
We have a problem, which is that we as a society are simply 

consuming too much. We have modified an economic system that 

tends to define modernity and development as a linear process 

(Massey, 2005). A system in which consumption is of profound 

importance. However, by bringing in alternative and new ideas of 

how to manage our economic assets, a transformation might be 

feasible. There are several forms of alternative economies that 

redefine the role of the consumer and that all share a common 

goal of seeking a more sustainable approach when dealing with 

The purpose of the project is to investigate how the theoretical 

framework of sharing economy could be embedded into the field 

of Urban Planning and Design. By using an experimental ap-

proach, a further aim is to explore the possibility of transforming 

sharing economy into a new urban lifestyle and spatial organiza-

tion. 

1. How can urban areas be designed so that the ecological  

 footprint from consumption behavior is reduced?

2. What kind of sharing economy programs exist and how   

 can they be implemented in urban planning and design?

3. Which spaces can be used to implement these programs?

4.  What form of administrative arrangements will strengthen,  

 develop and support these spatial uses?

economic issues. The Sharing economy is based on a   

comprehensive concept where, instead of promoting private own-

ership, it is better and more sustainable to share, swap and lend, 

which in turn gives people access to goods and services. Also, 

this idea is used to reduce the ecological footprint of hyper-con-

sumption which pressures the global climate. If we are trying to 

design sustainable cities and if we seek to reduce consumption, 

adapting sharing economy in urban planning might be part of the 

solution.

INTRODUCTION

THE SHAREABLE CITY
PURPOSE AND AIM RESEARCH QUESTIONS

-  A  PROJECT ABOUT COLLABORATIVE  CONSUMPTION AND SHARING ECONOMIES



 “A productivity metric that measures the 
difference between output and intermediate 
consumption. Gross value added provides a 
dollar value for the amount of goods and 
services that have been produced, less the cost 
of all inputs and raw materials that are directly 
attributable to that production” (Investopedia, 
2014).

POPULATION AND ECONOMIC GROWTH
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WHAT KIND OF WASTE OECD = SWEDEN

 AVERAGE ANNUAL GROWTH 
RATE IN GROSS VALUE ADDED

NEW YORK CITY +2.2

VANCOUVER +2.0

BOGOTA +1.7

LIMA +4.5

BUENOS AIRES +2.8

RIO DE JANERIO +1.8

LOS ANGELES +1.9

MEXICO CITY +1.6

DUBAI +2.4

MUMBAI +4.1

BANGALORE +7.2

CALCUTTA +4.6 

SINGAPORE +3.0

GUANGZHOU +9.7

SHANGHAI +9.4

TIANJIN +11.4

SYDNEY+1.9

PARIS +1.2

LONDON +2.2

STOCKHOLM +1.7

MADRID +1.6

RIGA +7.0

MOSCOW +7.9

+2 +5
+8 +11

Asia is experiencing an increasing number of consumers and economic 
growth. For instance, today China has approximately 55 million 
middleclass households and in 2050 this demographic unit is expected 
to grow to almost 280 million (Europe, 2050). There will be a fall in 
western consumption, and Asia is likely to adapt to and change from 
exporting to western countries and to focusing on their own growing 
population. So today’s situation of Chinese dependence can easily 
change and become more challenging (European Commission, 2012).

In 2050 affluent societies will still be responsible for almost three 
quarters of increased emissions. Whereas China alone is responsible 
for almost 40 % the world’s total emis-sions which are the result of 
economic growth. The prices on oil will double from today, pushing up 
prices which will lead to reduction of wealth and purchasing power. In 
other words, energy efficiency will develop due to the prices of energy 
but also as a result of progress of technological innovations. The 
competition over resources will also become an even larger problem 
when trying to feed a global growing population (European Commis-
sion, 2012).

Having access to the Internet is a natural part of everyday life, and the 
increased usage of social platforms is likely to continue. “In this context, 
social media and various forms of e-action may change the future 
policy landscapes, in Europe and elsewhere by allowing an increasing 
share of citi�zens from all ages and walks of life to participate, exchange 
new ideas and support – with a sometimes surprising speed – new 
societal initiatives and policy actions outside the traditional pathways” 
(European Commission, 2012 p. 16).

The further mankind develops, the deeper the understanding over two 
main miscon-ceptions that has been ruling modern civilization for 
almost 200 years, will be, which in turn will change the current 
situation. The first is that we are living in a world of endless resources 
which we can utilize. Secondly that the continuing economic growth 
can go on, the current economic paradigm needs to be transformed 
(SPREAD, 2012).

As the world will become a place where more people will have a better 
living stan�dard, new investments will also take place, which means that 
quality of life will not only be measured in quantity, but new measure-
ments are likely to be developed, such as “well being, income stability, 
environmental quality and social mobility” (European Commission, 
2012).

Biodegradable waste: food
Recyclable material: paper, glass, 
bottles, fabrics and clothes
Insert waste: constructions and 
demolition waste
Electrical waste: computers, screens 
and electrical gadgets
Composite waste: Waste clothing, 
Tetra Packs and toys
Hazardous waste: paint, chemicals, 
light bulbs and spray cans
Medical waste

Solid waste is mainly measured from 
households, for example:

Regardless the global 
economic shi� in 2050, 
countries that is members 
of OECD will still be 
responsible for the highest 
levels of waste. In 2050, the 
amount of waste might 
then have reached its peak. 
Also, the amounts of waste 
per person have doubled 
from today’s situation.  

 “Materialism and consumerism are starting to lose their appeal in the more affluent 
societies, and this will increasingly contribute to transform the focus of policy dis-
courses and strategies, beyond the current growth focused policies. Globally, espe-
cially with the growth of emerging economies people are working harder and longer 
– and will earn more money as a result – but in affluent societies it is becoming in-
creasingly obvious that money cannot buy happiness and that identities is shaped by 
how we live rather than what we own or consume” (European commission, 2012 p. 15)

In 2050 the global economic landscape has shift-

ed. Overall, this shift will result in that prices 

on commodities will increase due to a growing 

middleclass in China and that resources will 

become precious assets. On the other hand, the 

global environmental awareness has increased, 

the world will become even more connected and 

new ways of measuring well-being (not only by 

GDP) will also be used. 

A GLOBAL SCENARIO - 2050
FUTURE TRENDS

THE PROBLEM

In comparison Sweden and Stockholm is often 

branded as a sustainable country and city. How-

ever, since cites (like Stockholm) are no longer 

self-sufficient but supported by a hinterland. In 

this sense our hinterland is connected to a large 

global system of production and trade. Cities 

like Stockholm have shifted from being industrial 

cities into consumption based cities. The nega-

tive impact from production has shifted and has 

become an issue for other countries. The problem 

is that when conducting calculations of carbon di-

oxide emissions per person, consumption is rarely 

or never mentioned. But if this would be taken 

into consideration, the result of our consumption 

patterns shows that it is clear that it has a huge 

impact on carbon dioxide emissions (Wangel, 

2013). Finally, by Swedish consumption behavior 

and demand, other countries have to produce our 

goods and items. When taking this into consider-

ation, Sweden, and especially Stockholm, can no 

longer be addressed as a sustainable city.

MANUFACTURED LANDSCAPES
THE RESULT OF HYPER-CONSUMPTION

Photos by: Edwards Burtunsky, 2006



     You start by purchasing a membership for 
100 sek.

     In exchange you receive 3000 bytes which 
is an alternative, digital and local currency.

     In return, you have to add three needs and 
three wants in terms of goods and services.

     Then you will receive a common catalogue 
containing a collection of goods and services 
what all members have to offer.

     The prices are being set in the local 
currency, which can be predefined or set at the 
specific time of the trade.

     Members can now start to buy and sell with 
each other using the common catalogue and 
the credits given by their membership fee.
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LETS - LOCAL EXCHANGE TRADING SYSTEMS

     You live in the city and has no access to a 
space for farming.

     Later you decide to sign up on websites and 
social platforms that focus on sharing land, with 
the aim of utilizing land for food production. 

     You find a couple, living in a single house 
with an unused backyard or green space. The 
couple lacks time and knowledge of farming, 
but would like to have self-produced food.

     The couple offer the essential necessities 
such as soil, tools, seeds and water supply.

     You help out to utilize the land by offering 
labour in exchange.

     Later you and the couple then split up the 
harvest between each other. 

LANDSHARE - COMBINING WANTS AND NEEDS
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     There exist large digital libraries of open 
source files, for example furniture that either 
are for free or that can be purchased. 

     You find a chair that you like, which can be 
downloaded.

     You then bring the file to either a shared 
Fabrication lab or to a local manufacturer that 
can produce the chair using laser-cutter or 3d 
printer. 

     As a result you have been part in the 
production not only as a passive consumer, but 
rather as a participant of the production 
process.

1

2

3

4

COMMON BASED OPEN-SOURCE PRODUCTION

     You join a clothing-swapping company for  
600 sek.

     You then choose to borrow three clothing 
items for four weeks.

     For an additional fee of 100 sek, each piece 
of clothing can be extended for up to six 
months.

     You are responsible for keeping the clothes 
in good condition including washing. 

     If the clothes are damaged or lost, you will 
have to pay a fine.

PRODUCT SERVICE SYSTEMS - RENTALS AND SHARINGPEER-TO-PEER CONSUMPTION

COLLABORATIVE HOUSING - SHARING PROPERTY
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SOCIAL PLATTFORMS RATING SYSTEMS ENABLES TRUST

+ =

     You have a drill that you rarely use. 

     There are a websites and social platforms 
that focus on sharing items with other mem-
bers.

     Suddenly, one member wishes to borrow 
your drill. In return you will get 100 sek.

     A�erwards you rate the lender, based on 
how the trade went. This rating system helps 
maintaining a sense of trust, so that others can 
see if members are trustworthy.
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     You find a collaborative residential house 
that has a rentable apartment.

     You will participate during one occasion a 
month in common cooking and occasionally 
you are asked to help out with maintaining the 
common garden.

     As a result you will get the possibility to 
utilize the common and shared spaces.
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“We face a dilemma - wheter to follow our present course to the bitter end, acting 
as if there is no alternative, or to try something new” (Graham et al, 2013 p. 18).

“We face a dilemma - wheter to follow our present course to the bitter end, acting as if there is no 
alternative, or to try something new” (Graham et al, 2013 p. 18).

THE RESULT OF MARKET ECONOMY
Private ownership and the paradigm of economic 
growth has formed our notion of modernity as a 
linear economic development.

THE CONCEPT OF THE SHARING ECONOMY
Collective access helps shaping an economic system 
with interdependent trade of goods and services among 
individuals and communities. In other words, access is 
adressed better than private ownership.
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FORM OF SHARING

Theoretical 
framework

Reference project

Manual 
Step-by-step
Joining the
Sharing 
economy
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2. LÅNEGARDEROBEN - MIDSOMMARKRANSEN, STOCKHOLM: Operates like a library where members can loan clothes instead 
of the need to buy garments and turning them into a private possession. Photo by: Petter Cohen

2. LETS - KREUZBERG, BERLIN: A meeting with members of a LETS in Kreuzberg. The local currency is called Kreuzers. The currency 
is valued that 20 kreuzers is worth one hour, regardless the type of service. Photo by:  Sigrid Melchior

4. LANDSHARE - UK: Land share is a national movement of locally produced food in the UK with almost 70,000 members of either 
providers of land or growers. The community can be found in almost every region in the country. Other examples of countries where 
the community is growing is mainly in the US, Canada and Australia. Photo by: Malcolm Pinckney

5. FABRICATION LAB - TOULOUSE, FRANCE: This is a platform of digital manufacturing and innovation. The picture shows the 
result of cut outs, using a computer, laser-cutter or 3d-printer. Photo by: Artilect

6. MIETSHÄUSER SYNDIKAT, GERMANY: The Mietshäuser Syndikat is a form of collaborative organization based on solidar-
ity economy. Often the projects consist of already built apartments and homes, but there are exceptions. As for example, the 
Projekthaus Potsdam which is a self-organized housing example where residents have regain power, by building a house with 
collaborative funding. Photo by: Project Architecture Company

1. YERDLE.com Global (Mainly US) – Yerdle.com is an online based platform where members buy, sell and lend private goods among 
each other. Picture by: Matthew Canton

CATEGORIES
1. PEER-TO-PEER CONSUMPTION

2. PRODUCT-SERVICE SYSTEMS

3. LETS

4. LANDSHARING

5. COMMON BASED OPEN-SOURCE PRODUCTION

6. COLLABORATIVE HOUSING

SHARING ECONOMY

THE ISSUE OF TRUST 

Even if spatial conditions and urban lifestyles have changed throughout history, there is one concept that consumption and 

spaces (linked with to consumption) all have in common and handled, namely trust. Zukin (1998) raises a fundamental ques-

tion about this notion: “How can cities encourage trust among strangers”. She then continues by saying that “the private and 

market-oriented private sector seeks the answer in many forms of aesthetic design, security, surveillance and themed entertain-

ment. On the other hand, in the ethnical and diversified neighborhood, trust is created through interdependency and neigh-

borhood solidarity, and this is what urban lifestyles is all about” (Zukin, 1998 p. 836). Simultaneously, and what happens in our 

present society is that the integrated technology is commonly used elements in our life - where social media has fostered a 

situation where trust once again has found a new form. Maybe this notion of trust linked with our possibilities of technological 

interventions will determine whether our ability to change this road of endless consumption will occur or not.

Local exchange trading systems is a trading con-

cept that enables people to consume and trade 

with each other using a local (invented) currency. 

This system is especially useful for people that have 

limited access to money. LETS also manages to 

utilize skills, assets and items for exchange among 

its members (Graham et al, 2013). LETS can operate 

in different ways, using different currencies but “in 

all these complementary currency systems people 

are connecting more directly with each other than 

in the mainstream market with its anonymous pric-

ing system” (Graham et al, 2013 p. 121). In Stockholm 

there is a LETS called bytsbytesring.se which works 

by a person purchasing a membership fee of 100 

sek and in return gets 3000 byts, which is the lo-

cal currency that is being used. Members are also 

asked to place three demands of items or services 

that they wish to consume. But also, to offer three 

items and services that can be consumed by oth-

ers. They set or discuss the price in byts and as a 

result a larger catalogue of items and services is put 

together (bytsbytesring.se). The system works, with 

the approach that the more you share, the more 

likely you are to increase your capital, and the more 

you can consume within the system. And as a result 

fewer items are being used by a larger number of 

people.

Instead of giving away land for, to give an example, 

agricultural activities, Drescher (2001) argues that 

with respect of public interest in the sense of con-

servation of open space in cities it is important to not 

give away land of private ownership with the aim of 

urban agriculture. He continues by saying that land 

should be leased instead, due to that “[l]easehold 

is a limited right to use land for a specific time and 

a specific purpose often including protected ten-

ure with the right for prolongation and the right to 

transfer” (Drescher, 2001 p. 4).Land sharing is an 

example of idling capacity where unused land that 

ranges from small backyard gardens, spare agricul-

tural spaces of farms and non-utilized allotments is 

being used for farming (Botsamn & Rogers, 2010). 

For instance a landowner can offer essential capital 

like seeds, soil and equipment, and others contribute 

with working labor. The harvest is then split evenly. In 

other words, “[a] lot of us would love to grow food, 

but we lack one of the important things we need to 

do that. Some of us lack space, physical strength, 

time or tools or even just have a ‘brown thumb’ so 

it makes sense for us to group together” (Botsman, 

Rogers, 2010 p. 87).

Open-source production is a form of collaboration 

that differs from traditional production in two main 

aspects. First, individuals take action over the pro-

cess instead of a traditional organization. The line of 

production could therefore be seen as being decen-

tralized. Second, money is not per se the main moti-

vation; it is instead driven by social reputation. It is a 

digital network of common-based production which 

is the result and product of sharing knowledge and 

information. Also, peer production brings individuals 

to identify tasks that can be suitable for themselves 

(Yochai, 2006). One of the most famous platforms of 

common based production is Wikipedia, which oper-

ates in a way that users together build up a library of 

knowledge. Another example of bringing collabora-

tive production into real products is Opendesk.cc 

which is a global and digital platform where users can 

download open, accessible and printable items such 

as chairs, tables and even houses. The blueprints can 

later be taken into a local producer, often named a 

FabLab (fabrication lab) where the digital file is pro-

duced. This new form of design and production line 

intersect with the ideas of collaborative consumption 

in the sense that “the consumer moves from being a 

passive receiver to an active participant” (Botsman & 

Rogers, 2010 p. 188).

Collaborative housing or co-housing is a form of 

living where residents share facilities, like for ex-

ample having a common kitchen for common meals, 

workshops, guest rooms, exercise rooms and saunas. 

This housing model advocate less private space than 

in a normal apartments, since residents share spaces 

which is not case in a non-collective living (Vestbro, 

2012). It also implies an important component of de-

signing a community economy. The authors of “Take 

back the economy: an ethical guide for transform-

ing our communities” (2013) argue that commoning 

property is a method of reclaiming and redefining 

the who to we which means that “we establish pro-

tocols for sharing access to and use of this property, 

as well as shouldering its care and how benefits 

are to be distributed” (Graham et al, 2013 p. 138). 

Also, commoning property is a way of redefining 

the issue of private ownership and instead it can 

be a state-owned property or owned by a group of 

individuals in a cooperative organization. This form 

of ownership relies on that groups living in these 

fulfill a certain level of care and responsibility for the 

community to function (Graham et al, 2013).

This model is not a peer-to-peer system where indi-

viduals offer items or services to consume. Instead 

profit-oriented companies offer a sharing service. 

Zip car for example, is one of the leading and fastest 

growing companies within the field of sharing. It is 

being made possible by technological devices and 

booking platforms, making the system almost self-

managed. It is possible to see where cars are located 

and by using electronic cards and a smartphone a car 

can be booked by simply standing outside it and then 

the user gains access to the car. What defines the 

service of car sharing is that “they represent an alter-

native to private vehicle ownership that provides ac-

cess to a car when walking, cycling or public transit is 

not possible or convenient” (Katzev, 2003 p. 67). Prod-

uct service-systems can be used for many different 

shared items or services. Another example is sharing 

of clothes. By paying a membership clothes can be 

shared like loaning books at a library. As for instance 

“Lånegarderoben” in Midsommarkransen (Stockholm) 

operates by the principle that if you pay a member-

ship fee of 600 sek you are able to borrow clothes 

for a couple of weeks or with an additional fee rent 

them for up to 6 months. The benefit with this system 

is that it gives access to clothes without the need to 

own and turning them into a private possession.

Peer-to-peer consumption or peer-to-peer renting 

enables people to consume without having to buy 

things. People can therefore make money on their 

possessions by idling capacity of unused things 

that can be rented for by others (Botsman & Rog-

ers, 2010). The lists of things that can be shared are 

almost endless, but there are some key problems 

with this form of renting. One aspect is that it has to 

be convenient for people to want to share and rent 

from each other and that that it is more cost-efficient 

to rent than to individually own. Often these conflicts 

are dealt with through social platforms, where a large 

number of consumers can be reached. The system 

often works on a local scale, in the sense that we 

do not want to travel too far to rent what we need. 

Besides that social platforms enables us to reach 

a large variety of consumption choices, within the 

transaction there is demand that you often leave a 

deposit which also can work as insurance if the items 

are lost or stolen. In the end what makes peer-to-

peer consumption function well is reviews and rating 

tools that enable individuals to judge what can be 

shared in good faith, based on previous ratings. 

These platforms or peer-to-peer rental companies 

often charge 6 % commission on every transaction 

(Botsman & Rogers, 2010 p. 108).

JOINING THE SHARING ECONOMY



1

2

3
4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

T

T

T

LARGE SCALE HOUSING

METRO STATION
CONSUMPTION
SCHOOL / DAYCARE
SMALL SCLAE HOUSING

SPORTS

RETRIVED FROM: DET FRAMTIDA STOCKHOLM 1945

ALLOTMENTS

CHURCH

GUBBÄNGSFÄLTET

HÖKARÄNGEN

GUBBÄNGEN

POWERLINE

ÖRBYLEDEN

FOTBALL PRACTICE

FOTBALL PITCH

RESIDENTIAL BUILDING

METROLINE

TRAIN TRACKS MAYOR/REGIONAL ROADSTHE SITE SURROUNDING SUBURBS SIMILAR AREAS

1. Starting the walk 2. Hökarängen city-center 3. Örbyleden

10. Back in Hökarängen

4. Crossing Örbyleden

7. Gubbängsfältet 9. Gubbängsfältet8. Gubbängen center

11. Crossing the metro line 12. Back from where the walk started 

6. Small forest area on Gubbängsfältet5. Moving towards Gubbängsfältet

Gubbängsfältet is a green space dividing the suburbs Gubbängen and 

Hökarängen. Initially, when the two areas were planned during 1939-1943 

the idea was to integrate the two areas by exploiting the field with hous-

ing. Instead the field was left and as a result, and by intention, a border 

between the two areas was formed. The initial concept with the areas was 

a result of English urban planning ideals of for instance community centers. 

It was planned as a reaction towards anonymity and isolation, which were 

burgeoning problems in the city center in Stockholm. As a result, Hökarän-

gen and Gubbängen were planned with ideas of the importance of having 

a local community. The aim was that democracy should be strengthened 

by the sense of local belonging and encouraging cooperation among the 

inhabitants (Stockholm Gatu- och Fastighetskontor, 2002).

The notion of having access to collective facilities had a central role in the 

Stockholm comprehensive plan from 1945. However, spaces were to be de-

signed with the approach to support housewife’s, since rarely 30 % of mar-

ried women in Stockholm at the time had full-time work, obviously besides 

duties in relation to the home (Det framtida Stockholm, 1945). As a result, it 

was stated that the city should provide common and shared facilities since 

a lot of work in relation to the home was done outside the private sphere. 

Also, one solution to this was to improve collaborative living where services 

as for instance daycare, common laundry rooms and restaurants should 

improve the situation. Collaborative living was seen at the time as merely an 

issue for improving living standard for families with children. 

LOCATION: In-between Gubbängen and Hökarängen. 19 min with 

the Metro from the city-center.

INHABITANTS IN GUBBÄNGEN: 5464.

INHABITANTS IN HÖKARÄNGEN: 9 222.

MAIN CHARACTER: Open green spaces.

FUNCTIONS: Church (Söderledskyrkan) + parking spaces, a resi-

dential house + parking spaces, powerline, allotments (Gubbän-

gens fritidsgårdar, 100 farming plots), Gubbängshallen, daycare, 

school and football fields. 

ACTIVITIES: Ekens cup (Annual outdoor handball tournament) 

Football practice.

SIZE AREA: 27, 4 ha

CURRENT AIM OF DEVELOPMENT: Current proposal ordered 

from Stockholm Stad, conducted by Rosenbergs Arkitekter AB 

(VARG) / Nivå landskapsarkitektur AB, 2012. The Overall aim with 

the project is to reprogram the field into a park with a variety of 

sport activities, housing and recreational spaces.   

OVERALL TENSION - GENTRIFICATION: Hökarängen has gone 

through a development phase carried out by Stockholmshem, the 

project – Hållbara Hökarängen (Sustainable Hökarängen) – with an 

overall purpose of having collaboration with local residents and 

businesses and seek solutions that will reduce the use of energy 

and resources (hållbarahökarängen, 2014). However, words have 

been spoken that this development has rather led to upgrading 

the area with the result of making Hökarängen more attractive and 

as a result this has led to a process of gentrification. 

CASE STUDY - GUBBÄNGSFÄLTET
THE SITE

STOCKHOLM COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 1945

SENSE OF PLACE - TAKING A WALK

LOCATION AND DATA THE VISON OF THE SUBURBS-1945



GIVING AWAY WANT TO HAVE

= THE ITEM HAS SWAPPED OWNER 

RETRIVED FROM: BOTSAMN AND ROGERS, 2011

LIBRARY 1. Sofa 
2 Table 
3 Flowers
4 Sneakers 
5 Lampshade 
6. Computer Monitor 
7. Children's Clothing 
8. Lamp 
9. Headband 
10 Armchair 
11. Bedcover 
12. Vinegar Essence
13. Jeans 
14. Book - Beauty box 
15. Moving boxes 
16. Fridge 
17. Book - Photography
18. Shelf 
19. Car seat 
20. Stering Wheel for Stroller 
21. Mixed Films 
22. Childers Overall 
23. Car Battery Charger 
24. Mugs 
25. Picture Frame 
26. Tent 
27. Sleeping bag 
28. Sleeping pad
29. Kids Boots 
30. Mixed  Magazines
31. Gruel 
32. Plates
33. Potty
34. Stroller 
35. Tablespoons for children 
36. Computer Mouse 
37. Keyboard 
38. Backpack 
39. Lucia Linen 
40. Baby Clothing 
41. videos 
42. Jeans 
43. Sweaters 
44. Glasses 
45. TV 
46. Bed 
47. Sport Equipment 
48. Dvd Player 
49. Mc Helmet 
50. Skates for Children

1. Skates for Children 
2. Booster seat 
3. Dollhouses 
4. Mp3 Player
5. Borrowing money 
6. Computer Monitor 
7. Moss 
8. Stud chairs 
9. Hobby Horse 
10. Piano 
11. Light Strings 
12. Music Stand 
13. Shoe rack 
14. Sofa 
15. Bed 
16. Board game 
17. TV series - Chuck 
18. Skates
19. Kitchen 
20. Table 
21. Pushchair 
22. Wood plate for painting 
23. Humidifiers 
24. Dog leash
25. Autocad 2010 So�ware 
26. Mac book Air Charger 
27. Kitchen Sofa 
28. Stroller 
29. Bed legs 
30. Walking sticks 
31. Curtains 
32. Moving boxes 
33. Doll
34. Blender 
35. Aquarium 
36. Mattress 
37. Scalpel 
38. Winter Boots 
39. Iphone charger 
40. Round-table 
41. Rug 
42. Black rock 
43. Digital-set
44. Princess Dress 
45. Hat rack
46. Acupressure Mat 
47. Football 
48. Juicer 
49. Sled 
50. Yarn

Petra
To all people living in Hökarängen
“What do you think of setting up a swapping space in a 
basement in Hökis?
Who would like to participate of finding a space in some kind of 
basement that is not being utilized, which we might be able to 
borrow from Stockholmshem or Familjebostäder?
There could be five persons that has access to keys and in 
collaboration support each other of operate this. It could be 
open for instance two times a week.
Would this work?” 

Mia
“Nice initiative” 

Zarah
“Awsome!!!” 

Petra
“Waiting for Stockholmshem to respond” 

Petra
“Hi                !
We would like to use a space so that people living in Höka-
rängen could swing by and drop of things that they do not use 
and pick up new bargains. For example, it can be clothes, shoes, 
books, magazines, kitchen articles etc. No furniture, but there 
will be hanging a pin-board where you could post furniture that 
you would like to get rid of.

The swapping space opening hours could be for example 
Tuesdays 17.30-19:00 and Sundays 15.00-16.00

Response from Stockholmshem
It sounds like a great idea, which me and colleague will look 
further into and see if we could find a solution.       is the project 
managers of a detailed study of environmental improvements in 
Hållbara Hökarängen where we are investigating how tenants 
can reduce the use of resources. 

We are at the moment looking into our waste management. 
More recycling and less things that is being thrown away is of 
course important to reduce our need of resources.  It is there-
fore, great to see that there exist an engagement about this 
topic in Hökarängen. Likewise, we have had ideas that there 
should exist spaces for “gi�ing corners” in our recycling facilities. 
Hopefully, this would become something we could try, but it is 
still very uncertain. “ 

Petra
“It does not feel to promising, since the idea was that we would 
have a common space. I will talk to Familjebostäder and see if 
they are interested :)”

“Hoping! We have proposed a similar idea, but they wore not 
that excited. Then I started our swapping corner in the laundry 
room. Hopefully, this time they are more interesting of the idea.” 

Hasse
“The problem with having a swapping space is that you will 
also have to deal with moving stuff that nobody wants and 
that only will be le�. I am not so sure that Stockholmshem 
would like that you throw stuff in the garbage room so that 
there will be an additional fee for them. So, you have set up 
rules of what you can leave, in what condition, so that you are 
not collecting garbage…”

Petra
“I have thought about that no broken things should be 
allowed. Also, we have a flea market in the city center that the 
stuff can be taken to.” 

Dunja
“Yessss!” 

Elemer
There is also second hand shops that picks up stuff. Hoping it 
is manageable! Would be great 

My
“I can easily be responsible of empty the space of stuff every 
third month and recycle everything, both to second hand 
shops and recycling centers.” 

Konstapotektet Hökarängen
“It sounds amazing! We have discussed about this, maybe we 
can host something like this every Sunday” 

Petra
“Next step is to contact Familjebostäder” 

Elmer
“Hoping! I would happily help” 

Petra
“Just received an answer from Familjebostäder: Hi Petra!

Have to apologize for our late reply. We have at the moment 
no suitable space for this kind of activity

Regards 
Familjeböstäder”

Sanja
“Fun initiative.  I have had a similar idea and got help setting 
up a swapping table in the laundry room at Cigarrvägen. The 
table is just at the entrance, so that visitors of Konsthall C can 
utilize it. Also, when the exhibition hall is open for the public, 
anybody should be able to enter. The laundry room is very 
spacious and is at the moment only used as an exhibition of 
old washing machines. Maybe this room can be used to 
extend the swapping opportunities. The basic notion of 
having a swapping table has already been accepted by the 
landlord. In that case, a solution about how the public can 
have access. What do say about that?” 

Petra
“An excellent idea !” 
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The aim of mapping the area has been to investigate if there are any sorts of sharing activities that takes 

place surrounding Gubbängsfältet. Visible economies are defined as forms of sharing that could be spot-

ted on site when walking around in the area. Temporary economies are forms of sharing that have been 

withdrawn from informal interviews and by searching for product-service systems online.

After mapping the visible economies it became clear that the sharing economy often takes place on digital platforms 

and therefore cannot be spotted. As a result, the mapping strived to see what forms of sharing were conducted on-

line. This study has been made by following a local swapping/gifting group, by bringing in discussions from the site. 

The study also followed a discussion among its members talking about the lack of a shared space.

MAPPING SHARING ECONOMY
UNDERSTANDING

THE METHOD MAPPING A LOCAL FACEBOOK GROUP
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Institutions can be defined as a phenomenon of social order and behavior within a specific community. An 

institution can differ in scale and takes place in different environments and situations as for example, gov-

ernments, universities, the family and our common language. However a typically used term used to define 

the meaning of institutions has been made by Turner (1997) he claims that institutions can be seen as “a 

complex of positions, roles, norms and values lodged in particular types of social structures and organizing 

relatively stable patters of human activity with respect to fundamental problems in producing life-sustaining 

resources, in reproducing individuals, and in sustaining viable societal structures within a given environ-

ment” (Turner 1997 p. 6). 

Institutions are a type of human orga-

nization that arrives from collective 

action within a situation of principles. 

People within an institution have 

interdependent relations with each 

other since they obtain common ben-

efits from collective action (Ostrom, 

1990).  According to Ostrom (1990) 

there are certain design guidelines 

that should be followed in order to 

construct a successful institution. 

1. If land within the co-housing area is not used it must be rented out by land  

 sharing so that others outside the institution can utilize it.

2. No parking spaces will be provided for privately owned cars within the insti- 

 tution.

3. However, if a car is shared with a minimum of 4 persons/households cars can  

 be parked within the institution.

4. When entering the institution, members are automatically embedded in the  

 local exchange trading system. The member is offered 3000 byts (a local and  

 digital currency) with which he or she can trade.

5. Membership cannot be granted unless the member provides three items or  

 three services into the local exchange trading systems that could be traded  

 with other members. 

6. If a member wishes to use the common spaces he or she must participate  

 and in exchange offer labor to the program the member seeks to join. For  

 instance the shared kitchen area, the common workshop or the greenhouse.  

 The members themselves define how much time that is needed from the  

 member for each program.

7. Product-service systems that would like start their organization or service  

 is only allowed to do so in the sharing center. Each company has to seek per 

 mission by the sharing institution.

8. The institution provides a basic steel-framework in which land is rented out  

 for product-service systems with a principle of three-dimensional real es- 

 tates. Rent has to be paid to the economic association. 

“The purpose and aim of an economic association is to facilitate economic interest by 

economic organization in which members participate.”

1 As consumers or as other customers

2 As suppliers

3 By own work effort

4 By availing the association’s services

5 Otherwise similarly

    Source: Law (1987:667) concerning economic associations 1 chapter 1§ 

How to create an economic association of sharing 

The list of content is retrieved from Law (1987:667) concerning economic associations 

2   2 §. These paragraphs have to be fulfilled in order to start an economic associa-

tion. This is an example how a sharing institution could be designed in order to set up 

the framework of a defined boundary following the principles withdrawn from Ostrom 

(1990).

Name: The sharable city.

Location: Gubbängsfältet, The municipality of Stockholm.

The purpose: Design urban lifestyles with less need of consumption, decrease 

of private ownership and in return gain of having collective access. The overall 

goal with the institution is to reduce the ecological footprint that is the result of 

consumption. This institution will offer different collaborative housing possibili-

ties. Also, members will have access to both services and goods, provided by 

the institution. 

The work effort: How many common spaces the member wishes to utilize de-

pends on how much the user wishes to contribute with the exchange of labor. 

The work effort can differ within each program/common space and it is the 

members that decide how much time should be spent within each shared space.

Fees: The land is leased by the municipality of Stockholm. Rents and income will 

be used to uphold that contract. Fees are charged from rents withdrawn from 

each household and from external companies in the form of product service 

systems. 

Board members: The board has to consist of at least three board members who 

are responsible with governing maintaining the economic association. There 

should, besides board members, also be an accountant, taking responsibility 

over the economic assets that the sharing institution possess.

Time and date of election: Board members will be chosen by the community, 

through the board at the start of each year. Anybody within the institution can 

participate in the election.

Meetings: The economic association of the Shareable city should meet at least 

12 times during a year. 

The agenda of the sharable city: The main thing that the board will discuss is 

how the institution can be developed. For instance what tools or equipment that 

are lacking, or what collectively owned can be maintained and repaired. 

The fiscal year: At the start of each year

Distribution of profit: If the economic association makes a profit, it will transfer 

back into the community. It will be used for maintenance, repairs, or to purchase 

sharable items that are needed for the sharing community to operate. 

Monitoring

The sharing institution has to be able to audit behavior within 

the institution. However this will not be done by any external 

actors but by the participants themselves.  

Sanctions

If members do not follow the rules set up by the institution, 

they will be warned. If the member over an extensive period 

of time does not participate, or ignores the rules, the institu-

tion can choose to exclude that member depending on the 

seriousness of the offense. 

Solve conflicts

The institution should be able to tackle complaints from and 

between members. This also implies that the institution should 

be able to handle external complaints from actors outside the 

association. 

Right to organize

The rules set up by the institution is not be threatened be 

external actors. The local rules are to be respected by gov-

ernmental authorities. Informal rules are needed for people to 

organize and take collective action.

ADMINISTRATION

COLLECTIVE CHOICESETTING LOCAL RULES

BOUNDARIES - AN ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION1

2

4 5 6 7
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KUNSTSTAD - AMSTERDAM
The design proposal seeks to design and gather the shar-

ing programs in a cluster. The idea is to provide a steel 

framework in which a variety of the sharing programs 

can be implemented. It works as a modular system, which 

people living in the area can utilize, but also by giving ac-

cess of sharing for the entire Stockholm region.

URBANA VILLOR - MALMÖ
One key aspect of the sharing economy to be able to 

take shape is a critical mass and that people have a col-

laborative lifestyle. Urbana Villor is a co-housing proj-

ect in which the inhabitants design and build the entire 

house. It represents a new form of residential houses, 

where a sense of collaborative lifestyle is important for it 

to operate. 

TEMPELHOF - BERLIIN
Tempelhof is an inspiring project and can be seen as a 

successful result of leaving large open spaces, which has 

become a shared public space (instead of being exploited 

by private interest) where a variety of recreational activi-

ties occur. Tempelhof is used as a reference project with 

the aim of trying to keep as much open space of Gubbän-

gsfältet as possible, due to that it would be a contradic-

tion to exploit the entire field since it is already a shared 

space.

PROPOSAL - STARTING AN INSTITUTION OF SHARING

1. BOUNDARIES

2. LOCAL RULES

3. COLLECTIVE CHOICE

CHRISTIANIA - COPENHAGEN
A community of self-management and collective participation

DESIGN - STRATEGIES

DESIGNING A SHARING INSTITUTION

HOW TO CREATE AN INSTITUTION

SPATIAL ORGANIZATION REFERENCES WHAT CAN BE CONSUMED

REFERENCE
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HOUSING AREA (floors)
1.  Apartment block (4)
2.  Townhouses (1-2)
3.  LETS (1)
4.  Shared kitchen (1)
5.  Sauna (1)
6.  Landshare
7.  Workshops (1)

THE SHARING CENTER 1-2 floors
14.  Car sharing
15.  Rentable bikes
16.  Clothing library
17.  Tools library
18.  Sporting equipment
19.  Toys / Baby items

8.  Car sharing
9.  Workshop (1)
10. Day care (1)
11.  Laundry room (1)
12.  Greenhouse (1)
13.  Bike room (1)

20.  Rentable furniture
21.  Fabrication labs
22.  Co-working spaces
23.  Local distribution

LEGEND
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The purpose with the Structure Plan is to transform the 

framework of the economic association by dividing spaces 

on Gubbängsfältet, through conducting possibilities for the 

institution to operate. The plan does not order actual build-

ing types, scale or height. Rather, it demonstrates where 

functions such as housing, common spaces and product-

service systems can be implemented. Also, the plan has 

been conducted with inspiration from Ostroms (1990) design 

principles of how to create an institution. The plan should be 

addressed as a long-term perspective where the entire field 

does not have to be exploited. On the other hand, the Struc-

ture Plan seeks to illustrate how the institution can grow over 

time. In other words, if more members would join and partici-

pate within the economic association the plan provides how 

it can be extended. As a result of creating boundaries and 

collective participation arrangements, the field has been di-

vided into 14 areas of representation. Finally, the aim is not to 

design nor control all spaces, since it will derive by members 

of the institution, to shape and organize suitable structures 

within the framework of the Structure Plan. 

DESIGN EXPLANATION

REFERENCE

STRUCTURE PLAN

DETAILED STUDY

DESIGNING A SHARING INSTITUTION

SCALE 1:500
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“The future needs to be constructed. It has been demolished by neoliberal capitalism and

reduced to a cut-price promise of greater inequality, conflict, and chaos. This collapse in the

idea of the future is symptomatic of the regressive historical status of our age, rather than, as

cynics across the political spectrum would have us believe, a sign of sceptical maturity. What

accelerationism pushes towards is a future that is more modern – an alternative modernity

that neoliberalism is inherently unable to generate” (Williams and Srinicek, 2013 p. 6).
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PROGRAMS


