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Mo;va;on 

•  Immigrants are a relevant presence in Italy, 
about 5 million to date 

•  Italy has been one of the leading emigra;on 
countries in Europe, only since the second half 
of the 1970s has started to aJract immigra;on 
flows 

•  The history of the regulariza;on programmes 
is quite recent: 1990, 1995, 1998, 2002, 2006, 
2009 by goverments of different orienta;on 



Mo;va;on 

•  There are reasons for devo;ng efforts in 
measuring, explaining and monitoring 
immigrants’ QoL in Italy:  

1)  immigrants are growing in Italy 

2)  inequali;es can generate social cohesion  
trouble 

•  CRUCIAL to this purpose is to study the 
characteris;cs of the integra2on process in 
Italy 



Mo;va;on 

1)  policies should take into account the 
characteris;cs of the process of integra;on  

2)  an official system  for monitoring migrant 
integra;on does not exist in Italy 

3)  the implementa;on of integra;on policies 
proposed at the EU‐level has been 
contradictory in Italy, as some;mes policy 
direc;ves have been quite repressive, 
especially at the local level  



Problems 

•  How to measure immigrants’ integra2on? 
⇒  both objec;ve and subjec;ve measures 

•  How to measure the rela;onship between 
integra2on and QoL of immigrants? 

⇒  need both variables about integra;on and 
quality of life/life sa;sfac;on 

⇒  need both data on na;ves and immigrants  



Data available for objec;ve measures 

•  CNEL‐CARITAS since 2002 publish annually synthe;c 
indexes based on 3 aspects (polarisa;on, social 
stability, inclusion in employment) at the regional level. 
Sources are generally administra;ve data. 

•  Survey: LFS and ISTAT IT‐silc 2004‐2010 microdata, do 
not oversample immigrants. Detailed informa;on for 
objec;ve measures only for cross‐sec;ons. 

•  ISTAT IT‐silc 2009 special survey for families with at 
least 1 foreign person, comparable with the former 

•  ISTAT ‘Condi;on and social integra;on of foreign 
ci;zens’ (May‐July 2011) 12,000 households with at 
least one foreign member, both subjec;ve and 
objec;ve measures 



Focus of our 2012 study: 
 subjec;ve measures 

•  ISMU (Observatory for Integra;on and Mul;‐
ethnicity of Lombardy) October 2008‐February 
2009 is a rare collec;on of data 

•  Oversamples immigrants: 12.000 foreigners aged 
over 18 years  

•  Data collected in 20 local units for 32 provinces 
chosen with representa;vity purposes in 13 
Italian regions: Piemonte, Lombardia, Tren;no 
Alto Adige, Veneto, Emilia Romagna, Toscana, 
Marche, Abruzzo, Lazio, Campania, Molise, Puglia 
e Sicilia. 



Focus of our study: 
 subjec;ve measures 

•  Centre sampling technique of sampling => 
weights available 

•  Detailed country of origin (65) 
•  Sociological approach: extensive ques;ons on 
personal percep;ons of integra;on on 4 
dimensions: cultural, social, poli;cal, 
economic 



Previous index of integra;on 

•  Blangiardo and Cesareo (2009) have used 
ISMU data for construc;ng a composite index 

•  First they aggregate ALL the available variables 
for each dimension => construct 4 par;al 
indexes respec;vely of cultural, social, poli;cal 
and economic integra;on 

•  Then they aggregate the 4 par;al indexes in 1 
final index of integra;on called ‘integrometro’. 



Our approach 

•  First we carry out an extensive, cri2cal analysis of the 
ques;ons asked for deciding the opportunity of 
keeping them separate within the same dimension 

•  Then we carry out a rigorous set of sta;s;cal tests 
(correla;on between variables) and checks (analysis of 
distribu;ons’ characteris;cs) for selec;ng and 
aggrega;ng the available informa;on 

•  The aggrega;on methods (average or sum) are chosen 
according to the characteris;cs of the variables 
involved 



Results: our indexes 
•  4 indexes of cultural integra2on: 1) knowledge of 
Italian language (understanding, speaking, 
reading, wri;ng); 2) use of Italian language; 3) 
feeling of belonging to Italy; 4) apprecia;on of 
the Italian style of life (educa;on, work, family 
rela;onships, food, dressing, free ;me) 

•  1 index of social integra2on: ethnicity of friends 
(host/home country or both) 

•  1 index of poli2cal integra2on (ci;zenship, civic 
status) 

•  1 index of socio‐economic integra2on (housing, 
access to bank account) 



Results: descrip;ve sta;s;cs 



Results: explanatory variables 

•  We try to explain the various degrees of 
immigrants’ integra;on with a number of 
characteris;cs: 

•  Sex, age, years of permanence in Italy, 
educa;on, civil status, children, religion, 
region of residence. 

•  Carry out ANalysis Of VAriance 







Conclusions 

•  Relevant role of educa;on for all indexes 
•  Women always more integrated than men 
•  Ethnic origin explains only knolwledge of language and 
NOT the other dimensions of integra;on 

•  Important explanatory power of region of arrival 
(always higher than ethnicity): Sud has higher levels of 
integra;on wrt North and Centre but for social 
rela2onships aspect more than style of life 

•  Children explain only c1 and c2 (language knowledge 
and use) 

•  Religion: muslims integrate less than people of other 
religions. 



Further research 

•  Move to objec;ve measures with other data 
•  Promote the collec;on of data where both 
subjec;ve and objec;ve indexes can be 
constructed, possibly: 

1)  with longitudinal design 
2)  Informa;ve also on the commitment of 

immigrants to their home country for clarifying 
the model of integra;on to be implemented 
(e.g. assimila;on, integra;on, separa;on, 
marginalisa;on, Dessy 2012) 


