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PARTICIPATORY 
BUDGETS IN ITALY:
RECONFIGURING A 
COLLAPSED PANORAMA

1. Introduction 

Over the last decade, Italy has undergone extensive political transformations that 

focused in different ways on the panorama of participatory innovations at the local 

level. The country, which hosted the first and most enduring of European Participa-

tory Budget experiments (Grottammare, a small tourist town on the Adriatic coast, 

which began in 1994), has gone through at least four generations of experiments, 

each marked by single features which have already been identified in the recent lit-

erature (Putini, 2010; Allegretti, 2010; Sintomer and Allegretti, 2009). This article 

aims to briefly address these waves of experiments, to focus on a concise description 

of the last and least known one, which began to take shape in the last three years.

The importance of context on variations in participation in Italy

The first true experiments of Italian participatory budgets began in 2002, coinciding 

with a phase of “destabilizing” reforms undertaken by the Italian central govern-

ment (particularly during the three governments lead by Silvio Berlusconi), and are 

still in full development.

The Italian PBs were founded on the Constitutional Charter’s encompassing princi-

ples and on a municipal culture, that in the last forty years, carried out many exper-

iments in “social dialogue”, where innovative practices created illustrative examples 

for other levels of government. In this setting, PBs tried to merge elements of con-

tinuity and discontinuity with the past, while simultaneously seeking to build spac-

es for innovation, keeping open the channels for dialogue with past experiments, 

less radical but that had been able to partially open the way for citizen interven-

tion, as far as decision making, on economic and financial matters. The success of 

such interactions generated a “creative chaos” leading to the hybridisation between 

participatory budget experiments and other participatory actions (such as various 

forms of participative urban planning and the so-called “social report”1). 

It should be noted that Italy’s physical geography, together with political events 

preceding the exhaustive achievement of unification in 1960, and the establishment 

of the First Republic in 1946, seems to have weighed greatly in the construction of its 

political geography, contributing to an articulated and complex analysis2. For exam-

ple, the smaller municipalities, more financially dependent on intergovernmental 

funds, have insisted on privileging individual, ‘face to face’ dialogue, between elect-

ed representatives and residents, or at most create advisory public spaces focused on 

GIOVANNI ALLEGRETTI & STEFANO STORTONE

1  For subsequent interpretive documents of 

social or socio-environmental impacts of all 

the public policies of an institution, see: www.

bilanciosociale.it.

2 The ‘Paese dei cento campanili’ (‘Land of a 

hundred towers’), 67% urban, currently has 8,102 

municipal administrations, of which less than 150 

exceed 50,000 inhabitants. The 100 most populous 

cities of the country comprise just over 30% of the 

total population, while 72% of municipalities have 

less than 5,000 inhabitants and comprise 19% of 

the 60 million Italian citizens.
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3 Bringing together local administrators, 

research groups and associations, the network 

worked together on issues of environmental 

sustainability, social justice and shared 

construction of choices, devoting an annual 

national seminar to exchange practices among 

local entities experimenting with participatory 

budgets and other structured practices of social 

dialogue. See www.nuovomunicipio.org.

4 Both Grottammarre and Pieve Emanuele been 

marked by past bad governance, municipal 

outsourcing (commissariamento) and corruption 

scandals. While Rome XI sought to find its own 

style of governance for an innovative institution 

which at the time existed only in the capital, 

and that a few years later would be replicated 

in other big cities like Venetia and Napoli: with 

the establishment of local councils with greater 

autonomy called ‘municipalities’, although 

still sub-municipal entities with no right to an 

autonomous budget from the Municipality.

‘selective listening’ of the citizen’s ideas and wishes. On the contrary, larger municipalities 

have created formulas for more diverse and sophisticated social dialogue, so that associations, 

movements, committees at local or district level, and other socially ‘organised’ associations 

(also informal) have acquired strength. Besides their scale, participatory processes were also 

influenced, perhaps even more so, by political and civic traditions of the ‘Three’ or ‘Four Italys’ 

(Bagnasco, 1984; Puttnam, 1996; Caltabiano, 2006; Diamanti, 2008) and by the existence of an 

‘oasis of good governance’ which, especially in the North and Centre of the country, often of-

fered adequate preconditions without which any path of social dialogue would only add chaos 

to the work of institutions. In an ever-changing geography, another constant in the Italian 

panorama is the difficult rooting of PBs in the south, marked by a political culture where the 

weight of patronage relations seems to have greater strength.

For many years, a “myopic” reading of the Constitutional Charter prevailed, in which the 

term “participation” had little space, even if the topic was glimpsed in some of its encom-

passing principles, and this resulted in the administration “staying behind” and allowing to 

be towed along by “factors related to their technical and “heavy” nature” (U. Allegretti, 2009) 

that prevented the construction of a structured, two-way, dialogical relationship between 

institutions and citizens. Only in the 90s, in the wake of European guidelines focused on a 

complex subjective right of citizens to good administration (see Art. 41 of the Nice Treaty), 

the national administrative framework began to change, based on Law No. 241/90 on admin-

istrative reforms, in an attempt to unite the concepts of decentralisation and efficiency and 

provide the possibility for citizens to intervene in administrative proceedings. This novelty 

found ways of distorting the concept of participation, restricting it often to mere “consul-

tation” and “negotiation” between strongly organised subjects and even confusing it with 

an administrative action developed increasingly through the outsourcing of services and of 

partnership with the private or third sector, without the New Public Management culture of 

“checks and balances” provided in other countries.

Finally, it is worth noting that during the same years there was a special conjuncture in the set-

ting of representative democracy, affected both by corruption scandals revealed by the mag-

istracy’s “Operation Clean Hands”, and by an attempt to reduce the most visible and endemic 

factors of the ungovernable Italian political situation. In this way, forms of semi-presidential 

systems were introduced within a regulatory framework marked by a parliamentary bias and 

electoral methods with a majority rule. The direct election of mayors, paved the way for the 

direct election of provincial and regional presidents, and determined the explosion of the phe-

nomenon of “civil lists”, formally independent of traditional political parties, which promote 

the presence of youth and women in local politics (Colloca, 2004). In this framework, the media 

and especially private television, developed in the 80s outside the law’s limits, thanks to the 

strong relations between the magnate Silvio Berlusconi and some political parties, started as-

suming a central role in reinforcing the “personalisation of politics” and focus political battle 

in makeshift leaders, without adequate institutional training.

Despite this, creative experiments were developed locally redesigning the procedures of de-

veloping policies and public projects. Participatory budgets also became a part of these inno-

vations from 2002 onwards, whose birth had concrete objectives of combating both corruption 

and the increasing political distrust set by scandals publicised in the 90s. They were also seen 

by the political left as an opportunity to ‘differentiate’ from the methodologies of the cen-

tre-right government that was in power at the national level, with Prime Minister Silvio Ber-
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lusconi, as had also happened in Spain during the government of 

the popular José María Aznar.

From the explosion to the deflation of the geography of Italian PBs

In the setting described above, the first generation of Italian par-

ticipatory budgets took shape with remarkably politicised features 

around 2002. In that year, nearly 100 Italian local administrators 

participated in the II World Social Forum in Porto Alegre, and 

in the 2nd Forum of Local Authorities for Social Inclusion (FAL), 

where a group of university researchers and mayors presented the 

“Charter for the New Municipality”, from which started the hom-

onymous Network (Allegretti/Allulli, 2007)3. The theme of PBs 

found an ever-growing space in social movements, non-govern-

mental organisations and leftist political forces. This allowed for 

the visible appearance of “an Italian story”, the small town of Grot-

tammare (14,500 inhabitants), which started to become generating 

interest in a scene in which the international debate on the PB was 

undoubtedly much broader than the number of real European ex-

periments (Wainwright 2007).

Until 2005, the few concrete examples of existing PBs in Italy, 

which included the small town of Pieve Emanuele, near Milan, and 

Rome’s District XI, quickly became the sudden object of interest, 

also rising as a “model” on an international scale and setting im-

portant precedents for their subsequent diffusion. Their debate 

helped recover the memory of the “cubist” panorama with prac-

tices of social dialogue (U. Allegretti, 2009) that had a strong de-

velopment (with a strong political/ideological charge) between the 

50s and 70s, when schools, universities, district civic centres, the 

entertainment business circles for workers and factory councils, 

had been especially privileged spaces.

The “ideology” that marked the first generation of Italian partici-

patory budgets between 2002 and 2005, became visible in the lack 

of involvement from the administrative structure. The PBs were 

therefore understood more as “a pact between citizens and admin-

istrators underpinning political will” (Allegretti, 2010) that saw it 

as an opportunity to reform the relationship between policy-mak-

ing, administrative management and citizen knowledge and vi-

sions. While in Rome’s District XI and in Pieve Emanuele greater 

attention was given to structuring a department to facilitate the 

entry of the participatory budget in the political-administrative 

routine, this was in reality not much beyond processes of “organi-

sational outsourcing” to groups of professional facilitators capable 

of ‘oiling’ the public machine, without leaving a trace or changing 

the culture and technical praxis.

The first Italian PB experiments aimed to transform participation, 

from a symbolic to an instrumental resource (Sintomer & Allegret-

ti, 2009), marking “the right of citizens to influence the choices of 

general interest”. Despite the specificities of each experiment, the 

ideal type of procedure, which served as reference for the pilot ex-

periments of the first generation of Italian participatory budgets, 

was inspired by an adaptation of the Porto Alegre model. This city 

has become a symbolic reference for the first generation “training 

vessels” pursuing an idealised model of participatory democracy 

often associated with the need for a restoration of confidence in 

the relationship between politics and citizenship, after its dramatic 

breakdown4. 

With the spread of cases of participatory budgets, from 2002 to 

2009, the direct reference to Porto Alegre was gradually lost. Un-

til mid 2005 it was possible to count up to 16 PB experiments, the 

number then grew exponentially, and in 2010 there were between 

160 and 200 experiments, including more than 130 municipalities 

in the Lazio Region, winners of a public notice that since 2006 

funded these activities for public consultation on an annual basis 

(Allegretti, 2011). As described in Sintomer and Allegretti (2009), 

this second generation was marked by a progressive removal of 

ideology.

The theme of PBs gradually entered political agendas of other 

forces across the country, and some of them began to “limit the 

target”of the objective of rebuilding democracy. The great initial 

expectations were replaced by a more realistic understanding of 

the real difficulties linked to the activation of an ongoing praxis 

of social dialogue on issues of economic planning, and attention 

started to be shifted to the recovery of the objectives initially con-

sidered secondary, of a cultural or administrative nature, and the 

reflection on the methodologies and procedural tools for the in-

volvement of inhabitants was becoming richer and plural.

AThe geographical spread and scale of experiments represented 

another discriminating element between the first and second gen-

eration of Italians PBs. The diffusion of new experiments, which 

gradually shifted its core towards the centre of Italy, was articu-

lated through three fundamental lines of development. The first 

political one was with the Communist Refoundation Party that 

presented the participatory budget as an “indispensable” element 

in the negotiation of the coalition governments’ programmes. The 

second was linked to the role of supra-municipal entities (and par-

ticularly in the regions of Lazio and Tuscany) that, through public 

notices, funds and other coordination actions, promoted a “guided 

development” for PBs, which was also a decisive factor in other 

countries like France, Spain, Poland and Brazil. The third type of 
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diffusion operated by “parthenogenesis”, generated around poles 

of attraction considered “exemplary” models. While medium/

small municipalities prevailed in the first generation, often on the 

margins of local geopolitics (while the experiments in major cities, 

like Venice or Rome, had been limited to infra-municipal levels), 

the relation to size changed over time. PBs also emerged in me-

dium-sized municipalities, provincial capitals or important cen-

tres of cultural life and regional politics, such as Modena, Cinisello 

Balsamo, Parma, Reggio Emilia, Arezzo and Bergamo.

It should be noted that in 2005, the increased interest in new Ital-

ian and European experiments, which in the meantime had been 

implemented such as Seville, Cordoba, Berlin and also some En-

glish cases, allowed incentives coming from different sources to be 

valued, such as the URB-AL programme, and particularly network 

9, especially dedicated to the PB and local public funding. Not least 

important was the disseminating role, since 2006, of institutions 

like the “Forum P.A.” (under the Ministry of Public Service) or the 

annual fairs ‘Dire e Fare’, promoted by the National Association of 

Municipalities, and the public notice “E-Democracy”, sponsored 

by the Ministry of Technological Innovation, in 2005, which re-

launched a strong debate on the use of digital tools for managing 

participatory processes.

It should be highlighted that the relationship between procedur-

al quality and power of decision (Sintomer and Allegretti, 2009) 

was a critical factor in the evolution of the first two waves of PB 

in Italy. The first generation had found it difficult to combine the 

understanding of needs and the time devoted to the co-decision 

of financial priorities. The emphasis was given to the moment of 

choosing priorities, based on the “one vote per head” principle. 

This determined a gradual impoverishment of deliberative quali-

ty, focusing on superficial dynamic assemblies or even the use of 

written and electronic forms as a primary source of information 

and interaction.

To tackle these risks, after 2005, a generation of experiments 

started gaining momentum that, without abandoning the top-bot-

tom logic that characterised Italian PBs from the beginning, was 

paying more attention to the structuring of discursive processes. 

Thus, specific “technical support functions”, aimed at spreading a 

culture of participation through publications, workshops, semi-

nars, cultural mediations, diversification of communicative strat-

egies and building synergies with other forms of pre-existing in-

stitutional participation were activated. 

The progressive and remarkable transformation that marked the 

geography of the areas in which new PB experiments clustered, 

started including municipalities that were traditionally participa-

tive (in Tuscany and Emilia, for example), where the relationship 

between the consolidated organisation of local civil society and 

processes inspired on participatory democracy wavered, case by 

case, between collaboration and open conflict. In southern Italy, 

after the failure in the first year of the attempts of Campobasso 

(50,700 inhabitants) and Termoli (31,000 inhabitants), there was 

only one successful experiment with some continuity, Galatina 

(with approximately 28,000 inhabitants, in the Puglia region). 

Since 2007, it experienced a “hybrid” path that explicitly involved, 

divided in four themes, both organised associations and individual 

inhabitants.  

Like this, a third generation of participatory budgets took shape 

gradually, and even though reduced in their ambitions and active 

in areas with physical proximity to citizens, were giving greater 

weight to “deliberative quality”, connecting strictly to other paths 

for public deliberation that focused directly on the quality of the 

proposed interventions. The cases of Bergamo (118,000 inhabi-

tants) and the district of Rome IX (134,000 inhabitants) have intro-

duced ways of more careful public discussion focusing on “tense” 

projects (and therefore attractive, due to the pre-existence of pub-

lic factions in conflict), supported methodologically by academic 

institutions, and enriched by the use of theatre to relieve the ex-

cesses of “seriousness” during moments of public debate.

Unfortunately, such “sophistication” proved unsustainable over 

time, due to changes in political will or institutional support for 

the costs of these new “hybrid” processes. Therefore, the third 

generation of Italian participatory budgets eventually led to a vis-

ible deflation of the trend of the previous four years. This crisis of 

the PBs was reinforced by populist measures of great national im-

pact, such as the abolition of property tax on first homes promot-

ed by Berlusconi (which represented 30% of the wealth of many 

cities), as well as the abolition of local councils in many cities of 

medium and small size, and by changes in political leadership. 

It is therefore not by chance that, in early 2011, only 10 participa-

tory budgets survived in Italy, including some in the Lazio Region 

and Grottammare. The latter municipality - to help the PB survive 

the difficult economic conditions (although in an unaltered politi-

cal panorama, always dominated by the social movement “Solida-

rietá e Partecipazione” born in 1994 and re-elected four times to 

guide the city) - transformed the PB within a broader programme 

of social dialogue called “Grottammare participativa”. And so it 

began applying the PB methodologies not only to the discussion 

of costs, but also to decisions on revenue. It was mainly between 

2006 and 2012 that Grottammare questioned the conditions of 

various public-private partnerships, opening in 2010 a broad par-
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ticipative process on non-repayable funding to a banking foundation, which almost doubled 

the value of the city’s budget for 2011, allowing for the construction of a large multipurpose 

centre planned by the renowned architect Bernard Tschumi.

Nevertheless, in recent years, Italy has faced many changes and seemed to go through a con-

sistent trend reversal, which led to a new awareness on civic participation. This development 

is also a result of the growing interest from academics in the PB, especially in subjects related 

to education, law, communications and political science, having relied for years only on the 

commitment of professionals in urban planning and sociology. The introduction of dynamics 

linked to trials of a more “deliberative” nature within participatory practices, also reveals a 

change in the political psychology of Italian academic culture, which up to now had associated 

participation to studies on experiences of resistance and mobilisation of social movements, 

and solidarity and welfare practices of the tertiary sector. Another factor that influenced this 

transformation was the rooting of new technologies (ICTs) in everyday life and in the Italian 

government: the widespread use of social networks gave strength to some social movements 

that became aware of the issue of participation, particularly valuing practices developed on 

the web (such as open data, crowd sourcing, etc.) and going beyond the traditional players. New 

participative platforms grew with contributions from citizens that started to relate to awards 

for innovation and new administrative practices.

In this sense, the participatory budget experiment of the Province of Pesaro Urbino also stands 

out; not only for being the first at the provincial level and to fund cultural initiatives, but also 

because of the centrality it gained through new technologies. Due to the lack of resources 

needed to organise a face-to-face process within such a broad territory above the local level, 

the presentation of projects and consensus on priorities was transferred to an articulated com-

puter platform5. The project also stands out for using technology in the preparation of citizens’ 

votes. For the first time, winning projects were chosen by a simulator that considered every 

vote as if it were a small amount of money, valuing those projects that were gaining greater 

contributions than the cost of the project itself.

It is worth mentioning that the importance of technologies also became visible in the defeat 

of the traditional left in the Italian elections of 2013, which saw the true numerical explosion 

of the so-called Five Star Movement (M5S) founded just three years earlier by the comedian 

Beppe Grillo, through his blog, and is today the leading political force in many parts of the 

country. This movement has grown through the Internet, giving rise to local grassroots groups 

motivated in promoting participatory practices and environmental protection. The M5S polit-

ical standing has led to a strong emphasis on the issue of direct democracy, opening discus-

sions on the urgent need to reform referendums and increase administrative transparency 

through open data systems. Despite this shift in priorities, the interest on the PB matures and 

the theme reappears today in local political programmes of various parties, as well as in many 

online discussion forums and even begins to gain time on TV.6 

The Region of Tuscany as a multiplier of municipal experiments

In an ideal map representing the panorama of municipal participatory budgets in Italy today, 

early 2013, the area of highest concentration is undoubtedly located within the territory of the 

Region of Tuscany. This area, as well as Emilia Romagna, slowly discovered the PB, as of 2003, 

even though it hosted the national headquarters of the Network for the New Municipality. This 

5 www.piucultura.org. 
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may be because of its past advisory traditions.

The discovery of the participatory budget began in 2005 with the proposal of 29 

municipalities from various Mountain Communities (an administrative entity 

that gathers second-level municipalities in areas at a high altitude) and Circond-

ario Empolese Valdelsa to work with common models of socialisation for budgetary 

documents. Although many municipalities have not gone beyond the “communi-

cation”of data on the organisation of public accounts, some of them as Fabbriche 

di Vallico or Abbadia San Salvatore, took the opportunity to build a path of great 

quality, innovation and creativity.

In parallel, in Tuscany, two autonomous processes took shape that tried to overcome 

the mere “selective listening” while respecting the Tuscan administrative tradition, 

centred on the “delegation” to political representatives and marked by the “right to 

decision” of many presidents. The first was Campiglia Marittima (12,500 inhabitants), 

whose Participation department did not “close for holidays” in the summer, in order 

to engage its numerous tourists in public debate. The second was the Local Council 

No. 3 (Saione) in Arezzo, one of six in that municipality, which had about 28,000 in-

habitants in a city of almost 98,000. Lead by an inspired group of centre-left young 

politicians, and in close connection with the Local Social Forum, it developed inde-

pendently in relation to the Municipality (at the time, centre-right), invading squares 

and public parks to attract citizens to discuss their problems and solutions to improve 

the quality of the neighbourhood. It is probable that the shy but brave experiment in 

Saione contributed to the citizen’s victory of the centre-left and paved the way for a 

“bigger” PB, extending to the entire city of Arezzo from 2009. The cycle of the new 

participatory budget presented immediately some interesting novelties in Italy: the 

“rotating” development on various thematic sectors (starting with public works, cul-

ture, innovation and alternative energy), the inclusion of some statistical samples 

drawn from citizens to increase the diversity of participants, and measures of pos-

itive action (Ludobus to entertain children and presence in social networks such as 

Facebook) to ensure greater co-involvement of the youth and women. The recognition 

of the innovative features of Arezzo’s experiment occurred in November 2009, when 

this city’s PB (called “Io conto”, i.e. “I count”) won the “Montaione” prize awarded by 

a jury of randomly selected citizens from the regional territory, for ‘good practice’ in 

the involvement of citizens in political decisions.

The maturing of the two independent paths in Arezzo undoubtedly results from the 

support of the Participation Guarantor Authority, which was established by the Re-

gional Law 69/2007 on Participation7 (Floridia, 2008: Allegretti/Rispoli, 2007) and 

provides annual financial support (700,000 euros per year) for participatory exper-

iments. 

In fact, this support represented a strengthening of political determination to go 

ahead in this direction (Picchi, 2012; Floridia, 2012), and also improved tools for 

communication and inclusion. It also allowed for the growth of a new category of 

professionals, experts in participatory methodologies that were monitoring vari-

ous experiments and training staff of several municipalities. An interesting case of 

this is the “Sociolab”, a cooperative based in Florence and formed by young women 

(sociologists and communicators) who produced a number of interesting tools such 

6 On 10 April 2013 (coinciding with the beginning 

of the ‘Biennale Demcrazia’ in Turin), the national 

channel RAI3 devoted an episode of ‘Agora’ to the 

subject of participatory democracy, and several 

newspapers gave visibility at a national level to 

the Capannori PB experiments.

7 The exact title of the Law 69/2007 is: “Guidelines 

on promoting participation in the preparation of 

regional and local policies.”

8 Annual 2012 Report on Funding at the website: 

http://www.consiglio.regione.toscana.it/

partecipazione.
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as regulations and summaries of public accounts tested in citizen 

focus groups, which have now become standard in many munici-

palities within and outside Tuscany.

It is worth highlighting that the number of requests for support 

for participatory budget projects submitted from 2009 until 2012 

to the Tuscan region grew gradually. The same Participation Guar-

antor Authority became more aware of the issue and declared par-

ticipatory budgets as a strategic participatory practice, granting an 

increasing number of positive responses to requests for support. 

Thus, and according to a study by Marta Picchi (2012), only 13% (7 

experiments) of the 52 approved projects by the Region between 

2009 and 2011 targeted this type of processes, as opposed to 2012, 

there were 16 co-financed PBs, representing 41 % of total projects 

supported8. 

Under this protection/stimulation, guaranteed by a superior ad-

ministrative authority, municipalities and local councils that 

became more consolidated with PB experiments in the Tuscan 

territory, maintained strong local characteristics and visible dif-

ferences in organisational models. For example, while the Mu-

nicipality of S. Giuliano Terme (31,800 inhabitants) potentiated 

the use of tools to assess the impact of using the public budget in 

promoting gender equality, the Municipality of Colle Val d’Elsa 

(21,500 inhabitants) created a “mock PB” centred on the possibil-

ity of involving young people between 16 and 25 in investments 

related to youth policies. Moreover, the Municipality of Quarrata 

(25,400 inhabitants) made one of the first experiments in co-deci-

sion involving current expenditure, while the Mountain Commu-

nity of Media Valle del Serchio (about 33,230 potential inhabitants) 

focused the debate on the funds coming from a specific tax for 

the recovery of wetlands, to demonstrate how families can make 

a collective and transparent management of a tax, thus convinc-

ing citizens of the need and usefulness of this additional financial 

sacrifice. In this sense, the Mountain Community also entailed a 

‘mock PB’, directed only at the participation of inhabitants of the 

areas where this particular tax is charged, but to broaden the ben-

efits of this new knowledge development, linked a “Social Report” 

document to the PB.

Municipalities that tried the PB in the last three years have also 

created different tools to control and monitor the participatory 

path, forming ‘monitoring committees’ or ‘guarantee’ of a mixed 

composition - including the political opposition, citizens, and in 

some cases, even the local ombudsman.

In the generation of Tuscan PBs, developed between 2009 and 

2011, there have been different durations of participatory cycles 

(5-9 months depending on the case), as well as the percentage of 

the budget placed under citizen discussion. In Arezzo, the value is 

about 7% of the previous year’s budget for the thematic areas of 

interest (about 650,000 Euros), in Cascina it is 50% of the invest-

ment budget, and only in the Local Council of Saione, is 99% of the 

investment budget annually put through the participatory process 

(Picchi 2012, p.275). The analysis of overheads for the organisation 

of the last generation of Tuscan PBs, developed between 2009 and 

2011, reveals that the costs per capita (calculated in relation to the 

number of potential participants) are lower (with an average 1.54 

Euros) when the PB is directed at a specific audience, rising to an 

average of 2.36 Euros when the PB is open to the entire population 

(Picchi 2012, p. 284). This demonstrates the need to move forward 

with measures that rationalise costs and enhance effects and at-

tractiveness to potential participants, in order to reduce the risk 

of non-sustainability of the process and dependence on region-

al funding. This is especially true if we evaluate the numbers of 

participation in Tuscan PB experiments of the last generation that 

(although increasing in time) average around 2.87% of potential 

beneficiaries, peaking at 3.5% in the Local Council of Saione, and 

5.6% in other local councils in the Municipality of Arezzo (Picchi, 

2012, p.282).

Regarding the “support” given by the Participation Guarantor Au-

thority, it may have introduced some form of “dependency” on ex-

ternal resources, which would explain the intermittency of some 

experiments that are neither linear nor continuous in time (such 

as S. Marcello Pistoiese or Media Valle del Serchio) because they are 

not solidly grounded in local political will (as the experiment in the 

Lazio Region between 2005 and 2009 has shown). But one cannot 

deny that this support has allowed the increase in quality of partic-

ipatory spaces, having the role of monitoring and stimulating in its 

evolution through time. This was evident with the birth of ‘spin-

offs’, i.e., side participatory processes generated by “mainstream” 

PBs. The “hybridisation” between the classical models of Italian 

PBs and other participatory spaces, more focused on the quality of 

deliberation and debate, has marked the experiments of Tuscany 

in the last biennium. In fact, it was thanks to the sensitivity and 

the specific interest of Prof. Rodolfo Lewanski, coordinator of the 

actual Authority, that Tuscan PBs have recently increased their 

interest in training staff in conducting social dialogue, and have 

also been looking into methodologies that could bring new vitality 

to the process through the presence of randomly selected citizens 

or other forms of involvement unrelated to self mobilisation. In 

this sense, local experiments gradually benefitted from the pos-

itive results of initiatives that the Tuscan Region had already done 

at a higher territorial level, connecting (as with the Lazio Region) 

with methodologies of the World Café, Open Space Technology or 
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Town-Meeting, and with mechanisms rarely used in Italy up until then, especially delibera-

tive methodologies focused on randomly selected statistical samples representative of citizens 

(Sintomer, 2011). The Tuscan Law No. 69/2007 was marking because the model supporting par-

ticipation that it launched was the subject of attention inside and outside Italy. As an example, 

it was a stimulus for the Emilia Romagna Region to formulate its own Participation Law (No. 

03/2010), and received a major award by the International Association for Public Participation 

(IAP2).

The most representative cases of this hybridisation, and of this “dialogical-deliberative” format 

are the participatory budgets of Capannori (47,000 inhabitants) and Cascina (44,200 inhabitants). 

The first focuses on the internal activity of a working group of 80 to 90 citizens, randomly select-

ed based on a statistical sample representative of the population. The group is involved in a struc-

tured path to first understand the municipal budget, and then analyses the common needs and 

opportunities of the territory, aimed at listing the best solutions and projects to be voted on by the 

public. The presence of expert facilitators in consolidated participatory methodologies helps cit-

izens make decisions through deliberative practices of high quality. One objective of this hybrid 

PB model is to train, each year, a group of citizens to become more aware of the complexity of the 

city’s problems, as well as administrative rules and structural limits. Also, the aim is to gradually 

increase the quality of proposals, multiplying forms of horizontal dialogue between citizens. On 

the other hand, there is a specific objective of reducing the influence of groups and more or-

ganised interests and appreciate the problems and the most common issues. In this sense, the 

Capannori PB, just as other experiments of the Tuscan model, centres its methodology in seeking 

the inclusion of all views (including minority ones) and civic training, giving less importance to 

the number of players in the PB process. In 2013, the Capannori’s participatory budget reached its 

second year; the first included more than 1,000 citizens in the voting phase, although this was 

apparently dominated by well-organised groups that had managed to elect the rehabilitation of 

some schools in four districts of the city as main projects.

Despite the model being innovative, and with the difficulty of merging a deliberative process with 

universal voting, such a model seems to limit some of the potential for social innovation that 

the PB of a city like Porto Alegre always had, illustrating how the absence of social movements, 

associations and organised groups is impairing to the deliberative process. The dependency of the 

participatory process on professional facilitators, who “motivate” and “help” the participation of 

“unstructured” citizens (that do not belong to any association), reduces the potential of self-or-

ganised society, and this has marked many PBs from the start.

In turn, the PB of the Municipality of Cascina is an attempt to compromise between the “dia-

logical-deliberative” and the “participatory” model. The Cascina Partecipa! project (broader 

than a mere PB) was developed with the support of the association “Centro Studi Democrazia 

Partecipativa” located in Milan, that had already supported the PB experiment of the Munici-

pality of Canegrate (with the same name: Canegrate Partecipa!). Still active today, this case was 

supported by the Regional Authority for Participation, and focused on the establishment of a 

working group composed of ‘randomly selected’ citizens and “delegates”, that were appointed 

by the population, based on specific proposals submitted at the start of the process. The idea is 

to value the uniqueness of both processes, deliberative and participative: 

a) The neutrality of results, guaranteed by the presence of other people that are “indiffer-

ent”to the interests of organised real estate groups; 

b) The inclusion of people with community interests that are rooted in the territory, which 
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were demonstrated by the number of votes received.

The exchange between delegates elected by participants and those that are randomly selected, 

could also stimulate the contagion of ideas, and help go beyond the limits of one’s specific in-

terests and know what other people think. 

The experiment of the Municipality of Canegrate as a method

The “Cascina Partecipa” experiment had power of contagion from the Canegrate PB exper-

iment (a small town of 12,400 inhabitants in the province of Milan) also coordinated by the 

association “Centro Studi Democrazia Partecipativa”. The “Canegrate Partecipa!” PB was also 

very important, having started as a very basic experiment, favouring the diffusion of the idea 

and values of the city’s PB, rather than promoting a true deliberative quality. The phases of the 

process were simply: 

a) collecting proposals through cards and ballot boxes distributed throughout the municipality; 

b) selection of the most common and viable proposals; 

c) voting by citizens via the Internet, cards and in the final open assembly.

The results so far have been positive: in two years of implementation, participation doubled 

reaching 1,800 people in total, with a good number of people in public meetings and good qual-

ity of proposals. 

Since the beginning of 2012, interest in the process has grown so much and even beyond munic-

ipal boundaries (Amura/Stortone, 2010), that government parties have placed participation as 

the first item in their political programme, with a renewal of the elected representatives, opting 

to include more young people and women. After the recent elections, the success of this pro-

posal continued (which had indirect support in the broad preferences collected through votes), 

and popular representatives began working for the construction of an experimental Charter for 

Participation that can control participation in a more structured and advanced way as a right of 

citizenship. 

An open conclusion

The analysis of participatory budget experiments undertaken in Italy in the last decade reveals 

the existence of three different generations that faced the “democratisation” of choices, trans-

parency, citizen autonomy, inclusion, technical coordination and ‘responsiveness’ of the ex-

perimenting entities with dedication and various tools.

The first generation, more closely related to the Porto Alegre example, developed from a few 

scattered cases within the territory that wanted to assert a marked “discontinuity” with the 

past, but also inclusion in the dynamics of global exchanges to offer contributions to the 

thoughts on, and the construction of a “new possible world”. Those experiences that survived, 

like Grottammare, and intermittently, the Municipality XI of Rome, have undergone import-

ant changes, correcting some mistakes, better structuring their own rules and opening up to 

other forms of social dialogue with a broader long-term vision. However, they were not able 

to leave a real print in Italian political practices: islands in an ocean, these first-generation PB 

experiments were not able to leave formulas and strong elements of resistance and originality 

to avoid the dramatic participative crisis of the subsequent years. 

The second generation of Italian PBs set less ambitious and more realistic objectives with re-
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gard to local context, by placing limits on expenditure which had to be discussed, and linking 

it to pre-existing participatory paths. There was an attempt to articulate it with the admin-

istrative decentralisation, but this was done precisely at the moment that the experiment of 

local councils was finishing by the central government’s imposition. This generation was more 

peaceful in relation to the past looking for “continuity” and feeling the weight of the nation-

al setting, which obliged municipalities to waste energy and creativity to survive the budget 

cuts, stricter rules and the rigors of the Stability Pact. With less confidence in the citizen’s 

creative role, these experiments advanced cautiously through trials that expanded timidly and 

gradually, “rehearsing” results and taking more care than in the past. The collaboration with 

associations, consulting firms, research institutes and universities accentuated the sense of 

“experiment” and “pilot tests”, up against practices that were at times more intuitive and im-

provised in the past.

In the historical moment in which this PB generation was consolidating, the economic crisis 

and political situation acted against it, making the role of supra-local administrative entities 

central in the consolidation of experiments. The “jump in scale” of interest in the participato-

ry budget has had positive effects on the consolidation of less cohesive political will, and has 

reinforced the boldness and the quality of experiments. The contribution that provinces and 

regions offered municipal experimentalism was diverse, but no doubt they also had a role as 

‘transmitters’ of innovations tested at the local level, to modify the political-administrative 

culture and transform legislation.

A typical feature of Italian experimentalism was to propose ideas and methodologies for var-

ied and creative actions but that were often “incomplete” forcing them to take “leaps” and 

“intermittent jolts”. Participatory budgets are not exceptions to this scenario, as shown by the 

new generation of experiments that slowly arises from the ashes of a general evacuation at a 

national level that occurred around 2010.

Besides the substantial political fragility that determines them, there are five main content 

shortcomings that the new Italian generation should record: (1) the objectives of “social jus-

tice” are rarely explicit; (2) The commitment to address the participation needs of weaker so-

cial sectors (particularly, immigrant and disabled) is still very limited; (3) Measures to promote 

“gender equality” remain weak, regardless of the efforts made by many experiments to pro-

mote the “mixing” and “plurality” of the presence of different inhabitants; (4) The involve-

ment of technical and administrative structures in the creative phases of participatory paths 

is still far from being complete; (5) The integration of PBs with other forms of shared planning 

(on topics such as urban redevelopment, or sustainable development) remains slow.

If the “hybrid” experiments of 2008-2009 (such as Bergamo and Rome IX), which openly as-

sumed some of these “failures” and started trying to rebalance them, did not last for cyclical 

reasons of transformation in the political sphere, today it seems possible to imagine a small 

leap forward in the participatory culture, especially in some “concentrated” areas in the coun-

try (such as Tuscany), At the national level, much has changed in the first months of 2013, and 

the elections that led to a tripartite division of Parliament in the hands of three apparently 

irreconcilable forces (Berlusconi’s People of Liberties, the Democratic Party and the new Five 

Star Movement) does not facilitate the task of overcoming two key limitations that preclude 

the growth of participatory experiments:

1) The habit of “institutional strangulation” of local authorities, with the progressive 
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reduction of their autonomy;

2) The habit of concentrating a lot of energy in events such as the “primaries” (which have 

become central to the democratic internal life of leftist party coalitions since 2006), without 

realising that they are set in a context of “conceptual pre-eminence” of representative de-

mocracy, which at most establishes a “democracy of investiture” (Elia, 2002).

If the new national political scenario brings a discourse focused on the need to renew tradi-

tional forms of political institutions, with ways of increasing the openness of citizen’s choices, 

the PB could be a concrete answer to this issue. However, more recent experiments do not 

converge on a single innovative direction, because along with proposals that suggest new ways 

of tackling, for example, the use of new technologies and the construction of spaces for more 

“deliberative” debate (as in the aforementioned proposals for Capannori and Cascina), there 

also new processes (such as the Municipality of l’Aquila9) that turn back ten years to propose 

advisory models that leave the decision in the hands of traditional political forces once again. 

In this framework, the way to meet again the lesson of Porto Alegre, the initial reference of 

Italian participatory budgets is still far and necessarily involves a new multiplication and di-

versification of experiments. There are already several new elements and positive experiments 

that allow us to expect the emergence of a new generation of PBs in Italy, supported by a new 

creative role of the Internet and able to share good practices, expanding public debate on issues 

of common interest and sensitizing each day more citizens to participate directly in the political 

life of the country. If there is no certainty about the survival of participatory budgets in the long 

term, there is no doubt that if a wave weakens, any experimental innovation that will take their 

place in the future will find a wealth of material on which to work and certainly many examples 

with which to learn from.

9  The city of L’Aquila suffered a severe earthquake 

in 2009, which left thousands of people homeless 

and without a centre for community life. Recently 

the municipality organised a process called 

“participatory budget” with 3 million euros for 

investments in the city. In reality, it is a classic 

process of popular consultation or “selective 

listening” with open meetings to just listen to 

suggestions from citizens, but without structured 

deliberation and concrete co-decision process on 

that value.
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Approaches to Brazil ś Patterns and to African Context. Participatory Democracy Project. The World Bank and Municipal 
Development Partnership for Eastern and Southern Africa.

FEDOZZI, Luciano (2001). Orçamento Participativo: Reflexões sobre a Experiência de Porto Alegre, 3ª ed. Tomo Editorial e 
FASE, Porto Alegre, Brasil.

FEDOZZI, Luciano (2000). O Poder da Aldeia: Génese e História do Orçamento Participativo de Porto Alegre, 1ª ed. Tomo 
Editorial e FASE, Porto Alegre, Brasil.

GIACOMONI, James (2005). Orçamento Público, 13ª ed. Editora Atlas SA, São Paulo, Brasil.

MUSGRAVE, Richard; MUSGRAVE, Peggy (1989). Public Finance in Theory and Practice, 5a ed. McGraw-Hill, New York.

NGUENHA, Eduardo (2011). Orçamento Participativo em Moçambique: Modelos, Práticas e Indicadores de Medição de 
Desempenho. Comunicação à Conferência sobre Democracia Participativa promovida pela Universidade São Tomás de 
Moçambique, Instituto Florence para Desenvolvimento e AWEPA Moçambique. Maputo, Moçambique.

NGUENHA, Eduardo (2008). A Governação Municipal Democrática em Moçambique: Alguns Aspectos Importantes para o 
Desenho e Implementação de Modelos de Planificação e Orçamento Participativo. IESE, Maputo, Moçambique.

PEREIRA, Paulo Trigo; AFONSO, António; ARCANJO, Manuela; SANTOS, José Carlos G. (2005). Economia e Finanças 
Públicas. Escolar Editora, Lisboa. Portugal.

YVES, Cabannes (2004). 72 Perguntas Frequentes sobre o Orçamento Participativo. UN-HABITAT.

SANTOS, B.; AVRITZER, L. (2002). Democratizar a Democracia: os caminhos da democracia participativa. Civilização 
Brasileira, Rio de Janeiro.

YVES, Cabannes (2004). 72 Perguntas Frequentes sobre o Orçamento Participativo. UN-HABITAT.

SAMUELSON, Paul; NORDHAUS, William D. (1993). Economia, 14ª ed. McGraw-Hill.

SANTOS, B.; AVRITZER, L. (2002). Democratizar a Democracia: os caminhos da democracia participativa. Civilização 
Brasileira, Rio de Janeiro.

TENGLER, H. (2007). Relatório de Levantamento de Materiais de Formação sobre a Planificação Participativa no Âmbito 
Municipal e Distrital e Análise de Boas Práticas. Pojecto de Governação Autárquica Democrática / USAID. Maputo.

WAMPLER, Brian (2007). Participatory Budgeting in Brazil: Contestation, Cooperation, and Accountability. The 
Pennsylvania State University Press, USA.

WORLD BANK (2008). Brazil Toward a More Inclusive and Effective Participatory Budget in Porto Alegre. Vol. I: main 
Report. The World Bank, Washington. 

THE MOZAMBICAN 
EXPERIMENT OF 
PARTICIPATORY 

BUDGETING

EDUARDO JOSSIAS 
NGUENHA

AFONSO, José R. (2012). Desafios do Federalismo Brasileiro: A Dimensão Econômica-Fiscal. Senado/Interlegis, Brasília, 
19/10/2012.

ALLEGRETTI, G.; HERZBERG, C. El retorno de las carabelas. Los presupuestos participativos de América Latina en el 
contexto europeu. Amsterdam/Madri: TNI Working Paper/FMI, 2004. 

AVRITZER, L. Instituições participativas e desenho institucional: algumas considerações sobre a variação da participação 
no Brasil democrático. Opinião Pública, Campinas, vol. 14, nº1, Junho 2008.

BANCO INTERNACIONAL DE RECONSTRUÇÃO E DESENVOLVIMENTO (BIRD). Rumo a um Orçamento Participativo mais 
inclusivo e efetivo em Porto Alegre. Relatório. 2008. (www.wds.worldbank.org).

BOURDIEU, P. Le capital social: notes provisoires, Actes Rech. Sci. Soc., 31, 1980, pp. 2-3.

DAGNINO, Evelina. Os movimentos sociais e a emergência de uma nova noção de cidadania. In: DAGNINO, Evelina (org) 
Anos 90 Política e Sociedade no Brasil. São Paulo: Brasiliense, 1994.

FAORO, R. Os donos do poder. Porto Alegre: Globo, 1958.

PARTICIPATORY BUDGETS 
IN BRAZIL

LUCIANO JOEL FEDOZZI
KÁTIA CACILDA PEREIRA 

LIMA

472

BIOGRAPHY PER ARTICLE



FEDOZZI, L.; MARTINS, A.L.B.  Novas instituições participativas, processos de elitização e o Orçamento Participativo de 
Porto Alegre. 35º Encontro Anual da ANPOCS. Águas de Lindóia: 21 a 25 de outubro de 2012.

FEDOZZI, Luciano. Os Orçamentos Participativos e a discussão sobre as questões práticas envolvidas na construção 
dessa instituição da democracia participativa.  (http://www.ufrgs.br/democraciaparticipativa). In: ZICCARDI, A. (coord.) 
CIUDADES DEL 2010. Entre la sociedade del conocimiento y la desiguldade social. México:UNAM, 2012, p. 1065-1105. 

FEDOZZI, Luciano. O poder da aldeia. Gênese e história do Orçamento Participativo de Porto Alegre. Porto Alegre:Tomo 
Editorial, 2000.

FEDOZZI, Luciano. Orçamento Participativo. Reflexões sobre a experiência de Porto Alegre. Porto Alegre: Tomo Editorial; 
Rio de Janeiro: FASE-IPPUR (UFRJ), 1997.

FERNANDES, Florestan. A Revolução Burguesa no Brasil. Ensaio de interpretação sociológica. Rio de Janeiro: Zahar, 1976. 

GURZA LAVALLE, A. (Org.) O horizonte da política. Questões emergentes e agendas de pesquisa. São Paulo:Unesp e Cebrap, 
2011.

HARVEY, D. Social Justice and the City. London:Edward Arnold  Ltd, 1973 

HOLANDA, S. B. Raízes do Brasil. Rio de Janeiro: José Olympio, 1993. 

INSTITUTO BRASILEIRO DE GEOGRAFIA E ESTATÍSTICA - IBGE. Censo Demográfico (1970, 1980, 1991, 2000, 2010 ). Rio de 
Janeiro.

___.Conselhos Municipais estão presentes no país. Censo Demográfico 2000. Rio de Janeiro, 2000.

KOWARICK, Lúcio. A espoliação urbana. Rio de Janeiro: Paz e Terra, 1979.

LEFEBVRE, H. O Direito à Cidade. São Paulo: Ed. Documentos, 1969.

MENEGUELLO, Raquel. PT: a formação do partido. Rio de janeiro: Paz e Terra, 1989.

MULTI CIDADES. Finanças dos Municípios do Brasil. Anuário Estatístico. Ano 8. Frente Nacional de Prefeitos, 2012.  http://
www.fnp.org.br/Documentos/DocumentoTipo107.pdf.

PIRES, R. R. C.; VAZ, A. C. N. Participação faz diferença? Uma avaliação das características e efeitos da institucionalização 
da participação nos municípios brasileiros. In: AVRITZER, L. (Org.). A dinâmica da participação local no Brasil. São Paulo: 
Cortez, 2010. p. 253-304.

PÓLIS, Instituto. Levantamento das cidades brasileiras que realizaram o orçamento participativo (1989-2004). 2006. 
Disponível em: <http://www.polis.org.br/download/239.pdf> Acesso em: 10 ago. 2012.

REDE BRASILEIRA DE ORÇAMENTOS PARTICIPATIVOS (RBOP). Guarulhos: RELATÓRIO TÉCNICO, 2012

REVISTA LUA NOVA. Após a participação. São Paulo, 84: 353-364, 2011.

RIBEIRO, A. C., GRAZIA, G. (2003). Experiências de Orçamentos Participativos no Brasil. Petrópolis: Vozes. 

RIBEIRO, L. C. Q. (Org.); SANTOS JUNIOR, Orlando Alves dos (Org.) . As Metrópoles e a Questão Social Brasileira. Rio de 
Janeiro: Editora Revan; FASE, 2007.

RIBEIRO, L. C. Q. e SANTOS JUNIOR, O. A. (orgs). Globalização, fragmentação e reforma urbana: o futuro das cidades 
brasileiras na crise. Rio de Janeiro: Civilização Brasileira, 1994.

SADER, Eder. Quando novos personagens entram em cena: experiências e lutas dos trabalhadores da grande São Paulo. São 
Paulo: Paz e Terra, 1988.

SANTOS JUNIOR, Orlando Alves dos (Org.) ; MONTANDON, D. T. (Org.) . Os Planos Diretores Municipais Pós-Estatuto das 
Cidades: balanço crítico e perspectivas. 1. ed. Rio de Janeiro: Letra Capital, 2011.

SCHUMPETER, J. A. Capitalismo socialismo e democracia. Rio de Janeiro: Fundo de cultura, 1961.

SINGER, André. Os sentidos do lulismo. Reforma gradual e pacto conservador. São Paulo: Cia das Letras, 2012. 

SINTOMER, Y., HERZBERG, C., RÖCKE, A. (2008). Participatory Budgeting in Europe: Potentials and Challenges. Berlin: 
International Journal of Urban Regional Research. (32), 1, p. 164-178. 

SINTOMER, Y.; HERZBERG, C.; ALLEGRETTI, G.; Aprendendo com o Sul: O Orçamento Participativo no Mundo - um convite 
à cooperação global. Diálogo Global Nº 25. Alemanha: Engagement Global Gmbh, 2012

473



TEIXEIRA (2003) E ROVER (2003). AVRITZER, L. e NAVARRO, Z. A inovação democrática no Brasil. São Paulo:Cortez, 2003.

TELLES, Vera da Silva. Sociedade civil e a construção de espaços públicos. In: DAGNINO, Evelina (Org.). Anos 90 Política e 
Sociedade no Brasil. São Paulo: Brasiliense, 1994. p.91-102.

TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR ELEITORAL, 2012 http://www.tse.jus.br/partidos/partidos-politicos acesso em 20/12/2012 

VAINER, Carlos B. Pátria, empresa e mercadoria. Notas sobre a estratégia discursiva do Planejamento Estratégico Urbano. 
In: ARANTES, O; VAINER, C. ; MARICATO, E. A cidade do pensamento único. Petrópolis:Vozes, 2000, p. 75-104.

WEBER, M. O socialismo. GERTZ R. E. (org.) Max Weber & Karl Marx. São Paulo: Hucitec, 1994, p. 252-77.

THE EMERGENCE OF THE 
PARTICIPATORY BUDGET 

AND ITS EXPANSION IN 
BRAZIL: ANALYSING 

THE POTENTIAL AND 
LIMITATIONS

LEONARDO AVRITZER

AVRITZER, L. . .(2002a). Sociedad civil, espacio publico y poder local:un analisis del presupuesto particpativo. In: Evelina 
Dagnino. (Org.). Sociedad civil, esfera publica y democratizacion en America Latina. Mexico: Fondo de Cultura Econimica, 2002.

AVRITZER, L. . .(2002b). Democracy and the public space in Latin America. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2002.

AVRITZER, L. (2006). Models of democratic deliberation: participatory budgeting in Brazil. In: Boaventura de Sousa Santos. 
(Org.). Democratizing democracy: beyond the liberal democratic canon. 1 ed. New York: Verso, 2006.

AVRITZER, L. (2009). Participatory Institutions in Democratic Brazil. Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009.

BAIOCCHI, Gianpaolo. (2005). Militants and citizens: the politics of participation in Porto Alegre. Stanford: University Press, 
2005.

DAGNINO ET AL, 2006. La disputa por la construccion democrática em América Latina. Mexico. Fondo de Cultura.

MARQUETTI, A. A.(2003). Participação e Redistribuição: o Orçamento Participativo em Porto Alegre. In: Avritzer, Leonardo; 
Navarro, Zander. (Org.). A inovação democrática no Brasil. 1 ed. São Paulo: Cortez Editora, v. 1, p. 129-156.

SANTOS, Boaventura de Souza. Orçamento Participativo em Porto Alegre: para uma democracia redistributiva. IN: 
Democratizar a democracia: os caminhos da democracia participativa. Rio de Janeiro: Civilização Brasileira, 2002.

SILVA, Marcelo Kunrath. (2002). Cidadania e exclusão: os movimentos sociais urbanos e a experiência de participação na gestão 
municipal em Porto Alegre. Porto Alegre: Editora da UFRGS.

SINTOMER, Y. e BACQUÉ, M.-H. (orgs.). Gestion de proximité et démocratie participative: une perspective comparative. Paris: 
La découverte, 2005.

TORRES RIBEIRO, Ana Clara; GRAZIA de Grazia. (2003).  Experiência de Orçamento Participativo no Brasil: Periodo de 1997 a 
2000.  São Paulo: Editora Vozes.

WAMPLER, Brian. (2003) Orçamento Participativo: uma explicação para as amplas variaçoes nos resultados. In A inovação 
democratica no brasil. Edited by Leonardo Avritzer and Zander Navarro. (São Paulo: Editora Cortez). (Title in English: 
“Participatory Budgeting: An explanation of the broad variations in outcomes”).

 WAMPLER, Brian; AVRITZER, L. (2005). The Spread of Participatory Budgeting in Brazil: From Radical Democracy to 
Participatory Good Government. Journal Of Latin American Urban Studies, New York, v. 7, Fall, p. 37-52

WAMPLER, Brian. (2008). Participatory Budgeting in Brazil: contestation, cooperation, and accountability. Pennsylvania State 
University Press

AA.VV (2012). Construyendo democracias y metodologías participativas desde el Sur. Ed. LOM. Santiago de Chile, Chile.

Allegretti, G., García, P. y Paño P. (2011). Viajando por los Presupuestos Participativos: buenas prácticas, obstáculos y 
aprendizajes. Proyecto Parlocal. CEDMA. Málaga, España.

Allegretti, G., Barragán, V., Chavez, D.,  García-Leiva, P., Gutiérrez, V., Navascués, J.,  Paño, P., (2011). Estudio comparativo 
de los presupuestos participativos en República Dominicana, España y Uruguay. Proyecto Parlocal. CEDMA. Málaga, 
España.

Baierle, S. (2010). Porto Alegre neoliberal: la decapitación social-capitalista de líderes comunitarios y los límites del 
Nuevo Gerencialismo Público inclusivo en Diálogos entre Militantes. Participación, territorio y ambiente. Ed. Casa Bertolt 
Brecht. Montevideo, Uruguay.

Falck, A. y Paño, P. (eds.) (2011). Democracia Participativa y Presupuestos participativos: acercamiento y profundización 
sobre el debate actual. Manual Escuela Políticas de Participación Local. Proyecto Parlocal. CEDMA. Málaga, España.

ANALYSIS OF PB IN CHILE. 
A REFLECTION OF THE 

NATIONAL PUBLIC POLICY 
EVOLUTION?

 
PABLO PAÑO YÁÑEZ

474

BIOGRAPHY PER ARTICLE



Ganuza E. y Francés F. (2012). El círculo virtuoso de la democracia: los presupuestos participativos a debate. Centro de 
Investigación Sociológicas, CIS. Madrid, España.

Ganuza, E., Olivari L. y Paño P. (2011). La democracia en acción: participación de la ciudadanía en la acción pública. 
Metodologías participativas y Presupuestos Participativos en Falck, A. y Paño, P. (eds.) (2011). Democracia Participativa 
y Presupuestos participativos: acercamiento y profundización sobre el debate actual. Manual Escuela Políticas de 
Participación Local. Proyecto Parlocal. CEDMA. Málaga, España.

Guerra, C. (1997). Nueva estrategia neoliberal: la participación ciudadana en Chile. Universidad Nacional Autónoma de 
México. Centro Regional de Investigaciones Multidisciplinarias. México.

Klein, N. (2008). La doctrina del shock. El auge del capitalismo del desastre. Ed. Paidós, 1ra ed. Argentina. 

Mayol, A. (2012). El derrumbe del modelo. La crisis de la economía de mercado en el Chile congtemporáneo. Ed. LOM. 
Santiago de Chile, Chile. 

Montecinos, E. (2011). El presupuesto participativo en Chile: Diseño institucional y condiciones para su desarrollo. 
¿Complemento o subordinación a las instituciones representativas locales? en Mascareño, C. y Montecinos, E. (coords). 
Democracia participativa vs Representación. Tensiones en América Latina. Universidad de Los Lagos (Chile) y CENDES 
(Universidad Central de Venezuela). Caracas, Venezuela.

Morales Labbé, M. (2009). Presupuestos Participativos en Chile. Percepción de la comunidad respecto de la participación 
social que este mecanismo participativo genera. El caso de la comuna de Peñalolén. Memoria para optar al título de Master 
en Participación y políticas Locales. Universidad Autónoma de Barcelona. Mimeo.

Municipalidad de La Serena (2012). Ciudadanos transformando ciudades. El presupuesto participativo en La Serena. 
Participación Ciudadano Activa en los Espacios Locales. La Serena, Chile.

Ochsenius, C. y Delamaza, G., (2010). “Redes de participación institucional y gobernanza democrática local. El caso de los 
Presupuestos Participativos en Chile”. Revista del CLAD Reforma y Democracia; nº46. 

Paño Yáñez, P (2013). Sobre malas prácticas en la realización de Presupuestos Participativos. Una reflexión para su mejora 
tras más de 20 años de implementación en AA.VV (2012) Construyendo democracias y metodologías participativas desde el 
Sur. Ed. LOM. Santiago de Chile, Chile.

Ramos, J. y Fontalba, I. (2006). Presupuestos Participativos en el sector Salud. Una experiencia innovadora en el servicio 
de Salud Talcahuano: Chile. en Fernández. M. (compiladora) (2006). Innovaciones en la gestión participativa de la salud. 
Lecciones y Aprendizajes 2006. Universidad de Los Lagos – Unidad de Participación Social. Subsecretaria de Redes 
Asistenciales. Ministerio de Salud. Santiago de Chile, Chile.

Sousa Santos B. (2005): Reinventar la democracia. Reinventar el Estado. CLACSO Libros. Colección Biblioteca de Ciencias 
Sociales. Argentina.

Sousa Santos, B. (2004). Democracia y participación: El ejemplo del presupuesto participativo de Porto Alegre. Ed. Viejo 
Topo. España.

MANDATING 
PARTICIPATION: 
EXPLORING PERU’S 
NATIONAL PARTICIPATORY 
BUDGET LAW 

STEPHANIE MCNULTY

Arroyo, Juan, and M. Irigoyen,. 2005. Desafíos de la democracia participativa local en la descentralización. CARE Perú. 
Lima, Peru.

Defensoría del Pueblo. 2003. Descentralización y buen gobierno: Compendio de normas. Lima: Defensoría del Pueblo. 

Conaghan, Catherine. 2005. Fujimori’s Peru: Deception in the Public Sphere. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.

Grupo Propuesta Ciudadana. 2011. “Hacia un Presupuesto Participativo basado en Resultados.” XVI Ciclo de Formación 
Módulo 1. (http://www.propuestaciudadana.org.pe/node/846113, Acedido em 19 de Fevereiro de 2013).

2009. “Presupuesto participativo: Boletín de vigilancia #2.” Lima: Peru. 

(http://www.descentralizacion.org.pe/vigilaperu-gobiernosregionales.shtml, Acedido em 1 de Novembro de 2010).

Kenney, Charles. 2004. Fujimori’s Coup and the Breakdown of Democracy in Latin America. Notre Dame: University of 
Notre Dame Press.

McClintock, Cynthia. 1993. “Peru’s Fujimori: A Caudillo Derails Democracy.” Current History (Março): 112-119.

McNulty, Stephanie. 2012. “An Unlikely Success: Peru’s Top-Down Participatory Budgeting Experience.” Journal of Public 
Deliberation 8(2). Artigo 4.º. 

475



  -  2011. Voice and Vote: Decentralization and Participation in Post-Fujimori Peru. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Mesa de Concertación para la Lucha Contra la Pobreza (MCLCP). 2011. Presupuesto participativo 2008-2009. Lima, Peru.

  -  2007. I Informe nacional de monitoreo: Resultados del proceso participativo. Lima, Peru. 

(http://www.mesadeconcertacion.org.pe/contenido.php?pid=87, Acedido em 12 de Dezembro de 2009).

Ministerio de Economía y Finanzas (MEF).  Sem data “Qué es el Presupuesto por Resultados?” (http://www.mef.gob.pe/index.
php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2122&Itemid=101162&lang=es, Acedido em 7 de Março de 2012).

  -  2009. Líneas de base de los programas estratégicos 2008-2009. Lima, Peru.

  -  2004. “Una breve reseña de los avances del presupuesto participativo en el Perú 2003-2004.” Lima: MEF.

ProDescentralización (PRODES). 2012. Proceso de descentralización: Balance y agenda a Julio de 2012. Lima, Peru.

  -  2011. Proceso de descentralización: Balance y agenda a Julio de 2011. Lima, Peru.

  -  2010a. “Guía del Presupuesto Participativo Basado en Resultados.” Lima, Peru. (http://www.mef.gob.pe/index.
php?option=com_content&view=article&id=1940&Itemid=100288, Acedido em 19 de Fevereiro de 2013).

  -  2010b. “Participación y descentralización: Percepciones y expectativas ciudadanas.” Evaluación Rápida de Campo. 
Lima, Peru. 

Ramírez Huaroto, Beatriz. 2009. “El reto de formalizarse: Enseñanzas recogidas de los procesos de formalización de 
organizaciones sociales de base promovidas por el CMP Flora Tristan.” Centro de la Mujer Peruana Flora Tristàn. Lima, Peru. 

Remy, María Isabel. 2011. Participación ciudadana y gobiernos descentralizados. Cuadernos Descentralistas 28. Grupo 
Propuesta Ciudadana, Lima, Peru. 

  -  2005. Los múltiples campos de la participación ciudadana en el Perú. Lima: Instituto de Estudios Peruanos.

Secretaría de la Descentralización. 2012. Propuesta de Plan Nacional de Descentralización y Regionalización (2012-2016). Lima, 
Peru. (http://descentralizacion.gob.pe/images/stories/pdf/PNDR.pdf, Acedido em 21 de Fevereiro de 2013).

Shack, Nelson. 2006. Presupuestar en Perú. Santiago: Naciones Unidas. 

Banco Mundial. 2010. “Peru: Evaluación del presupuesto participativo y su relación con el presupuesto por resultados.” 
Washington, D.C.: The World Bank.

  -  2008. “Brazil: Toward a More Inclusive and Effective Participatory Budget in Porto Alegre.” Report 40144-BR. 
Washington, D.C.: The World Bank.

Zas Friz Burga, Johnny. 2004	 . La insistencia de la voluntad: El actual proceso Peruano de descentralización política y 
sus antecedentes inmediatos (1980-2004). Lima: Defensoría Del Pueblo.

ALLEGRETTI, G.: “Estudios comparativos de Presupuestos Participativos en República Dominicana, España y Uruguay” en 
ALLEGRETTI, Giovanni (Comp.). PROYECTO PARLOCAL (FEDOMU-DM-IDP-UE). Edit. CEDMA. Málaga.

BARRAGÁN, V.; ROMERO. R; SANZ. J (2011) “Fundamentos políticos y tipología de los presupuestos participativos”. En 
FALCK, Andres y PAÑO, Pablo (Edits) Democracia Participativa y Presupuestos Participativos: acercamiento y profundización 
sobre el debate actual. Proyecto PARLOCAL (FEDOMU-DM-IDP-UE). Edit. CEDMA. Málaga.

BOU, Joan (2011). “Funcionamiento Operativo de los Presupuestos Participativo”. FEDOMU (Federación Dominicana de 
Municipios). En FALCK, Andres y PAÑO, Pablo (Edits) Democracia Participativa y Presupuestos Participativos: acercamiento 
y profundización sobre el debate actual. Projecto PARLOCAL (FEDOMU-DM-IDP-UE). Edit. CEDMA. Málaga. 

BURJEL, Fernando (2006). “Una mirada sobre la izquierda en el gobierno de Paysandú: con el cambio en la frente”. 
Cuadernos del CEP Nº1., Centro de Estudios Paysandú. Paysandú- Uruguai.

CHÁVEZ, Daniel (2011): “Origen y funcionamiento de los Presupuestos Participativos”. En ALLEGRETTI, Giovanni (comp.): 
Estudios comparativos de Presupuestos Participativos en República Dominicana, España y Uruguay. Projecto PARLOCAL 
(FEDOMU-DM-IDP-UE). Edit. CEDMA. Málaga. 

CONGRESO DE INTENDENTES (2007): “Experiencias de Presupuesto Participativo en Uruguay”, Programa de 
Fortalecimiento Institucional del Congreso de Intendentes y los Gobiernos Departamentales, OPP, AECID y PNUD, 
Montevideo.

EP-FA (2005): “Cambia Paysandú. Por un municipio honesto, transparente, humano, justo y participativo. Ejes   

PARTICIPATORY 
BUDGETS IN URUGUAY

A REFLECTION ON THE 
CASES OF MONTEVIDEO 

AND PAYSANDÚ

ALICIA VENEZIANO
IVÁN SÁNCHEZ

476

BIOGRAPHY PER ARTICLE



programáticos”. Programa electoral de EP-FA. Paysandú-Uruguai.

FERLA, Paula; MARZUCA, A; VENEZIANO, A (2012).:  Democracia  y descentralización; rol de los Concejos Vecinales y su 
aporte sobre la cuestión metropolitana. Defensoría del Vecino, UCUDAL, UDELAR, Plan Cuenca Arroyo Carrasco, Center for 
research on Direct Democracy y Fundación ANIMA, Universidad de Zürich. Edit. Defensor del Vecino. Montevideo.

HEINZEN, Helena (2006). Presupuesto Participativo en Paysandú: el desafío de construir ciudadanía. Cuadernos del CEP 
Nº1. Centro de Estudios Paysandú. Paysandú.

INTENDENCIA DEPARTAMENTAL DE PAYSANDÚ (2010) “Presupuesto Participativo en Paysandú “mas ciudadanía…más 
democracia”. MARTÍNEZ GUERRA, Viviana (Edit). Programa de Desarrollo Local del Centro Latinoamericano de Economía 
Humana (CLAEH) . Paysandú  

PARLAMENTO DE LA REPÚBLICA ORIENTAL DEL URUGUAY (2009): “Ley de Descentralización y Participación Ciudadana 
18.567”, del 13 de setiembre del 2009, Montevideo.

  -  (2010) “Ley modificatoria 18.644”, del 12 de febrero del 2010. Montevideo

SÁNCHEZ, Iván (2012). “Políticas de participación en el país: lecciones del Presupuesto Participativo”. En Municipios: una 
política en el tintero. Andreoli, Alejandra et.al (coords.) Universidad de la Republica-Comisión Sectorial de Investigación 
Científica. Ediciones Art 2. Paysandú.

  -  (2010) “Lógicas y actores en la descentralización político-territorial en el Uruguay. Un abordaje desde las 
dimensiones cultural y política”. En A 100 años de la Ley de creación de la figura del intendente. Oficina de Planeamiento y 
Presupuesto – Programa Uruguay Integra (UE).

VENEZIANO, Alicia (2012): “Relaciones Intergubernamentales, Intragubernamentales y Socio- gubernamentales en la 
ley de descentralización y participación ciudadana y en los decretos de Montevideo”. Ponencia presentada al IV Congreso 
Uruguayo de Ciencia Política AUCIP. Montevideo.

  -  (2008): “La participación ciudadana en la Descentralización de Montevideo: Aprendizajes y reflexiones desde los 
noventa”, Revista Uruguaya de Ciencia Política. Instituto de Ciência Política. Volume 17, Número 1. Janeiro – Dezembro,  
Montevideo.

  -  (2005) Evaluación y reflexiones para Iberoamérica de la implementación de una reforma del estado orientada al 
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