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Any attempt to achieve

Sustainable Development without Sustainabl
the prior implementation of = us Ialna et
participative governance is eveiopmen

doomed to failure?

Participation

Specific ® Feeble civil society
difficulties in ®Lack of tradition
Portuguese ® Distrust

society ® Depopulation

Most consistent
participative initiatives
occur at local level
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Valid responses and located
participative iniciatives in
Portuguese territory

M Valid responses

® Municipal Local Agenda21
Supra-municipal Local Agenda21

® Parish Local Agenda 21

A Municipal Participative Budget

A Parish Participative budget
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Providing Information to Municipal citizens

Only the
information
S olni= concern | n g t h e
information ol

can not be Co oon
available
38.3%

Information av

ailable without
restrictions \
35.5% NA/DK

6.5%
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Information available and means of provision to municipal citizens

Positive Municipal Spread Available Municipal . | Official
response facilities by mail on-line bulletin Gazette

Regulations 99.10% BWER:{VZS . 67.30% 1.90% 3.70% 0.00% 0.90%

Tariffs and Charges 98.10% LR . 67.30% 1.90% 0.90% 0.00% 0.00%

Minutes of Assembly / Council Meetings 97.20% RIS . 75.70% 2.80% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Assembly / Council Deliberations 97.20% REERZS . LR 4.70% 0.90% 0.00%  0.00%

Urban Development Plans 96.30% BWER:I . 63.60% 0.90% 0.90% 0.90% 0.00%

Municipal Regulations 96.30% BRHWAS . 86.90% 1.90% 090% 0.00% 0.00%

Municipal Budget 94.40% BFAA . 67.30% 1.90% 1.90% 0.00% 0.00%

Public Tenders 92.50% BFA:7S . 52.30% 0.00% 4.70% 3.70%  0.00%

Urbanisation Projects Approved 91.60% ER:{He[0)7S . 17.80% 0.90% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Municipal Council Sessions Agenda 86.90% BRIV . 41.10%

Assembly / Council Working Orders 86.00% WENN78

Results of Public Discussion 85.00% 65.40%

Urbanisation Projects under approval 82.20% WAV

Municipal Assembly Motions 80.40% WL E 078

Environmental Monitoring 73.80% BREERI




Online municipal services available

Email address for suggestions and complaints _ 88.8%

Downloading and printing out forms | N <7 9%
Public consultation processes | RN /3 00
On-line subscription to selected materials and news | NN 39 3%

Ordering municipal materials (brochures, maps...) | R 36 4°0
User support (FAQs, HelpDesk ...) | NN 35 5°¢

Filling in and submitting on-line forms | NG 33 6%

Citizen surveys | NG 32 7%

On-line voting platforms | N 14 0%
Discussion forums | 11 2%

On-line payments F 10.3%
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Role reserved for popular input into decision making processes

Populationincluded
m all decision
processes
13.2%

Given the technical
complexity, there 1s
notalways a role
67.9%

Decisions reserved to
politicians and
technical experts
10.4%

Popular input only
convened when

demanded by law
0.9%
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o

Methods and forms of citizen involvement

Public Sessions 5.6% 76.6% 10.3%
Personalised attendance services 15.9% 57.0% 18.7%
Publication of council accounts 9.3% 49.5% 28.0%
Thematic forums 15.0% 43.0% 23.4%
Surveys/opmions polls 14.0% 42.1% 19.6%
Consultation councils 13.1% 35.5% 20.6%
Commitees/working groups 12.1% 31.8% 27.1%
Consensus conferences 6.5% 8.4% 39.3%
Juries/citizen panels 103% 6.5% 32.7%
Municipal purveyor 103% 28 25.2%
Referenda 121% 2.8 19.6%

® Never and not planned for ™ Never but planned ® Already utilised DK/NA
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Themes analysed / worked by each participative instrument

n e 3 <
o 85 . 52 38
T 22 E§ 5, <2 B2 2§
g 529 %o g% 55 8% 32 22 5
g &% 38 8= £¢ 35 88 88 g
A21L and Local Sustainable Development| 1 16 7 16 3 140
Satisfaction with municipal services | 1 14 13 1 10 87
Planning and management| 1 16 9 - 1 9 78
Environmental education / Education 13 9 6 5 1 12 46
Built heritage projects| 1 11 6 9 4 2 4 3 40
Civil protection and safety 9 5 5 5 1 10 35
Social projects and housing| 1 9 6 3 7 6 32
Youth, culture and sport 6 3 3 4 1 4 1 22
Other themes| 2 6 4 2 5 1 2 22
Budget (including participated) 5 4 3 4 2 2 20
Economic activities| 1 6 3 1 5 1 17
Healthcare and healthcare services 3 3 2 2 1 11

Page 10


http://www.ppt-vorlagen.de/

Instruments of local governance according to phase of development

Local Agenda 21

Doesnot
Planned exist
for 21.5%

30.8%

DK/NR |
10.3% |

Already
under
way

37.4%

Annual expansion:
44,3% (1996-2009)
230,0% (2005/2009)

Participative Budget

DK/NR

Already
under

way
1}._25’/9 L

Planned

Does not for
exist 13.1%

52.3%
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Information and Services Index Participation Promotion Index
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Municipal Development Summary Index

1
Environment and
Consumption

2 E]
Population Education and
and Territory Culture

8

MUNICIPAL
DEVELOPMENT

4 5
Economic Employment and
Activities Job Market

6
Healthcare and
Resources

7
Social Security
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Descriptive statistics (influence of LA21 and PBs on
iInformation, participation and development indices)

LA21 and PB initiatives Average Stan. Dev.
None 54.03 17.204 57
Inter- icipal 56.54 15.277 26
Information and services available index AEEEMURICIHA
Municipal 64.21 13.052 24
Total 56.92 16.276 107
None 28.00 10.884 57
N B Inter-municipal 29.27 10.114 26
Participation promotion index
Municipal 31.10 10.882 24
Total 29.00 10.675 107
None 59.63 15.102 57
. , Inter-municipal 55.75 20.487 26
Municipal development summary index
Municipal 69.91 20.495 24
Total 60.99 18.341 107
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Multivariate Variance Analisys results

Such differences hold repercussions for municipal performances
combining the three dependent variables

= Information and Services Index;

= Participation Promotion Index,

= Municipal Development Summary Index

F (6, 204) = 2.49, p = 0.024; Wilks’ Lambda = 0.87; ETA2 partial = 0.068

Considered separately, the only statistically significant difference
(utilising an adjusted level of significance — the Bonferroni correction
—of 0.017) was attained by the Municipal Development Summary Index

F (2 104) = 4.314, p =0.016, ETAZ2 partial = 0.019
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Influence of existing participation iniciatives on MDSI

Score a\}erage of Municipal
Development Summary Index

70,00

68,00

66,00

64,00

62,00

60,00

28,007

56,00

None Multi-municipal Municipal
Local Agenda 21 and Participative Budgets located initiatives
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