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Today, housing is considered a 
commodity. This is a global challenge 
with direct local consequences such as 
unaffordability, limited housing choice 
and segregation. To address these 
disparities, this thesis expresses a demand 
for change by proposing a housing 
manifesto for Stockholm. The aim is to 
explore alternative theories and models 
to propose a framework that is capable 
of redefining housing from a feminist 
and socio-ecological perspective. Our 
approach demands seeing housing as a 
human right, a commons and a circle of 
care. To find specificity and materiality, the 
project focuses on applying the manifesto 
on two scenarios, Husby and Gasverket, 
which demonstrate problematic 
tendencies in the current housing system. 
By implementing strategies at different 
scales, we project alternatives in the 
urban form. This thesis challenges the 
role of urban planners and designers as 
collaborators and enablers of a vision of 
housing with and for all.

Keywords: alternative housing, human 
rights, commons, care, Stockholm 
housing,
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Today, housing is a commodity, which 
means its economic value dominates its 
other uses (Marcuse & Madden, 2016). 
This is a global challenge with very direct 
local consequences. Adequate housing 
provides a basis of “social, cultural and 
political goods”,  the participation in 
most economic, political or social forms is 
impossible with an unstable or no housing 
situation (Marcuse & Madden, 2016, p. 
12). It is closely related to personal safety 
or ontological security. 

The market imbalances can be explained 
through an overvaluation of housing 
(Commission, 2020). In Sweden this 
valuation gap has been increasing rapidly 
since the beginning of the century (see 
fig. 1). With a peak in 2017, remaining 
constantly high (ibid.) The price-to-income 
(45%) and price-to-rent (65%) valuation 
gaps point at unbalanced measures of 
affordability and return-on-investment of 
owner-occupied houses, being one of the 
highest gaps in the EU (ibid.). 

The house price increase in Stockholm 
county can mostly be explained by 
speculative forces and only to 12% 
through the population increase 
(Boverket, 2013). In addition, other causes 
are the encouraging taxes regarding 
home-ownership and mortgage debt, 
accommodative credit conditions with 
relatively low mortgage amortisation 
rates and the new construction of mainly 
higher priced apartments, particularly in 
Stockholm (Commission, 2020). Not only 
the private sector is extracting capital 
out of the Stockholm housing market but 
also the 23 public housing companies Figure 1. Estimated house price valuation gaps based on different indicators.

Own image. Data source: European Commission, 2020.

commodification of housing
“the Swedish housing market is vulnerable” (Commission, 2020).
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operating in the city. They have transferred 
e.g. three billion SEK  in 2013 to the 
municipal coffins to finance other non-
housing related projects with this surplus, 
often in benefit of private actors, instead 
of reinvesting it in the housing sector 
(Baeten et al., 2016).

Public rental apartments are converted 
to private rental apartments (24%) and 
to tenure-owned apartments (14%) 
(Andersson & Turner, 2014). In Stockholm 
this development has been drastic, 
between 1991 and 2010 for every newly 
built rented apartment three disappeared 
due to these conversions, resulting in 
15.000 dwellings per year (Andersson & 
Turner, 2014). This produces shortages and 
longer queuing in rental accommodation 
added to the unaffordable prices for the 
purchase of housing. It is argued that this 
process is mostly attractive because of a 
large profit increase of their own dwellings 
and seen as an investment opportunity, as 
the most attractive properties have been 
converted (ibid.). Plus Sweden’s rental 
regulations are one of the most restrictive 
in Europe, discouraging investment in 
rental housing (OECD Economic Surveys, 
2019).

Additionally, the construction of new 
housing is to a higher proportion of 
tenant-owned apartments and less rental 
apartments (Emanuelsson, 2015). This 
development is mainly explained through 
high regulations for rental apartments 
combined with tax benefits favouring 
home-ownership over renting and the 
willingness to pay for tenant-owned 
homes resulting in more profit for the 

construction companies (Emanuelsson, 
2015; OECD Economic Surveys, 2019).

Furthermore, the housing market affects 
labour shortage (Commission, 2020). One 
out of five employers report difficulties 
in finding housing which would affect 
their recruitment offers (ibid.). A potential 
positive development is an investment 
support in 2020 of 2.1 billion SEK which 
has been embarked to encourage 
the construction of rental apartments 
(Commission, 2020).

One can argue that Stockholm’s Housing 
system is a monopoly. The participation of 
particular actors as developers, landlords, 
tenants associations and the municipality 
depict a power structure that is behind the 
existent provision of housing. According 
to the Housing Observatory (2019), 
the challenges of Sweden are due to 
demographics. The proportion of elderly 
people and baby boomers in retirement 
and working age in the future will put 
pressures in public expenditure. 

In addition, a great part of this  “hybrid 
game” are the remaining  regulations 
from the welfare state. The annual rent 
per sqm does not vary much around 
the city  because of the rent regulation 
(Statistics Sweden, 2019). However, from 
the neoliberal rules, the municipality plays 
a key role in allocating land to developers 
as they have to be profitable. The land 
acquisition is nearly always a competitive 
process, and developers know they 
can build tenant-owned apartments 
profitably, even at high land prices, since 
market prices for such apartments are 

at historically high levels (Christophers, 
2013). In this sense, the housing price 
per sqm changes the values from place 
to place. Increasing segregation, racial 
inequalities, overcrowding, and the need 
for bigger too few multi-room apartments.

For a new inhabitant, it might not be easy 
to play, or not be invited to play at all.

Figure 2. Investment in the business sector in Sweden.
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden and the RIksbank cited in OECD (2019). 
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Figure 3. Stockholm’s Housing system.
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019, Svensk Mäklarstatistik, 2021. 
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aim of the thesis

Housing is a topic that merges both 
urban planning and design implications. 
It is part of how cities are envisioned in a 
particular time and context. The outgoing 
pandemic of COVID-19 has intensified 
not only the value of the domestic space 
but it in relation to its urban qualities. 
This thesis unfolds the housing models 
operating today to explore how they can 
be transformed into more inclusive and 
accessible ones. Adequate housing is a 
rising challenge due to the increasing 
population and urbanisation. Hence, the 
current market system, is based on profit 
and speculation. The housing prices in 
Europe are rising much faster compared 
to the people’s income, increasing the risk 
of not being able to afford to live in their 
homes (Holzhey & Skoczek, 2020).

This project is following Sustainable 
Development Goals, in particular Goal 11, 
“Sustainable Cities and Communities”. 
This thesis proposal aims to develop 
strategies to ensure access for all to 
adequate, safe and affordable housing 
(Goal 11 Target 1). While enhancing 
inclusive and sustainable urbanisation and 
the capacity for participatory integrated 
sustainable human settlements (Goal 
11 Target 3). Further it will address 
responsive, inclusive, participatory and 
representative decision-making at all 
levels (Goal 16 Target 7). Additionally, 
the project aims to cover SDGs related to 
gender equality (Goal 5), affordable and 
clean energy (Goal 7), reduced inequalities 
(Goal 10), responsible consumption and 
production (Goal 12), climate action (Goal 
13 ) life on land and below water (Goal 
14 and 15) (THE 17 GOALS | Sustainable 

Development, 2021).
In this way, housing plays an important role 
in a more sustainable future and needs 
to question and shift its current market-
based model. Which will be addressed 
through the concepts of housing as a 
human right, housing as a commons and 
housing as a circle of care.

This thesis sees housing as a human right. 
The right to housing is relevant in terms of 
tenure, services, affordability, habitability 
accessibility and location. It will develop 
on the question of why and how the 
housing market developed historically 
until now and which consequences it 
took, with a focus on Stockholm. The 
project aims to understand the dynamics 
of demand and price development, 
land and property ownership relations 
of housing and explore the potentials of 
how alternatives can shape the vision for 
change.

Housing as commons will explore 
opportunities of collaborative, open-
source urbanism or community housing 
showing new forms of governance and 
open up the vision of ownership beyond 
private or public for housing. Hence, 
the opportunity to collectively produce 
housing (Dellenbaugh-Losse et al., 2020). 

Housing as a circle of care will include 
caring for the habitat, its inhabitation, and 
continued livability. All possible scales of 
inhabitation, from the living room to the 
region (Fitz & Krasny, 2019).

Bringing these three concepts together 
allows a holistic view, on different scales 

from international law to community-
based relations and finally, the impact and 
influence on the surrounding social and 
natural environment. 

With this background, we aim to 
explore alternative theories and models 
to propose a framework in form of a 
manifesto which is capable to redefine 
housing from a feminist socio-ecological 
perspective. This project is based on a 
cross-disciplinary approach. It intends 
to question the status-quo, formulate a 
vision and finally develop how it could 
challenge the current system. Understand 
housing from its politics and values to 
identify the obstacles and openings for 
urban planning and design agencies.

How can a collaborative framework, 
between policies and design,

shape feminist and socio-ecological
 housing alternatives for Stockholm?
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expressing 
a demand for change

This thesis takes the form of a housing 
manifesto for Stockholm. The framework 
of a manifesto allows to declare intentions, 
motives, and views to promote a new 
idea of how housing should look like with 
prescriptive notions and conceptualised 
values. The proposal carries out the 
systematic and physical changes 
accordingly to specific scenarios.

Figure 4. Housing Manifesto
Own image. 



how:
approach
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methodology

The methodology aims to develop 
an urban integrated project between 
planning and design dimensions. 
“The housing problem today needs to be 
understood in its proper human context, 
not to measure in home prices”. By 
weakening the ability to evict, expand the 
role of public, non-profit and collective 
tenures, and putting residents in control. 
(Marcuse & Madden, 2016: , 52 , 82). 
Andersson (2013) points at the research 
gap of the uncertainty of the housing 
development and the need of studying 
the housing situation on a national and 
local level and further to come up with 
alternatives, which we are addressing with 
this thesis.

Having identified the challenge and 
to understand housing from a socio-
ecological perspective, this thesis 
approaches housing through conceptual, 
spatial and temporal tools (1). The 
tools emerged from the study of critical 
theories, alternative models and lessons 
from the past. In addition, to understand 
the housing system in Stockholm, 
a diagnosis of the current residents 
struggles was conducted, together with 
the selection of scenarios that exemplified 
the problematic tendencies of the current 
system (2). For the proposal, implementing 
policy and design strategies at different 
scales, represents the application of the 
manifesto vision in both scenarios (3).

These three moments are part of the 
phase I and phase II. The jump between 
the phases and the roles as a planner and 
a designer makes this thesis a constant 
reflection of each others discipline. 

Literature study
This desk study was conducted through 
snowball research on different topics. The 
literature about the selected theories is 
based on academic international literature. 
For the research of the swedish housing 
system and historical developments 
mostly national literature was used, from 
both academic literature and institutional 
reports. Information about the sites is 
based on national, municipal/ official 
papers and newspaper articles. Data has 
been collected and requested in national 
and municipal institutions.

Case Studies 
This method consists on the study of 
one or several particular cases, in its 
context and with an undertaking analysis. 
(Mills, 2010). In the case of this thesis we 
conducted our research under theory 
guided case studies and applied the 
theoretical framework to the case study 
with a focus on theoretically specified 
aspects (Levy, 2008).

Critical analysis
The research about Sweden’s and 
Stockholm’s history, the case studies and 
the current situation of the sites have been 
studied through a critical analysis. Which 
examines socio-political and historical 
dimensions of texts thought a theory 
(Allen (2017). We used the critical theory 
as a tool throughout the thesis.

Spatial Analysis
To understand and represent the housing 
situation of Stockholm we conducted a 
spatial analysis using QGIS. The selection 
of the sites (scenarios) are based on this.

Figure 5. Thesis outline.
Own image. 
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The first part of this approach are the three 
critical theories. Housing as a human right, 
meaning housing is a basic need and a 
basis for an adequate life. Housing as a 
commons, which states how the provision 
of housing goes beyond public and 
private institutions, placing residents in 
control to collectively produce it. Housing 
as a circle of care, which argues that if 
people live in communities with caring 
practices, people feel safer and pay more 
attention to their environment. 

critical theory
Housing as a human right, as a commons and a circle of care
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housing as a human right: a radical need for all!

The right to housing, as part of the right to 
an adequate standard of living has been 
recognized in the global legal system 
since 1948. This human right has been 
a part — or not — of the responsibilities 
at different administrative levels by each 
state. According to the UN, for housing 
to be adequate, it must, at a minimum 
meet the following criteria: “security of 
tenure, availability of services, materials, 
facilities, and infrastructure, affordability, 
habitability, accessibility (for disadvantage 
and marginalized groups), location, 
cultural adequacy” (UN, 2014:4). This 
does not mean that the state becomes 
the provider of housing but a facilitator 
of actions to follow one of its obligations: 
the protection and promotion of human 
rights.

Beyond being a physical need of shelter, 
housing allows the development of other 
rights such as work, health, social security, 
vote, privacy, or education (UN, 2014). 
When people are able to access adequate 
housing, they can more likely fulfill their 
individual and collective aspirations. 
However, this right does not imply 
ownership. In fact, adequate housing can 
take a variety of forms, including rental 
accommodation, cooperative housing, 
lease, owner-occupation, emergency 
housing, or informal settlements (ibid.).

Despite being a basic need, cities around 
the globe are struggling today with 
some kind of housing problem. This 
current global crisis “is linked to growing 
socioeconomic inequality, large-scale 
financialization of housing and land, and 
unsustainable housing systems that treat 
housing as a commodity (UN, 2014).

Figure 6. What to consider when housing is seen as a human right?
Own image. 

Not without mentioning the ecological 
implications of the housing industry in 
the production and consumption systems 
which are embedded in the process. 
Housing transforms the environment and 
vice versa.

In 2019, the Human Rights Council 
provided guidelines for the 
implementation of the right to adequate 
housing and demanded a change in 
the way housing is currently conceived, 
valued, produced, and regulated (Special 
Rapporteur on adequate housing, 2019). 
Some municipalities have acknowledged 
housing as a right in the implementation 
of their programs to address housing. An 
example of this is Barcelona Municipality. 
The city has set a  housing manifesto where 
they commit to diagnose the housing 
situation to carry the management and 
implementation of housing projects that 
address current pressures of gentrification 
in its historical center due to tourism 
(Hernández Falagán et al., 2019).  
Associations, cooperatives and different 
housing activists are involved in current 
rent debates (Valenzuela-Fuentes et al., 
2017). 

Over the last forty years, through a 
neoliberal agenda, housing has lost 
its social value. Under the umbrella of 
housing as a human right, there are 
questions to unfold. What can the state 
ensure adequate housing today from its 
power and limitations? What does it mean 
to individuals and groups to be part of this 
right? What are the specific challenges 
that Sweden faces in terms of adequate 
housing? Who are the vulnerable ones in 
the Swedish context? 
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Figure 7.  Is commons an alternative to achieve housing for all?
Own image. 

The housing question needs to address 
aspects beyond the legal demands as 
stated by the UN (“security of tenure, 
availability of services, materials, 
facilities, and infrastructure, affordability, 
habitability, accessibility, location, cultural 
adequacy” (UN, 2014, p. 4). Providing 
housing in the way stated by the UN will 
not address inclusiveness in urban areas 
as stated in SDG 11.3, the quality of 
housing (Stavrides et al., 2019). Or spatial 
justice, such as prohibiting that more 
public investments are put into areas with 
an already higher economical standard (as 
currently practised) (ibid.). 

Rather housing needs to be politicised and 
become the right to collectively produce 
it through cooperation (Stavrides, 2020). 
The conceptual framework of housing as 
commons can enable this. 

Housing as commons is a concept that 
provides an alternative between public 
and private ownership, commons are 
collectively owned by a community in 
a prosocial participatory process called 
commoning. Therefore it is not only a 
theory but also a practice (Huron, 2017). 
This practice between public and private 
offers opportunities to create and live 
alternatives beyond market and state, 
avoiding centralised power and openness 
to newcomers (Zuddas, 2018). Commons 
are non-profit-oriented and prosocial 
resources, governed by the users 
(Dellenbaugh-Losse et al., 2020). 

Common spaces provide space for 
collective governance. The value of the 
resource is based on the use and utility and 

housing as a commons: housing from & for all!

maintenance value rather than exchange 
value (ibid.). Cooperative housing would 
be a common property which is in contrast 
to a common pool resource (fishing in the 
ocean, open digital resources) excludable 
and can lead to rivalrous use.

To provide inclusive, fair and sustainable 
housing it might need regulations, Elinor 
Ostrom analysed a number of successful 
common projects and developed out of 
their experience guidelines for successful 
governance over common goods (Huron, 
2017, Dellenbaugh-Losse et al., 2020).
 
1. Define clear group boundaries.
2. Match rules governing use of common 
goods to local needs and conditions.
3. Ensure that those affected by the rules 
can participate in modifying the rules.
4. Make sure the rule-making rights of 
community members are respected by 
outside authorities.
5. Develop a system, carried out by 
community members, for monitoring 
members’ behavior.
6. Use graduated sanctions for rule 
violators.
7. Provide accessible, low-cost means for 
dispute resolution.
8. Build responsibility for governing 
the common resource in nested tiers 
from the lowest level up to the entire 
interconnected system.

Housing as commons can be a 
concept against privatisation and for 
decommodification (Dellenbaugh-Losse 
et al., 2020).
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Figure 8. Can be housing be a form of care to look beyond the human world?
Own image. 

Feminist theories have incorporated 
what they call the ethics care and argued 
against the logics behind individual 
independence. By 1991, Joan Tronto and 
Berenice Fisher defined care as “on the 
most general level, as a species activity 
that includes our bodies, our selves, and 
our environment, all of which includes 
everything we do to maintain, continue 
and repair our world so that we can live it 
as well as possible. That world includes our 
bodies, ourselves, and our environment, 
all of which we seek to interweave in 
a complex, life-sustaining web” (Fitz & 
Krasny, 2019). 

To care means to think about processes and 
relationships. Care is an emotion, activity, 
a form of labor, that reveals hierarchies, 
dependencies, and exclusions (Petrescu & 
Trogal, 2017). It includes the reproductive 
dimensions such as reparation, recycling, 
reuse, resilience, and reconstruction of 
other spatial relations (ibid.). Therefore, 
having a perspective of care “starts from 
the given and works toward repairing the 
future” (Fitz & Krasny, 2019, p. 22)   

Tronto and Fisher specified four aspects 
of care to help explain the nature of 
care practices: Caring about, involves 
being attentive to the needs to address, 
identify, recognize and acknowledge. 
Caring for implicates allocating and taking 
responsibilities, think about the effects 
of the actions. Care giving concerns the 
actions themselves, while care receiving 
embraces the transformation happening 
after the actions. Care with implicates 
the reciprocity and circles of care that 
generates (Fitz & Krasny, 2019). An ethics of 

housing as a circle of care: a spatial practice to (re)produce!

care in architecture and urbanism is based 
on local planetary interconnectedness, all 
possible scales of inhabitation, from the 
living room to the region. (Fitz & Krasny, 
2019) There are some care practices 
that include the introduction of circular 
economies, self-managed infrastructures, 
local production, reuse of buildings, 
materials, community engagement, 
volunteering, participatory workshop, 
skill-building, public environment, 
and pedagogy. “When people live in 
communities where such caring seems a 
part of their ongoing life together, they 
feel safer, pay more attention to their 
environment. (Fitz & Krasny, 2019, p. 32) 

Forms of care create circles of proximities. 
By transversal connections in spatial 
practice, it also encourages trust and 
stability, individual and collective life, 
enhances network and community 
building, resource management and 
care for more than the human world. Can 
housing be a circle of care? It has the 
potential to be. Not only the domestic but 
urban space that housing provides allows 
the integration of all these elements. 
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Figure 09. Guidelines rooting from critical theory. Figure 10. Selected Literature.
Own image.
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Through the lens of these theories, 
different alternative models were studied. 
They are examples of housing initiatives 
from sindicats, cooperatives, community 
land trusts and retrofitting projects 
located outside of Sweden. Not only their 
housing organization processes, but their 
building design typologies are shaping 
the proposal.

The following alternative models will 
show how diverse can be the conception 
of commons. The different activities and 
spaces of care in the communities and 
how different types of socio demographic 
groups can access to their right of housing. 

The projects are situated outside 
Stockholm. The existence of them is not 
only characterized by the strong citizen 
movements but as part of bigger initiatives 
from the city level e.g. The case of Zurich 
and its cooperatives. 

alternative models
Diverse conceptions to decommodify housing



34 35

Figure 11. Housing organization, location, plans and images from Collegium Academicum.
Source: Collegium Academicum (2020), Syndicat (2020), Vey (2006), Nelson (2018).

The Mietshäuser Syndikat is a limited liability 
company (GmBH) founded in the 1990s. Its main 
purpose is the decommodification of housing and 
consulting cooperative housing initiatives. Thereby 
it practices a form of “hacking the market”, while 
using capitalist rules and mechanisms to work 
against its principles. The Mietshäuser Syndikat 
secures a house from reselling and at the same 
time gives autonomy to the individual houses in all 
aspects other than selling. 160 different housing 
projects with over 3000 inhabitants are part of it. 
The projects have different stories (e.g. preventing 
eviction with neighbours, legalising occupation, 
the vision of alternative living). The rent prices are  
between 4-10€/m2.

One example is the Collegium acadmicum, 
a grassroot initiated self-managed student 
housing and education and culture centre for 250 
inhabitants. Collegium academicum as a tenant’s 
association owns 51% of the building and the 
Mietshäuser Syndikat 49%. The tenant’s association 
is member of the Mietshäuser Syndikat association 
and pays a part of the rent (10cents/qm) to the 
syndicate’s solidarity fund. After paying off the 
loans with their rents, this fund is used for other 
projects to set up new houses and take them out 
of the market.

Mietshäuser Syndikat & Collegium acadmicum
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Figure 12. Housing organization, location, plans and images from E16 Community Land Trust.
Source: Citizen Design Bureau & E16 CLT, 2020.

The Community Land Trust Model has its origin in 
the US and it has several followers around Europe, 
one of them is the E16 in Newham. A group of 174 
members of local residents build a community to 
produce an alternative regeneration plan for their 
neighbourhood. Their goal is to provide affordable 
housing while preserving land from speculation and 
investment processes. The community produced a 
new master-plan with 2000 homes instead of 560, 
of luxurious housing, preventing eviction.
The E16 Community Land Trust was founded 
out of an organisation called PEACH (People’s 
Empowerment Alliance for Custom House). After 
proposing a feasibility plan to the city council, E16 
CLT will have a say in the regeneration process 
and consequently manage affordable housing for 
Newham. E16 CLT will manage 10 vacant units 
owned by the council.
A CLT is a legally defined form in the UK since 2008 
and states that any profit  need to be reinvested 
for the local’s benefits, following the local 
communities interest regarding social, economic 
and environmental aspects while managing land 
and other assets. Everyone living or working in 
the area can become member of the trus and all 
members of the trust control it.
The E16 proposed a development of two areas  
with 45 units inhabiting a mix of different forms of 
(non-profit) housing tenures: social renting (7); local 
affordable leasehold ownership (38), based on local 
median income (including re-sale).

E16 Community Land Trust
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Figure 13. Housing organization, location, plans and images from Kalkbreite.
Source: Kalkbreite,2020.

Kalkbreite is a housing cooperative and consists of 
97 residential units.
The project was initiated (2006) of residents of the 
neighbourhood and professionals with the vision 
to create a social, ecological pioneer space to 
live. Therefore they founded a legal cooperation 
(Genossenschaft). The city of Zürich as the land 
owner gave them  permission to build on the 
6.350m2 large area. The space has been created 
while over-decking a tram parking. The whole 
process was participative. The cooperation has 
particular interesting policies (such as the solidarity 
fund or a social mix policy for tenants), created 
several common spaces but also inhabits cultural, 
gastronomy and educational programs. 
The cooperation Kalkbreite participated and won 
at a competition for non-profit housing actors from 
the city of Zürich to build another building complex 
“Zollhaus” for 175 residents. The project follows 
very similar principles and additionally features such 
as a rooftop garden for organic food production. 
First residents and businesses moved in January 
2021. Furthermore the cooperation gives political 
standpoints and campaigns for more affordable 
housing and against speculation.
The cooperation grew to 2028 members in 2019.

Kalkbreite Cooperative Housing
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Figure 14. Spatial tools from alternative models. Figure 15. 3D Drawings of alternative models.
Own image.
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Over the last hundred years, Sweden 
has been living several political and 
societal transformations. Housing has 
been part of the vision as a political and 
economic tool. The welfare state model 
and the administrative structure of power 
and policies, the design of spaces for 
housing have been shaping the city on 
an architectural and urban scale. This has 
been well documented by many authors 
(Hall & Vidén, 2005; Andersson 2013; 
Boverket, 2014; Grundström & Molina, 
2016; Movilla Vega & Hallemar, 2017; 
Zakhour & Metzger, 2018; Rokem & 
Vaughan, 2019; Svenska Bostäder, n.d.). 

Thus, the purpose of this thesis is to 
present information regarding the history 
of Sweden and Stockholm particularly, to 
contextualize the study and make a critical 
reading of what we can learn from the 
past policies that enable certain housing 
responses and development.

In the following pages, a timeline 
illustrates the contrasts of the meaning of 
housing and shows the loss of housing as 
a social project. Learning from the past is 
part of a (re)production practice in order 
to better understand the future (Petrescu 
& Trogal, 2017).

lessons from the past
A brief history of housing in Sweden
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“...The housing shortage was enormous. Stockholm’s population increased from about 250,000 to about 320,000 people during the last 
decade of the 19th century”.
Figure 16. Shantytowns in Eriksbergsområdet, Östermalm  (1909) 
Source: O. Heimer: Stockholms stadsmuseum, Fotonummer E 29466.

The beginning of “housing for all” 

Today’s housing shortage is not the 
first one, the beginning of the century 
faced this crisis too (Movilla Vega & 
Hallemar, 2017). Loans at low-interest 
rates were provided for homeowners 
and homeowners associations were not 
sufficient (ibid.). The limited housing 
reforms in response to early urbanization, 
as described by Andersson (2013), lead 
to isolated housing responses like the 
development of Enskede, located in 
the outskirts of Stockholm. Back then, 
inspired by the garden city movement, as 
an alternative to life in the city. In 1917, 
the municipality provided emergency 
accommodation as an attempt to improve 
the living conditions, figure 16 shows the 
so-called “shantytowns” of Östermalm 
(1909). The first multifamily housing 
was built by SKB, the main cooperative 
housing in Stockholm after one year of its 
foundation. 

The same year a Rent Regulation Act was 
issued to combat rent speculation and 
evictions that began to become common 
in the city (Svenska Bostäder, n.d.). In 
1928, acknowledging the unbearable 
housing conditions that Sweden was 
facing, Albin Hansson, a social-democrat 
leader, mentions the importance of home 
and community in a speech depicting 
what is going to be the establishment 
of people’s homes or folkhemmet in 
1932 (Movilla Vega & Hallemar, 2017). 
From this period, the state presence 
was shown by the provision of loans 
combined with rent control (Boverket, 
2014). The Stockholm Exhibition in 1930, 
a fair organized by the City of Stockholm, 
demanded the  presence of functionalism, 

standardization, and mass production as a 
cultural change  (Movilla Vega & Hallemar, 
2017).

However, it recognized housing beyond 
an architecture response and the need 
for political action (ibid.). The increase 
of the housing production of this period 
was also possible after the efforts of 
research on rationalization of design and 
the open city planning system (ibid.). 
A great part of this is documented in 
the Acceptera manifesto and also in the 
housing responses that emerged from 
this period. The introduction of narrow 
houses smalhus (1930) to take advantage 
of sunlight, modern collective prototypes 
like Kollektivhuset in John Ericssonsgatan 
(1935) or the YK-huset House for 
professional women (1939) (ibid.). As 
well as the multifamily apartment blocks 
barnikehus designed for low-income 
families with more than one child, being 
perhaps one of the concrete examples 
of  “social housing” projects that Sweden 
has had. 

The development of housing in 
this period followed by state-led 
development was only possible thanks 
to the push from professional activists, 
and housing movements that emerged 
to acknowledge the crisis. Research on 
design, standardization, modernism, and 
functionalism created new typologies of 
living that were adopted years to come. 
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“This is what it will eventually look like at the southern part of Vällingby square. No car traffic will disturb the shopping housewives, who 
can study the stimulating shop windows on both sides of the promenade in peace and quiet. In the background is the future theater. ”
(translated from swedish).
Figure 17. Drawing from a brochure depicting the planned Vällingby Centrum (1952).
Source: By Vällingby Företagens Framtidsstad - Stockholms stadsarkiv, CC BY 4.0, https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.
php?curid=54972984

The “record years” in housing construction

This period faces not only an increase in 
housing production but in policies that 
enabled this development. Combined with 
state loans, the first step of the Swedish 
rent setting model was introduced, where 
property owners, organizations, and 
tenants negotiate rent levels (Svenska 
Bostäder, n.d.). In 1945, before housing 
was declared internationally as a human 
right, the state of Sweden had a goal to 
create “good housing for all” by providing 
a reasonable ratio between housing costs 
and income (ibid). Municipalities are 
given the task of organizing, planning, 
and construction with the creation of their 
own municipal housing companies MHC 
(ibid.). 
In 1948, the National Housing Board 
Bostadstyrelsen, responsible for house 
building loans and new housing policies, 
considers the neighborhood as the main 
element of city planning (Movilla Vega 
& Hallemar, 2017).  As a consequence, 
the ABC neighborhoods arbetsplaser 
(workplaces), bostäder (housing), and 
centrum (centre) established a precedent 
for the development of the new suburban 
areas including the relationship of work 
and leisure. Vällingby is the prime example 
of this emergent neighborhood typology 
in Stockholm (Figure 17). 

Due to the increased urbanization and 
industrialization processes, Swedish cities 
again faced a housing crisis. The Social 
Democratic Party proposed the execution 
of the Million Housing Programme, 
an ambitious project of constructing 
1,000,000 units in the period of 10 
years (1965-1974) (Andersson, 2013). 
This program led to a high construction 

phase, due to comprehensive and 
institutionalized housing policies to 
reduce the housing shortage (ibid.). 
Today still 20-25% of the current housing 
stock in Sweden was build in this period 
(Rokem & Vaughan, 2019). In multi-family 
housing, “about 50% of the dwellings 
were produced by MHC,  almost 30% for 
cooperative building societies (tenant-
owned), and just over 20% for privately 
owned rental housing companies” (Hall & 
Vidén, 2005:306). Under the roof of this 
program and extensive state subsidies, 
Stockholm managed to plan and build “a 
whole new city district per year between 
1950 and 1970”, while the population 
increase was more or less constant 
(Lundevall, cited in Zakhour & Metzger, 
2018). As a result, Sweden had the 
highest housing production per capita in 
the world in 1974 (Grundström & Molina, 
2016).

The million housing program is worth 
looking into detail due to the mass-
produced schemes. For example, Västra 
Orminge’s development included 
prefabricated and movable walls to 
allow for the resident’s decision on the 
design (Movilla Vega & Hallemar, 2017). 
However, by 1970, criticism from young 
architects and social groups demanded 
a more democratic approach to city 
planning (ibid.). These neighborhoods 
disregarded the human scale and daily 
activities, following the stigmatization of 
living in these (Andersson, 2013). After 
dealing with shortage, it was the first time 
Sweden dealt with a housing surplus, 
which led to a management phase with 
the appearance of vacant dwellings (ibid.).
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“Staff lounge in the association”.
Figure 18. Housing development of 2012, Sädesärlan, Östermalm 
Source: https://www.nordr.se/nyproduktion/stockholm/ostermalm/sadesarlan/#image-4AEB9SR9ELGGAU9O

Deregulation - neo-liberal epoch and “housing for you” 

The Swedish crisis in the late 80s, cut 
subsidies on housing. The “tax reform 
of the century” was implemented, 
the income tax was reduced, and 
housing costs shifted to the individual’s 
responsibility  (Svenska Bostäder, n.d.). 
The Housing supply act that was in force 
since 1947 was abolished, making a 
change on municipalities by acting on the 
same terms as private housing companies 
(ibid.). The liberal-conservatives took 
power in 1991-1994, encouraging the sale 
of municipal apartments into privatized 
“cooperative housing” bostadsrätt 
(Grundström & Molina, 2016). In addition, 
at a national level, the ministry of housing 
was abolished and EU housing policies 
were based on supply and demand (ibid.). 

However, in order to prevent the sale 
of public housing, a law was enacted 
to reduce the general state subsidy to 
the municipalities if they sell their stock 
(Svenska Bostäder, n.d.). In 2001, the 
so-called Allbolagen (the law on public 
housing companies) introduced criteria 
for which MHC are to be approved as 
public utilities, run on a non-profit basis, 
and mainly manage properties where 
dwellings are leased with a tenancy 
(ibid.). Five years later, it became free 
for Sweden’s municipalities to sell their 
housing stock and permissible to exempt 
rent levels for newly built apartments 
from the rent value principle (ibid.). This 
represented a deviation from the Local 
Government Act’s principles, which states 
that they should “run on a cost price basis 
and prohibit undertakings being run for 
profit” (SABO cited in Andersson, 2013).

Along with these measures, subsidies for 
housing were completely abolished in 
2006 (Grundström & Molina, 2016). 

At the beginning of the 90s in Stockholm, 
1/3 of the population lived in public 
housing, in 2010 the number decreased 
to 1/5 (Andersson, 2013). One can argue 
how this period had some similarities with 
the pre-folkhemmet in 1930 (Movilla Vega 
& Hallemar, 2017). The housing provision 
was governed by market principles, a 
lack of affordable rental housing with 
the construction being shaped by a 
small number of developers (ibid.). The 
level of construction units per year is the 
same level as in 1930 with 20,000 units 
(Grundström & Molina, 2016). In 2011, 
the Allbolagen rounded up the ideology 
of marketization in making MHC operate 
profitable, in business-like forms, making 
it challenging to keep rents low and 
affordable (ibid.).

Furthermore, in 2014 a lowering of 
housing standards was introduced 
for small apartments (<35sqm) and 
student housing regarding accessibility 
for disabled or sunlight in apartments, 
lowering energy efficiency levels, and 
increasing allowable noise levels (ibid.). In 
addition to this, the need for renovation 
of the million housing buildings has led 
to a high increase of rent, up to 150%, 
leading to “renoviction” (eviction and 
gentrification) (ibid.). The first service-
based housing concept was built in 
Sweden, 2013 in Stockholm, promoting 
the lifestyle living with hotel feeling (ibid.) 
(Figure 18).
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Figure 19. Housing for the few. 
Own image. Inspiration by PAH Palencia.

The approach “housing for all” has 
shifted to “housing for the privileged” 
(Grundström & Molina, 2016). The “back 
to business” approach led to a highly 
segregated city, in which the marginalized 
live in peripheral, stigmatized housing 
areas, and the more privileged shape an 
elitist concept of housing culture and the 
ideology of deregulation and privatization 
(ibid.). Meaning from housing as a 
human right for the working class to an 
individual expression and a “style” for 
the middle class and upper-middle-class 
(ibid.). This development had led to an 
increase in land prices combined with 
increased profits of private developers 
and housing prices. The estimated need 
for housing is 400,000 new units before 
2025, nevertheless private developers 
focus on the construction of exclusive 
forms of housing for privileged groups 
and few for affordable rentals with a result 
of constructing 2015 only 20,000 units 
(ibid.). The “housing crisis” is not only real 
to the economically vulnerable groups but 
has also entered the middle classes (ibid.). 
Specifically, people between the age of 
18-30 experienced the lack of affordable 
rental housing according to the rental-
tenant union (ibid.).

A new law has been introduced which 
states that MHCs do not have the same 
possibilities in guaranteeing housing to 
vulnerable groups (ibid.). Grundström 
and Molina (2016) argue that segregation 
processes increased with commodification 
based on the exchange value of housing 
at its roots from the market and the 
municipal side. 
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Figure 20. The housing question over time in Sweden. , 
Own image. Data source: Population changes and Housing Construction (1990-2019):  Statistics Sweden, 2019.
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The area of study involves the 
administrative area of Stockholm 
city. Stockholm is Sweden’s largest 
municipality. The capital is one of the 
fastest-growing regions of the EU. Thus, 
its housing market is polarized and this 
has developed an affordability crisis in the 
city. At the same time, home-ownership 
is increasing and it has been one of the 
major tenure types of the housing market 
organization (Hedin et al., 2012). 

Today, Sweden’s housing system is 
characterized as being “a monstrous 
hybrid” between liberalization and 
considerable regulatory framing 
(Andersson, 2013; Christophers, 2013). 
The system evolved as “a complex hybrid 
of weberian ideal types (Christophers, 
2013:887). It is neither one thing, 
centralised and regulated nor the other, 
marketized and deregulated” (ibid.). By 
analyzing the current housing system, it 
will become clear to formulate the housing 
question that Sweden is facing today.

To understand the current housing system, 
the following questions are unfold: 
How is housing regulated?
Who owns, plans and develops the land? 
What are the existing forms of tenure?

With the collection of open data sources 
and a desktop study, this part corresponds 
to the diagnosing the consequences that 
are embedded within the current housing 
situation such as the unaffordability, 
the limited housing choice, and the 
segregation patterns of Stockholm. As a 
result, this will set the ground conditions 
where the project will be settled in.  

understanding the housing 
system in Stockholm
Regulations, governance, developments and consequences
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Figure 21. Levels of housing regulation.
Own image. Data source: Boverket.

Figure 22. Rent regulation.
Own image. Data source: Christophers, 2013.

How is housing regulated?

As part of the four fundamental laws of 
Sweden’s constitution Regeringsformen, 
the Article 2. from the Instrument of 
Government establishes how public 
institutions shall secure the right to 
housing (Sweden, 1972). Since 1947, 
local municipalities have handled the 
responsibility over the development and 
planning of the housing provision for its 
population. Today, municipalities under 
the Swedish National Board of Housing 
Boverket, follow the Planning and Building 
Act (PBL), a document that contains 
“provisions on the planning of land 
and water areas, and on construction” 
(Boverket, n.d.). In figure 21, the levels of 
responsibilities of different actors come 
together and depict the planning structure 
behind housing. From the european level 
to the local level, Stockholm Stad with its 
municipal housing companies (MHC) are 
the actors that regulate housing, being in 
“closer” contact with residents. 

According to Christophers (2013), the 
swedish housing system has some 
remains of the welfare state regulations 
to allow the provision of housing; such as 
rent regulation, the rental queuing system 
and the regulation of personal letting and 
subletting. 

Rent regulation
To define the price of public or private 
rentals, there are two elements to consider: 
the use value and the negotiation value 
(Marcuse & Madden, 2016). The dwelling’s 
use value means the cost of the living area, 
standard, location of the home, access to 
public transport and local services. The 
negotiation value is normally determined 
through negotiations between 
landlords and tenant representatives, 
hyresgästföreningen, based on the 
calculated use-value (SABO, 2013). Taking 
the example of the MHC, an assessment 
across all their housing portfolio must be 
made of the overall rental income required 
to cover costs, provide reserves, and 
generate a rate of return. The cumulative 
rent compensates for the price between 
high/low perceived use values and high/
low individual costs (Christophers, 2013). 

Before 2011, when MHCs were runned on 
a non profit basis, prices of public rents 
were influencing private rents, these were 
not allowed to be significantly higher 5% 
than rents in similar apartments owned 
by the MHC (Lind, cited in Christophers, 
2013).
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Figure 23. The swedish queuing system and rules for subletting.
Own image.  Data source: Christophers, 2013 and 
Bostadsförmedlingen i Stockholm,  n.d.

Figure 24. Average Queue times 
Own image. Data source: Bostadsförmedlingen, 2018. 

The rental queuing system
In 1947, the government set up the housing 
exchange queue bostadsförmedlingar in 
local municipalities in order to allocate 
vacant apartments to new tenants. The 
registration is possible with an age of 
18+ to accumulate days on the queue 
(Bostadsförmedlingen i Stockholm,  n.d.). 
The amount of days will determine the 
entrance to the rental market. Other 
factors are also taken into account: 
location, apartment size, rent willing to 
pay, and the assessment of priorities 
like seniority, single parents households, 
immigrants households, dislocated 
because of various emergencies, families 
in heavily overcrowded flats (ibid.). In 
Stockholm, most people who get a 
home have an average queuing time of 
between 6 and 12 years with a variation 
through the areas of the city, apartment 
types and time of construction (ibid.). 
With little published research on the 
housing exchanges, landlords have “a 
considerable degree of influence over how 
allocation works in practice in Stockholm” 
(Sahlin cited Christophers, 2013). There is 
a possibility to get a rental apartment from 
a private landlord through this queue, 
an agreement with the private landlords 
mediate half of their vacants flats through 
the system. (ibid.).

Regulation of personal letting and 
subletting
In order to apply for “second hand 
contracts” there must be a consent 
acceptance either from the landlord 
or the board of a tenant-ownership 
association, otherwise one might lose the 
own contract. If it is declined, one can 

apply to a rent tribunal to appeal for ones 
individual case. The time period of these 
type of contracts are short-term based 
(Christophers, 2013). 
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Figure 26. Homes allocated by Stockholm Stad
Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, 2020. 

Figure 27. The current urban development design for projects in 
Stockholm
Own image. Data source: Zakhour & Metzger, 2018.

Figure 25. Percentage of land ownership in Stockholm
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2015.

Who owns, plans and develops the land?

The planning of the land (use) and the 
property of land (ownership) is managed by 
its local governments. Stockholm, as many 
other swedish cities, owns most of its land. 
(see figure 25). The municipality owns 58% 
including the land owned by MHC (Statistics 
Sweden, 2015). Public land ownership has 
been crucial in shaping Stockholm’s urban 
development as a tool for redistribution 
and profit (Zakhour, 2018). In the past, the 
reasoning behind public land ownership 
were: good, affordable housing for all, 
equal distribution of land appreciation 
and control over suburban development 
(Bodström cited in Zakhour, 2019). To 
do so, many of the planning instruments 
and institutions used were: site leasehold 
institute Tomträttsinsitutet, Swedish rental 
system Bruksvärdessystemet, Municipal 
housing companies Allmännyttan, and 
massive state subsidies. By 1980, public 
land was valued in relation to its  “use 
value” and all valued the same: 100 SEK 
per sqm (ibid.). 

In 2011, the housing legislation 
Regeringskansliet 2009 obliges the 
municipal housing companies to operate 
on a businesslike basis. This involves an 
“ideological shift from the unanimous 
understanding that the city is rich when 
it owns land to the idea that the city is 
rich when it sells it” (Council member, 
Development Board cited in Zakhour, 
2019). The public land is not only leased, 
but also sold according to “market value”, 
becoming a crucial source of income for 
Stockholm city (5-6 billion SEK/year) (ibid.). 
In addition, 95 % of all projects need to 
be profitable/break even by themselves 
(ibid.). 

Figure 27. describes the current urban 
planning and development design for 
projects in the City of Stockholm according 
to the ownership of the land. Today, 
the initial negotiating phase covering 
municipal land intended for housing being 
first assigned and eventually transferred 
(sold or leased) to a developer in Sweden 
is termed ‘land allocation’ markanvisning 
(Caesar, 2016). The “Stockholm model” 
as it is called by the municipality, allows 
developers to become active and propose 
possible projects on their own initiative 
and apply for a land allocation for them. 
There are different forms for land allocation 
described under the Markanvisning 
Policy: direct instruction, direct instruction 
after comparison procedure, price offer 
and contest (Stockholm stad, 2015). 
During the period of 2020, a total 
of 8,441 homes were allocated after 
developers were in charge of the 
housing construction on municipal land. 
However, these procedures are often 
“complex and unpredictable, and lack 
transparency” (Olsson, 2018: 637). The 
relationship between land and housing 
is very important, municipal land can 
accordingly function as an “integration 
tool by enabling housing opportunities 
for a variety of different income groups, 
and thereby ease a socio-economic 
mixture within neighborhoods” (Caesar, 
2016: 46). 
 
It is important to consider the implications 
associated with the land allocations 
selecting the developers, the sustainability 
effects on taking on traditional municipal 
planning tasks and the final result in the 
built environment (Caesar, 2016). 
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“The City of Stockholm uses different types of competitions to give companies land permits. Here you will find the conditions and data 
to be able to participate”
Figure 28. Current housing developments in Stockholm
Source: Stockholm Stad website, 2021. 

The “active planning” described in the 
swedish history chapter to treat public 
land in terms of its use value has changed 
to threatening the land in relation to 
its exchange value, transforming it to 
a “contract planning” development 
(Zakhour, 2019). The municipal land 
instrument has supported neoliberal 
urban transformations in Sweden because 
“both policy and practice are principally 
determined by political agendas 
oriented towards enhancing competitive 
potentials of cities by bolstering 
business development, innovation and 
entrepreneurship and by promoting 
exclusive urban development projects’’ 
(Olsson, 2018: 634). 

According to RUFS 2050, it establishes 
that at least 22,000 homes should be 
built each year in the region, meaning 
7500 for Stockholm (Tillväxt- och 
regionplaneförvaltningen, 2018). The 
municipality also  acknowledges the 
existent housing shortage for young 
people, students and new arrivals.
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Figure 29. Types of tenure in Stockholm
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019.
 

Figure 30. Distribution of dwellings by type of tenure
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019.

What are the existing forms of tenure?

Stockholm has three forms of tenure: (1)home-
ownership Äganderätt, (2) tenant-ownership 
Bostadsrätt, and (3) Rental ownership 
Hyresrätt (public or private landlords). From 
figure 30, it is possible to recognize how some 
parts of the city are dominated by dwellings 
from a particular form of tenure. 

Today, Home-ownership in Stockholm is 
low, just 8% of the dwellings correspond to 
this category. Residents that have bought a 
property and own the land are mostly located 
in suburban areas, like Hässelby-Vällingby. 
When it comes to tenant-ownership, the 
presence is dominant throughout the whole 
city with 49% of all the dwellings being 
registered. Residents buy a share in the 
tenant-association that owns and manages 
the property. The Swedish Bostadsrätt, is one 
of those “idiosyncratic property forms” and to 
finance it, one needs to show steady income 
from permanent employment to apply for a 
credit and fund a cash down-payment of at 
least 15% of the purchase price (Christophers, 
2013). In the past, it was a non-commodified 
form of housing, locals rent tribunals 
controlled transfers, but today shareholders 
are allowed to sell their rights for the highest 
price of the market (Ruonavaara cited in 
Christophers, 2013). In the case for the rental 
apartments, there are fewer units destined 
for this tenure (43%). Scholars argue that 
“in order to maintain (or achieve) a ‘genuine 
mix’ including a fair share of public rentals” 
there should be the presence of municipal 
landlords in all neighborhoods. In addition 
“public rental apartment type is pivotal for 
income groups in the lower segment” it could 
be questioned whether not assignments of 
land allocations to municipal developers 
should be utilized more extensively in some 
neighborhoods (Caesar, 2016).

(3)

(2)

(1)
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Figure 31. Price to income
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden and the RIksbank 
cited in OECD (2019).

Figure 33. Housing Price per sqm
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019, Svensk Mäklarstatistik, 2021. 

Figure 32. Annual rent per sqm
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019, Svensk Mäklarstatistik, 2021. 

(un-)Affordability
def.: Affordable housing: less than 40% of the 
income is being spent on housing (Eurostat). 

The largest housing price increase in the 
OCDR countries has been in Sweden during 
the last two decades (OECD Economic 
Surveys, 2019). A lack of affordable 
housing is resulting in homelessness 
and housing exclusion (Commission, 
2020). The number of homeless people 
in Sweden doubled between 1993 and 
2017 with a particular increase for above 
65 or older people, women and people 
with migrational background (ibid.). 2017 
has been the peak of house price increase 
while they are currently stable (OECD 
Economic Surveys, 2019).

Nevertheless the housing system in 
Stockholm stays exclusive in many layers. 
Either the renting system with its long 
waiting queue or owning one’s housing 
are either inaccessible or expensive. 
Owning a house or an apartment mostly 
requires a loan, the average debt ratio 
is more than twice of the annual income 
before tax (Boverket, 2013). Young owners 
of tenant-apartments have an average 
mortgage equivalent of four times of their 
annual income  (ibid.). The lower housing 
spectrums experienced “an even stronger 
increase” in price with a combination 
of generally lower income growth for 
these households (Andersson & Turner, 
2014). Particularly the tenant-owned 
apartments showed a sharp price increase 
compared to the years before (ibid.). This 
is to be explained through a preferred 
building activity for more expensive 
houses, increased inequalities in income 
and accumulation of housing wealth 

(Commission, 2020).The conversion of 
rental apartments to co-operative housing 
and less new apartments contributed 
to this situation of exclusion (Boverket, 
2013). Lower income groups experience 
it to be more and more difficult to enter 
the renting market (ibid.). 
Public housing rental apartments 
decreased from 23% (2001) to 18% (2018) 
while they are usually below market rents. 
A vacancy rate for rental housing of 0.5% 
(which is much lower than the EU average) 
demonstrates how difficult it is to enter 
the system (Commission, 2020). The price 
income ratio is about 30% higher than 
the long term average (OECD Economic 
Surveys, 2019). While the expenditure on 
social protection benefits in the housing 
sector decreased from 0.5 to 0.4% of the 
GDP and the general per capita spending 
on housing welfare is much below the 
EU average and almost half of Denmark’s 
spendings (Housing Europe Observatory, 
2019). The percentage of the population 
living in overcrowded dwellings and 
exhibiting housing deprivation increased 
for owners from 0.5 to 0.6% and tenants 
4.1 to 7.2% (ibid.).
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Figure 36. Building typology in Stockholm
Own image. Data source: Open data Stockholm Stad. 

Figure 35. Population/dwelling (hab/u)
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019.

Limited housing choice

The limited housing choice is highly 
connected to affordability. But in fact 
there is too little housing in areas where 
people want to live, even though there is 
a housing surplus in the country as a whole 
(Emanuelsson, 2015). People prefer to live 
in major cities, where the consequences of 
a lower number of housing construction 
than the population increase becomes 
noticeable (Emanuelsson, 2015). 

Answers of why the construction is not 
fulfilling the demand find different truths 
in academic literature: Some argue the 
high construction costs would lead to 
few developments of new housing, 
but compared to Norway, where the 
construction costs are very similar, 
they have increased even more and 
construction is still higher. Emanuelsson 
(2015) therefore argues that this cannot 
be the main reason and states that 
building too much on land would lower 
the prices, a steady and slow building 
process instead would lead to more profit 
for the municipality (ibid.). Furthermore 
newly built developments are increasingly 
tenant-owned homes and a reduction 
in rental apartments (ibid.).  85% of the 
swedish municipalities state that there is 
a housing shortage for rental apartments 
(Andersson & Turner, 2014). 

In addition to the shortage and type of 
ownership the existing housing does 
not fit the households needs regarding 
the apartment size. The number of 
single households increased by 40% 
(1.2% more than average). At the same 
time 70% of the households host no 
more than two people. Households with 

more than 5 people represent only 6% 
of all households (Commission, 2020). 
This might be due to the fact that over 
half of Stockholm’s apartments are one 
or two room apartments (Municipality 
of Stockholm, 2016). Resulting in a big 
shortage of units in Stockholm as one in 
five dwellers live in overcrowded housing 
(ibid.).

Furthermore, limited choice to stay occurs 
due to renovation or so called renoviction 
processes (Baeten et al., 2016). Public 
houses, often million-housing estates in 
need of renovation are being converted 
into tenant-owned apartments and often 
sold off to private actors with high rent 
increase (ibid.).

Concluding construction in major cities 
is too low, too few rental apartments and 
too few multi-room apartments.

Figure 34. Room sizes in Stockholm
Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, 2019.  
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Figure 38. Inhabitants with non-swedish background. 
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019.

Figure 37. Medium income  
Own image. Data source: Statistics Sweden, 2019.

Segregation
def.: “unequal representation of socio-economic, 
demographic and ethnic categories across space” 
(Anderson & Magnusson Turner, 2014)

In consequence of the market development 
described above, housing is stated as one 
of the key drivers for financial inequalities 
and rental regulations increasing spatial 
segregation (Commission, 2020; OECD 
Economic Surveys, 2019). 

In Stockholm, an increased process of 
income segregation in connection with 
tenure types and housing location has 
been a feature for the past decades (1990-
2010), where the richest are the most 
segregated (Andersson & Turner, 2014). 
Hedin et al. (2012) state high income 
and highly gentrified areas are mainly 
shaped by single-family dwelling areas 
(Bromma, Danderyd, Lidingö, Nacka 
or Saltsjöbaden) or inner city districts 
(Norrmalm, Östermalm).  Filtering (areas 
with dis-investment and decreasing 
status) are mainly shaped by multifamily 
districts (Tensta, Rinkeby, Fittja, Norsborg, 
Skärholmen and Rågsved), and are mainly 
areas developed during the million 
program era (ibid.).

The income gap between the inner city, 
inner suburbs and outer suburbs has 
increased “dramatically” since 1990  
(Andersson & Turner, 2014). In the inner 
city the income increased, while in the 
inner suburbs it stayed stable and a huge 
income loss happened in the outer city 
segment in multifamily housing  (ibid.).
The segregation of educational standards 
go in line with these developments. In 
multifamily housing areas the proportion 
of less educated people stayed steady 

between 1990 and 2010 whereas in the 
whole city it dropped 11% (in the inner 
city the proportion halved)  (Andersson & 
Turner, 2014). 

These outer-city, multi-family housing 
areas show a high proportion of non-
Swedish born residents which point to 
racial segregation (see fig. 38) (Andersson 
& Turner, 2014; Rokem & Vaughan, 2019).
In the city center public and private 
rental housing mainly transformed to 
tenure-owned housing and in the inner 
suburbs public housing shifted to tenure-
owned whereas private rental housing 
stays consistent (Andersson & Turner, 
2014). In the outer suburbs public rental 
housing shifts dominantly to private 
rental companies (ibid.). In consequence 
these “market-based sorting” led to a 
gentrification of converted areas being 
characterised through: well-educated, 
well-paid, relatively young, middle-class 
people (ibid, p. 21).

The gentrification process is replacing the 
elderly with younger generation, lower 
income households with higher income 
households and lower educational levels 
with higher educational levels (Andersson 
& Turner, 2014). It can be summarised 
with the process of middle-class families 
moving to the city centre (ibid.). 
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Un-affordability, limited housing choice 
and segregation are the symptoms of the 
current housing system. For the selection 
of the scenarios of intervention, they 
exemplify the problematic identified in 
the previous analysis. In order to contrast 
the different struggles of Stockholms’ 
residents, they are located in different 
socioeconomic neighborhoods. Husby 
and Gasverket, are the two scenarios and 
have ongoing allocation projects, which 
means that the municipality is leasing land 
to developers for housing. The proposal 
will address the implementation of an 
alternative to these proposed plans. 

In the following pages, the site analysis 
for the two scenarios on different scales 
(district, neighborhood and local) will 
conclude with the potentials to consider 
later on. The analysis is carried out using 
the guidelines from the critical theory 
described before. 

scenarios of intervention
exemplifying the problematic of Stockholm’s residents
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Figure 39. Summary of the findings of the site analysis. Showing above and below average places. 
Own image. Data source:  Statistics Sweden, 2019, Svensk Mäklarstatistik, 2021, Stockholm Stad, 2019. 
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Figure 40. New residential development with about 20 apartments on top of existing parking areas. 
Source Stockholm Stad, 2020. 

Figure 41. Vision picture Gasverket
Source CA Fastigheter. 2013. gasverket.se

Rinkeby-Kista*
For a 70 sqm apartment, 43% of your income goes to housing.

Average queue time

Tenure Types

Annual rent
 

Housing price

Population per dwelling

Population per km2

Annual  Median income

Foreign Background

10.6/7.3 years*

56% rental, 41% tenant-owned*

1135 public / 1500 private rental SEK per sqm 

34773 SEK per sqm*

2.39 pop/dwelling

13435.8  pop/km²

179 720 SEK

88.2%

13.9/10.6 years*

68% tenant-owned, 32 % rental*

1639  SEK per sqm*

102396 SEK per sqm*

1.6 pop/dwelling

8546.34375 pop/km²

340 850 SEK

22.52%

Östermalm*
For a 70 sqm apartment, 30% of your income goes to housing.

Husby Gasverket, Hjorthagen
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Figure 42. Site visit
Source: Own images.

Operating on a refurbished million program neighborhood

Husby is part of Rinkeby-Kista, administrative area of Stockholm.  It was the first 
built neighborhood of the three districts in northern Järva constructed as part of 
the Million Program Era. As mentioned by Stenberg (2016) , it was “a decade where 
experimentation excelled and the distance between research and the profession was 
short”. It was through this programme, that the municipal housing companies became 
the dominant manager of Sweden’s block of flats (Boverket, 2008). Today, the selling 
of this public stock to private rentals or conversion to tenant-owned apartments is 
changing the dynamics of residents in Husby. 

Location: Northern part of  Järva. It borders Akalla , Kista and Tensta .
Year: 1972-1977

Population: 11,877
Total dwellings: 4080
Density: 2.91 people per dwelling

Neighborhood programme: Residential, Commercial and Recreational areas. 

Development:
- The area  was sold in 1965 to the city. The metro station was completed in 1977. 3,800 
apartments - or 80% of the housing stock in Husby was built by Svenska Bostäder.
- Järvalyftet in 2006, like previous  failing initiatives to address the “bad reputation of 
the areas”, SB proposed the refurbishment of the neighborhood. There was reaction 
of the residents towards the need to evacuate people and the increase by 75% of their 
rents. The project had to start over. In 2009, closer dialogues with the tenants led to 
more specific physical improvements of the area (Svenska Bostäder, n.d.). 
- Today, there are plans for the refurbishment of the buildings and public areas. A total 
of six parking decks are estimated to be rebuilt into a total of about 120 homes in 
Husby (Stockholm Stad, 2020).

Developers involved:
Land owned by the municipality is being leased to Svenska Bostäder and Hembla 
(private company) for the new development.

Historical value:
Husby farm, Husbystenen and Granbyhällen, are from the 11th century as well as an 
unlisted monumental stone. It also has buildings from the early 19th century. Today, 
the house functions as a craft room with a private studio. Husby farm buildings are part 
of Igelbäcken’s cultural reserve, which was established in 2006.

Husby
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Figure 43. Stadstel scale 1:12000 Rinkeby-Kista. 
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 

Rinkeby-Kista
A connected but segregated area

At this scale it is visible how Husby is 
embedded in the rather linear mobility 
infrastructure. The tunnelbana station 
of the blue line is marking the center 
of the area. Accessibility is not only 
given to mobility but also to it’s  natural 
surroundings. A direct access to the nature 
reserve Järvafältet, with high ecological 
values is given.

However, the district is considered a 
“vulnerable area*” by the police, and 
marked by economic disadvantage.

*: Characterized by low socio-economic status where the criminals 
have an impact on the local community.
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Figure 44. Neighborhood Scale 1:2000
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
 

Husby
A car-oriented neighborhood

Husby is a residential neighborhood with 
apartment blocks distributed around 
courtyards (ca. 1000 units per courtyard). 
Around the courtyards are complementary 
buildings, lacking in maintenance, for the 
potential, to be used. Parking buildings 
are replicated in every block. Around the 
train station, Husby Centrum gives space 
to some offices and commercial activities. 
However, the working opportunities are 
limited within the neighborhood.
Husby is noted for its level of civic 
engagement: Folkets husby (citizen-
driven), Husby unite (tenants), Speaker 
(youth), Street Gäris (women and non-
binaries), Kibele (women’s association), 
Fryshuset (education), PRO Norra Järva. 
There are some areas acknowledged 
as community places to gather, for 
example, Husby gard is run by Husby Arts 
and Crafts association, and has a high 
cultural-historical value. Husby Träff is a 
community center, today run as a citizen-
driven meeting place. 
Religious and cultural buildings are 
landmarks of the area. Further according 
to the Sociotopkartan, there are different 
types of  public spaces for pleasure 
connected to green spaces and the 
natural reserved area.
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Figure 45. Neighborhood Scale 1:2000
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
 

The presence of the private and 
speculative landlord

A high proportion of public apartments 
were sold to private companies over 
the years due to the pressure over the 
municipal housing companies to run 
according to market return requirements. 
In consequence tenure ownership, today 
has more rental apartments owned by 
private landlords (1500 homes owned by 
the same company), with some remaining 
public rental apartments in the south of 
the area and (“market price”) tenant-
owned in the north built by HSB. 
The residents concern, that due to “point 
by point concept renovations”, they are 
forced to leave the area and their rent 
increases (“renoviction”).
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Husby Centrum
Permeability in the urban form

The different layers of permeability 
(access, uses, built, unbuilt) are key to 
address the development of the area. 

The dotted lines present the area that will 
be developed by Svenska Bostader and 
Hembla to produce new rental apartments, 
retail and public spaces. The buildings 
represent individual space, while the 
collective is represented in the courtyards, 
responding to modernist urban planning 
features.  The separation of the car traffic 
from the pedestrian depicts an interesting 
contradiction in accessibility terms. The 
walking bridges are not hirachised as the 
parking entrances area. This separation 
of the streets and the “openness” of the 
courtyards lead to concerns about safety 
and security. The lack of maintenance of 
the facility and streets also shows the lost 
of the welfare services.

While SB paid SEK 187 per lettable sqm 
for maintenance, Hembla paid only SEK 
78. Hembla considers it as an investment 
to raise the use value of the property, 
and raise the  rent (when the apartment 
is vacant) (Arkitekturrevisionen, 2019).

Figure 46. Detail scale 1:600
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap.
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Gasverket

Developing housing in a previous industrial area.

Gasverket Östra is part of Hjorthagen and located in north western part of Östermalm. 
Hjorthagen boarders Norra Djurgården and Ladugårdsgärdet. This case corresponds 
to the current biggest development plans in Northern europe (Djurgården) including 
the districts:  Hjorthagen and Ropsten, Nationalstadsparken, Värtan and Gärdet. it 
is shaped from previous industrial area and a parking space. The demolishment has 
already begun. Gasverket Vestra is already developed. A systembolaget, a coffee 
house, climbing hall, studio “society of lifestyle”, engineering high tech-company, 
private communication school and a tram museum. To promote the areas image and 
create an identity gasverket has its own website, facebook, instagram and youtube 
page. There are videos of how the area will look like, be like and it is possible to put 
ones’ name on an interest list to move in. 

Location: North western part of Östermalm

Population Gasverket Östra (2020): 0
Population Hjorthagen: 9,022.
Total dwellings (2019 Hjorthagen): 4507
Density (Hjorthagen): 0.0032 dwelling/m2

Development:

The development plans from Djurgården propose to build homes for 15,000 new 
inhabitants between 2011 and 2027. Gasverket Östra it will inhabit around 300 new 
residents. With procet costs of 4 mdr. SEK (Gasverekt), the developers involved are JR 
Kvartersfastigheter, CA Fastigheter

Historical value:

Hjorthagen is namely translated “deer garden” and refers to its use in the 1800, as a 
fence was protecting deers from wulfes for around 200 years till the municipality bought 
the land from the state to develop one of the first industrial suburbs in sweden. First 
residents moved to the area in the beginning of the 1900s. 1853 the Värtagasverket 
started running, in the first with coal and later with gas. The factory supplied the area 
with energy and heating and has been closed in 2011 for a new transformation. 
The whole area is classified as a culturally and historically valuable area (Stadsmuseet, 
2020).

Figure 47. Site visit
Source: Own images.
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Östermalm
A central but exclusive area

The district is one of the central districts 
in Stockholm, beside frequent public 
transportation on a local and regional level 
with several options of movability, there 
are several bars, night clubs, restaurants, 
museums, hotels and tourist attractions. 
Schools, Universities, Hospitals and other 
services are available. The area has one 
of the most expensive housing prices in 
Sweden.
In the eastern part is an important natural 
north-south connection, the royal-city-
national park one of the ESBO-nät-verk 
(ecological significant areas). 

Figure 48. Stadstel scale 1:12000 Östermalm.
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
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Hjorthagen
Historical site with new life

The area consists of two subway stations, 
several bus stations and a ferry station. 
Health care, cultural centre, sports hall, 
school, kindergartens, workspaces, public 
transportation network etc. are accessible 
on a local level. 
Cultural activities such as churches, sports 
club, gardening, museum, heritage 
buildings, music & art schools and a 
large water front are in proximity. Further 
renewable energy production in the 
south and north are supplying large parts 
of Stockholm with energy. In the newly 
developed areas plenty of green common 
spaces & common spaces between the 
houses for joint usage.

Figure 49. Neighborhood Scale 1:2000
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
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Figure 50. Neighborhood Scale 1:2000
Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
 

Tenant-owned dominated

New developments are mostly tenure 
owned based, resulting in a limited choice 
of type of housing and very view rental 
possabilities.
Large parts of the area, especially around 
the hill are new developments, built after 
the 2000th.

Green infrastructure for different species 
has been implemented in the northern 
part. The neighbourhood is an interruption 
between the southern & northern part of 
the ESBO-nät-verk (ecological significant 
areas).  Especially the previous industrial 
areas.
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Gasverket
Opening up for possibilities in the urban 
form

The different layers of permeability 
(access, uses, built not built) are key to 
address the development of the site. 
The dashed area present the new 
development / construction site by CA 
Fastigheter AB for the “new core district” 
Gasverket.

The streets are still under development. 
In the already developed area a clear 
division between pedestrian, bike and 
motorised vehicles is visible.
In the newly developed area of Brofästet, 
courtyards provide different levels of 
privacy and are commonly used. In 
Gasverket Västra a new school opened 
up and the other industrial buildings 
have been renovated and re-used for 
commercial and educational purposes. Figure 51. Detail scale 1:600

Source: Own image. Data source: Stockholm Stad, Openstreetmap. 
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Husby Gasverket

Figure 52. Summary of the findings of the site analysis. Showing the site potentials
Own image. 



policy and design strategies:
proposal
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The policy and design  proposal is shaped 
by strategies evolving from the manifesto: 
enable, introduce, activate and connect

These alternative strategies  can be used 
to take moves towards a more just, social 
and environmental housing situation in 
Stockholm.

manifesto
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The strategies are overlapping different 
guidelines out of the theories of housing 
as a human right, as a commons and as a 
circle of care. 

strategies
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applying the manifesto

To visualize the implementation of the 
strategies, a multiscalar proposal has 
been applied. 
In the following section, the same strategy 
is implemented on each scenario and 
adapted to local conditions. Additionally 
for each strategy, the zoom to  different 
scales allows to show the specificity and 
materiality of how people are living in our 
proposal.
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>> Enable new actors and 
common housing organizations

There are two policies that are connected 
directly to the proposed housing 
organisations. To prevent segregation, a 
social mix rule provides guidance to the 
selection of new residents, based on the 
mix of civil society groups. In addition, the 
Equity provision rule, is implemented at 
central locations where at least 40% of the 
occupancy should be redirected for those 
excluded from the housing market. 

Emerging form the need of affordable 
housing and providing collective 
ownership, community building and rent 
prices based on utility value.

Equity provision rule

In the central buildings, at least 40% of 
the occupancy should be redirected for 
those excluded from the housing market 
e.g.: Refugees, students, senior citizen.

Municipal administrative partners, civil 
society organisations

          Haus der Statistik Berlin (Alexanderplatz)

Social mix rule

The new residents should represent the 
mix of civil society groups, e.g. born 
outside the country, age, income group, 
gender etc.

 housing corporation, cooperation board

        CH
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GasverketHusby 

Community Land Trust Husby

By involving more neighbours, residents 
will apply at the municipality to lease land 
in long term. This model secures the land 
from speculation at the center of Husby. 
The flats will either be rented or sold on a 
non-profit basis to the residents.

Cooperative housing Gasverket

Municipal land, will be allocated to a 
cooperative over a long term renewable 
leasing. The Cooperative with the best 
social, non-profitable vision will be 
selected. They are in charge of providing 
affordable housing, amenities for public 
use and organising an architectural 
competition to ensure high quality and 
innovation in housing. Residents can be 
part of the cooperative and rent their 
apartment from it.
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GasverketHusby 

Housing Syndicat Husby
 
A local organisation of residents buys 51% 
of a property. The other 49% is owned 
by a sindicat to ensure that the property 
will not be sold of. The residents will pay 
off the loan with their rents and after 
the loan is paid off, the money supports 
similar projects. This model can transform 
existing residential buildings and parking 
spaces.

Prototype Bostadsrätt Brofästet

Re-transforming bostadsrätt to be non 
profitable on a local basis, as it has been 
in 1968. A real shift in the housing form 
of Stockholm can only be done if this 
housing form would be re-transformed. 
This is the only demand not rooting from 
existing alternative models. 
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>> Introduce diverse ways of 
living

This strategy will provide security of 
tenure and accessibility by diversifying the 
apartment sizes. From the past we have 
learned of the emergence of collective 
living in Sweden since the early 30s. Today, 
innovative architecture and urban design 
should continue to support individual and 
collective life. 

It is time for security of tenure, accessibility, 
allow individual and collective life.

Solidarity fund

Every resident pays a portion of the 
monthly rent to a solidarity fund.
In times of difficulties to pay the rent, 
residents can use the solidarity fund to 
cover their rent.

Residents

        CH
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GasverketHusby 

Extending living spaces
 
This typology extends facades and 
provides additional space to existing 
flats, tackling overcrowding. It is an 
energy efficient and a low budget way of 
renovation and is applied on rooftops, as 
a space efficient response.

Children Friendly

The typology provides flexibility through 
extra rooms on every floor, it inhabits 
a kindergarden and has mainly 4 and 3 
room apartments.
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GasverketHusby 

Courtyard block
 
The ground floor is reserved for community 
activities such as shared storage and 
workshops. The communal courtyard  
and the rooftops are maintained and 
accessible to the residents.  

Cluster living (assistance)

Several individual rooms covering the 
basic needs, and clustered in a flat 
with shared spaces. The typology is 
for example suitable for assisted living 
for disabled people or shared flats for 
intergenerational living.
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GasverketHusby 

Adaptive housing
 
A wooden structure with movable walls, 
which allows the increase of individual and 
common spaces. This typology mostly of 
4 room apartments is suitable for shared 
living which is not common in the area. 

Cluster living (try outs)

The lowest floor of this building is 
dedicated for community and creative 
activities. In some of the flats people have 
the possibility to try out the concept of 
cluster living for a some weeks.
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GasverketHusby 

Active frontage

 
Densifying on central pedestrian streets 
with social and cultural spaces in the first 
floor.

Re-using industrial buildings

Based on an assessment of the area made 
by the municipality, the upper floors of 
the industrial buildings will be used for 
housing while the ground floors will remain 
for public and semi-public activities. 
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GasverketHusby 

Extending on other uses
 
Adding housing on top of current retail 
spaces, providing shared areas such as a 
green roof terrace.

Cluster living (all ages)

Intergenerational cluster living as a 
concept to build bridges between 
different generations. With the possibility 
to meet in common indoor rooms.
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Reproductive activities are a form of 
care and residents should reach different 
possibilities to access them. We have 
learned from the past how housing 
can promote a certain lifestyle, how 
its insertion on the neighborhood can 
contribute to move beyond production 
and consumption schemes.

It is time for common spaces, sustainable 
resource management, availability of 
services & facilities. 

2000-Watt-Society

In a global comparison, one person 
consumes continuous power of 2000 
watts (6832W in Sweden). The goal is 
to meet this number. The assessment 
includes: building construction and 
operation, supply and disposal, mobility, 
management system and communication/
cooperation are specifically tested and 
evaluated.

Cooperative housing, municipality

        CH

>> Activate (re)productive 
activities in common spaces
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GasverketHusby 

Organisational meeting

Provide space to organise as a community, 
interest group or political organisation. 
These spaces are free to use with 
according infrastructure. 

Energy generation

Gasverket has a history of energy 
production. Implementing solar panels 
on rooftops will not only contribute to 
a shift for renewable energies but also 
communicate it.
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GasverketHusby 

Communal gardening
 
Located in courtyards, communal 
gardening activities to produce food 
locally, provide social activities and 
educate about healthy and sustainable 
food consumption maintained from the 
semi private.

Crafting 

Semi-privately managed by residents 
are crafting activities which are located 
along corridors, connecting the 
buildings internally and engage with the 
neighbourhood.
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GasverketHusby 

Recreation
 
Residents can book either indoor/outdoor 
spaces for sport or cultural activities 
alone or in company. They are located 
on rooftops and on extended gallerias, 
maintained from the semi public.

Repairing

Infrastructure to repair different items to 
prevent a throwaway society and promote 
long-term usage of things.
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GasverketHusby 

Skill learning
 
Some of the existing complementary 
buildings are in bad conditions but they 
can be reused as skill learning hubs 
e.g. construction workshops. Thereby 
the local residents can engage in the 
renovation and construction work of the 
extended and new buildings to support 
local training, employment opportunities 
and local expertise. 

Recycling

Recycling of items which cannot be 
repaired or reused. Such as composting.
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GasverketHusby 

Sharing 
 
Sharing of mobility vehicles (cars, bikes) 
tool banks cloth, food and the like. 
Maintained from the public.

Co-working

Working spaces, will encourage 
interdisciplinary exchange and prevents 
long travel distances to offices in other 
districts.
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This strategy rises moving beyond the idea 
of housing as a shelter only for humans. 
The implementations will provide new 
forms of governance and the intersection 
of built and unbuilt habitats. The “housing 
for all” of the welfare state is challenged 
by asking who is this “all”. 

It is time to connect built and unbuilt 
habitats and for new forms of governance.

Sustainable lifestyle contract

In order to move in residents need to 
sign an agreement of living a sustainable 
lifestyle. This can be about not owning a car 
(if not needed due to physical disabilities), 
follow values such as tolerance to diversity 
or engage in a local organisation.

Local housing organisation

        CH

>> Connect (eco)systems to 
the resident’s life
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GasverketHusby 

Soft mobility streets
 
Reduces noise and CO2 and increases the 
walkability within the neighborhood. It 
also repurposes the spatial separation of 
the car-oriented streets.This can be done 
in collaboration with the municipality. 

Biodiversity corridors 

These ecosystems have benefits for both 
human and more than human species. 
Because of the proximity to the National 
City park, these corridors strengthen and 
complement the high biodiversity values.
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GasverketHusby 

Pollinator surfaces
 
Increases biodiversity, enables food 
production and support ecosystem 
services.

Open and green areas

Climate adaptation, flood control, health 
and mental health can be improved 
through those areas.
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GasverketHusby 

Green rooftops 

Provide temperature control, water 
reflection, enables bird watching and joy.

Composting dry toilets

Public composting dry toilets don’t only 
provide a basic need for all but also save 
natural resources and treat wastewater.
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GasverketHusby 

Hydroponic windowfarms
 
These micro ecosystems handle water 
management and the production of 
short-cycled food. Residents can engage 
in the construction of them with recycled 
material. 

Green facades

Improving the indoor air quality, open to 
pollinators and prolongs the plant season 
without further energy input. 
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GasverketHusby 

Compost heating
 
Recover and reuse energy and compost 
and provides residential heating. 

Water phyto-filtration 

The greywater of the building is treated 
before is discharged through natural 
processes, which can be re-used for 
irrigation and as urban furniture. It is an 
onsite cleaning ecosystem. 
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GasverketHusby 
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GasverketHusby 
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GasverketHusby 



conclusions:
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Today in the neoliberal system, the 
drive for profit has treated housing as 
a commodity, an object or as a finished 
product, limiting the role of planners 
and designers. This view needs to be 
challenged and consider other values 
of housing, e.g its surroundings, or the 
exterior and interior interactions without 
threaten the individual and collective life 
of residents.

We argue that with the manifesto and 
strategies we have implemented, it is 
possible to visualize from the residents 
perspective: the processes, organisations, 
activities and ecosystems embedded in 
housing.

In the same way, contemporary urban 
planning and design should support 
schemes that allow diverse ways of living. 
While reusing the existing structures and 
exploring new building typologies. Not 
only from a top down approach, but also 
from the inside, to back up a vision that 
goes beyond the housing provision set 
by developers. Rather contributing with 
residents on organising and engaging, 
and looking these practices as part of the 
urban form. 

the role of contemporary 
urban and planning and design
Translating social issues to tangible actions
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Husby 
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Husby 
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Gasverket
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Gasverket
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The role of the municipality for the 
implementation of the strategies is key 
for the acknowledgment of the emerging 
housing organisations. In the case of 
Zürich we can learn how this can become 
reality. In consequence of a referendum 
the municipality stats that by 2050, one 
third of the housing stock should be non-
profitable. The municipality is leasing land 
to organisations which are fulfilling this 
goal through innovative concepts.

This master thesis opens up for more 
possibilities of re-shaping housing from 
local alternatives to a city wide network. 
Local strategies and tools from both 
pilot projects, Husby and Gasverket, 
can be replicated around the city and 
allow residents of all districts to join the 
movement. 

Thereby the 355 housing allocation 
projects around the municipality 
can implement this approach. Local 
organisations, which are interconnected 
and networked on a municipal level, to 
exchange experiences, communicate 
demands, and support each other. Not 
only human organisations are connected 
but also the non-human world will be able 
to live and move save around the city.

Upscaling alternatives to the 
city of Stockholm
Local agency of organized individuals and collectives
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