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1. Reporting on public real estate assets  

Regions continue to show little attention to reporting on public real estate assets. Notably, even 

regional Administrations generally recognized for their strong administrative capacity, such as Tuscany, 

Liguria, and Emilia-Romagna, are among the least accountable in this regard. 

Tuscany, for instance, only publishes basic information, which is entirely insufficient to provide a clear 

understanding of the size, value, and use of regional assets.  

 

Fig. 1 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets – Tuscany Region1 

 

Source: Screenshot taken from the AT section of the Tuscany Region’s website 

 

The same can be said for Liguria, as shown in the following figure. 

 

 
1 See the link: Patrimonio immobiliare - Regione Toscana 

https://www.regione.toscana.it/-/patrimonio-immobiliare
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Fig. 2 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets – Liguria Region2 

 

Source: Screenshot taken from the AT section of the Liguria Region’s website 

 

Emilia-Romagna at least adds a generic description of the asset (see the following figure). 

 

Fig. 3 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets – Emilia Romagna Region 3 

 

Source: Screenshot taken from the AT section of the Emilia Romagna Region’s website 

 

 
2 See the link: Patrimonio Immobiliare Regione Liguria 
3 See the link: Patrimonio immobiliare Regione Emilia-Romagna 

https://www.regione.liguria.it/homepage-amministrazione-trasparente/amministrazione-trasparente-2022/beni-immobili-e-gestione-patrimonio/patrimonio-immobiliare/document/27989:patrimonio-immobiliare-regione-liguria.html
https://trasparenza.regione.emilia-romagna.it/beni-immobili-e-gestione-patrimonio/patrimonio-immobiliare
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Similarly, among the best-performing Regions in relation to this indicator, we find areas that generally 

fall below benchmark levels for administrative capacity. Abruzzo and Puglia are two emblematic 

examples in this regard.   

The Abruzzo region is, in fact, perfectly aligned with the spirit of the aforementioned 2013 regulation, 

also due to its full awareness of the important role that public real estate assets should fulfil. These 

assets are considered "a fundamental and strategic resource for the Public Administration, both as a 

potential source of funding and as a tool for territorial development." 4 

 

Over the years, Abruzzo has consistently been recognized as a best practice in reporting on its real 

estate assets, excelling in both clarity and depth of information. Indeed, the document titled "List of 

Properties Belonging to the Real Estate Assets of the Regional Council" begins with a summary table 

listing the region’s real estate assets grouped by type. For each category, it provides the name, total 

value, total annual income, and the number of assets included (see the following figure). 

 

 
4 See the link: Patrimonio immobiliare Regione Abruzzo 

https://www.regione.abruzzo.it/content/patrimonio-immobiliare
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Fig. 4 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets –Abruzzo Region 5 

 

Source: screenshot taken from the AT section of the Abruzzo Region’s website 

 

 

This is followed by detailed records for each individual asset, providing information that allows citizens 

to effectively assess the extent of the regional property portfolio. Specifically, as shown in the figure 

below, a detailed snapshot is provided, including:  an image of the asset, useful for evaluating its 

condition and value; a summary description, including size, number of floors, and intended use (actual 

usage and user); acquisition method; asset value and annual income generated; certification of any 

potential unavailability or unfitness for use. 

 
5 See the link: https://www.regione.abruzzo.it/content/patrimonio-immobiliare 

https://www.regione.abruzzo.it/content/patrimonio-immobiliare
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Fig. 5 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets –Abruzzo Region 

 

Source: screenshot taken from the AT section of the Abruzzo Region’s website 

 

Puglia, as mentioned, also stands out positively by fulfilling the publication requirements set by Article 

30 of Legislative Decree 33/2013. This aims "to support the institutional activities of Local Authorities, 

the work of professionals, and the knowledge and transparency needs of the citizens of Puglia. The 

various regional sectors involved in territorial governance (…) promote the dissemination of a shared 

and certified knowledge base of the territory and its transformation dynamics, essential for ensuring 

simple and effective decision-making processes, built in an integrated manner"6.   

Specifically, it is an interactive web page that allows access to a detailed record for each asset. As 

shown in the following figure, in addition to providing geographic location and photos of the property, 

 
6 See the link: https://www.sit.puglia.it/ 

https://www.sit.puglia.it/
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the document is divided into three sections: a description of the asset, property data, and cadastral 

information. 

 

Fig. 6 – Reporting on Public Real Estate Assets – Puglia Region7 

 

 
7 See the link: Patrimonio Regionale | Demanio | Elenco Fabbricati 

http://www.sit.puglia.it/portal/portale_patrimonio_regionale/home_patr_rurale/Demanio-PatrimonioPortletWindow?azione=elencoFabbricati&action=2&idImpianto=2.1.c&idComune=14&etichettaImpianto=Fabbricati%20&tabSelezionato=tabs-1&idSezione=2.1&etichettaSezione=Disponibile&idCategoria=2.1
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Source: screenshot taken from the AT section of the Puglia Region’s website 

 

 

2. Management Capacity of Public Real Estate Assets  

The general considerations outlined above for Provincial Capital Municipalities also apply to the 

Regions and Autonomous Provinces.   

Upon analysing the data, the picture that emerges is far less virtuous than the one observed for 

Provincial Capital Municipalities in the same year of observation (2024 survey based on 2023 data). 

Only one Region, Lombardy, shows a positive balance between rents received and rents paid, with 

approximately 1.4 million euros in positive results from property management. This represents an 

important source of income, offering potential benefits that can cascade down to the community.   

Lazio does not profit from the management of its public assets, but its ability to close with a balanced 

result is still positive.   

All other Regions show a negative balance in the management of public real estate assets.   

Sicily records the most significant loss, with passive rent values exceeding 46 million euros, compared 

to active income of around 370,000 euros.   
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Though smaller, losses in the Autonomous Province of Trento and Emilia-Romagna are still noteworthy, 

both exceeding 10 million euros. These losses are also attributable to substantial outflows with minimal 

income.   

The three Regions just analysed show the highest outflows; conversely, Lazio, Lombardy, and 

Campania have the highest income from property leasing. 

 

Tab.1 – Active rents and passive rents – Regions (euro) 

Regions Rents received Rents paid Population 
Rent balance 

(euro) 

Abruzzo  n.a.          1.764.352 €        1.269.860  n.a. 

Basilicata  n.a.               28.066 €           536.659  n.a. 

Calabria  n.a.             633.707 €        1.841.300  n.a. 

Campania           1.997.209 €          7.463.721 €        5.592.175  -0,98 

Emilia-Romagna              233.957 €        10.336.421 €        4.426.929  -2,27 

Friuli-Venezia 

Giulia 

                3.135 €             741.192 €        1.192.191  -0,62 

Lazio           4.607.012 €          4.623.641 €        5.707.112  0,00 

Liguria              646.439 €          1.084.792 €        1.502.624  -0,29 

Lombardia           2.201.982 €             750.860 €        9.950.742  0,14 

Marche              169.486 €          1.539.824 €        1.480.839  -0,92 

Molise                70.392 €             478.638 €           289.840  -1,41 

P.A. Bolzano           1.253.483 €          5.884.895 €           533.267  -8,63 

P.A. Trento              279.503 €        13.923.505 €           542.050  -25,03 

Piemonte              650.700 €          3.098.444 €        4.240.736  -0,58 

Puglia                64.926 €             493.735 €        3.900.852  -0,11 

Sardegna              822.599 €          2.472.238 €        1.575.028  -1,05 

Sicilia              372.973 €        46.109.496 €        4.802.016  -9,54 

Toscana              157.094 €          1.759.608 €        3.651.152  -0,44 

Umbria              263.713 €             408.018 €           854.137  -0,17 

Valle d'Aosta              806.311 €          3.046.881 €           122.955  -18,21 

Veneto                54.648 €          1.325.936 €        4.838.253  -0,26 

 

Source: Administrative Capacity Index REP – Data processing on SIOPE and ISTAT data 

 

The analysis of the indicator, which, as mentioned, shows a positive value only in Lombardy, allows us 
to appreciate territorial peculiarities and make comparisons.   

In more detail, the value related to the management of public real estate assets is slightly above 0 euros 
per citizen in Lombardy and essentially 0 in Lazio. For nine Regions, the per capita value falls between 
-0.1 and -0.9 euros, divided between the North (including Liguria), the Centre (including Umbria), and 
the South (including Puglia).   

The losses are more significant in the Autonomous Province of Bolzano, Sicily, Aosta Valley, and the 
Autonomous Province of Trento, ranging from -8 euros to -25 euros per citizen. 
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Fig. 7 – Management capacity of public real estate assets 

 

Source: Administrative Capacity Index REP – Data processing on SIOPE data and AT section of institutional websites 
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