
THE BENEFITS OF THE REFERENDUM 
FOR MESTRE AND VENICE

Venice and Mestre are two completely different realities that were united during Fascism 
in 1926 and whose history and issues are entirely different.

Therefore, separate mayors and town councils are needed to look after each city. Each 
would be free to focus on the specifics and answer to the citizens that will be electing 
them: Venetians in the historic city and islands in the lagoon for Venice, and “Mestrini” 
in Mestre, Marghera and connected parts of the mainland. Autonomy of the two 
neighbouring municipalities will enable both to work for a better quality of life and 
prosperity in each city, and relieve the tensions between them.

In the 1950s Venice had 219, 000 inhabitants (less than 100,000 on the mainland). Today 
it has 82,500 (54,000 in Venice plus the islands Lido, Murano etc.) and an average of 2 or 3 
per day are leaving the city (more than 1000/year). Half of the resident population is aged 
over 65. If things do not change, death of the city is inevitable.

The time has thus come to give the citizens of Venice and Mestre the opportunity to 
be represented by mayors and town councils equipped with the administrative tools to 
devise and implement policies to protect and invigorate the very different cities as places 
where people live and work (not merely a tourist destination in the case of Venice and a 
dilapidated dormitory town and semi-abandoned industrial zone in the case of Mestre 
and Marghera).

The creation of the two municipalities is urgent, also given the emergent “metropolitan 
city” administrative level that replaces the provincial organization that can potentially 
take care of all coordination of services etc. necessary on a more macro level. Other 
European conglomerations are also subdivided into separate municipalities: Brussels 
has 19 municipalities with a population of little more than one million; Vienna with 1.7 
inhabitants has 23 municipalities.

Advantages for both new municipalities:

• Each will be able to dedicate attention to one of the two very different realities and 
obtain better results.
• More direct control of elected representatives.
• Eradication of the sub-municipal administrative layer that currently costs €7 million/year.
• Reduction of the overall number of political representatives (sub-municipal 
counsellors, city-counsellors and deputy-mayors) and lower pay for all (remunerations, 
mayors included, are proportional to the population).
• The “metropolitan city” will provide coordination between the two cities, especially in 
matters of transport and services.
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