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0. Introduction 
 
The present dissertation, entitled " Contribution for the Evaluation of Innovative Socio Urban 

Iniciatives: The BIP/ZIP Program – Rehabilitation and Requalification of Spaces", carried out within the 
scope of the final project of Architecture of the Integrated Master in Architecture of Instituto Superior 
Técnico, has the purpose of a critical reflection on the analysis of the seven editions (2011 to 2017) of the 
BIP / ZIP program (Priority Intervention Neighborhoods / Priority Intervention Areas). 

 
0.1. Motivation 

The motivation for this dissertation was based on the interest in deepening the knowledge about the 
subject of the RRE (Rehabilitation and Requalification of Spaces) and contributing to the investigation of 
the interventions that aim to make cities more fair, sustainable pleasant and efficient for all the users. 

The creation of solutions that eventually soften or eliminate the contrast between more devalued and 
degraded areas and other areas considered noble, interconnected in their interconnection, allows to 
generate social cohesion in the urban network, generating an open system and not the segregation of 
small territories within it. 

 
0.2. Primary and Secondary Objectives 

In general, it is intended to carry out a critical reflection on the analysis of the seven editions (2011 to 
2017) of the BIP / ZIP program, to systematize and interpret the results of the operation of this Program in 
particular with regard to the spatial distribution of projects and their typology, and more specifically with 
respect to the rehabilitation and re-qualification of urban spaces. This analysis is expected to lead to 
conclusions about the role of architecture and urbanism in the public space, in this process of active 
citizenship, in the period between 2011 and 2017 in neighborhoods or areas of the city of Lisbon signaled 
as a priority. 

 
In order to be able to interpret these results, to understand the role of the projects for the rehabilitation 

and re-qualification of spaces in the BIP / ZIP Program and the public participation in it, the following 
secondary objectives were not established: 

I. Reflect on the relevance of active participation processes in city management; 
II. Describe the BIP / ZIP Program as an illustrative example of active citizenship; 

III. Systematize the projects submitted and approved in general and in particular (in the RRE 
theme), interpreting their results; 

IV. To propose a set of recommendations and contributions aimed at optimizing the Program in 
the RRE theme. 

 
0.3. Methodology 

It was necessary to search for bibliographical information on the subject, a documentary analysis on 
the object of study of the dissertation to understand the "state of the art" in which the BIP / ZIP Program is 
inserted and the procedures underlying the editions from the years 2011 to 2017. In this way, information 
was collected, which was then analyzed, compared and related by systematic tests at a baseline level 
and at a micro level in the case of the RRE / BIPZIP study. 

 
The practical investigation was translated into the study of the RRE theme of the BIPZIP program, 

selected based on the documentary analysis and the objectives outlined. This study is based on the 
analysis and comparison of the total number of applications submitted in the period 2011 (the first edition) 
until the year 2017 (penultimate edition).  
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0.4. Structure 
The structure of the dissertation extended abstract is based on five chapters, as shown in figure 1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F

igure 1 – Dissertation Extended Abstract Structure 

1. Public Policy – Urban Rehabilitation and Requalification 
 

1.1. Local Participation 
Participation is understood as the "mechanisms intentionally instituted by the government to involve 

the lay public or its representatives in the administrative decision-making" (Beierle, 1998). These 
mechanisms include meetings, public hearings, for deliberation, consensus building and administrative 
collaboration efforts, excluding policies of influence and extralegal methods, such as voting and strikes, 
respectively (Beierle, 1998). 

 
Contrary to top-down relationships, public participation aims to increase popular influence over 

government policies (McLaverty, 2002). In decision-making, participation is important for a number of 
reasons, and various objectives can be achieved (Laurian & Shaw, 2009). 

 
Vasconcelos and Lima (2006) propose, for the participatory decision process, at least five phases, 

short of the evaluation: 
“1st - Initial phase of information / disclosure: which aims to clarify the different parties (stakeholders) 

about what is intended to implement; 
2nd - Pre-intermediate phase: to obtain feedback, that is, to gauge how the information was digested 

by the parties (stakeholders); 
3rd - Intermediate phase: of consultation aiming to obtain information of the stakeholders that allows to 

define the possible scenarios; 
4th - Post-intermediate phase: a discussion aimed at presenting and discussing, with stakeholders, the 

different possible scenarios; 
5th - Final phase: presentation of the solution adopted to stakeholders.” 

(Vasconcelos e Lima, 2006, pg.74). 
 

Freitas (2015), assumes as indispensable for the collective development of a society, that the process 
of participation covers the maximum possible of citizens. Being that the portion of the population is 



considerable this can influence the decision process of the actions of the State, combining the existence 
of "channels of democratic participation can facilitate the popular insertion in the political life". 

 
It concludes by advising that when one wants to participate beyond formal spaces and if one wishes to 

see concrete actions that alter the current state of the society of which they are part, they can not give up 
"the global aspect of the struggle" (Freitas, 2015 ). 

 
1.2. Local Governance 

According to Ferrão (2013), "government is understood as the set of political-administrative entities 
that, according to the law, have attributions that must continue the public interest and competences that 
are based on the authority that emanates from the power of the state." (p.259) These political-
administrative entities comply with each other, both hierarchical relations (national, regional and local 
levels) and relations of institutional collaboration based on functional support and respect for the political, 
administrative and financial autonomy of each of them, as, for example, the municipal associativism 
(Ferrão, 2013). Restricting itself, in any case, to the respect and limits of the law. 

 
According to Billim (2004) the concept of governance is based on balancing public activities of an 

economic, social, cultural and administrative nature with the needs of society. It is increasingly a game of 
transfers of government responsibilities to "the private and voluntary sectors and, more generally, to the 
citizen." (Billion, 2004, p.33). That is, let the citizen occupy a passive place in the decision-making of the 
government, so that it takes an active place of participant. 

 
Territorial governance is the way the territories of a national state are administered and policies 

implemented, with particular emphasis on the distribution of roles and responsibilities between different 
levels of government (supranational, national and subnational) and the inherent negotiation processes 
and consensus building (OECD, 2001). 

 
Lee (2003), in Conceptualizing the New Governance: The New Institution of Social Coordination, 

seeks to explain several issues, namely: a review of various definitions of governance; discuss the logic 
of governance; and clarify the definition of governance and management of new governance. In the paper 
presented by the author referred to above, the search is made for: "(i) reviewing various definitions of 
governance; (ii) discuss the logic of governance; and (iii) clarify the definition of governance and 
management of new governance. "(p. 2). 

 
From these issues he drew the following conclusions: (i) the definition of governance can be 

considered with a "social coordination institution"; (ii) "The new governance is an" institution "of social 
coordination based on co-direction and network logic"; and (iii) the logic of new governance is similar to 
that of democratic management (Lee, 2003, p. 2). 

 
1.3. Flagship Programs in Portugal 

1.3.1. SAAL 
This urban intervention program aimed to support communities and their residents to rehabilitate their 

homes in their residential areas, due to the aggravated state of degradation of the same, collaborating 
with specialized teams (Pereira, 2014). 

 
The program had everything to be a success because collective interests overlap with private 

interests. On the one hand it consisted of a group of architects and engineers with the (theoretical) 
knowledge on how to solve the problems of these disadvantaged families and what would be the 
indicated solution for their low-cost housing but done correctly, and on the other hand, we had our own 
elements of the needy families who knew what they needed and had an interest in solving them (in 
practice). The populations needed support not only in the area of rehabilitation, but also in the area of 
licensing, land acquisition and the new construction itself. These teams worked together with the city 
councils and with the necessary companies to jointly with the populations to solve the best solutions for 
each case (Pereira, 2014). 

 



1.3.2. Program POLIS 
 Through the POLIS Program, a more complete picture of the complexity of cities can be obtained. 

This is a government program whose objective is to improve the "competitiveness of cities through the 
rehabilitation of their urban space and the requalification of their environmental heritage" (Batista, 2008). 
Prior to the creation of the program, Portugal had witnessed the most recent urban redevelopment 
implemented in its capital in connection with the EXPO'98 International Exhibition, opening up to the 
Portuguese a new paradigm of urban space (Batista, 2008). It was based on this desire and others, that 
later the MAOT (2000), together with other objectives, creates the Program POLIS (Batista, 2008). 

 
1.3.3. Portugal Participa 

The project "Portugal Participa (fig.15) - Paths to Societal Innovation", better known simply as Portugal 
Participa, is a project whose objective is to promote participatory democracy, so that it provokes changes 
in society, providing the empowerment of citizens and individual and collective prosperity. The in loco 
Association is responsible for its coordination, in partnership with several institutions, such as: The Center 
for Social Studies of the University of Coimbra and the Municipal Councils of Cascais, Odemira, Porto 
and Funchal. The project is financed by the Calouste Gulbenkian Foundation, as the managing entity of 
the Active Citizenship Program (Portugal Participa, 2016). Reinforcing the competencies of civil society 
and public actors in the process and evaluation of public policies is what was intended with this 
intervention of Portugal Participates. 

 
1.3.4. Participative Budgets 

Participative processes are forms of political management that broaden the decision-making process 
of society. The expansion of participative processes is guided by the principles of inclusion, pluralism and 
social justice, seeking to respond to problems not resolved by representative democracy. (Portugal 
Participa, 2016) 

 
UN-HABITAT (2004a), defines some proposals that help the definition of Participatory Budgets. This is 

understood as "an initiative through which the population makes decisions or contributes to their decision 
on the destination of part or all of the public resources available" (Portugal Participa, 2016). 

 
Nelson Dias (2013) suggests that the principles that are transversal to Participatory Budgets should be 

understood as a new form of governance of public authorities, considering the direct participation of 
citizens in the definition of the policies and priorities of each territory. Other authors such as Cabannes & 
Lipietz (2015) also add that POs operate in any type of territory, whether in cities or small towns, and are 
also independent in their number of inhabitants 

2. Analysis of the BIP/ZIP Program 
 

2.1. BIP/ZIP Program 
The BIP / ZIP Program aims to foster partnerships and small local interventions to improve the 

"habitats" covered through project support for partnerships between parish councils, local associations, 
collectivities and non-governmental organizations. the strengthening of socio-territorial cohesion in the 
municipality (CML, 2010). Its objectives are to promote active citizenship, the capacity for self-
organization and the collective search for solutions, through the participation of the population in 
improving their living conditions. 

 
The districts are classified as Priority Intervention Districts (BIP) for demonstrating high social and 

urban fracture rates. According to the letter of the BIP / ZIP an area of the city to be consolidated with 
strong urban disjoints associated with "social problems". Although spatially close, they are territories 
marked by marked and non-communicating social, physical, and cultural contrasts (CML, 2010). 

 
The general objective is to promote local development and an effective improvement of the living 

conditions of the BIPZIP population in a structured and sustainable way, fomenting migrations between 
neighborhoods, breaking boundaries, sewing disconnected and disjointed urban fabrics. Based on this 
framework, it is intended to promote a set of concerted actions with a view to socio-spatial inclusion. 

 



Recognizing the weaknesses and potential of these territories, it is considered essential to focus on a 
cohesive and integrated strategy. In order to create effective conditions for a structural change in BIPZIP 
(CML, 2010). 

 
The projects aim to establish synergies among citizens of these territories, organizing and 

strengthening neighborhood ties and partnership relationships among individuals, informal organizations 
and public, private and non-profit institutions within these zones, among themselves and at the municipal 
level. The beneficiaries of the project are the communities in the BIPZIP territories of the zone, with 
special focus on people in situations of particular social vulnerability. The projects will seek to create and 
secure relationships between the different agents that live in these territories, in order to stimulate peer 
learning and training, pool resources, knowledge and experiences, and intercultural and intergenerational 
dialogue and coexistence ( CML, 2010). 

 
2.1.1. BIP/ZIP Chart 

 
The BIP / ZIP chart is a graphical representation of urban and 

social deficiencies, signaled by means of expeditious means of 
measuring the social reality to be characterized, such as 
questionnaire surveys, public consultations and different levels of 
participation from specialists in different areas, citizens and local 
involvement organizations. (CML, 2010) 

 
The BIP / ZIP Charter - Districts and Areas of Priority 

Intervention in Lisbon was approved by the CML on 17 November 
2010. It includes 67 neighborhoods or priority areas as can be 
identified in the Map of figure 2. 
 

Figure 2 – BIP/ZIP Chart 
 
 

 
2.1.2. Project Themes 

When applying for the program you are asked to identify a preferred theme in which the project is 
inserted. There are six themes: 1) Promotion of Citizenship; 2) Skills and Entrepreneurship; 3) Improve 
Life in the Neighborhood; 4) Prevention and Inclusion; 5) Rehabilitation and Requalification of Spaces; 
and 6) Other (CML, 2010). 

 
In the theme of Rehabilitation and Requalification of Spaces, the object of study of this dissertation, 

are inserted the projects "aimed at the (re) qualification of the public space, spaces of leisure and 
enjoyment, at the initiative of the Community and in favor of it; which aim to requalify non-residential 
areas for the benefit of residents and / or to improve and / or improve the quality of services provided to 
the Community; projects of Urban-Legal Intervention that promote interventions in the built-up fabric and / 
or the regularization of urban and patrimonial issues (as the cases of former SAAL, ex Cooperatives and 
AUGI's). "(CML, 2015). 

 
2.1.3. Promoters and Partners 

For each project it is required that the functions of the institutions in the same, if they are partner 
entities or promoters are required. At least two entities are needed, one of which must be a promoter 
(CML, 2015). The sponsoring entity must be duly legalized since it is the one that receives the financing, 
is responsible for the execution of the project. The partner entity does not have any financial 
responsibilities for the project before the CML, however, it contributes to the submission of the application 
and the development of the approved project. 

 



2.2. Trials and Systemazition of Results 2011-2017 
During the investigation, data was collected from the first seven years of the program, data available 

from the CML website - Housing and Local Development Department1. The applications received and 
their relations with those that were approved and not approved were analyzed. The amounts involved, as 
well as for each of the 67 BIP / ZIP over the seven years 2011 to 2017. The different themes of the 
projects were also taken into account, so that the objectives relevant to this dissertation (PLH, 2017). The 
total number of applications submitted (778) for all subjects during the first seven years was verified, 
compared with those that were approved (269) and not approved (509), in the various editions.  

  
In the years 2012, 2013, 2015 and 2017, were in all respects similar to the number of applications 

received, between 106 and 109 applications, for the years 2012 and 2015, respectively. Relatively to the 
number of applications approved in relation to those received, we can highlight the year 2013 with 48.2%, 
and the year 2012 with 26.4%, already in the years 2015 and 2017 we see a relative similarity in 
percentage, 33% and 35, 5%, respectively. The year 2011, in spite of being the one in which fewer 
applications were received, the percentage of applications approved in relation to these is 41.3%, which 
is closer to 2014. 

 
In 2011, in the 106 applications submitted, the percentage of projects approved was 26.4% for a large 

majority of non-approved applications (73.6%). In the 106 applications submitted in 2012, the percentage 
of projects approved is 26.4% for a large majority of non-approved applications (73.6%). As shown in 
table 1, the figures presented in the seven years (2011-2017) of the approved applications are always 
higher than the value initially stipulated by the Municipal Budget of 1 million euros, except in 2012.  

Anos Non approved application financing Approved apllication financing Total estimated financing: 

2011 1.345.961,00 € 1.249.843,00 € 2.595.804,00 € 
2012 2.715.989,00 € 997.003,00 € 3.712.992,00 € 
2013 2.284.153,00 € 1.905.548,00 € 4.189.701,00 € 
2014 4.511.819,00 € 1.608.544,00 € 6.120.363,00 € 
2015 3.059.700,00 € 1.590.825,00 € 4.650.525,00 € 
2016 3.641.758,00 € 1.606.806,00 € 5.248.564,00 € 
2017 3.044.472,00 € 1.605.852,00 € 4.650.324,00 € 
Total 20.603.852,00 € 10.564.421,00 € 31.168.273,00 € 

Tabela 1 – Financing of approved and non-approved applications between 2011 and 2017 Source: Autor. Data: 
CML 2011 to 2017 

 
It is verified that the BIP / ZIP nº41 - Sete Moinhos, was the one that obtained during the seven years, 

the lowest value of financing by the program, resulting in only 5 applications approved with a total of 
15,047.71 €. By contrast, the BIP / ZIP nº44-Mouraria, obtained during the same period, 22 applications 
approved with a total of 546,881.73€.  

3. Contribution for the Evaluation of the Program in the Rehabilitation and 
Rehabilitaion of Spaces Theme 
 

3.1. Analysis of project applications involved by theme and the respective amounts 
In the seven years, compared to the other themes, the RRE was not considered as a priority or eligible 

for the initiative of the promoters and partners of the BIP / ZIPs, taking into account the socioeconomic, 
environmental and urban can check in table 2.  

  2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Total 

A
pp

ro
ve

d 
ap

pl
ic

at
io

ns
 b

y 
th

em
e 

RRE 402.138,
04 € 

23.529,0
0 € 

377.649,
00 € 

288.263,
00 € 

299.300,
00 € 

123.908,
00 € 

50.000,0
0 € 

1.564.787,04
€ 

Skills and 
Entrepreneu
rship 

195.047,
69 € 

176.462,
00 € 

455.337,
98 € 

394.448,
00 € 

323.466,
93 € 

325.542,
00 € 

480.168,
00 € 

2.350.472,60 
€ 

Promotion of 
Citizenship 

47.700,0
0 € 

239.876,
00 € 

349.748,
93 € 

163.775,
00 € 

331.474,
00 € 

421.467,
00 € 

231.597,
00 € 

1.785.637,93 
€ 

                                                        
1 Available at: http://habitacao.cm-lisboa.pt 



Inclusion 
and 
Prevention 

101.437,
59 € 

93.701,0
0 € 

259.072,
00 € 

355.009,
00 € 

327.259,
94 € 

469 421,
00 € 

396.189,
00 € 

2.002.089,53 
€ 

Improve 
Neighborhoo
d Life 

28.479,9
8 € 

109.600,
00 € 

518.440,
00 € 

363.049,
00 € 

281.024,
00 € 

358.927,
00 € 

415.398,
00 € 

2.074.917,98 
€ 

Others 0,00 € 353.833,
98 € 

99.734,9
9 € 

44.000,0
0 € 

78.299,9
8 € 

50.000,0
0 € 

49.242,4
2 € 

675.111,37 € 

Table 2 - Financing of applications approved by topic between 2011 and 2017 Source: Autor. Data: CML 
3.1.1. Analysis of the applications approved in the RRE theme between 2011-2017 

In 2011, the 11 approved BIP / ZIP projects were those with numbers 9, 14, 19, 22, 31, 36, 44, 46, 47, 
60, 64 and 67. The total approved funding for these BIPs / ZIP was € 402 138.04. As the BIP / ZIPs that 
had the highest amount of funding were the 19, 44 and 64 each with 50,000 €, each representing 12.43% 
of the funding of the candidacies approved for 2011. There was only one application that included more 
than that a BIP / ZIP (BIP / ZIP 22 and 67), candidacy number 71 "My Neighborhood is My Face" - Give 
the Face to the Neighborhood, this means that, the amount requested, dealing with the incidence in two 
BIP / ZIP , was equally distributed by the two. 

 
For the year 2012 the value of the two applications approved, in seven submitted, was € 23,529. 

Despite the fact that only two were approved, the 107th "Live the Sport" application covered seven BIP / 
ZIP (20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 66 and 67). Given that the value assigned to each one is a relatively low value, € 
2 647 represents 11.25% of the total funding value of the approved applications. The other approved 
application had only one BIP / ZIP, number 41, with an approved project worth 5,000 €. 

 
The nine applications approved in 16 submitted in 2013, there is a requested amount allocated of € 

377,649. For the first time, there are four RRE applications for two BIP / ZIP, 23 and 44, each with two 
applications. The BIP / ZIP with projects approved were numbers 2, 23, 34,44,47,57,67. At BIP / ZIP 
number 23, a total value of € 55,900 was attributed, representing 14.80% of the total value attributed, 
corresponding to a project with a proved value of € 24,900 and a project with a value of € 31,000. On the 
other hand, the total value attributed to BIP / ZIP number 44 was € 99 750, which represents more than a 
quarter of the total amount awarded for applications approved for 2013 (26.41%), where for a project € 
50,000 was awarded and another € 49,750. 
 

In 2014, a joint application is again submitted - to 146, which concerns BIP / ZIP 36 and 64, dividing 
the total amount requested of 50 000 € between the two. In the year 6 applications were approved with a 
total value of € 288,263, BIP / ZIPs that had approved projects were: 23, 24, 34, 35, 36, 64 and 67. The 
first four BIP / ZIP each of which has an assigned value of € 50,000. Each representing 17.35% of the 
total amount granted in 2014. 

 
In 2015, 6 applications were approved with a total value of € 299,300 for BIP / ZIP 15, 16, 34, 46 and 

60. The BIP / ZIP 34 held 2 applications approved in the RRE theme, each with a maximum value of € 
50,000, were the projects "The place for participation" and the "Participation Laboratory". All applications 
that had been approved had requested a maximum of € 50,000 (16.71%), with the exception of the one 
that applied for and was allocated to the BIP / ZIP 15, the value of € 49,300 (16, 47%). 

 
Only 3 applications were approved in 10 submitted, corresponding to a total value of 123 908 €. The 

BIP / ZIP with projects approved were the number 4 with 23,908 €, the 57 and 65 with each 50,000 €. The 
latter two hold 40.35%, each of the total value imputed in 2016. 

In the last year studied, in 2017, only one BIP / ZIP had its approved project, the BIP / ZIP 15, with the 
value of 50 000 €, in the RRE theme. 

 
From the point of view of the greater financial value granted to a BIP / ZIP, for the total of the seven 

years, it was to the BIP / ZIP 34 - PRODAC, with a total value of 200,000 €. The BIP / ZIPs, which had 
the lowest values assigned in the same period, were BIP / ZIP: 20, 21, 25, 26 and 66 each with a value of 
€ 2,647. 

 



It was verified that after analyzing the diagnostic files that we had access and the RRE projects that 
were approved in the affected BIP / ZIP, it was concluded that only the problems pointed out by the 
inhabitants of these were partially solved. 
  



4. Conclusions and Future Recommendations 
Firstly, in order to address the first specific objective proposed, a reflection was developed on the 

relevance of active public participation processes in city management. Thus, a bibliographical review was 
elaborated where it was possible to clarify several concepts and make known several programs of public 
participation and urban rehabilitation both in Portugal and internationally. We identified the various 
programs that already exist and exist in Portugal, where public participation and the theme of 
Rehabilitation were and are the main focus. 

 
The first general statement reached after several surveys was that, at least for public consultation, 

there is no evaluation of the program in general or after seven years of its implementation. Only a few 
financial reports were prepared and entities were asked to carry out an evaluation / project status after 
their approval, so that they could continue to receive tranches the required funding during the application 
phase. However, the absence of such assessments, either for years or after a considerable period (eg 
after the first five years) has raised some other issues.  

 
The first is to understand if the program continues to make sense after seven years of continuous 

editions, still have the same 67 BIP / ZIP. After seven years, should not some have already been 
removed and possibly others added? This first question led us to question whether the purpose of the 
program is being achieved. 

 
It was verified after the reading of the diagnostic sheets and analysis of the objectives to be reached 

by the RRE applications of the approved projects, that many of them would solve only one of the 
problems presented by the BIP / ZIP territories, solving only the problems pointed out in the realization of 
the questionnaire at the beginning of the program 

 
Still with respect to entities that applied for RRE projects, we were surprised how few are "linked to the 

more technical area" of the six themes. There were few architectural ateliers, or landscaping that applied 
for and many more that are not directly related to architecture and rehabilitation. They do not devalue the 
commitment of these entities, but one might expect to find a greater diversity of entities related to this 
subject, or at least a greater frequency of those that already appear in the listing of projects approved in 
RRE.  

 
In addition to all the issues raised is also left here the recommendation that in future editions take into 

account the technicality of the RRE theme. When an RRE application is submitted, a table of additional 
evaluation criteria should be considered in addition to the evaluation criteria already stipulated and 
tabulated by the Program in order to better classify this theme. In fact, the specificity and complexity of it 
should not only be evaluated as the others. As stated by Reis and Lay (2006), other criteria on the quality 
of projects, such as aesthetics, use or functional performance and the structure of the built space, should 
be taken into account. 

 
In general, the BIP / ZIP Program has had a well-deserved success in the objectives that it has 

achieved throughout the successive editions and in the initiatives that they have been promoting to give 
visibility to it. However, there are recommendations presented in this dissertation that can be taken as 
feasible to fill some of the gaps that have been identified, in order to make it more cohesive and, at the 
same time, to adjust to the changes that the city of Lisbon is suffering rapidly. 

 
  



References 
 

BEIERLE, T. (1998), Public participation in environmental decisions: An evaluation framework using 
social goals. Discussion Paper 99-06. Washington, DC: Resources for the Future. 

CABANNES, Y., Lipietz, B. (2015), The Democratic Contribution of Participatory Budgeting, London 
School of Economics and Political Sciences, London 

CML, (2010), Carta dos BIP/ZIP - Relatório de consulta pública, Lisboa 

CML, (2010), Relatório da Metodologia de identificação e construção da carta dos BIP/ZIP, Lisboa 

DIAS, N. (2013), Esperança Democrática - 25 anos de Orçamentos Participativos no Mundo, Associação 
In Loco, Faro Editora, Porto 

FERRÃO, J. (2013), Governança, Governo e Ordenamento do Território em Contextos Metropolitanos, 
Cap.13, Consequência Editora, Rio de Janeiro 

FREITAS, L. (2015), Políticas públicas, descentralização e participação popular, Universidade Federal de 
Mato Grosso, Florianópolis 

GONÇALVES, J. (2015), O Envolvimento de Crianças e Jovens num Modelo de Gestão Territorial 
Participada ao Nível Local. Faculdade de Engenharia da Universidade do Porto, Porto 

LAURIAN, L. & SHAW, M. (2009), Evaluation of public participation: the practices of certied planners. 
Journal of Planning Education and Research, 28:  293–309. 

LEE, M., (2003), Conceptualizing the New Governance: A New Institution of Social Coordination. Indiana 
University 

LIMA, Herlander Mata, & VASCONCELOS, Lia. (2006). Integração da participação no processo de 
tomada de decisão referente a projectos de engenharia. Ambiente & Sociedade, 9 (2), 71-82.  

MATEUS e Associados, (2016). Estudo de avaliação do impacto social, económico, financeiro e territorial 
do instrumento financeiro – Fundo Jessica Portugal, Banco Europeu de Investimento 

MCLAVERTY, P., ed. (2002), Public participation and innovations in community governance. London: 
Ashgate. 

OECD. (2001), OECD Territorial Outlook. Paris, França 

REIS, A., LAY, M. (2006). Reis, Avaliação da qualidade dos projetos. Uma abordagem percetiva e 
cognitiva. Ambiente construído. V6, nº3, pp 21-34 (julho—set) 

 


