

–0.40
(0.46)

55–64 –0.11
(0.39)

–0.42
(0.41)

–0.05
(0.44)

–0.28
(0.45)

65 and 
more

–0.32
(0.41)

–0.68
(0.44)

–0.36
(0.47)

–0.71
(0.48)

Educational  
level (Low)

Medium –0.68***

(0.17)
–0.82**

(0.37)
–0.63***

(0.18)
–0.54***

(0.19)
–0.50**

(0.20)

High –0.92***

(0.22)
–1.15***

(0.44)
–0.77***

(0.23)
–0.68***

(0.24)
–0.68***

(0.25)

Table A2: Continued

(Continued)
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Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1 
(<51):  

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Geopolitical  
area (North-West)

North-
East

0.49***

(0.18)
0.91***

(0.34)
0.54***

(0.19)
0.53***

(0.20)
0.53***

(0.20)

Red Area –0.24
(0.18)

0.19
(0.34)

–0.25
(0.19)

–0.28
(0.20)

–0.31
(0.21)

Southern 
Area

–0.40***

(0.15)
0.04

(0.28)
–0.58***

(0.16)
–0.54***

(0.16)
–0.50***

(0.16)

Occupational  
status (Employed)

Unem-
ployed

–0.23
(0.28)

–0.13
(0.40)

–0.16
(0.30)

–0.31
(0.32)

–0.28
(0.31)

Student –1.48***

(0.49)
–1.15**

(0.54)
–1.46***

(0.52)
–1.31**

(0.54)
–1.20**

(0.56)

Retired –0.40*

(0.22)
1.23

(0.97)
–0.40*

(0.23)
–0.43*

(0.24)
–0.43*

(0.25)

Home-
maker

0.43*

(0.23)
0.03

(0.56)
0.46**

(0.23)
0.28

(0.25)
0.44*

(0.25)

Parenthood (No) Yes –0.03
(0.31)

–0.08
(0.30)

–0.32
(0.47)

Woman #  
Parenthood

Yes # Yes 0.41
(0.31)

Religiosity  
(Practising Catholic)

Nominal 
Catholic

–0.03
(0.25)

Non-
religious

–1.57***

(0.33)

Woman # Religiosity Yes # 
Nominal 
Catholic

–0.01
(0.33)

Yes # 
Non– 
religious

–0.32
(0.51)

Make abortion  
more difficult 
(Totally agree)

Agree 0.14
(0.40)

Disagree –0.44
(0.38)

Totally 
disagree

–1.92***

(0.38)

Woman # Abortion 
more difficult

Yes # 
Agree

0.48
(0.54)

Yes # 
Disagree

0.51
(0.52)

Yes # 
Totally 
disagree

0.44
(0.51)

Legalisation  
same-sex marriage 
(Totally disagree)

Disagree –0.71***

(0.26)

Agree –1.95***

(0.27)

Totally 
agree

–3.18***

(0.32)

Table A2: Continued
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Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1 
(<51):  

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Woman #  
Legalisation  
same-sex marriage

Yes # 
Disagree

0.15
(0.41)

Yes # 
Agree

0.83***

(0.38)

Yes # 
Totally 
agree

0.51
(0.44)

Constant –0.62
(0.41)

–1.01*

(0.58)
0.09

(0.49)
0.30

(0.56)
1.07**

(0.52)

Vote: other parties (ref: centre and left-wing parties)

Woman (No) Yes 0.11
(0.17)

0.25
(0.32)

0.01
(0.43)

–0.48
(0.60)

–0.06
(0.39)

Age class (18–24) 25–34 1.73**

(0.82)
1.83**

(0.83)
1.92*

(1.10)
1.61**

(0.82)
1.66**

(0.84)

35–44 1.71**

(0.84)
1.80**

(0.86)
1.84*

(1.12)
1.50*

(0.84)
1.54*

(0.86)

45–54 2.26***

(0.83)
2.31***

(0.86)
2.47**

(1.11)
2.09**

(0.83)
2.16**

(0.85)

55–64 1.76**

(0.83)
1.91*

(1.11)
1.63*

(0.83)
1.58*

(0.86)

65 and 
more

0.76
(0.87)

0.94
(1.14)

0.60
(0.88)

0.42
(0.90)

Educational  
level (Low)

Medium –0.47**

(0.24)
0.19

(0.58)
–0.44*

(0.25)
–0.31
(0.26)

–0.42*

(0.25)

High –0.30
(0.28)

0.54
(0.63)

–0.28
(0.31)

–0.07
(0.30)

–0.20
(0.30)

Geopolitical  
area (North-West)

North-
East

0.47*

(0.28)
–0.57
(0.49)

0.43
(0.30)

0.49*

(0.30)
0.56*

(0.29)

Red Area 0.39
(0.24)

0.22
(0.35)

0.48*

(0.26)
0.40

(0.26)
0.48*

(0.26)

Southern 
Area

0.26
(0.21)

–0.63**

(0.32)
0.33

(0.22)
0.25

(0.22)
0.23

(0.22)

Occupational  
status (Employed)

Unem-
ployed

0.70***

(0.27)
0.69*

(0.39)
0.57*

(0.30)
0.68**

(0.29)
0.38

(0.31)

Student –0.28
(0.61)

–0.04
(0.64)

–0.84
(0.81)

–0.25
(0.62)

–0.08
(0.63)

Retired 0.50
(0.31)

–12.04
(655.11)

0.49
(0.33)

0.50
(0.33)

0.46
(0.34)

Home-
maker

0.53*

(0.30)
0.84

(0.54)
0.63**

(0.32)
0.60*

(0.31)
0.46

(0.32)

Parenthood (No) Yes –0.58
(0.42)

Woman #  
Parenthood

Yes # Yes 0.38
(0.54)

Table A2: Continued
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Variables Categories Model 0 Model 1 
(<51):  

Parenthood 

Model 2: 
Religiosity 

Model 3: 
Abortion 

Model 4: 
Same-sex 
marriage 

Religiosity  
(Practising Catholic)

Nominal 
Catholic

–0.03
(0.35)

Non-
religious

–0.44
(0.39)

Woman # Religiosity Yes # 
Nominal 
Catholic

–0.38
(0.49)

Yes # 
Non-
religious

0.79
(0.52)

Make abortion  
more difficult 
(Totally agree)

Agree –0.34
(0.52)

Disagree –0.81*

(0.49)

Totally 
disagree

–1.39***

(0.46)

Woman # Abortion 
more difficult

Yes # 
Agree

0.42
(0.74)

Yes # 
Disagree

0.92
(0.68)

Yes # 
Totally 
disagree

0.73
(0.64)

Legalisation  
same-sex marriage 
(Totally agree)

Agree –1.41***

(0.40)

Disagree –1.52***

(0.33)

Totally 
disagree

–2.11***

(0.34)

Woman #  
Legalisation same-
sex marriage

Yes # 
Agree

0–82
(0.58)

Yes # 
Disagree

0–39
(0.49)

Yes # 
Totally 
disagree

0.26
(0.49)

Constant –4.03***

(0.86)
–4.21***

(1.02)
–4.11***

(1.17)
–3.05***

(0.95)
–2.41***

(0.91)

Observations 3,121 1,091 2,888 2,936 2,913

Pseudo-R squared 0.03 0.05 0.10 0.08 0.14

Source: Itanes 2022 (Vezzoni et al, 2023).

Note: Significance levels: *p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001.
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