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Abstract 

 

When too many afford too little, one could claim that a housing market is malfunctioning. The 
United Kingdom and Sweden suffer from housing shortages in the major cities, creating low 
affordability, great strain on lower income groups and worse foundation for social 
sustainability. Considering matters such as different housing histories, political ideologies 
and policies, Sweden and the UK may seem quite unalike at first, resulting in expectations 
for two ‘distinct’ housing shortages. However, when a more thoroughly examination is made, 
it is possible the situation may appear different. Perhaps, it is even possible solving the 
British and Swedish housing shortages with the same solutions; two birds with one stone. 
   The purpose with this thesis is to: analyse and compare the British and Swedish housing 
histories, identify challenges, present a few options to solving today’s low affordability, 
discuss how these shortages are solved so that affordable housing is obtained in both 
countries. 
   To investigate this, the four questions: 
  

1. Do Sweden and the UK have similar housing histories, and have they contributed to 
today’s shortages? 
 

2. Are there similar housing challenges in Sweden and the UK?  
 

3. Are there the same solutions to the housing shortages of Sweden and the UK?  
 

4. Which are the most effective options for achieving an affordable housing future? 
 
; were asked and tried to be answered.  
   The intentions are that this thesis will be of use to housing debates in both countries, 
planners, professionals and decision makers, as well as interested and affected laymen, in 
search for knowledge concerning the reality they are faced with. 
   Through examining the British and Swedish housing histories from 1946 to 2018, policies 
during the eras of the ‘Welfare State’, the ‘Liberal Society’ and the ‘State of Crisis’, the 
affordability challenges of tomorrow where formulated. To find possible options to face these 
challenges, five experts in the UK were interviewed, leading up to the four options 
concerning affordability; the market liberal: lowering construction cost and building smaller 
homes, and the social: local authority development / council housing and policy changes to 
increase social values in land.  
   After analysing pros and cons with these options, their effect on increasing affordability 
and social sustainability were discussed, along with preventing further deregulation and 
privatisation of the housing markets as well as investing more in the countryside. 
   The final recommendations and conclusions conclude that policies in both countries need 
to be changed if these housing shortages are to be truly ended and long-term sustainability 
on the housing markets achieved. To obtain affordability and stable housing markets, 
attitudes and policies throughout the societies would have to change towards viewing homes 
more as a human right, rather than a commodity. Another conclusion is that local 
authorities/councils have proven themselves to be capable developers in the past, which 
they can become yet again but only if the current systems change.  
    
 
 
 
 



 
    
 

Sammanfattning  

 
När alltför många har råd med alltför lite, kan man hävda att en bostadsmarknad fungerar 
felaktigt. I Storbritannien och Sverige råder bostadsbrist i storstäderna, vilket belastar 
låginkomsttagare och skapar en sämre grund för social hållbarhet. Med hänsyn till ämnen så 
som olika förflutna, politiska ideologier och politik, kan Sverige och Storbritannien i första 
hand tyckas vara ganska olika, vilket resulterar i förväntningar efter två "distinkta" 
bostadskriser. Dock, efter en grundligare undersökning är genomförd, kanske situationen 
uppfattas annorlunda. Kanske är det till och med möjligt att lösa de brittiska och svenska 
bostadskriserna med samma lösningar, så som det heter på engelska; two birds with one 
stone. 
   Syftet med denna avhandling är att: analysera och jämföra historien rörande 
bostadssituationen i Sverige och Storbritannien, identifiera utmaningar, presentera några 
alternativ för att lösa dagens kriser samt att diskutera hur dessa kriser bör lösas så att en 
hållbar morgondag blir uppnådd i båda länderna. 
   För att undersöka detta, ställdes de fyra frågorna: 
 

1. Har Storbritannien och Sverige ett liknande förflutet vad gäller bostäder och har 
dessa bidragit till dagens kriser? 

 
2. Finns det liknande utmaningar berörande bostäder i Storbritannien och Sverige 

 

3. Finns det samma lösningar på bostadskriserna i Storbritannien och Sverige? 
 

4. Vilka är de mest effektiva alternativen för att uppnå en hållbar framtid? 
 

; vilka försöktes besvaras. 
   Avsikten är att denna avhandling kommer vara till nytta för bostadsdebatten i båda 
länderna, planerare, professionella och beslutsfattare samt intresserade och påverkade 
lekmän på jakt efter kunskap om den verklighet de står inför. 
   Genom att undersöka hur den brittiska och svenska bostadssituationen tidigare sett ut, 
från 1946 till 2018, politiken under ”välfärdsstatens”, ”det liberala samhällets" och "staten i 
kris" eror, har utmaningarna för att uppnå en billigare morgondag formulerats. För att hitta 
möjliga alternativ för att möta dessa utmaningar, intervjuades fem experter i Storbritannien, 
vilket ledde fram till de fyra alternativen: de marknadsliberala; sänka byggkostnader och 
bygga mindre bostäder, samt de sociala; lokala myndigheters bostadsbyggande / 
kommunalt bostadsbyggande och politiska förändringar för att öka markers sociala värden 
vid utveckling.  
   Efter att ha analyserat för- och nackdelar med dessa alternativ diskuterades deras effekt 
på ökad köpkraft och social hållbarhet, att förhindra ytterligare avregleringar och 
privatiseringar av bostadsmarknaderna samt att investera mer i landsbygden. 
   De slutliga rekommendationerna och slutsatserna fastställer att politiken i båda länderna 
behöver ändras om dessa bostadskriser verkligen ska lösas och långsiktig hållbarhet på 
bostadsmarknaden uppnås. För att få överkomliga priser och stabila bostadsmarknader 
skulle attityder och politik i hela samhället behöva förändras mot att betrakta hem mer som 
en mänsklig rätt snarare än en vara. En annan slutsats är att lokala myndigheter / kommuner 
tidigare har visat sig vara kapabla bostadsutvecklare, vilket de kan bli igen men bara om de 
rådande systemen förändras.
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Part 1: Introduction    1 
 
 

Background  
 
When too many afford too little, one could claim that a housing market is malfunctioning. The 
United Kingdom and Sweden, two developed countries in relatively good state, suffer from 
housing shortages in the major cities, creating low affordability, great strain on lower income 
groups and worse foundation for social sustainability. In both countries, causes and solutions 
to the shortages are hot debated, where suggested approaches stretch all the way from 
progress to protectionism.  
   Sweden is looking towards other countries in Europe and the UK for solutions, where for 
example social housing is on the agenda. Simultaneously in Europe and the UK, attentions 
are directed towards Scandinavia; its cultures and how the societies function, where 
expressions such as: ‘scandiphilia’ (in contrast to ‘anglophilia’ - extreme admiration for 
England or its people, culture, customs, influence, etc.1) have emerged.  
   However, even if inspiration could come from further away, the past and its learnings 
should not be forgotten. Therefore, debates (and hopefully the future) in Sweden and the UK 
could benefit from looking more into history and across national borders.  
   Considering matters such as different housing histories, political ideologies and policies, 
Sweden and the UK may seem quite unalike at first, resulting in expectations for two 
‘distinct’ housing shortages. However, when a more thoroughly examination is made, it is 
possible the situation may appear different. 
   If the housing histories are similar, perhaps certain suggestions and policies could be 
identified and recognised to be adapted or avoided.  
   Perhaps, it is even possible solving the housing shortages of Sweden and the UK with the 
same solutions; two birds with one stone. 
 
 

Purpose 
 
The purpose with this thesis is to: analyse and compare the British and Swedish housing 
histories, identify challenges, present a few options to solving today’s low affordability, 
discuss how these shortages are solved so that affordable housing is obtained in both 
countries. 
   To achieve this, the four questions: 
 

1. Do Sweden and the UK have similar housing histories, and have they contributed to 
today’s shortages?  

 
2. Are there similar housing challenges in Sweden and the UK? 

 
3. Are there the same solutions to the housing shortages of Sweden and the UK?  

 
4. Which are the most effective options for achieving an affordable housing future?  

 
; were asked and tried to be answered.  
   The intentions are that this thesis will be of use to housing debates in both countries, 
planners, professionals and decision makers, as well as interested and affected laymen, in 
search for knowledge concerning the reality they are faced with. 
 

 

Disposition  

                                                
1 Random House, 2018 
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This thesis is made of four parts:  
 

Part 1: Introduction and Methodology 
 

Part 2: Historical study and analysis 
 

Part 3: Interviews and analysis  
 

Part 4: Discussion and Conclusions 
 

The first part of this thesis consists of an introduction and explanation of methods that are 
used to research. 
   The second part is made of a result consisting of a comparative literature study of the 
British and Swedish housing histories from 1946 to 2018 and then an analysis of the 
historical similarities found between the two countries. In this analysis, some future 
challenges on the housing markets also are identified.  
   The third part is made of the result of four interviews with five different experts and then an 
analysis of that result. In the result, four different options for improving the housing situations 
are presented and, in the analysis, positive and negative aspects of these are investigated. 
   The fourth and last part consists of a discussion and conclusions drawn from that. In the 

discussion, the four options are evaluated according to their thought effect on increasing 

affordability on the British and Swedish housing markets. Furthermore, other important 

matters and errors in the work are presented in the discussion. The conclusions consist of a 

recommendation of what should be adapted or avoided for improving the housing situations 

and answers to the research questions. 
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Research Methodology  
 
Some information in this thesis was acquired through courses at the Swedish KTH Royal 
Institute of Technology, which mostly concerned the situation in Sweden. Some of this 
information did however concern the UK but since more needed to be collected, a field trip 
during two and a half months to the UK was made.  
   In the UK, historical data for Part 2 were collected through online literature and statistical 
databases, so that an analysis of political, economic, social and jurisdictional matters as well 
as an understanding of today’s problems and challenges, could be made. Some basic 
calculations, through stats provided by the governments and Eurostat, where made through 
using Microsoft Excel.  
   To better understand problems and challenges, as well as obtain and analyse possible and 
relevant options for solving these in Part 3, personal contact, in form of conversations and 
interviews, were made. In the beginning of the research, the aim was mainly explorative 
research to create an understanding of today’s situation for later research. This was done 
through conversations with e.g.: 
 

• Andrew Simpson, Managing Director at Dominic Lawson Bespoke Planning 
 

• Karl Eriksson and Viktor Westerdahl, Architects at Karakusevic Carson Architects 
 

• Duncan and Dean (surnames unknown), at the London Borough of Sutton 
 
; among others. 
   The explorative research also included two ‘informal’ interviews with the two experts: 
 

• Selma Carson, Senior Lecturer at Manchester Metropolitan University 
 

• An anonymous Development Manager at a company working with small-living 
solutions 

 
; which were conducted with a document with questions and their answers were typed down 
on a computer.  
   At the end of the research in the UK, when the thesis had gotten most of its structure, two 
‘formal’ interviews, with a revised questions document and where the answers were 
recorded with an audio-recording devise, were conducted with the three experts: 
 

• Karl Eriksson and Viktor Westerdahl 
 

• Matthew Johnson, Director of Planning at Dominic Lawson Bespoke Planning 
 
   The questions document used, included questions such as: 
 

o What do you think about London councils building their own houses (such as 
affordable and social housing)? 
 

o What do you think about land owned by the public sector being sold cheaper for 
having other requirements (such as building schools or having more affordable/social 
housing)? 

 
o What do you think of small living as a solution for increasing affordability?  

 
o What do you think about construction cost and modular buildings? 
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; however, other, spontaneous, follow-up questions were also asked to keep the 
conversation flowing.  
   A strength with interviewing professionals with different backgrounds is that one can get a 
first-hand source as well as a broader and different picture of a situation than only searching 
information in literature. A weakness is though that these professionals may not be objective, 
which must be taken into consideration when analysing the result. Another strength is that 
one can get a more concentrated source of information than only using literature. Literature 
and stats produced by recognised sources such as the British and Swedish government are 
however considered as reliable, though research through these databases often is time-
consuming. 
   To evaluate and discuss the options from Part 3 in Part 4, the historical analysis from Part 
2, the experts’ opinions as well as the pros and cons from Part 3, were taken into 
consideration. 
 
 

Scope and Definitions  
 
‘Affordability’ describes how high or low a commodity price is relative to capital, where e.g. 
the ratio ‘house price / income’ indicates house expensiveness. Hence, ‘average house price 
/ average income’ in a defined system and time, enable a housing market’s state to be 
estimated.  
   Housing affordability depends on many factors; supply, demand, interest rates, inflation, 
house prices, salaries, housing benefits, taxes etc. So, to delimit the scope of this thesis, 
‘affordability’ hence is only considered as dependant of supply and demand. Unaffordability, 
would then be created because the housing market is not meeting the demand for affordable 
homes and solutions to the housing shortages would be, by different measures, stimulating 
supply and/or changing demand. 
   A ‘housing shortage’ can have several definitions. Today, those who have enough money 
do not experience a ‘shortage’ as economically weak groups in the society do. In this work, 
‘housing shortage’ hence is defined mainly as the state where affordability in the society is 
relatively low and low-income earners are struggling to find housing and where middle-
income earners are paying for expensive dwellings.  
   The housing histories where only analysed in peacetime, from 1946. This simplifies 
comparisons between Sweden and the UK, as well as the research in general since there 
are more data available from this time. 
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Comparative Literature Study  

 

Housing Histories: 1946-2018   

 
The Second World War changed the world and Europe. Many countries lost great numbers 
of lives and homes, resulting in great need of reconstruction as well as opportunities to solve 
past problems. Some countries were however spared from war, resulting in good economic 
growth, demand for better life qualities and baby booms. Either way had World War Two 
brought up ideas and hopes of a ‘new’ and ‘modern’ post-war society; the welfare state. 
 
 

The United Kingdom       

 

The Welfare State: The Post-War Era, 1946-1979 

 

 
Figure 1, number of new dwellings in the UK between 1946-2016 as well as the respective contribution by 
private, housing association and local authority development. Source: MHCLG 

After the War, the United Kingdom experienced an extensive housing shortage, as it was left 
with many destroyed and damaged homes. Housing production had also been severely 
reduced, and many citizens lived in slums, which was seen as a major social problem.2 
   This was handled by several national agendas, where for example fourteen new towns 
were created, resulting in over 2.3 million new homes in ten years, between 1946 and 1955. 
Around 1.7 million of these were built by local authorities [kommuner] and to produce these, 
‘councils’ (a British term for ‘local authorities’) were funded by the state to build and provide 
homes, leading up to 24 percent of all homes during the 1960s, being so called ‘council 

houses’.3 900 000 slums had furthermore been cleared and 2.5 million people rehoused.4 

   The underlying shortage called for a quick and effective solution. Therefore nearly 150 000 
temporary, partially prefabricated houses were introduced, along with traditional built ones, 

                                                
2 Boverket, 2016, p 45 
3 Boverket, 2016, p 46  
4 BBC, 2014, p 2  
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to meet the demand. These ‘prefabs’ were meant to have a lifespan of around ten to twenty 
years, and were then to be replaced with permanent homes, as the crisis passed. However, 
some of these houses still exist and are being lived in today.5 
   The housing production, strong through the 1950s and 60s where another fourteen new 
towns had been created, peaked 1968 with a rate of ~425 000 new homes a year; a record 
still unbeaten, see figure 1.6 As of now, production instead declined, due to reinvestments in 
existing stock7 and a fast-growing house-price inflation emerged, resulting in high house 
prices and later the burst of Britain's first housing bubble in 1973.8 
   During the post-war era, the British society underwent big challenges. While better and 
record numbers of homes were built, post-war policies were and are criticised for not 
creating healthy communities, destroying existing ones and being very expensive.9 
 
 

The Liberal Society: The End of the 20th Century, 1980-1999 

 
However, the 80s brought changes. As a reaction to large government spending, a 
restriction cap on public investments was imposed, which simultaneously prevented large 
scale housing enterprises, such as those during the post-war era.10 Almost all social housing 
had in the beginning of 60s had been provided by councils, and twenty years later, this 
number was still around 93 percent, even though it now would decrease more rapidly.11 
   Deregulations and privatisations were also made to reduce costs, where the ‘Right to Buy’ 
agenda, introduced 1980, is one example. Homeownership was viewed as a goal and a right 
in the liberal society and as the Right to Buy meant that one could buy their council owned 
home to a discount, this option was considered as a favourable investment.  
   Many of the council houses were however in a worn state and renovation cost, along with 
mortgage, left new owners in debt and made their homes harder to sell.12 In 1986, house 
values again escalated, leading up to Britain's second bust on the housing market. The 
increase continued during the rest of the 80s, until the end of 1990. As underemployment 
struck the country again, and after taken big mortgages, record numbers of people lost their 
homes due to bank repossessions.13 
 
 

The State of Crisis: The Beginning of the 21st Century, 2000-Present 

 
During the 00s the UK experienced population and economic growth, as well as a stable 
housing production until the financial crash of 2008, making production drop to its lowest 
peacetime level since the 1930s14. During this recession large numbers of small building 
companies went out of business and larger ones suffered big economic losses15. 
   The second decade of the 21st century began with economic recovery and soon house 
prices had risen to the levels before the crash of 2008 and 2014 over half the social housing 
stock were provided by private landlords16. 
 
 

                                                
5 Boverket, 2016, p 45 
6 MHCLG, Figure 1 
7 Boverket, 2016, p 45 
8 Elliott, 2014 
9 Taylor, 1998, p 55 
10 Boverket, 2016, p 45 
11 Boverket, 2016, p 46 
12 Boverket, 2016, p 45 
13 Elliot, 2014 
14 Elliot, 2014 
15 Brown, 2009 
16 Boverket, 2016, p 46 
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Sweden         
 

The Welfare State: The Post-War Era, 1946-1976 

 

 
Figure 2, new dwellings in Sweden between 1946-2016, showing numbers of completion when the housing 

market was regulated as well as deregulated. Source: SCB 

Sweden, uncaught in the War, also had a housing shortage during the years after but due to 
high population growth. The existing stock, with many small and cramped apartments 
without WCs, electricity or gas, was furthermore deemed to be out-dated.17 
   The Swedish housing policies of 1946 attempted to build modern accommodations and 
‘sanitise’ what the government thought unacceptable housing. This was to be achieved in 
three to five years by building 45 000 to 50 000 new homes per year (~11% to ~12% + per 
capita) in the urban regions and in 15 years by building 25 000 (~9%+ per capita) in the 
countryside.18 
   These goals were not met within the timeframe but over 800 000 homes were built by 
1960, see figure 219 and 1965 a government investigation concluded that the Swedish life 
quality drastically had increased after the late 1940s20. For example, 63 percent of all 
Swedes had a refrigerator by 196021 and in Britain at the same time, this number was 13 
percent even though it soon grew22. The state took all financial risk, providing local 
authorities with loans up to a hundred percent coverage and their housing bodies 
[allmännyttan] hence became not-for-profit public housing builders.23 
   Household purchasing power increased as well as demand for household appliances and 
spacious homes. Therefore, between 1965-1974, Sweden initiated the ‘Million Homes 
Programme’ [miljonprogrammet], which set out to “provide the whole of the population with 
healthy, spacious, well planned and appropriately equipped accommodations, with good 
quality and to fair prices”.24 

                                                
17 Boverket, 2007, p 51 
18 Boverket, 2007, p 53 
19 SCB, Figure 2 
20 Boverket, 2007, p 55 
21 Inrikesdepartementet, 1965 
22 Sandvik, n.d. 
23 Boverket, 2007, p 14 
24 Boverket, 2007, p 55–56 
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   Already by the early 1950s, large-scale, rationalised industrial production was benefited by 
the government to counter housing shortage, with e.g. favourable loans to companies 
providing at least a thousand homes. This led to widespread use of prefabricated building 
elements in the industry, where private as well as public factories emerged to produce 
these.25 In 1970, housing production peaked at ~110 000 new dwellings that year, which at 
the time was the highest housing production per capita in the world26 and the highest rate in 
Sweden ever since.27 
   The Program did however meet complications during its last years. Unexpected problems 
with vacant apartments arose, as the current boom ended, and the apartment districts 
became disliked by various reasons. Instead people preferred the detached homes, 
benefitted by government tax reductions and lower living costs than in rentals and tenant-
ownership flats [bostadsrätter].28Criticism also arose concerning the process of land 
development. The governmental agenda to favour industrialised mass-production with 
subsidised loans had excluded smaller builders.29 
   Today these districts need renovation and are troubled with ethnic and social segregation 
but nevertheless, the housing production has not since been as high as in the end of the 
post-war era and the ‘Million Homes Programme’ did deliver its million homes30. 
 
 

The Liberal Society: The End of the 20th Century, 1976-1999 

 
During the mid-70s, the long era of top-down governance was challenged by market liberal 
views and demands for higher considerations from the government grew in the society.31 
Another cause was criticised regenerations of city and town cores throughout Sweden, as 
many old urban areas were demolished to give way for modernism and in Stockholm; the 
metro system. This contributed to the end of the 44 years long social democratic rule in 
1976, in favour of social liberals and conservatives.32 
   At the end of the 70s, there was growing attention towards the inequality between different 
housing tenures and policies were directed to even these out. In 1981, a new law promoted 
tenants to buy-out their rentals and to convert these to tenant-ownership flats, however 
some claim these ‘Conversions’ [ombildningar] have resulted in a shortage in rentals.1986, 
housing demand grew, and production hence increased but soon the trend ended by the 
financial crash of 1991.33 
   Low growth, high interest rates and cuts in the national finances during the 90s, resulted in 
a further deregulated housing system. The government loans and guaranteed credits were 
abolished, and public housing companies gained a weaker position on the market, as these 
had to undertake some of the government’s risk and have the same financial terms as 
private companies. Local authorities began selling off their housing stock as well as 
converting rentals to tenant-ownership flats, but these sell-offs were however temporarily 
stopped by a change of government. Excesses of homes throughout the society became a 
problem during the end of the 20th century, affecting public house builders and companies 
the most.34 
 
 

The State of Crisis: The Beginning of the 21st Century, 2000-Present 

                                                
25 Boverket, 2007, p 70 
26 Nylander, 2016 
27 SCB, Figure 2 
28 SABO, Kritiken… 
29 Course at KTH 
30 SCB, Figure 2 
31 Boverket, 2007, p 79 
32 Course at KTH 
33 Boverket, 2007, p 102 
34 SABO, 1991–2010… 
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The Swedish housing market entered the 21st century with stability, with its last equilibrium 
in 200335, where the current shortage originates from. A liberal coalition government led by 
the reformed ‘New Moderates’ enabled the sell-offs of the public housing stock again in 
2006.36 
   The global financial crisis of 2008 also affected Sweden but not as bad as many other 
countries. There could be many different reasons to why, but some claim regulations 
introduced because of the crisis 1990, which limited household borrowing, had an effect.37 
   2011 there was another change in the public housing companies’ roles. Their main tasks 
were still to manage and develop as well as to support tenancy influence but now they would 
do so just as private companies, with normal profit requirements. These requirements also 
prevented local authorities from urging their housing bodies to take measures important to 
the community but without economic profit.38 
 
 

Different Housing Systems - Great Housing Need 
 

 
Figure 3, the relation between housing production in Sweden and the UK after WW2. Source: Eurostat, MHCLG, 
SCB and Allen Grahame… 

There are different kinds of housing systems, where ‘dual’ and ‘unitary’ are an example of 
division, which are affecting the possibilities to provide affordable housing.  
   The British housing system is ‘dual’, meaning that e.g. home-ownership is supported by 
government through subsidises and the private rental sector is unregulated and 
unsubsidised. Private and social rental sector are furthermore protected from competing with 
each other since the social rental sector / social housing is restricted to disadvantaged 
groups in the society and can be provided by local authorities as well as private companies. 
In a dualist system, home-ownership usually is the most common tenure (such as in the UK) 
and affordability problems concern costs of home-ownership and rents being too high.39 

                                                
35 Boverket, 2012 
36 SABO, Tidslinje… 
37 Holmqvist, 2013, p 249 
38 SABO, 2011… 
39 Norris, 2012, p 129–130 
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   In contrast, Sweden has an ‘unitary’ housing system, where different tenures receive 
similar amount of government support. Home-ownership normally is lower than in a dualist 
system and private rental sectors are highly regulated to compete with social rental sectors 
on ‘equal terms’.40 The Swedish social rental sector is however rather a ‘public rental sector’, 
as it is only provided by local authorities. These public rentals are not allocated by need but 
waiting time41 and are mostly affordable due to regulations. However, since there is a 
shortage, cheap rentals become inaccessible and home-ownership, therefore, less 
affordable. 
   Even though the housing systems in Sweden and the UK are different, and Sweden focus 
on building cheap rentals42 and the UK on increasing home-ownership43, both countries 
need more affordable homes. The British Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local 
Government, claims there is a need of 225 000 to 275 000 new homes per year, to 
counteract the shortage44. Per capita that is ~0,3 % to ~0,4 % (based on the population 
66,481,351). According to the Swedish National Board of Housing, Building and Planning 
[Boverket] the Swedish stock needs to be extended with 80 000 new homes per year, for 
three years, to meet the need45, which is ~0,8 % per capita (based on a population of 
9,965,938).  
  Even though the housing systems are different, there could be similarities in the housing 
histories and therefore in today’s problems, which are tried to be solved. 
 
 

                                                
40 Norris, 2012, p 130 
41 Holmqvist, 2013, p 238 
42 TT, 2018 
43 DCLG, 2017, p 5 
44 DCLG, 2017, p 9 
45 Boverket, 2018 
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Similarities, Then and Now 
  
History has shown that there has been similar needs, events and policies in Sweden and the 
UK between 1946-2018. These have taken place during roughly the same time leading up to 
the states of today. 
   As shown above, both countries share a past of major national reforms and agendas, 
aimed to serve the housing need. During the post-war era, great focus on extending stocks 
of homes prevailed, as well as improving housing standards to develop more sustainable 
cities. This was indeed achieved through generous and long-term planning to counteract 
housing shortages. During the 1950s and 60s, productions of homes were high and did not 
peak until 1968 in the UK and 1970 in Sweden. Building new towns and districts with new 
industrial inventions such as prefabricated elements along with a broad involvement of local 
authorities, resulted in a million new homes in a decade in both countries where local 
authorities played important roles.  
   However, during the end of the 70s, both countries changed their policies due to high 
government spending, moving rightwards towards liberalism. The sell-offs of local authority 
stocks, as well as The Right to Buy in the UK and the Conversions in Sweden, now affected 
the way of how the housing markets would work, showing fundamental change in the liberal 
societies. House production mainly becae a concern of the private market. 
   Another shared feature is the three financial recessions. Sweden and the UK have 
experienced these in the same time however with different affects, where e.g. the 90s crisis 
resulted in banks repossessing homes in the UK but not in Sweden, however the Swedish 
housing production were affected more than the British.  
   Another observation is that the private market has been essential for housing production. 
During times with great housing production, private companies developed large quantities of 
dwellings, along with public housing companies, as well as without, which suggests that the 
private markets are capable builders. However, what is also noticeable is that the total 
number of housing per capita has decreased with greater influence of the private market.  
   Not only does local authorities build less but the total housing production per capita is 
lower today than during most of the second half of the 20th century46, see figure 3, even 
though there has been growth in population and economy, and innovations made.  
    
 

Challenges of Tomorrow 

 
A great challenge put on the housing systems is to increase affordability. To do so, great 
numbers of dwellings (just as both governments have estimated) need to be produced, 
which should not be at an expense of life qualities and sustainability. Either homes of all 
prices are produced, or, since there are mainly disadvantaged groups suffering from the 
shortage, homes suitable for those in need. If private companies shall meet this demand, 
perhaps this calls for actions concerning making affordable housing profitable, or perhaps 
other players, such as local authorities, should develop what the private market is failing to. 
If nothing is done to change the situation, there is also a risk of the housing markets 
crashing, as in the past.         
   A financial recession, which normally occurs in relatively clear intervals, could lead to the 
market crashing, if there are problematic underlaying structures, such as the subprime 
mortgage market in USA; the origin of the global financial crisis of 2008. Such triggers are 
hard to foresee but the crisis of 2008 showed that if home-ownership and the rate of 
mortgage among low-income earners are low, the risk was lower for an economy to get 

                                                
46 Eurostat, Figure 3 
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caught in the crisis.47 Hence, another challenge could be to increase the societies’ resilience 
to crises.

                                                
47 Holmqvist, 2013, p 250 
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Interviews  
 

Four Options Concerning Affordability 

 
There are many different opinions and options concerning how to solve a housing shortage, 
some are policies and reforms on a national scale, others are more specific on a more local 
scale.  
   Below, four approaches in alphabetic order to increase affordability are listed: 
 

1) Construction Cost Lowered 
 

2) Local Authority Development 
 

3) More Efficient Living 
 

4) Policy Change: Reinterpreting ‘Land Value’ 
 
 

Construction Cost Lowered 
 
A high construction cost affects profit, which could affect the final house price. Hence, if 
construction cost were lowered, through e.g. prefabricated elements, homes could be 
cheaper, and a housing shortage ended. Both Sweden and the UK have long experience, 
both good and bad, with prefabrication and modular houses. Homes that are easy to re- or 
disassemble and transport, should reasonably lower construction time and cost. 
    
 

Could construction cost be lowered, through e.g. prefabrication, to 

achieve more affordability? 

 
Matthew Johnson:  

“The problem with that [lower construction cost] is, it’s always the links to the 
availability of skilled work force. So, the problem we have at the moment, in terms of 
Brexit, is that a lot of EU-nationals are leaving the country and a lot of those are 
disproportionally employed in things like construction. So, construction costs depend 
on who’s available and I think it’s difficult to want to lower construction cost in terms 
of people skills, but in terms of material and things that you use; absolutely. Exploring 
modular buildings, factory-built apartments; I think that’s genius. That’s got to be the 
one to go.” 

   Viktor Westerdahl: 
“It depends on scale and site. Often, it’s more expensive [with prefabrication]. At this 
moment most build traditionally. 
   Here [in the UK] they have a bad history with prefabrication [like the Roman Point 
event] so if they should go back [to prefabrication], it should be done with quality. ‘To 
ONLY build more’, if that’s the answer, then I don’t think that answer is good 
enough.” 

   Karl Eriksson: 
“The British government encourage more prefabrication and you get subsidises if you 
do that and this has appeared in recent years. In Sweden, during the 60s and 70s, 
when they built the Million Homes Programme, prefabrication was used to an 
extreme extent. There’s a lot of talks about using prefabrication here [in the UK] and 
in Sweden they again build with prefabrication. I believe it’s a great difference from 
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the 60s and 70s because then it was governed by the government and many homes 
where created, it worked then. But there also came problems with it, so I think it’s 
important to recognise that as well. To some extent, perhaps they should encourage 
prefabrication but the important thing is that builders build houses at all. 
   Another aspect is that we´re focusing on solutions for London but the reality is that 
you have many problems around the country [the UK] and perhaps it’s not London 
which is the solution but creating jobs in other parts and regions. But that is, yet 
again, a political issue.” 

   Selma Carson was amazed of how long time it is taking for modular buildings to be 
introduced on the market and believed the reason is difficulties to get mortgage for this kind 
of housing. 
 
 

Local Authority Development 
 
Local authorities have funding through taxes and from the government. Money is then 
invested in matters important to the community, physical (e.g. developing and managing 
public areas) as well as non-physical necessities (e.g. driving social programs). Depending 
on funding and established obligations, local authorities are differently powerful to act during 
a housing shortage.  
    
 

Should councils build their own houses? 

 
Matthew Johnson:  

“Yes. Absolutely, it’s just really obvious. When the highest amount of homes was 
delivered in this country, was when councils were building and that was for example 
after the war when there was a shortage in housing. I’m not saying we’ve just had a 
war but the parallels are the same, that we have a need for housing.  
   Where it went wrong last time, is the quality. Council housing developed a sort of 
reputation for poor quality and not being very nice places to live because it was 
based on the sort of like ‘le Corbusier, kind of brutalist/modernist’ stuff that was being 
developed at that time, which has its place but that shouldn’t mean we stopped 
building council housing. 
   I think it’s a mixture of things, I think it’s an access to funding for them, I think it’s a 
skills thing as well, it’s about being open that they are development companies and 
paying comparable salaries, if you got private and public and it’s essentially the same 
role but public can pay you a lot more, because people are motivated by money, you 
get the odd few that aren’t.” 

   Viktor Westerdahl: 
“Yes. In Sweden, almost 80 percent of the tax is payed to the local authority whereas 
here [in the UK] there is basically almost nothing. So, in Sweden you have pretty 
strong and powerful political entities whereas here they’re very weak, they can´t lend 
money, they can’t tax, they’re small which leads to that they don’t have the 
competence.”  

   Karl Ericsson: 
“Their only asset has been the land, which they’ve sold to private developers so 
homes could be built anyway. But if councils build themselves, they can have more 
long-term solutions. And we believe that they should build because they have a 
better understanding about what is needed, better knowledge about the community 
and are not as much driven by profit-making and therefore, presumably, will be more 
efficient in building and reducing a shortage.  
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   Both Sweden and the UK built huge numbers during the post-war era, during the 
60s and 70s, and after there was almost no development at all. The private sector 
built less and councils built nothing, and now there is a housing shortage in both 
countries and there has to be a lot built.  
   If councils would have been allowed to build since the 70s, perhaps there would 
have been much more stability. Whether there is local authority development or 
central, the development is some kind of a shock-absorber, because it is maybe less 
dependent of booms and busts, care less about short-term needs and values, even 
when the private market isn’t developing.” 

   Selma Carson disagreed with council development. Instead, she believed councils should 
manage stocks, provide help with funding and planning to other players if needed.  
   The anonymous Development Manager believed councils should build their own houses, 
though they often have problem with funding. 
 
 

More Efficient Living 
 
The size of a residence, affects the quality of life in it, as well as the price for it. Younger 
generations are more accepting to smaller living if other necessities, such as reasonable 
commuting distance, good housing quality etc, are available. Low income earners who are 
struggling on the housing market may also accept this way of living. If homes were smaller, 
more could be built where the land is limited, resulting in more homes and a met demand.  
   The British technical planning standards allows one-bedroom flats for two persons to be at 
least 50 sqm. However, if a one-bedroom flat only is meant for one person, the area could 
be reduced to a minimum of 37 sqm.48 
   In Sweden, the ‘Attefall’ house have become popular during the last decade. It is a 25 sqm 
detached house which can be added to a property, without a planning permission. It can 
house more than one person, if it is equipped with all that is needed according to the 
Swedish housing standards.  
 
 

Is smaller living good for solving the housing shortage? 

 
Matthew Johnson:  

“I love small living, I think it’s a great idea but it isn’t for everyone. When you look at 
people like Pocket Living [a British development company], for example, which is 
actually looking at more traditional ways of living. It’s not relaying on a whole ‘down 
the corridor’ for your living room, it’s just smaller apartments. That’s when I think the 
concept really takes off and you have some very clever interior designers and 
architects who can find storage in these spaces, who utilise every single possible 
space for something. So, I think it’s part of the solution, it has to be particularly in 
London but it also got to be the right quality. 
   A small flat in London will cost the same as a reasonable house in [e.g.] Swindon 
but I think that’s why small living is a solution for cities, I’d love to live in a pocket” 

   Karl Eriksson criticized solutions concerning smaller living, as they can be a way for 
builders to make a bigger profit by building less. 
   Both Selma Carson and the anonymous Development Manager believed small living might 
be a good solution if land value is high.  
 
 

Policy Change: Reinterpreting ‘Land Value’ 

                                                
48 DCLG, 2015 
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Ideologies in a society can affect progress and which measures that are possible to take. If 
economic value is considered as the fundament to social value, and homes are regarded as 
any other commodity (even though people must have somewhere to live), perhaps policies 
needs to be changed to stop a housing shortage.  
  Sweden and the UK have ‘highest bidder’ issues49. This is the situation were a landowner 
sell to the player offering only the highest economic value, rather than players offering 
values such as high percentage of affordable housing. If a local authority estimates its land 
value in purely economic terms, sells the land accordingly to make the most economic profit 
out of it, the land will be sold to the highest bidder. Land developers’ profits depend on 
construction cost and land price, which both affects the final price on a building or dwelling.  
   Winners are hence the land owner and developer and the loser the home buyer at the end 
of the chain. This does not necessarily create incentive to make development with high 
social profit. 
 
 

Should policies change, and public land be sold at a lower price to 

prioritise other values than economic?  

 
Matthew Johnson: 

“I think it’s difficult [to sell public land cheaper] because, say for example land is 
owned by the NHS, if they´re selling off land, because that money would then go in to 
funding healthcare, is it right that they take a little bit less so that more people have 
access to houses afterwards? It´s a difficult balance.  
   I don’t know what the answer is but I think what we are starting to do, in this 
country, and which I do think is part of the solution, if not the solution, is: so, for 
example the mayor of London has said that public land, if you bring forward 
development on public land it must have 50% affordable housing. So that’s clear, so 
anyone who’s bidding for public land knows that that’s what they got to provide. And, 
that kind of planning is a form of market regulation, so that does start to affect land 
prices. No one will be able to bid that much higher than any others because everyone 
knows that they got to provide that particular level of affordable housing. 
   I’m not necessarily sure it’s the case of making the land cheaper but I think it’s the 
case of making sure what happens to that land. Maybe it is an example of affordable 
housing provision, but if it’s other requirements, like environmental sustainability as 
well; I think it is a positive.” 

Viktor Westerdahl: 
“How I see it, the underlaying problem is policies, so the solution should be political. 
So, homes do two things; they provide people with somewhere to live and prevents 
the British economy from breaking, and the British economy is considered more 
important than homes. That priority I believe is wrong. My personal opinion is that 
one should prioritise people having somewhere to live but that means the British 
economy won´t be prioritised. So that’s a pretty fundamental political decision.” 

   Karl Eriksson: 
“It goes back to the question ‘is housing a right or a form of a commodity?’ and I think 
that is a very universal question one can ask in all context, everywhere, through all 
time and history. So, it could be interesting to have that aspect always, in the back of 
the mind. Because there are different pollical solutions to the same problem, there 
are different economical solutions to the same problems but behind that, there is an 
approach to ‘what kind of problems are we solving?’. Is it an ‘economical issue’ or is 
it, which I believe, an ‘ideological issue’? I think it is a right to have a home.” 

                                                
49 Courses at KTH 
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Selma Carson believed it depends on the situation, on who owns the land. Selling public 
land cheaper to favour other values, such as social and environmental, is good. However, 
she pointed out the risk of companies buying cheaper, subsidised public land, holding on to 
it for some time as the value increases and then selling it on to a higher price to a third party. 
   The anonymous Development Manager believed councils lack capital and therefore prefer 
selling land to a higher price, to improve their funding of other matters. 
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Pros and Cons: Analysed Options   
 
Each of the four presented options have individual advantages and disadvantages. The five 
experts’ opinions and other possible pros and cons are analysed bellow. 
 
 

Construction Cost Lowered 
 
Four out of four experts agreed to some extent with this option, the anonymous 
Development Manager was not asked about this option.  
   As Matthew Johnson pointed out, there could be problems with reducing personal costs, 
as a skilled labour force is needed. As Brexit potentially could put the UK in an even more 
strained situation, lowering construction cost by reducing the amount construction workers 
could lead to further problems.  
   In the matter of lowering construction cost through reducing cost of material and 
assembling, all interviewed seem to have a positive opinion, even though, as Karl and Viktor 
pointed out, quality still must be high even when great development is demanded. It also 
appears that prefabrication is not currently cheaper than traditional ways of building, which 
perhaps means that prefabrication is a thing of the future. If it is hard to get a mortgage for 
modular buildings, as Selma Carson claimed, perhaps some policies need to be changed for 
prefabrication to be an effective solution.  
   One aspect the interviewed did not mention, is that house price and affordability does not 
only have to corelate with construction cost. Potentially a company could gain a larger profit 
if construction cost is lowered and the final house price kept the same.  
 
 

Local Authority Development 
 
Out of the five interviewed experts, four agreed with that councils should build more, all 
except Selma Carson who thought that the councils could not and should not handle such 
matters.  
   Matthew Johnson brought up that poor quality has been a problem in the past, which 
should be prevented if councils again shall build more. He, Viktor Westerdahl and the 
Development Manager all talked about councils’ lack of funding and competence, which 
prevents them from acting and building more. If local authorities are more active, costs 
would rise, and more funding be needed. This extra funding would be obtained through 
higher local tax and or higher funding from higher levels of authority. 
   Karl Eriksson brought up the long-term affordability which can be achieved from councils 
building more. A great deal of speculation on a market, could create uncertainties and 
instability, so local authority development could perhaps, to some extent, prevent this.  
   Another aspect the interviewed did not mention, is enhanced competition on the market. 
Potentially there are players on the market who benefit from low competition and a high 
demand, who have the capacity to build slower or less to outwait higher demand and higher 
profit. If a ‘new’ player, who tend to social sustainability (as well as economic), would enter 
the market, higher pressure would be put on companies restraining their production.  
             
 

More Efficient Living 
 
Three out of five experts agreed with this option. Two agreed to some extent. 
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   A result from the interviews is that smaller living is a solution mainly for cities, just as 
Matthew, Selma and the Development Manager mentioned and for this option to work 
efficiently, the quality must still be high.    
   But there is a possibility that the existing housing shortages are making this option 
‘acceptable’. If one cannot find a home except by shrinking housing size preferences, there 
is a possibility that development is going towards ‘normalising’ smaller living. Housing 
affordability could increase at same time as affordability per square meter could decrease. 
Karl Eriksson’s concern about the market gaining more from building smaller is also 
something that should not be overseen when evaluating smaller living.  
 
 

Policy Change: Reinterpreting ‘Land Value’    
 
All the experts agreed with this solution. 
   According to the Development Manager, the reason why councils do sell land to a high 
price is due to their relative low funding. Both Matthew Johnson and Selma Carson believed 
that it would be good if other values, such as social and environmental, and not only 
economic would be achieved, though Matthew was not sure whether this should be achieved 
through selling land cheaper or demanding more from developers, through e.g. requirements 
of a certain percentage of affordable housing or an affordable housing provision. He believed 
the changed policies made by the mayor of London could be part of the solution.  
   Both Selma and Matthew saw risks and problems with selling public land cheaper, Selma 
saw a risk of private companies getting around the system and Matthew brought up the 
problem with taking away a source of funding of e.g. healthcare. 
   Viktor Westerdahl and Karl Eriksson both believed that the underlaying problems has been 
created from bad policies, policies which have defined homes as a form of commodity 
instead of a human right. They believed it is wrong to prioritise a country’s economy while its 
inhabitants are suffering from a housing shortage and instead believed current housing 
problems would be solved and future ones prevented if the societies would change their 
views on considering homes as a commodity. 
 



 
 

Part 4: Discussion  20 
 

Which are the Most Effective Options for 

Achieving an Affordable Housing Future? 
     

The reason why affordability is low, is a complex matter which calls for complex solutions. 
Since there are many factors contributing to the shortages, there is not one or a few obvious 
solutions for improvement. Instead, there are many options, perhaps needing to be 
combined and initiated in a certain and controlled way. However, some options may be more 
effective than others and hence more important for fixing the housing shortages and 
achieving long-term sustainability.  
   After examining the history, current and future need as well as the data collected from the 
interviews, the four options concerning affordability are divided according to their thought 
effect on affordability and social sustainability: 
 

Most Effective  

 

• Local Authority Development  
 

• Policy Change: Reinterpreting ‘Land Value’ 
 

Less Effective 

 

• More Efficient Living 
 

Least Effective 

 

• Construction Cost Lowered  
 
 

Most Effective 
 
History proves that record numbers of housing are possible if local authority development 
happen along with private. The housing markets in Sweden and the UK could both benefit by 
these players being involved more, just as before.  
   Besides increased housing and affordability, matters such as democracy and citizen-
participation could benefit from a broader local involvement. Private companies lack same 
obligations to be transparent, which could complicate the process of achieving greater social 
sustainability as planners, builders and other parties could be working towards different 
targets. That citizens have a more direct way to influence local planning and development, 
through elections and other actions, are another aspect which could lead to greater social 
sustainability.  
   A stronger government could however go against different ideological beliefs, as focus 
from the individual could be taken away. Therefore, perhaps political ideologies and 
differences need to be set aside for real progress to be achieved.  
   ‘Value’ is a word with many meanings and what the actual definition is can change with the 
current condition a country is in. When affordability shrinking, it is important that social 
sustainability is prioritised and upgraded as the goal a country should progress towards. If 
economic profit is viewed as the ultimate goal, effort is likely to be directed accordingly. 
Hence, policy changing is vital in both countries for creating a clear aim that societies 
should work towards.   
   However, it appears that reinterpreting ‘land value’ and selling public land cheaper not 
necessarily increase affordability since, like Selma Carson said, private companies could get 
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around the system and instead earn more. In Sweden experiments during recent years have 
tried to prevent this, through clear terms and requirements for being allowed to buy and 
develop public land. The results have been varying but perhaps Britain should explore this 
option more.  
   But as councils in the UK rely on funding from selling their land, a system of funding from 
other sources must be put in place for this to work. Hence, the mayor of London’s demands 
on affordable housing to put more pressure on developers could be part of the solution in the 
UK, like Matthew said, and a step towards changing the overall views in the society and 
recognising that more needs to be done to end the shortage.  
 
 

Less Effective 
 
As mentioned, smaller living could be a way of people letting go of living space and for 
developers to earn more. This is indeed a reasonable point but where land is scarce and 
demand high, e.g. London and Stockholm, this option could be justified and implemented, 
like Selma, Matthew and the Development Manager brought up.      
   But as the risk of private companies gaining more than residents, like Karl mentioned, is 
considered as possible and since social sustainability would not be as high as with the two 
options above, due to smaller living and potentially not as high numbers of housing, this 
option is considered less effective.  
   Furthermore, while some British players build accommodations close to the required 37 
sqm, the Swedish 25 sqm Attefall house suggests that the British requirements could be 
lowered and hence, this option may suit the UK better than Sweden. 
 
 

Least Effective 
 
A low construction cost could decrease prices on dwellings however it is preferable if 
workers do not need to be fired (perhaps it is evitable in a time with increasing 
automatization) but if their skill is needed, like Matthew said, maybe they cannot be fired. So 
that part of the construction cost could be hard to reduce. That leaves the prefabrication-
alternative.  
   Since this alternative has existed for a long time in both countries, it would have had its 
impact in the markets already. In Sweden prefabrication is used more than in the UK so 
perhaps development is hold back due to a misbelief rooted in problems due to the low 
quality during the 50s-70s in Britain. If prefabrication shall be used it is important that quality 
still is high, like Karl and Viktor said, and if the problems with mortgage Selma brought up 
exist, they must be solved.  
   But since the risk of private companies gaining a larger profit without affordability 
increasing is considered as high, this option is regarded as the least effective of the four 
options.  
 
 

Other Matters Believed Important  
 

Deregulations and Privatisations  
 
In a sense that balance between government and private is leaning too much towards a 
powerful but ineffective ruler, some suggest that deregulations and privatisations should be 
made. The public possess land, e.g. in form of local authorities or green-belt land, which 
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through e.g. an inefficient planning process could be withheld from delivering homes during 
a housing shortage. 
   It is possible that further deregulations and privatisations could be a solution to the 
shortages. Perhaps, if there are certain laws restraining the market and or the planning 
process, this could be amended to work as desired. At the same time, government spending 
could decrease leading to less taxation of citizens. Land (which is far more limited in the UK) 
could be locked up for development. 
   This could be a result of that councils in the UK lack means to plan efficiently or are 
deliberately delaying planning processes to prevent unwanted development, through e.g. 
rejecting reasonable building applications or not having an up-to-date plan to develop its 
land.  
   However, since the end of the 70s and the beginning of the ‘liberal society’, market liberal 
reforms have been put into place to counteract economic deficit. Simultaneously, housing 
production, and therefore affordability, decreased.  
   If the history is examined, one could argue that deregulation and privatisation have not 
achieved greater development than the post-war and the welfare states.  
 
 

Investments in the Countryside 
 
Both London and Stockholm are the engines in the countries’ economies and the most 
populated areas, which is probably the main reason why investments are directed there. 
Despite this, there are concerns that the housing shortages restrain the economic growth as 
e.g. employers and employees cannot match the labour market and that the shortages drive 
up house prices and therefore force low-income earners to city-outskirts. At the same time 
the countryside is struggling with depopulation, vacant homes and lack of jobs. A solution is 
therefore to, on a national level, commence extensive investments in the countryside and 
smaller cities. This is something Karl Eriksson mentioned.  
   Some positive aspects with investments in the countryside and smaller cities could be that 
the pressure on the big cities, like London and Stockholm, would decrease since urbanism 
accelerate the shortages. Furthermore, would the financial status outside the big cities 
improve.  
   The cities’ economies could however worsen because of this, due to a lower increase in 
population and lower increase in tax and overall growth as a result. Since national state of 
economy often is closely bound to the big cities’ economies, where a large portion of the 
population live, and financial growth happen, the national finances could also be negatively 
affected. 
   This is a fair point, but one could argue that big cities are, to some extent, self-sustainable 
and will manage current shortages and next coming ones. What should be done is reliant to 
what kind of problems are tried to be solved, the point Karl and Viktor made. 
 
 

Errors and Improvements 
 
When writing a thesis, one could experience different obstacles in e.g. finding information 
and drawing conclusions hence without that desired information, being objective and still 
arguing for what is believed as the best solution as well as finding errors in work so that 
improvements can be made.  
   As often as possible, up to date facts and statistics were used but since this was not 
always possible, older statistics were used as well. The UK is consisting of four countries 
which sometime meant that cohesive facts for whole of the UK were hard to find, as seen in 
figure 1, where Northern Ireland is missing in the beginning of the graph, or in figure 3 where 
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information is missing for the UK between 1952 and 1960, due to the UK not keeping yearly 
statistics during that time.  
   Of course, there are differences in the housing histories and how the countries work today, 
like the results of the financial busts and the differences between a dual housing system and 
a unitary, which are making it impossible to compare Sweden and the UK. All conclusions 
could hence be faulty even though they may appear correct. But since the same types of 
problems exist today, which imply that the similarities have contributed to the stations, the 
assumption that it is possible to compare the two countries have been made. 
   The reason why the information in the interviews looks different between different persons 
is because the interviews with Selma Carson and the anonymous development manager 
were noted down during the interviews, whereas the interviews with Matthew Johnson, Karl 
Eriksson and Viktor Westerdahl where recorded with an audio-recorder. It is possible that 
information could have been lost due to that. It also would have been more concise to also 
interview experts in Sweden. However, there was not enough time. 
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Recommendation: Adapt or Avoid 

 
According to the facts, interviews and options presented in this thesis, following actions are 
recommended: 
   Policies in both countries need to be changed if these housing shortages are to be truly 
ended and long-term sustainability on the housing markets achieved. To obtain affordability 
and stable housing markets, attitudes and policies throughout the societies would have to 
change towards viewing homes more as a human right, rather than a commodity.  
   Local authorities have proven themselves to be capable developers in the past, they can 
become that yet again, but the current systems would have to change.  
   Approaches that should be adapted are: Local Authority Development and Policy Change: 
Reinterpreting ‘Land Value’. 
   Deregulations, privatisations, smaller living and lowering construction cost through 
reducing work force or prefabrication; are considered as rather ineffective in increasing 
affordability and should hence be avoided. 
 

 

Answers 
 

1. Do Sweden and the UK have similar housing histories, and have 

they contributed to today’s shortages?  

 
One can find several historical similarities in the British and Swedish housing histories. In the 
short-run, it appears the three major recessions have affected housing production most. 
However, in the long-run it seems the liberal policies, from the end of the 70s, have not 
resulted in high housing or great stability and prevented busts. Whether these similarities 
have created the housing shortages, this thesis cannot conclude due to lack of knowledge.  
 
 

2. Are there similar housing challenges in Sweden and the UK? 

 
One of the major unsustainable features on the housing markets is the low affordability, 
creating low social sustainability. Since housing production is relative low, production must 
increase which cannot be at the cost of housing quality, social-sustainability and affordability.  
 

 

3. Are there the same solutions to the housing shortages of Sweden 

and the UK?  

 
One could argue that the four options presented in this thesis are possible solutions to 
building more affordable in Sweden and the UK. Maybe these should be combined in a 
certain way, with each other or with other measures, to be most effective, which is a matter 
for future research. Knowledge gaps makes it hard to know if there are other better possible 
options. 
 
 

4. Which are the most effective options for achieving an affordable 

housing future?  
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Of the four options presented in this thesis, increased local authority development (for 
increased housing) and policy change: reinterpreting ‘land value’ (for clarifying the objective), 
are thought to improve affordability and social sustainability the most and are hence the 
suggested measures for achieving an affordable housing future in Sweden and the UK. It is 
however unclear if these are the best options of all possible options.
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