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Abstract  
Nowadays’ phenomenon of gentrification must be contextualised in the 
profound economic changes which have been taking place in the urban spaces of 
capitalist western countries since late 1970s. These changes result from 
economic restructuring in the professional structure and social fabric of the city, 
with the decline of industrial production and employment and the rapid growth 
of qualified tertiary sector at its core. Choosing Bairro Alto as an illustrative 
case of this urban restructuring process in the city of Lisbon, I will analyse the 
most important changes in its demographic and socio-cultural structure, with the 
arrival of new dwellers since the beginning of the 1980s. The hypothesis is that 
the residential strategies’ reconfiguration of specific social sectors have been 
leading to the emergence of new appropriation and living models and, 
consequently, to the appearance of new estate products and new lodging formats 
in the neighbourhood.  
 
Keywords: Gentrification, Lisbon, Bairro Alto, Urban Restructuring, 

Postmodern city. 
 

 
Introduction 

 
Throughout the past few decades, the historical centres of Portuguese 

cities have faced degradation as a consequence of a model of urban growth 
towards the expansion of the periphery, instead of the revitalization of older 
central areas and of the cohesion of the already existing urban fabric. The 
housing market has focused its efforts on a housing project that has developed 
predominantly along the most important road and train axis, in peripheral areas, 
increasingly farther from the centres. At the same time, these centres were 
facing a process of depopulation and demographic ageing. Lately, the housing 
market in Portuguese cities, similarly to those of advanced capitalism, has 
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suffered significant changes, with the appearance of new housing products and 
new housing formats, with consequences in the urban spatial organization. In 
fact, according to a great number of authors, these changes have been outlining 
the tendency of recentralization which does not replace the continuous non-
concentration of houses and activities.  

It is a selective recentralization, fostered by new demands and promoter of 
a growing revaluation and physical and social re-usage of urban contexts which 
indicates, therefore, new processes of recomposition of its social and spatial 
texture (Barata Salgueiro, 2006). This tendency is, on one hand, associated with 
the recomposition of the productive system, whose evolution shows a growing 
tertiarization and the appearance of a new model of a more flexible capital 
accumulation that recognizes the (re)investment in the historical centre – of 
housing capital and in its circulation – an added value. On the other hand, it is 
placed in the social structure reconfiguration within a postmodern urban 
condition – here understood as an articulated group of cultural changes in the 
everyday urban experiences and practices – deeply related to a consumption 
culture and to the aesthetization of social life. The globalization of culture, 
following economy’s internationalization and the development of transports and 
means of communication, as well as the introduction of new models in urban 
life, has also come to transform social actors’ lifestyles and their expectations 
and intervention forms in the urban space, contributing to question the 
permanence of particular and traditional social contexts with strong weight of its 
own local culture.  

The Bairro Alto is included in these social and spatial contexts as, although a 
repository of rooted and old manifestations and cultural traditions, it has, in the 
past few years, faced deep changes in its social fabric with the arrival of new 
dwellers with a particular lifestyle, as well as the introduction of new commercial 
spaces drawn to new publics, supporters of alternative cultural concepts. It is 
within this framework that the concept of gentrification appears process by which 
some groups have become central to the city, as they have turned the city into a 
central place for themselves. They have done so not only from the point of view 
of a privileged residential location, but also of its usage, especially of its 
appropriation as a mark of social centrality (lent by territorial centrality), by the 
symbolic power that it gives and by the social distinction it allows. We refer, in 
particular, the so-called “new middle classes”, the main agents of a 
recentralization movement and that rediscover in the historical and/or 
architectural value of neighbourhoods the capacity to reinvent themselves, at a 
social and cultural level. Yet, the city’s old neighbourhoods have been 
understood until recently as obsolete, non-updated, non-practical, and incapable 
of guaranteeing acceptable life conditions under the present patterns. However, 
more adequate answers to the criticisms addressed to the groups conceived 
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according the proposed models by modern urbanism and architecture have been 
appearing.  

 
1. Gentrification dynamics: definition and scale. What gentrification is 
and is not 

 
Since the late 1970s notions of gentrification have been widely applied to 

urban and rural contexts, and have been the subject of considerable and often 
very heated conceptual debate. The term “gentrification” is both imprecise and 
quite politically charged. In both the substantial academic literature on the 
subject and in popular discourse, gentrification has had a number of contrasting 
definitions1. Some studies frame gentrification within the decades-long process 
of disinvestment and re-investment in a particular neighbourhood, suggesting 
that public policies and the owners of capital conspire, and enable higher income 
people to reap substantial profits from gentrification (Smith, 1996a). Others use 
the term interchangeably with urban revitalization, to describe any commercial 
or residential improvements in urban neighbourhoods. Others consider 
gentrification to more narrowly refer to the physical upgrading of low-income 
neighbourhoods. Others have focused primarily on the economic actions of 
newcomers, namely the renovation and upgrading of the housing stock. In 
contrast to these property-focused visions of the gentrification process, others 
describe gentrification as the class tensions and displacement—the 
socioeconomic or people-based effects—that frequently accompany the arrival 
of new dwellers into a neighbourhood. 

With so many notions of the term, it is important to specify the definition 
we apply to gentrification. In this paper we define gentrification as the process 
by which higher income households displace lower income dwellers of a 
neighbourhood, changing the essential character and flavour of that 
neighbourhood (Pacione, 2001). It is worth noting three key features of this 
definition. First, gentrification requires the displacement of lower income 
dwellers from their neighbourhoods. We are most concerned about involuntary 
displacement, that is, the displacement of those “original” dwellers who would 
prefer to stay in their neighbourhood, but because of non-just-cause evictions, 
rapidly rising rents or increases in their property tax bills, cannot afford to do so. 
In addition to families that are directly displaced from changes in their 
neighbourhood, researchers identify a form of exclusionary displacement, where 
changes in the neighbourhood prevent future lower income households from 
moving in.  Second, gentrification has a physical as well as socioeconomic 

                                                 
1For a good discussion of historical definitions, see Bruce London and J. John Palen, 1984. Gentrification, 
Displacement and Neighborhood Revitalization. Albany, State University of New York, pp. 6-10. 
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component that results in the upgrading of housing stock in the neighbourhood. 
Third, gentrification results in the changed character of the neighbourhood. This 
is a much more subjective feature of the definition, but one that is critical. 

Gentrification is not only attracting higher income households who replace 
lower income households in the neighbourhood. It is attracting a sufficiently 
large number such that the unique social fabric of the neighbourhood is changed. 
Finally, we note that while our definition of gentrification is based at the 
neighbourhood level, the process is driven by, and has implications for, the city 
and regional levels as well. Under this definition, gentrification has three 
specific conditions and all must be met: displacement of original dwellers; 
physical upgrading of the neighbourhood, particularly of housing stock; and 
change in neighbourhood character. 

Thus gentrification does not automatically occur when higher income 
dwellers move into a lower income neighbourhood, for example, at a scale too 
small to displace existing dwellers, or in the context of vacant land or buildings. 
Nor does economic development activity – revitalization – necessarily imply 
gentrification. Tenants can leave their units for a range of reasons, so departures 
in a revitalizing neighbourhood do not necessarily mean gentrification is 
occurring. 

Gentrification, the process of neighbourhood change that results in the 
replacement of lower income dwellers with higher income ones, has changed the 
character of hundreds of urban neighbourhoods in Europe and America over the 
last 40 years. Gentrification occurs in periodic waves: from the sponsored urban 
renewal efforts in the ‘50s and ‘60s, to the so-called “back-to-the-city” 
movement of the late ‘70s and early 1980s. A number of American and 
European cities, whose populations and economies appear to have bottomed out 
and are on the rebound, are experiencing another wave of gentrification today. 

A number of cities now experience gentrification in its many stages and 
intensities. However, it is important to point out that gentrification is not 
occurring across all Portuguese cities. Rather, it tends to take place in cities with 
tight housing markets and in a selected number of neighbourhoods. Many cities 
are still starved for new dwellers and revenues. The movement of new middle-
class dwellers into Portuguese inner city areas is a small counter-trend. And, as 
this paper points out, the dominant trend is still, by far, a movement away from 
central cities and towards the suburban periphery. From most accounts, 
gentrification is occurring in a limited number of Portuguese cities and in a 
limited number of neighbourhoods within those cities. This first point is 
tempered by several caveats, however. First, good data are very hard to find. 
Second, gentrification in the city neighbourhood Bairro Alto needs to be 
understood in the context of dramatically larger expansions of population and 
neighbourhoods in the suburban rings. 



 5

 
2. Brief characterisation and location of the studied area – Bairro 

Alto 
 
Located in the pericentral and western area of Lisbon’s downtown, Bairro 

Alto is one of the most traditional and popular neighbourhoods of Lisbon’s 
historical centre, with its valued architectonical and urban heritage where more 
than 500 years of history have taken place. It has come into being in the 16th 
century on the kitchen gardens and vineyards of a great estate, which resulted 
from an allotment intervention. At that time, a new idea of city, as modern and 
rational, was asserted by the clarity of the geometrical tracing that took 
advantage of the good natural conditions of the place. From the architectural 
point of view, Bairro Alto is still nowadays an area of morphological coherence, 
from which outstands the great utility between the cohesive physical structure 
and a rich and heterogeneous urban image. Its cultural heritage is very rich and 
it derives especially from the unique character of its urban forms. The image of 
its streets is built by a great variety of details, belonging to different 
architectonical solutions, resulting from long lasting sedimentations and from 
the corresponding stylistic evolution.    
A social mix that has conferred to the Bairro a local and urban culture with 
specific characteristics, creating a great variety of expressions and cultural 
manifestations. In fact, the Bairro Alto, which has come to be occupied in the 
South by very modest people linked to the sea and quickly became a wanted 
place by the clergy and nobility that built a great number of palaces, convents 
and churches here. The other face of the Bairro, marginal and with its nightlife, 
gains its reputation from the constant armed robberies, conflicts and fights, 
making this area known for its bohemia and riotous populations. The ludic and 
cosy reputation that the Bairro has nowadays has also been acquired in the past 
decades by the existence of a great number of bars and famous restaurants, with 
neighbouring taverns – nowadays bars and pubs – and the places of cultural 
sessions, where famous literates, artists, politicians and journalists got together. 

Dwellers, especially those of low socioeconomic status, have built, 
throughout generations, cohesive and participative communities where inter-
help bonds are still alive. There are still nowadays strong relationships of 
vicinity and proximity, a great living of the exterior public space, a true will of 
communication and a clear and intensive sense of collectiveness in this 
neighbourhood. As all old and central city areas, Bairro Alto, with its ageing 
population, has faced degradation. The Estate Houses and Palaces were getting 
degraded and the middle class of greater resources has looked for new buildings 
in peripheral areas in expansion, which the old buildings did not offer. As those 
who stayed were of poor resources, the degradation was even greater (Appleton 
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et al., 1995). This pericentral area of Lisbon – an area of transition, named as 
such by Burgess’s concentric zone model (Burgess, 1925) – has always had the 
welcoming and occupation function by recently-arrived to the city, whether by 
rural migrants of the ‘60s and ‘70s or by African, Brazilian and Eastern 
European immigrants in the ‘80s and ‘90s, who are still here organizing their 
lives. Nowadays, the Bairro Alto is going through a deep and complex process 
of cultural, social and functional changes with the arrival of new dwellers. It is 
this process that we will develop in this text.    

 
Figure 1 – Location of the studied area – Bairro Alto, in Lisbon Metropolitan 

Area 
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There are often some disagreements about the true geographical area of 

Bairro Alto. In fact, the majority of Lisbon’s dwellers considers. Bairro Alto as 
the delimited area on the East by S. Pedro de Alcântara and Misericórdia 
Streets, on the North by D. Pedro V  Street, on the West by Século Street, being 
the South part limited by Largo do Calhariz and Calçada do Combro. This area 
is jurisdictionally divided by the Parish Councils of Encarnação and Santa 
Catarina. The group of these two parishes constitutes what is generally known 
as Bairro Alto (Figure 1). 

Despite being this the most known area and not wanting to raise issues 
that are not the scope of this paper, we have decided to choose a wider territorial 
delimitation, being this option justified in the following criteria: firstly, the area 
of intervention of Bairro Alto’s Local Technical Office (municipal institution 
responsible for the urban rehabilitation projects of the Bairro since the 
beginning of the 1990s) is much larger than the above-mentioned area. As such, 
the need and pertinence of the already existing statistical information has 
confirmed the will to accompany this enlargement; secondly, the choice for a 
wider area of study is explained in the idea of understanding Bairro Alto as an 
expression of a vast central area with heritage and historical value. To direct the 
research to an excessively restricted area would be to disregard and condition 
the true specificity of the gentrification process. Although there are spatial 
contexts differentially prone to gentrification in Bairro Alto, that fact did not 
seem enough to justify a wider territorial delimitation in the search for small 
enclaves in the interior of this historical neighbourhood. The neighbourhood 
should be perceived as a whole, although there are internal highly divergent 
characteristics which denotes, as we shall see later, the still embrionary phase of 
gentrification in this neighbourhood. Therefore, the area of Bairro Alto that is 
going to be the subject of this study is substantially wider than what was referred 
in this section, although a precise delimitation of the area is not pertinent for the 
objective of this paper.   

It should be reinforced that there is not always a coincidence between 
administrative delimitations and specific urban and socio-cultural 
configurations, especially those that we name as neighbourhoods. The 
administrative delimitation of Lisbon’s parishes has, nowadays, little 
correspondence with the urban configurations and social living which they are 
very frequently identified with. As an emblematic area of the city, the Bairro 
Alto evokes a rich historical and cultural profile, following the history of 
cosmopolitan neighbourhoods in which the circulation of ideas and 
manifestation of vanguards is very fertile. Therefore, it represents values and 
meanings that clearly overcome the administrative limits of its parishes, linking 
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common references to all Lisbon’s dwellers (Matias Ferreira and Calado, 1992a, 
1992b).          
 

3. Economic restructuring in the urban space, consumption culture, 
aesthetization of social life and reinvestment in Lisbon’s historical 
centre  
 
Throughout the last quarter of a century there have been pertinent 

reflections about the western world cities entering a new era of their history. 
These ideas suggest that, while they are still cities produced by modern society, 
they go through changes of such an extent that they can no longer be accepted 
by old designations or by studies in the context of conventional urban theories. 
As a result of a group of changes related to global economic restructuring and to 
spatial and time compression promoted by significant improvements in 
transports and by new communication technologies, bigger cities of capitalist 
societies in the contemporary world have registered deep changes in various 
fundamental areas of urban life: in economics, in the social and cultural 
composition, in the urban structure, in management policies, among others. It is 
already consensual for a great number of authors that a new type of city has 
been taking form which, by convenience and lack of a better expression, is 
named as “postmodern”, “postindustrial” or “postfordist”. Although it is certain 
that the emergence of the postmodern city of late capitalism does not annul, by 
automatic substitution, the modern city of industrial capitalism, the truth is that 
the transition manifestations reinforce a new form of organization of the urban 
space.  

The economic restructuring is associated with a progressive 
deindustrialization of the urban spaces and with an increasing presence of 
tertiary activities, factors that influence, in a decisive way, the functional 
structure of cities and redefine their internal functionality, in the sense that 
substitution processes of production by services and leisure are speeded. In fact, 
there is a deep change in the functionality of the modern city, which lies in the 
production component. The transition of modern society to postmodern society 
is characterized, among many other aspects, by important changes in the 
demographic, social and cultural areas – changes in the structure and family 
composition (increase in the number of single people, increase in partnerships 
and couples without children), growing participation of women in the productive 
sphere, access to education, democratization of education, among others 
(Dansereau and Choko, 1988; Ley et al., 1986). All these factors also contribute 
to the deep change of the social structure and patterns, behaviour and lifestyles 
associated with these, namely at the level of choice patterns, of (p)reference to 
the habitat (Pellegrino, 1994; Pellegrino et al., 1994). 
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In this context, the gentrification process can be faced as one of the most 
visible spatial processes of this wide socioeconomic change, as materialization 
of the urban space of this deep restructuring process that western societies of 
advanced capitalism face:: «(...) the restructuring of urban space is not, strictly 
speaking, a new phenomenon. The entire process of urban growth and 
development is a constant patterning, structuring and restructuring of urban 
space. What is new today is the degree to which this restructuring of space is an 
immediate and systematic component of a larger economic and social 
restructuring of advanced capitalist economies. A given built environment 
expresses specific patterns of production and reproduction, consumption and 
circulation, and as these patterns change, so does the geographical patterning of 
the built environment» (Smith, 1996b: 344). 

 According to a group of studies, a relevant tendency for our problem is 
related to the spatial centralization of decision-making functions, a process that 
has been accompanied by capital and productive functions decentralization. In 
the last 20 years there has been an intense growth in the installation of offices in 
urban central spaces, in articulation with the continuous centralization of 
decision-making centres and the power functions of the productive activity, 
while the true centres or production structures are decentralized to the periphery 
(Sassen, 1994, 2001). In the scope of gentrification process in Bairro Alto it is 
important to highlight that new opportunities for qualified jobs, especially for 
some sectors of the middle class, are created in the perimeter of cities. In fact, 
different texts point out the polarized character of employment in services; 
therefore, offices and companies that proliferate in the centres offer very 
qualified jobs. Although this situation does not directly imply the return of those 
class fractions to the old central quarters, this is one of the driving conditions of 
the gentrification process (Rodrigues, 1999; Hamnett, 2000).  

In an attempt to define the middle class sectors involved in the process, it is 
important to characterize the new dwellers in Bairro Alto, namely those who 
have been living there for 10 or less than 10 years. The objective is to define the 
social profile of gentrifiers, the agents of this phenomenon. This profile will be 
built bearing in mind the data concerning job, age, level of education, marital 
status and geographic origins. As it has already been stated, the gentrification 
process is contextualized in the scope of a wide social and demographic 
composition, turning itself in the constitution of a supposed "new middle class" 
that distinguishes itself from the traditional middle class (Ley, 1994, 1996; 
Butler, 1997). Its members have traditional jobs that are increasing and new jobs 
in activities that are linked to what Bourdieu (1989) named as “symbolic 
production”. They are the cultural intermediaries linked to the cultural 
industries, to the arts, to advertising, to design, to fashion, to culture, image and 
marketing, architecture and decoration, among others.  
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The assertion of these social categories accompanies the reconfiguration 
signs of economic and social structure of the city, in the transition between 
modernity and post-modernity, started by the economic restructuring process, by 
which activities and aspects that were once peripheral, are now facing a 
(re)centralization movement – from “the margins to the centre”, according to 
O’Connor and Wynne (1996) – becoming more central in urbanism’s concerns. 
Gentrification faces the appearance of a new valuation context of urbanity 
according to cultural moulds and forms that consolidate a permissive hedonistic 
culture that accompanies post-modernity and reflects itself in the city space 
through the emergence of new housing products that constitute the imagetic, the 
“sign-value” or the symbolic urban places. What is really at stake in the changes 
with different levels in the cityscape is the fact that a progressive reading 
displacement and a more economic and functional imagetic emphasis for the 
metropolis (so far based in the productive process) is changing into 
centralization in a more aesthetic, symbolic and cultural registers (nowadays 
based on the consumption process). The contemporary socioeconomic 
organization and its respective manifestations on individuals and social groups’ 
behaviours has been defined according to the privilege given to consumption, 
being it possible to talk about society and consumption culture (Baudrillard, 
1970; Featherstone, 1991). In the case of urban studies, these concepts have 
been applied to the transition in the sense of a postmodern condition in general 
(Dear, 2000, 2001) and are related to the important role that consumption has in 
the process of social identification and mediation and in the new patterns of time 
and space usage (Cachinho, 2002, 2006).  

Closely linked to the consumption culture and the emergence and growth of 
symbolic production activities, there is also a tendency for the aesthetization of 
social life. This can be understood in different ways. First, the “erasure” or 
transgression of the limits between art and social life. This is the idea that 
everything can be art and that art can be part of any object, manifestation, 
behaviour, including everyday life’s triviality. Secondly, the aesthetization of 
social life can be understood as the project of turning life into a work of art – the 
dandy and the flâneur characters, personification of the bohemian lifestyle and 
that privileges life sensations and the experiences in the production of social 
reality understanding. This is generally associated with the social profile of the 
gentrifier (Bowler e McBurney, 1991; Mills, 1993). 

At last, the aesthetization of social life can still refer to the rapid flux of 
signs and images that saturate the texture of everyday life. The fact that the sign 
has been assuming great importance and ubiquity and the way in which reality 
has come to be perceived, as a confusing relationship between significants and 
signifiers, where it is increasingly difficult to establish the distinction between 
objects/goods/services, that is, between the material and the immaterial 
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component and the usage value and the sign-value, being the first undervalued 
instead of images and representations that the last evokes. What happened was 
that nowadays’ aesthetic production was introduced in the production of goods 
in general (Jameson, 1984). Let us say that by aesthetization of society we 
should understand the reintroduction in the socioeconomic scope of categories 
of the artistic world that were previously considered as being “out”, “apart”, or 
“above” everyday life. Art is a subject of increasingly less of restricted access 
and the “artist life”, sometimes connoted to bohemia and “uncontrol”, is itself 
less negatively evaluated. On the contrary, the source of references to include in 
the life stylization of social publics increasingly wide-reaching is progressively 
valued (Featherstone, 1991; Zukin, 1982, 1989; Podmore, 1998). 

It is these two phenomena that have been described in a brief way – 
consumption culture and aesthetization of social life – that are at the basis of the 
assertion of a “new middle class” in the reconfiguration of central cities and, 
consequently, in the valuation of new housing products that we start to find in 
these. Besides “cultural intermediaries”, that new social group also performs 
scientific and technical jobs related to education, professional training and to the 
academic world. In the case of Bairro Alto, this group is also visible, as there is 
approximately 30% of the new resident population in the neighbourhood that 
belongs to the scientific, technical, artistic and similar jobs. This percentage can 
seem too high due to the competition of other residential areas in the city that 
have been receiving an important population flux in the last few years, where 
individuals belonging to these social and professional groups are predominant. 
However, if we consider the groups of directors and administrative board 
professionals and other administrative personnel and similar workers and if we 
join the 15% that this last group represents, they are about 45%. Although the 
unquestionable importance of these groups of more qualified workers in the new 
dwellers of the neighbourhood, the general structure of the employed population 
presents a relatively balanced distribution. The less qualified workers of the 
industry, commerce and services also assume an expressive representation, what 
seems, at first sight, to put at stake the process of “social filtering” associated 
with gentrification (Table I).  
 

Table I – Resident population in Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to 
professional groups (representative by household) in 2001 (%) 

Professional Groups Lisbon Bairro 
Alto 

New 
Dwellers 

People with scientific, technical, 
artistic and similar jobs; Directors and 
administrative board professionals  

30,9 21,9 32,9 

Administrative personnel and 27,3 27,4 11,8 
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intermediary technicians 
Personnel of the protection and 
security services, personal and 
housekeeping services and similar 
workers, including commerce 

13,8 20,7 39 

Agriculture and fishing workers; 
Armed Forces 0,9 0,6 0,4 

Workers of the extractive and 
transformative industries and 
fixed and transport machines 
drivers  

12,2 12,1 15,9 

Source: INE, population census, 2001. Social and housing enquiry 
               1992/1993 – Bairro Alto and Bica’s Local Technical Office 

  
Gentrification is, by definition, a “social filtering” process in the city. It 

comes to develop a process of important social recomposition in old city 
neighbourhoods, indicating a process that operates in the housing market, in the 
most marked way in degraded houses and traditionally popular neighbourhoods. 
Corresponding to social recomposition (and substitution) of the spaces and to 
their transformation in middle and high-middle class neighbourhoods, it is 
important to refer, by knowing this process of “social substitution”, its 
consequent reinforcement of social and spatial segregation, deepening the social 
division of the urban space. Coming back to the analysis of Table I, the truth is 
that the point appropriation of the space, characteristic of gentrification, 
introduced changes in the produced scale of social and housing segregation. This 
will be done, and as a contrast to what used to happen in the modern city, at a 
micro scale of higher complexity, mixing the beginning of social division in the 
city in homogeneous zoning, inherent to the principle of functional zoning 
associated with the industrial city. This change of scale is not perceptible in the 
information available by parish, by the Statistics National Institute. 

When we see the emergence of estate buildings for groups of higher 
socioeconomic status in historical neighbourhoods of essentially popular 
characteristics – true luxury enclaves inside residential areas of lower classes – 
as the present case of Bairro Alto, we easily conclude that gentrification is an 
example of new organization of the urban space, reinforcing a fragmented 
structure, characteristic of the postmodern city (Figures 2 and 3). By 
fragmentation of the territory we should understand «a territorial organization 
marked by the existence of distinct territorial enclaves and without continuity 
with the social and spatial structure that surrounds them» (Barata Salgueiro, 
1998: 225). The author notes that what defines the enclave is not much its 
dimension (which is supposedly small), but the type of relationship (or, to be 
more accurate, the non-relationship) with the involving areas that are adjoining 
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in territorial terms, although without social and functional continuity. The 
gentrification process in Bairro Alto seems, therefore, to corroborate the thesis 
advocated by Teresa Barata Salgueiro in her most recent studies (1998, 2001, 
2002) of the postmodern city as a fragmented space. The compact city, of 
precise limits, whose centre shows a relative social homogeneity, splinters itself 
into a group of distinct fragments where the effects of urban cohesion, 
continuity and legibility, give way to more complex territorial formations, 
territorially discontinuous and social and spatially enclaved (Graham e Marvin, 

2001). 
Figure 2 – Urban rehabilitation project in Rosa Street, Bairro Alto 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Figure 3 – Urban rehabilitation project in Chagas Street, Bairro Alto 
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Strongly linked to job, the level of education is considered as one of the 

main variables of the gentrifier profile, as it is responsible for the cultural capital 
configuration of values and social representations of the motivational structure 
in the definition of social ambition and distinction needs. It is the hypothesis of 
the representation of social distinction centred in education to vary in direct 
proportion with the level of education (Casanova, 2004). In fact, when we 
consider the profile of the gentrifier, the level of education is often high, 
associated with academic degrees, higher and middle education courses. The 
analysis of statistical data relative to new dwellers in Bairro Alto (Table II) 
confirms the presence of schooling capitals much superior to Lisbon’s global 
data, at least through the information available for the beginning of the 1990s. 
While in the neighbourhood’s new dwellers it is possible to distinguish 24,3% of 
individuals with university degrees or who are taking middle education courses, 
the total number of the city of Lisbon presents a clearly inferior percentage, 
about 10%. This percentage is reduced if we consider the neighbourhood’s 
territorial unity. If, simultaneously, we consider the sum of the numbers of 
secondary education with those of middle/higher education, we see that in the 
case of new dwellers in the neighbourhood, its total is about half of the 
considered universe. Besides, and still considering these numbers, there are 
always higher levels of education in comparison to the city of Lisbon and to the 
already resident population in Bairro Alto, bearing in mind the 1991 and the 
2001 census. It is also important to state that more than 27% of the new dwellers 
only has primary education, a number that, even inferior to that of the city and 
the neighbourhood is expressive in this universe that is taken into account. This 
percentage corroborates the previously discussed information around the most 
represented professional groups in the neighbourhood’s resident population and 
denounces the still primary state in which gentrification is and the territorial 
expression that is its point characteristic.   
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Table II – Resident population in Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to 
schooling level (representative by household) in 1991 and 2001 (%) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: INE, population census, 1991 e 2001. Social and housing enquiry    
1992/1993 – Bairro Alto and Bica’s Local Technical Office 

 
As far marital status is concerned, although 2001’s numbers are not very 

divergent – except for the number of divorced and separated people that is 
slightly superior in new dwellers of the neighbourhood in comparison to those 
of the city – the high percentage of single people should be highlighted (37,8%) 
on the table of new dwellers that have come to live in Bairro Alto throughout 
the 1980s and beginning of 1990s (Table III). The small dimension of 
households has strong implication in the gentrification process, corresponding 
to the housing offer of this neighbourhood.  
 
Table III – Active resident population in Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to 

marital status in 1981, 1991 and 2001 (%)  
 
 
 
 
 
 

                     
Source: INE, population census, 1981, 1991 e 2001. Social and housing enquiry 

               1992/1993 – Bairro Alto and Bica’s Local Technical Office 
 

The social restructuring that is taking place in Bairro Alto is only legible in 
a satisfactory way, when it is interpreted within a wider framework of social 
changes that explain the revaluation that central areas have faced in terms of 
(re)investment in housing for higher socioeconomic stratus. These, by showing 
new and more cosmopolitan lifestyles and privileging the access to quality and 

Level of Education 
Lisbon Bairro Alto New 

Dwellers 1991 2001 1991 2001 
Without primary 

education 9,6 10,3 7,3 6,4 7,9 

Primary education 37,5 27,6 47,9 34,7 27,8 
9th Grade 9,1 17,8 9,5 17,4 15,2 

Secondary Education 27,1 17,6 25,9 21,4 24,8 
  Middle / Higher 

Education 16,8 26,7 9,4 20 24,3 

Marital Status 
Lisbon Bairro Alto New 

dwellers 1991 2001 1981 2001 
Single 27,8 37,8 36,1 38,5 37,8 

Married 62,5 47,6 47,5 50,7 49,2 
Widower/Widow 2,6 9,2 12,2 2,9 4,3 

Divorced/Separated 7,2 5,3 4,2 8 8,7 
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diversified services, present themselves as new important demand for new 
housing products that result in the change of the way in which space is 
produced.  

 
4. Final Reflections: the contribution of gentrification for the 
fragmentation of urban space 

 
 Gentrification in the neighbourhood reflects, as a social and spatial process, 
a social dimension that takes form in the space, which is certainly linked to the 
growing fragmentation and diversity of the social structure, as well as with the 
game of the housing market not much regulated and with speculative processes 
of valuation / devaluation of the land usage. It takes the form of socially 
discordant enclaves within the social fabric of the neighbourhood, which still 
seems to preserve a relative social homogeneity. The point actions of 
gentrification in the neighbourhood subsidize the production of a more 
fragmented city and are finished examples that the gentrifiers’ spaces of action 
are no longer defined by territorial continuity and by relations of proximity. It is 
related to the need of understanding the social micro-units and space of 
restricted groups and of complex social dynamics, namely in what a marked 
heterogeneity of spatial, social and cultural behaviours is concerned, which is 
not in accordance with a classification of social classes of a well-defined profile. 
 The traditional and well-defined correspondence between a given 
socioeconomic and consumption status and social practices, with territorial 
disposition in an homogeneous and continuous zoning, has dismembered itself, 
as most part of present cultural status are located in diffuse nets, whose 
belonging derives less from the place of living, family relationships or the 
socioeconomic environment. It is in this sense that it seems quite difficult to 
build a generic model of social appropriation of the space according to the urban 
postmodern condition, as the heterogeneity of the time and space appropriation 
forms is great in different and juxtaposed societal contexts (Ascher, 2001; 
Barata Salgueiro, 2002).  
 The development of the consumption society makes a number of identity 
alternatives available, which makes it impossible to deduce or relate certain 
types of cultural practices to spatiality, to which a given socioeconomic status of 
the gentrifier is implicitly associated. Following the proposal advanced by 
Teresa Barata Salgueiro (1998), we can say that there is a tendency for a point 
appropriation of the urban space, instead of the extensive traditional 
appropriation in zoning. The territory continues to participate in the 
identification of individuals. However, the appropriation is now more selective 
and done at a micro level, where functional interdependences or of interests 
overlap neighbour solidarity and dependences of proximity at the basis of social 
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relationships. The increase of social diversity associated with new consumption 
patterns, with the plurality old lifestyles that produce new and diversified 
cultural demand is relevant. Gentrification is facing – as a phenomeon of urban 
restructuring – a deepening of specificities and social particularities that are 
reflected in a growing differentiation of social and cultural practices. These are 
mirrored in net spatialities, forming a complex social fabric that is difficult to 
decipher.  
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