GENTRIFICATION AND NEW HOUSING DEMANDS IN  LISBON’S HISTORICAL
CENTRE: ANALYSIS OF URBAN RESTRUCTURING IN BAIRROALTO

Luis Mendes

Centre for Geographical Studies of the Universitiisbon.
Faculdade de Letras, Alameda da Universidade,
1600-214 Lisboa, Portugal
Telefone: (+351) 21 792 00 00
Fax: (+351) 21 796 00 63
E-mail: luis.mendes@ceg.ul.pt

Abstract

Nowadays’ phenomenon of gentrification must be exiflised in the
profound economic changes which have been takiceph the urban spaces of
capitalist western countries since late 1970s. &hebanges result from
economic restructuring in the professional struetmd social fabric of the city,
with the decline of industrial production and enyplent and the rapid growth
of qualified tertiary sector at its core. ChoosiBgirro Alto as an illustrative
case of this urban restructuring process in thedfitLisbon, | will analyse the
most important changes in its demographic and sadtoral structure, with the
arrival of new dwellers since the beginning of 880s. The hypothesis is that
the residential strategies’ reconfiguration of specocial sectors have been
leading to the emergence of new appropriation awmthgl models and,
consequently, to the appearance of new estate giodnd new lodging formats
in the neighbourhood.

Keywords: Gentrification, LisbonBairro Alto, Urban Restructuring,
Postmodern city.

Introduction

Throughout the past few decades, the historicatresrmof Portuguese
cities have faced degradation as a consequencenubdel of urban growth
towards the expansion of the periphery, insteadhefrevitalization of older
central areas and of the cohesion of the alreadistiex urban fabric. The
housing market has focused its efforts on a hougmogect that has developed
predominantly along the most important road anch taxis, in peripheral areas,
increasingly farther from the centres. At the satin@e, these centres were
facing a process of depopulation and demographemgg Lately, the housing
market in Portuguese cities, similarly to thoseaofvanced capitalism, has



suffered significant changes, with the appearariaggeew housing products and
new housing formats, with consequences in the udpatial organization. In
fact, according to a great number of authors, tltbseges have been outlining
the tendency of recentralization which does nofa@p the continuous non-
concentration of houses and activities.

It is a selective recentralization, fostered by rmmands and promoter of
a growing revaluation and physical and social r@gesof urban contexts which
indicates, therefore, new processes of recompastioits social and spatial
texture (Barata Salgueiro, 2006). This tendencgnspne hand, associated with
the recomposition of the productive system, whosgution shows a growing
tertiarization and the appearance of a new modeh ofiore flexible capital
accumulation that recognizes the (re)investmentha historical centre — of
housing capital and in its circulation — an addatl®. On the other hand, it is
placed in the social structure reconfiguration witra postmodern urban
condition — here understood as an articulated gafugultural changes in the
everyday urban experiences and practices — deefdyed to a consumption
culture and to the aesthetization of social lifdneTglobalization of culture,
following economy’s internationalization and thevdl®pment of transports and
means of communication, as well as the introducabmew models in urban
life, has also come to transform social actor&difles and their expectations
and intervention forms in the urban space, continiguto question the
permanence of particular and traditional sociakexis with strong weight of its
own local culture.

TheBairro Alto is included in these social and spatial contegtakhough a
repository of rooted and old manifestations anducal traditions, it has, in the
past few years, faced deep changes in its sodumicfavith the arrival of new
dwellers with a particular lifestyle, as well ag tintroduction of new commercial
spaces drawn to new publics, supporters of alteenatultural concepts. It is
within this framework that the concept of gentafion appears process by which
some groups have become central to the city, ashthee turned the city into a
central place for themselves. They have done s@migtfrom the point of view
of a privileged residential location, but also o usage, especially of its
appropriation as a mark of social centrality (Ibgtterritorial centrality), by the
symbolic power that it gives and by the socialidddton it allows. We refer, in
particular, the so-called “new middle classes”, thain agents of a
recentralization movement and that rediscover ire thistorical and/or
architectural value of neighbourhoods the capaaityeinvent themselves, at a
social and cultural level. Yet, the city’s old neimpurhoods have been
understood until recently as obsolete, non-updated;practical, and incapable
of guaranteeing acceptable life conditions underghesent patterns. However,
more adequate answers to the criticisms addressdtiet groups conceived



according the proposed models by modern urbanisinaarhitecture have been
appearing.

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

Since the late 1970s notions of gentrification haeen widely applied to
urban and rural contexts, and have been the subjembnsiderable and often
very heated conceptual debate. The term “genttifinéais both imprecise and
quite politically charged. In both the substantademic literature on the
subject and in popular discourse, gentrificatios had a number of contrasting
definitions. Some studies frame gentrification within the dissalong process
of disinvestment and re-investment in a particulaighbourhood, suggesting
that public policies and the owners of capital gores and enable higher income
people to reap substantial profits from gentrifmat(Smith, 1996a). Others use
the term interchangeably with urban revitalizatiomdescribe any commercial
or residential improvements in urban neighbourhoo@hers consider
gentrification to more narrowly refer to the phydicpgrading of low-income
neighbourhoods. Others have focused primarily am é¢bonomic actions of
newcomers, namely the renovation and upgradinghef Housing stock. In
contrast to these property-focused visions of tbetrification process, others
describe gentrification as the class tensions andplatement—the
socioeconomic or people-based effects—that fredpu@scompany the arrival
of new dwellers into a neighbourhood.

With so many notions of the term, it is importamtspecify the definition
we apply to gentrification. In this paper we defgentrification as the process
by which higher income households displace loweroimne dwellers of a
neighbourhood, changing the essential character #adour of that
neighbourhood (Pacione, 2001). It is worth notihge¢ key features of this
definition. First, gentrification requires the dspement of lower income
dwellers from their neighbourhoods. We are mosiceamed about involuntary
displacement, that is, the displacement of thosggifal” dwellers who would
prefer to stay in their neighbourhood, but becaafseon-just-cause evictions,
rapidly rising rents or increases in their propeaty bills, cannot afford to do so.
In addition to families that are directly displacéiebm changes in their
neighbourhood, researchers identify a form of extolvary displacement, where
changes in the neighbourhood prevent future loweome households from
moving in. Second, gentrification has a physicalveell as socioeconomic

'For a good discussion of historical definitionse 8suce London and J. John Palen, 1@8dntrification,
Displacement and Neighborhood Revitalizatiibany, State University of New York, pp. 6-10.



component that results in the upgrading of houstogk in the neighbourhood.
Third, gentrification results in the changed chteraof the neighbourhood. This
iIs @ much more subjective feature of the definitlout one that is critical.

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

Thus gentrification does not automatically occurewhhigher income
dwellers move into a lower income neighbourhood,eikample, at a scale too
small to displace existing dwellers, or in the extof vacant land or buildings.
Nor does economic development activity — revitdiema — necessarily imply
gentrification. Tenants can leave their units foaage of reasons, so departures
in a revitalizing neighbourhood do not necessaritgan gentrification is
occurring.

Gentrification, the process of neighbourhood chatige results in the
replacement of lower income dwellers with highexoime ones, has changed the
character of hundreds of urban neighbourhoods mofeuand America over the
last 40 years. Gentrification occurs in periodioves from the sponsored urban
renewal efforts in the ‘50s and ‘60s, to the sdechl“back-to-the-city”
movement of the late ‘70s and early 1980s. A numbierAmerican and
European cities, whose populations and economigsaaio have bottomed out
and are on the rebound, are experiencing another wfagentrification today.

A number of cities now experience gentrificationii® many stages and
intensities. However, it is important to point otltat gentrification is not
occurring across all Portuguese cities. Rathéenis to take place in cities with
tight housing markets and in a selected numbereahbourhoods. Many cities
are still starved for new dwellers and revenue® iftovement of new middle-
class dwellers into Portuguese inner city areassmall counter-trend. And, as
this paper points out, the dominant trend is diyi far, a movement away from
central cities and towards the suburban periph&myom most accounts,
gentrification is occurring in a limited number Bbrtuguese cities and in a
limited number of neighbourhoods within those eitieThis first point is
tempered by several caveats, however. First, gadd dre very hard to find.
Second, gentrification in the city neighbourhoBairro Alto needs to be
understood in the context of dramatically largepamsions of population and
neighbourhoods in the suburban rings.



2. Brief characterisation and location of the studiedarea — Bairro
Alto

Located in the pericentral and western area ofdn&downtownBairro
Alto is one of the most traditional and popular neiglthoods of Lisbon’s
historical centre, with its valued architectonieald urban heritage where more
than 500 years of history have taken place. ltdmse into being in the 16
century on the kitchen gardens and vineyards ofeatgestate, which resulted
from an allotment intervention. At that time, a niglga of city, as modern and
rational, was asserted by the clarity of the geopat tracing that took
advantage of the good natural conditions of theegldrom the architectural
point of view,Bairro Alto is still nowadays an area of morphological coheegn
from which outstands the great utility between tobesive physical structure
and a rich and heterogeneous urban image. Itsrabilteritage is very rich and
it derives especially from the unique charactertoftirban forms. The image of
its streets is built by a great variety of detailsglonging to different
architectonical solutions, resulting from long iagtsedimentations and from
the corresponding stylistic evolution.
A social mix that has conferred to tBairro a local and urban culture with
specific characteristics, creating a great varietyexpressions and cultural
manifestations. In fact, thBairro Alto, which has come to be occupied in the
South by very modest people linked to the sea anckly became a wanted
place by the clergy and nobilithat built a great number of palaces, convents
and churches here. The other face ofBa@ro, marginal and with its nightlife,
gains its reputation from the constant armed rdbberconflicts and fights,
making this area known for its bohemia and riotpapulations. The ludic and
cosy reputation that thBairro has nowadays has also been acquired in the past
decades by the existence of a great number ofdmar$amous restaurants, with
neighbouring taverns — nowadays bars and pubs —thenghlaces of cultural
sessions, where famous literates, artists, paitgiand journalists got together.

Dwellers, especially those of low socioeconomictusta have built,
throughout generations, cohesive and participat@smunities where inter-
help bonds are still alive. There are still nowadagrong relationships of
vicinity and proximity, a great living of the exier public space, a true will of
communication and a clear and intensive sense déctweness in this
neighbourhood. As all old and central city ardaairro Alto, with its ageing
population, has faced degradation. The Estate Hoaisd Palaces were getting
degraded and the middle class of greater resohaetooked for new buildings
in peripheral areas in expansion, which the olddmngs did not offer. As those
who stayed were of poor resources, the degradatamneven greater (Appleton



et al., 1995). This pericentral area of Lisbon —aa@a of transition, named as
such by Burgess’s concentric zone model (Burged25)1—- has always had the
welcoming and occupation function by recently-agdvto the city, whether by
rural migrants of the ‘60s and ‘70s or by AfricaBrazilian and Eastern
European immigrants in the ‘80s and ‘90s, who ditelgere organizing their
lives. Nowadays, th8airro Alto is going through a deep and complex process
of cultural, social and functional changes with #graval of new dwellers. It is
this process that we will develop in this text.

Figure 1 — Location of the studied areBairro Alto, in Lisbon Metropolitan
Area
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There are often some disagreements about the &ographical area of
Bairro Alto. In fact, the majority of Lisbon’s dwellers consid.Bairro Alto as
the delimited area on the East By Pedro de Alcantarand Misericordia
Streets, on the North Y. Pedro V Street, on the West [8€culoStreet, being
the South part limited blyargo do CalharizandCalgada do CombroThis area
is jurisdictionally divided by the Parish Councité Encarnacdoand Santa
Catarina The group of these two parishes constitutes wghgenerally known
asBairro Alto (Figure 1).

Despite being this the most known area and not inmguib raise issues
that are not the scope of this paper, we have dddml choose a wider territorial
delimitation, being this option justified in thelltmving criteria: firstly, the area
of intervention ofBairro Alto's Local Technical Office (municipal institution
responsible for the urban rehabilitation projects tke Bairro since the
beginning of the 1990s) is much larger than thevabuentioned area. As such,
the need and pertinence of the already existingsstal information has
confirmed the will to accompany this enlargemewricandly, the choice for a
wider area of study is explained in the idea ofarathndingBairro Alto as an
expression of a vast central area with heritagehastdrical value. To direct the
research to an excessively restricted area woultb lmhsregard and condition
the true specificity of the gentrification procegdthough there are spatial
contexts differentially prone to gentrification Bairro Alto, that fact did not
seem enough to justify a wider territorial delimita in the search for small
enclaves in the interior of this historical neighbdwmod. The neighbourhood
should be perceived as a whole, although thereirdeenal highly divergent
characteristics which denotes, as we shall see tae still embrionary phase of
gentrification in this neighbourhood. Thereforee lwrea ofBairro Alto that is
going to be the subject of this study is substépnti@der than what was referred
in this section, although a precise delimitatiortheff area is not pertinent for the
objective of this paper.

It should be reinforced that there is not alwaysomcidence between
administrative  delimitations and specific urban andocio-cultural
configurations, especially those that we name agyhbeurhoods. The
administrative delimitation of Lisbon’s parishes shanowadays, little
correspondence with the urban configurations amtbktving which they are
very frequently identified with. As an emblematiea of the city, thdBairro
Alto evokes a rich historical and cultural profile, Iéoling the history of
cosmopolitan neighbourhoods in which the circulatiof ideas and
manifestation of vanguards is very fertile. Therefat represents values and
meanings that clearly overcome the administraiives of its parishes, linking



common references to all Lisbon’s dwellers (Matasreira and Calado, 1992a,
1992h).

3. Economic restructuring in the urban space, consuption culture,
aesthetization of social life and reinvestment in isbon’s historical
centre

Throughout the last quarter of a century there hbeen pertinent
reflections about the western world cities enteregngew era of their history.
These ideas suggest that, while they are stiksiiroduced by modern society,
they go through changes of such an extent that ¢kayno longer be accepted
by old designations or by studies in the contextaiventional urban theories.
As a result of a group of changes related to glebahomic restructuring and to
spatial and time compression promoted by significamprovements in
transports and by new communication technologiegydn cities of capitalist
societies in the contemporary world have registatedp changes in various
fundamental areas of urban life: in economics, he social and cultural
composition, in the urban structure, in managemehties, among others. It is
already consensual for a great number of authatsamew type of city has
been taking form which, by convenience and lackadbetter expression, is
named as “postmodern”, “postindustrial’ or “posthst”. Although it is certain
that the emergence of the postmodern city of lafgtalism does not annul, by
automatic substitution, the modern city of indudtdapitalism, the truth is that
the transition manifestations reinforce a new fahorganization of the urban
space.

The economic restructuring is associated with a gm@ssive
deindustrialization of the urban spaces and withirareasing presence of
tertiary activities, factors that influence, in &ctive way, the functional
structure of cities and redefine their internal dilmnality, in the sense that
substitution processes of production by serviceslaisure are speeded. In fact,
there is a deep change in the functionality ofrtfelern city, which lies in the
production component. The transition of modern etycio postmodern society
IS characterized, among many other aspects, by rianochanges in the
demographic, social and cultural areas — changdhleanstructure and family
composition (increase in the number of single peopicrease in partnerships
and couples without children), growing participatimf women in the productive
sphere, access to education, democratization ofCatidn, among others
(Dansereau and Choko, 1988; Ley et al., 1986)th&se factors also contribute
to the deep change of the social structure an@npatt behaviour and lifestyles
associated with these, namely at the level of épatterns, of (p)reference to
the habitat (Pellegrino, 1994, Pellegrino et #894).



In this context, the gentrification process canfdieed as one of the most
visible spatial processes of this wide socioecorothiange, as materialization
of the urban space of this deep restructuring m®dkat western societies of
advanced capitalism face:: «(...) the restructuohgrban space is not, strictly
speaking, a new phenomenon. The entire process rimdnugrowth and
development is a constant patterning, structuring eestructuring of urban
space. What is new today is the degree to whichr#structuring of space is an
immediate and systematic component of a larger aoan and social
restructuring of advanced capitalist economies. i¥erg built environment
expresses specific patterns of production and dejateon, consumption and
circulation, and as these patterns change, sotteegeographical patterning of
the built environment» (Smith, 1996b: 344).

According to a group of studies, a relevant tengieior our problem is
related to the spatial centralization of decisioakmng functions, a process that
has been accompanied by capital and productivetiturscdecentralization. In
the last 20 years there has been an intense giowhie installation of offices in
urban central spaces, in articulation with the kw@us centralization of
decision-making centres and the power functionghef productive activity,
while the true centres or production structuresdaeentralized to the periphery
(Sassen, 1994, 2001). In the scope of gentrifingbimcess irBairro Alto it is
important to highlight that new opportunities fanadjfied jobs, especially for
some sectors of the middle class, are createdeipéhnimeter of cities. In fact,
different texts point out the polarized charactéremployment in services;
therefore, offices and companies that proliferatethe centres offer very
qualified jobs. Although this situation does natedily imply the return of those
class fractions to the old central quarters, thisrnie of the driving conditions of
the gentrification process (Rodrigues, 1999; Ham26€00).

In an attempt to define the middle class sectorslued in the process, it is
important to characterize the new dwellersBairro Alto, namely those who
have been living there for 10 or less than 10 yelne objective is to define the
social profile of gentrifiers, the agents of thisgpomenon. This profile will be
built bearing in mind the data concerning job, dgeel of education, marital
status and geographic origins. As it has alreadynlstated, the gentrification
process is contextualized in the scope of a widgakand demographic
composition, turning itself in the constitution afsupposed "new middle class"
that distinguishes itself from the traditional melcclass (Ley, 1994, 1996;
Butler, 1997). Its members have traditional jols @re increasing and new jobs
in activities that are linked to what Bourdieu (298amed as “symbolic
production”. They are the -cultural intermediariaskéd to the cultural
industries, to the arts, to advertising, to desigrfashion, to culture, image and
marketing, architecture and decoration, among sther



The assertion of these social categories acconmpdhes reconfiguration
signs of economic and social structure of the ditlythe transition between
modernity and post-modernity, started by the ecoasestructuring process, by
which activities and aspects that were once pergheare now facing a
(re)centralization movement — from “the marginsthe centre”, according to
O’Connor and Wynne (1996) — becoming more centralrbanism’s concerns.
Gentrification faces the appearance of a new vialmatontext of urbanity
according to cultural moulds and forms that comsté a permissive hedonistic
culture that accompanies post-modernity and refléself in the city space
through the emergence of new housing productsctivadtitute the imagetic, the
“sign-value” or the symbolic urban places. Whateally at stake in the changes
with different levels in the cityscape is the fabat a progressive reading
displacement and a more economic and functionagj@na emphasis for the
metropolis (so far based in the productive process)changing into
centralization in a more aesthetic, symbolic antlucal registers (nowadays
based on the consumption process). The contemposaigioeconomic
organization and its respective manifestationsnalividuals and social groups’
behaviours has been defined according to the pgeilgiven to consumption,
being it possible to talk about society and congionpculture (Baudrillard,
1970; Featherstone, 1991). In the case of urbatiestuthese concepts have
been applied to the transition in the sense ofsdnpoadern condition in general
(Dear, 2000, 2001) and are related to the importaetthat consumption has in
the process of social identification and mediaaod in the new patterns of time
and space usage (Cachinho, 2002, 2006).

Closely linked to the consumption culture and theegence and growth of
symbolic production activities, there is also adimcy for the aesthetization of
social life. This can be understood in differentysaFirst, the “erasure” or
transgression of the limits between art and sodd@l This is the idea that
everything can be art and that art can be partngf @bject, manifestation,
behaviour, including everyday life’s triviality. 8endly, the aesthetization of
social life can be understood as the project aofitgy life into a work of art — the
dandy and the flaneur characters, personificatioth@® bohemian lifestyle and
that privileges life sensations and the experiencethe production of social
reality understanding. This is generally associatétl the social profile of the
gentrifier (Bowler e McBurney, 1991; Mill§993).

At last, the aesthetization of social life canls#fer to the rapid flux of
signs and images that saturate the texture of dagrlfe. The fact that the sign
has been assuming great importance and ubiquitytengvay in which reality
has come to be perceived, as a confusing relatjprstween significants and
signifiers, where it is increasingly difficult ts&blish the distinction between
objects/goods/services, that is, between the na&teand the immaterial
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component and the usage value and the sign-vatirg Ithe first undervalued
instead of images and representations that theeladtes. What happened was
that nowadays’ aesthetic production was introduoetthe production of goods
in general (Jameson, 1984). Let us say that byhe#sation of society we
should understand the reintroduction in the so@pnemic scope of categories
of the artistic world that were previously consgttias being “out”, “apart”, or
“above” everyday life. Art is a subject of increaglly less of restricted access
and the “artist life”, sometimes connoted to bolemnd “uncontrol”, is itself
less negatively evaluated. On the contrary, thecgoof references to include in
the life stylization of social publics increasinglyde-reaching is progressively
valued (Featherstone, 1991; Zukin, 1982, 1989; RPwod1998).

It is these two phenomena that have been describea brief way —
consumption culture and aesthetization of sodielHithat are at the basis of the
assertion of a “new middle class” in the reconfajion of central cities and,
consequently, in the valuation of new housing potslihat we start to find in
these. Besides “cultural intermediaries”, that n&veial group also performs
scientific and technical jobs related to educatmofessional training and to the
academic world. In the case B&irro Alto, this group is also visible, as there is
approximately 30% of the new resident populatiorthe neighbourhood that
belongs to the scientific, technical, artistic amuhilar jobs. This percentage can
seem too high due to the competition of other erdidl areas in the city that
have been receiving an important population fluxha last few years, where
individuals belonging to these social and professi@roups are predominant.
However, if we consider the groups of directors administrative board
professionals and other administrative personnelsamilar workers and if we
join the 15% that this last group represents, thieyabout 45%. Although the
unquestionable importance of these groups of moadified workers in the new
dwellers of the neighbourhood, the general strectifithe employed population
presents a relatively balanced distribution. Thes Igualified workers of the
industry, commerce and services also assume arssiype representation, what
seems, at first sight, to put at stake the prooéssocial filtering” associated
with gentrification (Table I).

Table | — Resident population Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to
professional groups (representative by househnl@p01 (%)
Bairro New
Alto Dwellers

Professional Groups Lisbop

People with scientific, technical,

artistic and similar jobs; Directors and 30,9 21,9 32,9
administrative board professionals
Administrative personnel and 27,3 27,4 11,8
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intermediary technicians
Personnel of the protection and
security services, personal and

: : . 13,8 20,7 39
housekeeping services and similar
workers, including commerce
Agriculture and fishing workers; 09 06 0.4
Armed Forces
Workers of the extractive and
transformative industries and 122 121 159

fixed and transport machines
drivers

Source: INE, population census, 2001. Social angsing enquiry
1992/1993 Bairro Alto andBica's Local Technical Office

Gentrification is, by definition, a “social filterg” process in the city. It
comes to develop a process of important social mposition in old city
neighbourhoods, indicating a process that opematd®e housing market, in the
most marked way in degraded houses and traditiopalbular neighbourhoods.
Corresponding to social recomposition (and suligiit)y of the spaces and to
their transformation in middle and high-middle elaseighbourhoods, it is
important to refer, by knowing this process of ‘isbcsubstitution”, its
consequent reinforcement of social and spatialegggion, deepening the social
division of the urban space. Coming back to thdyasmaof Table I, the truth is
that the point appropriation of the space, charestie of gentrification,
introduced changes in the produced scale of sandhousing segregation. This
will be done, and as a contrast to what used t@dérain the modern city, at a
micro scale of higher complexity, mixing the begimnof social division in the
city in homogeneous zoning, inherent to the prilecipf functional zoning
associated with the industrial city. This changeadle is not perceptible in the
information available by parish, by the Statistiional Institute.

When we see the emergence of estate buildings rfmupg of higher
socioeconomic status in historical neighbourhoods essentially popular
characteristics — true luxury enclaves inside estidl areas of lower classes —
as the present case Bairro Alto, we easily conclude that gentrification is an
example of new organization of the urban spacenfomiing a fragmented
structure, characteristic of the postmodern citygyfes 2 and 3). By
fragmentation of the territory we should understasadterritorial organization
marked by the existence of distinct territorial lames and without continuity
with the social and spatial structure that surreutttem» (Barata Salgueiro,
1998: 225). The author notes that what definesehgave is not much its
dimension (which is supposedly small), but the tgbeelationship (or, to be
more accurate, the non-relationship) with the iavg areas that are adjoining
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in territorial terms, although without social andn€tional continuity. The
gentrification process iBairro Alto seems, therefore, to corroborate the thesis
advocated by Teresa Barata Salgueiro in her mashtestudies (1998, 2001,
2002) of the postmodern city as a fragmented sp&@he. compact city, of
precise limits, whose centre shows a relative $ta@mogeneity, splinters itself
into a group of distinct fragments where the e#edf urban cohesion,
continuity and legibility, give way to more complarrritorial formations,
territorially discontinuous and social and spayiahclaved (Graham e Marvin,

2001).
Figure 2 — Urban rehabilitation projectiRosaStreetBairro Alto

Figure 3 — Urban rehabilitation project@hagasStreet, Bairro Alto
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Strongly linked to job, the level of education isnsidered as one of the
main variables of the gentrifier profile, as irésponsible for the cultural capital
configuration of values and social representatioinghe motivational structure
in the definition of social ambition and distingtimeeds. It is the hypothesis of
the representation of social distinction centrededucation to vary in direct
proportion with the level of education (Casanov@p4). In fact, when we
consider the profile of the gentrifier, the level @ducation is often high,
associated with academic degrees, higher and mgdileation courses. The
analysis of statistical data relative to new dwsllen Bairro Alto (Table II)
confirms the presence of schooling capitals mugbesar to Lisbon’s global
data, at least through the information availabletifi® beginning of the 1990s.
While in the neighbourhood’s new dwellers it is gibte to distinguish 24,3% of
individuals with university degrees or who are takmiddle education courses,
the total number of the city of Lisbon presentslearty inferior percentage,
about 10%. This percentage is reduced if we condide neighbourhood’'s
territorial unity. If, simultaneously, we considdre sum of the numbers of
secondary education with those of middle/highercatan, we see that in the
case of new dwellers in the neighbourhood, itsltaabout half of the
considered universe. Besides, and still considetitege numbers, there are
always higher levels of education in comparisothcity of Lisbon and to the
already resident population BBairro Alto, bearing in mind the 1991 and the
2001 census. It is also important to state thaenttwain 27% of the new dwellers
only has primary education, a number that, eveeriof to that of the city and
the neighbourhood is expressive in this univers¢ iftaken into account. This
percentage corroborates the previously discusdedmation around the most
represented professional groups in the neighbodreaesident population and
denounces the still primary state in which gerdaifion is and the territorial
expression that is its point characteristic.
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Table Il — Resident population Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to
schooling level (representative by household) i8118nd 2001 (%)

Lisbon Bairro Alto New
1991 2001 1991 2001 Dwellers
Without primary

. 96| 10,3 7,3 6,4 7,9
education

Primary education 37,5 27,6 47,9 34,7 27,8
9" Grade 91 17,8 95| 17,4 152
Secondary Educati| 27,1 17,6 25,9 21,4 24,8

Middle / Higher 16,8 26,7 94| 20 24,3
Education

Level of Education

Source: INE, population census, 1991 e 2001. Sauia housing enquiry
1992/1993 -Bairro Alto andBica's Local Technical Office

As far marital status is concerned, although 20@Lisbers are not very
divergent — except for the number of divorced ardasated people that is
slightly superior in new dwellers of the neighbaxwll in comparison to those
of the city — the high percentage of single peapleuld be highlighted (37,8%)
on the table of new dwellers that have come to ilvBairro Alto throughout
the 1980s and beginning of 1990s (Table IllI). Theals dimension of
households has strong implication in the gentriitcaprocess, corresponding
to the housing offer of this neighbourhood.

Table Ill — Active resident population Bairro Alto and in Lisbon, according to
matrital status in 1981, 1991 and 2001 (%)
: Lisbon Bairro Alto New

Marital Status 19917 >001] 1081] 2001| dwellers

Single 27,8/ 37,8 36,1 385 37,8

Married 62,5 47, 47,5 50\ 49,2
Widower/Widow 2,6 92| 122 249 4,3
Divorced/Separatged 7,2 5,3 4,2 8 8,7

Source: INE, population census, 1981, 1991 e 286tial and housing enquiry
1992/1993 Bairro Alto andBica's Local Technical Office

The social restructuring that is taking placdairro Alto is only legible in
a satisfactory way, when it is interpreted withirwaler framework of social
changes that explain the revaluation that centedsahave faced in terms of
(re)investment in housing for higher socioeconostratus. These, by showing
new and more cosmopolitan lifestyles and privilggihe access to quality and
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diversified services, present themselves as newortapt demand for new
housing products that result in the change of they \w which space is
produced.

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

Gentrification in the neighbourhood reflects, asaial and spatial process,
a social dimension that takes form in the spaceciwis certainly linked to the
growing fragmentation and diversity of the sociausture, as well as with the
game of the housing market not much regulated atidspeculative processes
of valuation / devaluation of the land usage. ketathe form ofsocially
discordant enclaves within the social fabric of tleghbourhood, which still
seems to preserve a relative social homogeneitye Phint actions of
gentrification in the neighbourhood subsidize thedpction of a more
fragmented city and are finished examples thatgdarifiers’ spaces of action
are no longer defined by territorial continuity doyglrelations of proximity. It is
related to the need of understanding the socialrawaits and space of
restricted groups and of complex social dynamiesnely in what a marked
heterogeneity of spatial, social and cultural bé&has is concerned, which is
not in accordance with a classification of soclakses of a well-defined profile.

The traditional and well-defined correspondencetwben a given
socioeconomic and consumption status and socialtipea, with territorial
disposition in an homogeneous and continuous zotag dismembered itself,
as most part of present cultural status are locatediffuse nets, whose
belonging derives less from the place of livingmily relationships or the
socioeconomic environment. It is in this sense thaeems quite difficult to
build a generic model of social appropriation ¢f §pace according to the urban
postmodern condition, as the heterogeneity of ithe and space appropriation
forms is great in different and juxtaposed societahtexts (Ascher, 2001;
Barata Salgueiro, 2002).

The development of the consumption society makasmber of identity
alternatives available, which makes it impossildededuce or relate certain
types of cultural practices to spatiality, to wheclgiven socioeconomic status of
the gentrifier is implicitly associated. Followinthhe proposal advanced by
Teresa Barata Salgueiro (1998), we can say that teea tendency for a point
appropriation of the urban space, instead of théenswe traditional
appropriation in zoning. The territory continues farticipate in the
identification of individuals. However, the appr@tion is now more selective
and done at a micro level, where functional intpe@lences or of interests
overlap neighbour solidarity and dependences ofipity at the basis of social
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relationships. The increase of social diversityoasged with new consumption
patterns, with the plurality old lifestyles thatoduce new and diversified
cultural demand is relevant. Gentrification is feci as a phenomeon of urban
restructuring — a deepening of specificities andiadoparticularities that are
reflected in a growing differentiation of socialdaoultural practices. These are
mirrored in net spatialities, forming a complex isbdabric that is difficult to
decipher.
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