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Participatory budgets

Participatory budgets

Participatory budgets
(2005)

Number of participatory budgets in Europe
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Number of participatory budgets in Europe by country (1993-2005)
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Percentage of participatory budgets in Europe: repartition by countries
(2005)

Portugal 4% Poland 2%
Britain 4%

Spain 25%

France 20%

Germany 18% Italy 27%
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France 9%

Germany 23%

Italy 11%

Spain 43%
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Population of cities/districts with participatory budgets in Europe:
Graph by countries
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Citizens living in a city/district with a participatory budget as percentage
of the population of the country
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Unemployment rate in selected cities/districts
Participatory budgets Other
instruments
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social-democrats

communists/alternativ

e left 36,4%
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Center left 41,8%
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top down
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interaction top down/bottom up

bottom up
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Municipal budget per citizen in selected cities/districts
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Total municipal debt in relation to total municipal budget in selected
cities/districts
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Budget allocation per inhabitants through participatory budget in selected cities/districts (Euos)
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Transparency on public finances in 19 selected cities/districts with
participatory budget
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Effects of participatory budgets on modernisation (municipal level) in 19 selected
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Effects of participatory budgets on social justice in 19* selected
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Deliberative quality of participatory budgets in 19 selected cities/districts
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Evolution of electoral participation in 9 selected cities/districts
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Participatory Budgets in German
(2005)
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Population of cities/districts with participatory budgets in France: details
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