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title | URBAN HOMESTEADING DEMONSTRATION
tags |
case study | UHD program
summary |  Vacant  government  owned  properties  are  sold  to  householders  for  a  dollar, 
providing they occupy then for at least three years while bringing them to CODE STANDARDS. The hope of 
program is that the existence of homesteading activities would reassure non-participating homeowners  
about the future of the neighborhood enough to cause them to improve their own homes and to remain in  
their location, and at the same time to attract new middle-income families.
Criteria of selection of the areas:

• neighborhood in early stage of declining (to maximize UHD impact)
• cities where commitment are done to improve quality of public services and facilities

evaluation scans 1970-1980 period. Results and findings:
• evidence of turning from RENTAL to OWNER occupancy
• popular  conviction  that  UHD  could  lead  to  GENTRIFICATION  and  extrusion  of  low-income 

homesteaders
• it's not clear how UHD actually affected the renewal process of the areas

players/policies |
• U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) – main promoter
• Urban Systems Research & Engineering (USR&E) – evaluation survey

graphic |

critic |
• is the aim to promote massive middle class in-migration (gentrification) in which case there 

might be displacement of existing residents? - in this case UHD is a success
• Is  the goal the stabilization ensuring that these moving into the community are similar to 
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these departing? - in this case UHD is a failure

title | CONTAINMENT POLICY AND ABANDONMENT ISSUE
tags |
case study |
summary |  Containment  policy  aims  to  put  abandoned  parcels  to  some  productive  use 
outside the low-income housing market. Although the general waning of the interest, if implemented with 
Homesteading programs, this kind of policy could represent a strategical tool for the urban abandonment 
issue. This implementation needs three conditions:

• CITYWIDE SURVEILLANCE system to locate abandonments and prevents vandalization problems
• STREAMLINED PROPERTY TRANSFER procedures to simplify acquisition of the lots
• SUBSTANTIAL SUBSIDIES to the homesteaders

The weak points of this approach:
• if the filtering model is valid, low-quality housing will be abandoned as incomes rise and new 

housing is built. No control on abandonment dynamics
• without subsidies poor families actually can not afford rehab costs (averagely 10,000$ per house)

players/policies | 
link | http://www.jstor.org/stable/40719512 
critic |

title | LAKELAND CITY URBAN HOMESTEADING PROGRAM
tags |
case study | Lakeland City, Polk County (FL)
summary | The Homesteading program for Lakeland City is part of the Annual Action Plan, 
that outlines the activities which will be undertaken during the program year beginning June 1, 2011 and  
ending May 31, 2012 using Federal funds granted to the City of Lakeland by the U.S. Department of  
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) under the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), Home 
Investment Partnership (HOME), and Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) programs. The 
aimed  target  of  this  plan  are  “low  and  moderate  income  residents,  neighborhoods  with  high  
concentrations of low and moderate income residents, and the city as a whole”1.
Aims and tasks |

• provide Decent Housing;
◦ Preserve and maintain affordable housing by correcting substandard housing conditions;
◦ Increase  home  ownership  opportunities  for  low  to  moderate  income  individuals  through 

affordable homes construction & down payment assistance;
◦ Increase  rental  housing  units  through  partnerships  with  the  public  housing  authority  and 

private sector investors;
◦ assist  in the provision of persons and/or families at risk of  becoming homeless and those 

homeless to obtain affordable housing.
• provide a Suitable Living Environment;

◦ Improve safety and livability of neighborhoods;
◦ Improve  housing  and  neighborhood  conditions  for  homeowners  and  renters  through  code 

enforcement;
◦ Provide infrastructure improvements, including streets and sidewalks;
◦ Increase access to quality facilities and services.

• expand Economic Opportunities;
◦ Empower low income persons to achieve self-sufficiency;
◦ Assist in providing employment opportunities to low income persons in areas affected by those 

programs and activities covered by the Plan.
players/policies | 

• Community Development Block Grant (CDBG): annual based funding. It focused in several actions 
infrastructural and public services.  Part of the funds are given to  non-profit agencies for public 
services with such programs as Boys & Girls Clubs, Salvation Army, Volunteer in Service to the 
Elderly, and Parks and Recreation Programs.

• State Housing Initiative Partnership (SHIP) and Home Investment Partnership Program (HOME): 

1 Community Development Department Neighborhood Services Division Housing Section, Lakeland City One Year Action Plan, April 
4, 2011
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the two funds programs provide housing rehabilitation and home purchase assistance for the lower 
income clients. Each of them is given to different levels. The home purchase assistance program 
has assisted buyers on vacant lots dispersed throughout the City. | HOME funding: 227 persons | 
SHIP funding: 318 persons (from 2000 to 2009)

• Impact Fee Reimbursement  and Impact Fee Waiver:  housing incentives to allow applicants to 
meet the requirements of SHIP

• Model Block Program for the Mid-Town CRA: it is a program, providing down-payment and closing 
cost assistance in partnership with a private lender initiative, intended to construct new, single-
family, affordable homes in an architectural style similar to that which exists in the neighborhood. 
This will allow the units to blend into the neighborhood and minimize gentrification around the 
location of the new homes.

• Keystone  Challenge  Fund,  Inc.:  designed  as  Community  Housing  Development  Organization 
(CHDO), it is a non-profit  organization dedicated to  counseling and  assisting low to moderate 
income families in financing purchases (mostly through private banks) for a housing.

• Lakeland Housing Authority and Community Development survey:  survey to identify vacant lots 
located in  the two of the poorest  neighborhoods. These neighborhoods are target for efforts to 
assemble and/or sell lots for redevelopment.

• Urban Homesteading Program: its aim is to infill housing development in the City-owned vacant 
inventory, where  property has marketable title and all back taxes have been paid in full. These 
lots shall be available for sale for $1,000 to households that will construct single family housing 
and maintain same as their principal residence. Purchasers can be of any income range to create a 
better mix of incomes in inner-city neighborhoods where most vacant lots are located.

• Neighborhood Stabilization funds: granted from the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008, 
its goal is to purchase foreclosed homes for renovation and resale to clients at 120% and below of 
the Area Median Income (AMI). The program will concentrate its efforts on the neighborhoods with 
the  highest  rate  of  foreclosed  homes,  highest  percentage  of  homes  financed  by  subprime 
mortgage loans, and areas most likely to face a significant rise in the rate of home foreclosed  
homes.

• Code  Enforcement  Division:  its  task  is  to help  neighborhoods  to maintain  or  improve  their 
property values by enforcing minimum housing codes, zoning codes and provisions related to lot 
clean-up. Due to improved use of technology, code violations are found and cited more quickly,  
potentially resulting in quicker resolution of the problem.

glossary |
• Urban  Homesteading: Households  purchasing  City  owned  vacant  infill  residential  lots  and 

constructing single family dwellings thereon for their family’s principal residence (homestead) or 
households purchasing foreclosed single family dwellings owned by the City for the purpose of 
their family’s principal residence (homestead).

• Eligible household: Eligible households must meet credit and income requirements as required by 
any first mortgage lender, not currently own a residential property (including mobile homes), and 
must  agree  to  live  in  the  residence  as  their  principal  residence  and  maintain  their  Urban 
Homestead as a single-family residence for a minimum of ten (10) years. The head of household 
must be at least 21 years of age and attend approved homebuyer education classes. In the case of  
houses to be sold, household size must fit the size of the house, generally no more than two 
persons per bedroom.

link |  http://www.lakelandgov.net/commdev/Housing/Programs/CDBG.aspx
graphic | 
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critic |
Are economic and financial dimensions enough to embrace the complexity of assessing homing issue, 
even within institutional and administrative framework?
How to implement social issues and topics in such system?

title | ADMINISTRATIVE MODELS OF URBAN HOMESTEADING
tags |
aims and tasks |
summary |  main  theory  of  homesteading  programs:  “home  ownership  can  intervene 
successfully  to reverse  the trend of growing abandonment and blight”2.  The abandonment issue and 
decline of neighborhood is seen as a product of disinvestment. In such a way the problem of neighborhood  
renewal is embedded in a limited economic-financial perspective and aim is focused in returning parcels 
to a tax-producting status
It is possible to find three main models for homesteading programs:

• MODEL A:
◦ the program being part of a larger department encompassing housing programs
◦ shared resources
◦ each house acquired is placed in the most appropriate program

• MODEL B:
◦ program located within the tax department and operates

• MODEL C:
◦ independent program

case study | 
players/policies | 
glossary | 
link | http://www.jstor.org/stable/974824
graphic |

2 Anne, Rivin Zelma (1977), Administrative Models of Urban Homesteading, in Public Administration Review, Vol. 37, No. 3 (May – 
Jun., 1977), pp. 286-290, published by Wiley on behalf of the American Society for Public Administration
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critic |

title | WALKER LANDING
tags | environmental sustainability, affordable housing, multiple financial supports
case study | Eden Housing project in Hayward, Northern California Bay Area, U.S.
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main reference |
World Habitat Awards Building and Social Housing Foundation, Housing Affordability and Financing

summary |  Eden is  a  not-for-profit  provider of  housing services  established in 1968 and 
completed in 2008. Its task is to provide high quality affordable homes for vulnerable households3. Within 
it Walker Landing presents a housing development project with 78 affordable dwellings in Hayward, North 
California. The site lies on a former pickle plant site, with several issues due to soil pollution.According to 
inclusionary housing policies these units are extrapolated from new rental housing development, whose 
land is provided by private developers. Financial issues are partially covered by  partnerships between 
agencies and by the private developers, in addition to their land concessions for the affordable housing 
units. The ongoing costs are completely granted by the rents.
aims and tasks |

• Giving to low-income families well-managed and affective housing perspectives and possibilities,  
through improving the infrastructures and the supporting services.

• Developing a model for inclusive housing partnership with local construction enterpreneurships
players |

• Eden Housing Inc
• City of Hayard
• La Vista LLC (DeSilva Group) 

policies |
• City of Hayard inclusionary housing policy
• Fair Housing & Reasonable Accommodation

link | http://edenhousing.org/edenhousing.asp?page=91&PropertyID=112
graphic |
critic |  Taking into account a context affected by scarcity of public funds, the Walker 
Landing project is a successful case study for affordable houses to low-income families. As well it achieves 
important results in terms of environmental issues, for  one of its main  purposes is the converting of a 
polluted soil into a pleasant and vibrant neighborhood and propose a sustainable housing typology.  Even 
neighbor social activities are implemented and encouraged, in a way to promote the quality of life, in 
terms of children education, crime preservation and social support.

title | 990 POLK STREET
tags | 
case study | 990 Polk Street Senior Apartments, San Francisco, U.S.
summary |  The project takes place in one of the most challenging contexts in USA. San 
Francisco has such a high cost of living that most of the people access rented apartment. Moreover it has  
the  highest  rate  of  homelessness  in  the  whole  United  States,  showing  the  great  disparity  occurring  
between higher and lower social classes. The site lies in a densely populated neighborhood, as well as one 
of the mostly crime-affected. TNDC's inventory keeps 30 buildings, dedicated to vulnerable social strata, 
including disables, mentally ill and HIV-positive residents. The program includes also services, supporting 
activities and amenities targeted to meet their specific needs, making urban space and social life more  
accessible  and  affordable.  The  subsidy  prompted  for  the  intervention,  the  Local  Operating  Subsidy 
Program, is based on the premise that if homeless people are housed, they will require fewer health and  
other public services, and the savings derived there can be used to subsidize the rents4. 
aims and tasks |

• to provide safe and affordable housing with support services for low-income older population of a 
local community, mostly with health and mental problems

• include in the social life the most neglected and vulnerable social strata, generally relegated in 
specific structures divorced from the social context

players |
• Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation (TNDC)
• San Francisco Department of Public Health
• Citizens Housing Corporation

policies |
• Mental Health Services Act Housing Program
• Local Operating Subsidy Program (LOSP)

link | http://www.tndc.org/property/990-polk-street/
critic |  The most  important lesson  from the TNDC is  the attempt to overwhelm the 

3 World Habitat Awards Building and Social Housing Foundation, Housing Affordability and Financing report
4 World Habitat Awards Building and Social Housing Foundation, Homelessness
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tendency of holding vulnerable people off from the social context. The task is to put in place an inclusive 
process involving the most neglected and vulnerable social strata within the daily social life, avoiding to 
overcrowd specific structures, such as hospitals and rehab community, divorced from the social context. 
The  inclusivity  of  the  urban  context  becomes  in  this  manner  the  actual  core  of  the  intervention. 
Implementation of retail spaces for small-scale economic activities moreover gives an ulterior help to 
promote a more sustainable and inclusive quality of life, although it should required a deeper and more 
careful planning. One of the weakest point appeared to be the time needed to meet interests and needs 
of potential  commercial  activities. However the success of  the project  led to starts other 12 similar 
experiences, becoming a pilot-project assessing broader scales than local. On a national scale the project  
shows  that  formerly  homeless  and  low-income older  persons  can  be  housed  in  an  energy-efficient,  
attractive building in a good location in a central neighborhood of one of the largest cities in the US5.

Title | STREETS TO HOMES
tags |
case study | Toronto, Canada
summary |  The initiative aims the ambitious goal  to solve the issue of  homelessness in 
Toronto. The programme wants to push for an inclusivity within the urban spatial and social space for the 
homeless people, avoiding to localize and centralize specific areas dedicated to the project. Conversely 
the S2H program gives the client to choose the most fitting house for his preferences and needs. A great 
effort also put into ensuring that follow-up support is available for the client and to the landlord and that  
any problem experienced are addressed in  the early  stages6.  Indeed the  S2H has  is  most  innovative 
feature in being a versatile, custom and tailored-on-clients program.
The process is set up in 7 steps:

• S2H staff itself takes the initiative to contact the eligible candidate. In so doing the Institution has 
an active important role in recruiting the clients, in a way to solve immediately the first issue,  
that is housing the homeless. However the decision of joining the program is up to the candidate.

• Only when the client decide to apply bureaucracy starts. Demographics information are gathered 
and contact with S2H staff is given.

• S2H staff develop housing options for the client.
• S2H  staff  help  the  client  take  care  of  outstanding  issues,  such  as  her/his  income  support  

arrangement and outstanding work orders on the housing unit
• S2H staff accompany the client to see housing units.
• Once an appropriate housing unit is found that the client likes, the lease is signed.
• Finally, a joint meeting takes place involving the client, the “street outreach counsellor” who has 

been working  with  the  client  thus  far  and  the  new “follow-up support  worker”  who will  be 
providing follow-up support to the client.

aims and tasks | 
• to solve the issue of street homelessness in Toronto by providing permant housing
• provide extensive support to enable homeless to afford housing and to deal effectively with their 

condition
players | The program is basically promoted by the Civic City Institution in partnership 
with  several  community  agencies,  each  of  whom with  different  roles,  tasks  and promoting  different 
strategic programs.
policies |
link | http://www.cprn.org/documents/50981_EN.pdf
critic | Surely the strenght of this intervention lies in his precisely framed focused. The 
lacking in collective and shared structures that could appear as a weak point, is actually balanced by an 
open and customizable, versatile well-tailored structure. In this way the main effort is to maximize the 
result in helping an individual who finds himself in deep basic needs. Another positive consequence of this 
narrow scope is that S2H is a truly ambitious program. Despite of the most of policies and programs that 
stop their goal in easing and restraining the issues, Toronto aims high,  focusing on  finding solutions to 
rather than  dealing with systematic problems. Homelessness  is seen  as an issue that doesn't affect the 
mere  individual  living,  but  concerns  the  whole  urban  society.  The  mind-set  of  tax-productivity  first 
approach is  upset.  Some community  groups throughout  Toronto  now feel  that  there  is  an  adequate  
response to the homeless issues impacting them and business groups are increasingly supportive of the  
approach as they witness concrete results7.

5 World Habitat Awards Building and Social Housing Foundation, Homelessness
6 Ibidem
7 Ibidem
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title | POETIC FREEDOM
tags |  Environmental  sustainability,  affordable  housing,  social  sustainability, 
collaborative working method, collective private assignment. 
case study | Poetic Freedom Housing project – Spangen / Rotterdam – the Netherlands
main reference | Hulshof Architecten – Delft / The Netherlands
summary |  In order to address the severe social and economic problems in the Spangen 
neighborhood of the city Rotterdam, the municipality decided to give an old, dilapidated apartment block 
away for free, on condition that the new the new owners met the cost of renovation of the architecturally 
valuable building and continued to live in their renovated home for at least two years. The apartment 
block,  Wallisblock,  houses  40  participating  households.  The  buyers  are  responsible  together  for  the 
improvement to the level set by an investigation and also in an approach of collective contracting. The 
base is the casco of the building is upgraded to a new building level throughout the contribution of all 
households. This collective approach reduces building costs. After having reached this level, all households 
are allowed to design their house their own way with the help of the architect. These ensure that the user  
want cheap or expensive. The project is an example of so called collective private assignment. 
aims and tasks |

• Increasing home ownership and the number of attractive housing for different income groups. 
• Enrich urban environment by attracting caring households who want to spend time and dedication 

to their ‘collective block’.  
• Promoting independent caring by offering young professionals the possibility to build their dream 

house. 
• Promoting private ownership for young professionals with poor savings. 
• Promoting community building by the collective private assignment

players |
• Hulshof Architecten 
• Municipality of Rotterdam 
• Steunpunt Wonen – housing cooperation. 
• Young professionals

policies |
• Municipality of Rotterdam – Technical Standards and Participation Policy
• Steunpunt Wonen and Hulshof Architecten – Concept Development

graphic |
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link | http://www.dedichterlijkevrijheid.nl/ |  www.hulshof-architecten.nl | 
http://www.iceb.nl/voorbeeldprojecten/project.asp?code_prjc=8323
critic | The municipality offered the houses in condition that the owners who renovated 
the houses continued to live in their houses for a minimum of two years. This condition does rises up some 
questions. What if every household moves after just two years? They take the money and they are gone.  
This condition should be changed to have a stable social environment. The collaborative working method 
developed by the residents and architects in the project demonstrated that it is possible to renovate a 
dilapidated block without the intervention of a housing company. This project shows that a relatively  
small project can make a big difference in how an area is perceived and the wider population’s attitude  
towards it. 

title | BUILDING PARTNERSHIP TO ERADICATE POVERTY 
tags |  Social  sustainability,  environmental  sustainability,  mutual  self-help,  collective 
approach 
case study | Building Partnership to Eradicate Poverty, Poland
main reference | Barka Foundation for Mutual Help 
summary |The  Barka  foundation  was  established  in  1990,  after  the  collapse  of  the 
communist system in Poland, to help destitute and homeless people and meet them with housing and 
employment needs. The foundation tries to revitalize neglected and bankrupt former state farms and 
apartment blocks, creating places to live and work for socially excluded persons. The Barka foundation  
used their philosophy, encouraging mutual self-help. It provides 750 persons various housing, educational 
and vocational training programs. The overall objective of the project is to house, support and train 
destitute, homeless and socially marginalized people in both urban and rural areas in Poland, in a socially,  
economically  and  environmentally  sustainable  manner.  The  Barka  foundation  provides  14  vocational 
workshops which provide general education as well as skill training. Barka has a broad network that is 
involved in the development of new project. This network consists  of private businesses, educational 
institutions,  housing  companies,  local  authority  representatives,  social  partners  and  churches.  Each 
community within the foundation is self-sufficient using there organic farms to earn money. 
Those who have a steady income pay rent; those who do not earn an income contribute their labor. 
aims and tasks |

• Provide housing, support and train destitute, homeless and socially marginalized people
• Revitalize neglected and bankrupt former state farms to provide housing
• Create employment opportunities, providing several workshops and training program, that also 

serve to improve the environmental quality and increase biodiversity. 
players |

• Barka Foundation for Mutual Help
• UNDP
• Cooperative Netherlands Foundation
• Henry Ford Award for People and the Environment
• Private donations
• Community itself

policies | Barka Foundation
link |  http://barka.org.pl/node/115 |   http://www.worldhabitatawards.org/   | 
http://www.socialinnovationeurope.eu/ |  http://www.globalhand.org/en/search/all/organisation/8955?
search=%22Social+Entrepreneurship%22
graphic |
critic |  The  critique  that  can  be  given  to  this  project  is,  that  the  value  of  the 
land/building is extremely changed since the fall of the communist system, and it is harder to buy those 
properties and renovate them. Because of Barka’s good reputation they still can obtain these properties 
for a reasonable price. For new foundations this would be a hard job. A reaction of the different training 
programs, what the foundation delivers, is the self sufficiency of the community. Who can work, and earns 
a steady income pays rent; who do not earn an income contribute their labor, what has a positive effect  
on financial, social and environmental sustainability. 

title | PROGRAM DE VIVIENDA POPULAR 
tags |  money  pooling,  combined  resources,  social  sustainability,  environmental 
sustainability, self-help, collective approach, incremental housing 
case study | Program de Vivienda Popular – Mexico 
main reference | World Habitat Awards
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summary |  Community  based organization  UCISV-VER, developed an incremental  housing 
program that combines resources from participating families with traditional joint saving schemes and 
micro-credit to help families who have no access to formal credit build new houses or improve their  
existing accommodation. The families are involved in the design process of their homes and training is 
provided  in  self-help  construction  methods.  The  program  funded  till  now  the  construction  and/or 
improvement  of  648  homes in  the state  Velacruz,  Mexico.  Development  of  the  saving  capacity  is  an 
important  element  of  the  program.  It  is  called  money  pooling  and  is  a  traditional  Mexican  saving  
mechanism, called Tanda. 
The program is operates in two parts: the first part is organizing the payment for the land using savings of 
several families and the second part for the incremental housing construction. During the saving period 
each  family  designs  his/her  house  in  collaboration  with  an  architect  through  several  community 
workshops.  During  these  workshops  they learn  the  basics  of  construction  and self-help.  Construction 
trainings skills enabled some of the population to earn an improved living in the construction trade. Micro  
loans support small business enterprises. 
aims and tasks |

• Using community savings and micro loans to provide modern urban housing
• Generate economic sustainability for the social production of housing processes 
• Provide  training  and  awareness  programs  that  serves  to  increase  the  co-operation  in  local 

communities. 
players |

• UCISV-VER – Community based organization
• International donors
• Community 

policies |
link | http://www.worldhabitatawards.org/
graphic |
critic | The money pooling system is a community based system. Involvement of families 
who wants to have a communal contribution is required. The saving mechanism is a Mexican tradition. The 
question is if this in the US will work. 

title | HOME OWNERSHIP ALTERNATIVES 
tags |  Social  sustainability,  environmental  sustainability,  mutual  self-help,  collective 
approach
case study | HOA: A new financing paradigm for affordable home ownership – Canada
main reference | Home Ownership Alternatives
summary |  Home  Ownership  Alternatives  (HOA)  is  a  non-profit  financial  corporation, 
established in 1998. Their main objective is to finance the development of affordable ownership housing.  
It does this through two main areas of activity; providing early financing loans of development partners 
who  carry  out  the  construction  and  providing  an  innovative  financial  mechanism  called  ‘shared 
appreciation second mortgages’ to low and moderate income. Development partners are able to achieve 
lower construction cost by purchasing residential land that is cheaper than land used for private condo 
development. Homeowners pay no principal or interest on the second mortgage until they sell the house 
(or earlier if they choose to). The program provides affordable homes for ownership without government 
subsidy.  Their  motto  is;  a  dollar  committed to  ownership  housing  will  yield  more  unit  than a dollar 
committed to rent. 
aims and tasks |

• Finance  the  development  of  affordable  ownership  housing  using  an  innovative  financial 
mechanism. 

• Assist in the development of sustainable mixed communities 
• Using a combined approach of low cost housing development and low income mortgage financing 

to stimulate home ownership for low income households. 
players |

• HOA
• Federal, provincial and municipal involvement 
• Development partners

policies |
link | http://hoacorp.ca/ 
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graphic |

critic |  Ownership  is  more  important  for  lower  income  because  it  transforms  their 
largest household expense into a long-term family equity, creating investment. 

SYNTHESIS
Homesteading in USA is an important tool in urban redevelopment since the '60-70's, even if it's possible to 
find earlier examples. They were the years of an important process of reassessing the relation between 
urban space and social life. They were the years of Jane Jacobs and her fundamental activity within 
American urban environments, synthesized in the essential The Death and Life of Great American Cities 
(1964). Since then, homesteading programs have been issued in many cities in the States at the same time 
to guarantee a chance for  low income families  to achieve their  right  to dwelling and to restore tax 
productivity  in  those  neighborhood  affected  by  decline  and  abandonment.  Actually  this  kind  of 
intervention acts as strategic tool to revitalize neglected neighborhoods in economic and social terms, and 
as well they play an Important role in preventing several hazards  related to vacant structures,  such as 
crime, homeless roaming, unhealthiness drug issues. But still a more impartial and lucid critical analysis 
has to be done. Not a simple task, though.
Many are the positive effects put in place by the homesteading practice. Many are the negative ones, as  
well.  But  has to be said that  a debate about such a topic  would put on focus  important themes of 
discussion, whether positive findings are achieved or not in evaluation of homesteading programs. It's 
undeniable that those cities that have opted for this policies, have achieved important results in urban 
renewal, social stabilization, improvement of quality of life and economic-financial development.  The 
multiplicity and the sensitivity of the involved issues – social, economic, physical and as well psychological  
–  nonetheless  require  a  deeper  understanding.  Homesteading  programs are  way far  to be  a  panacea 
because, whilst presenting potentialities for rehabilitation of neglected urban spaces, yet it isn't enough 
without  a  strong  coordination with  other  supporting  programs.  We  already  said  the  effects  of  such 
programs affect not only the physical urban tissue, but involve several aspects, including psychological  
and cultural ones. 
One of the weak point of the homesteading is that the process of rehabilitation in different scales have 
different timing,  different expectations and different approach.  Each of the actors involved – that  is 
public  institutions,  private  owners  and  developers  and  the  neighborhood  population  (whether 
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homesteaders  or  not)  –  for  example  aims  differently;  the  public  administration,  which  is  the  main 
promoter, has the main interest in the economic aspect of restoring a tax productivity and lowering the 
maintenance costs due to vacant or abandoned buildings.
The attention should be focused in alternative shared systems about
property regimes, management and social support.
PRIVATE – fragmented interests; realtors generally disinterested for
homesteading plans being “too small scale”
POPULAR – fragmented interests and goals; homesteaders interested
and active to achieve home ownership; non-homesteaders still interested in
improving neighborhood environment
UNATTENDED EFFECTS
The homesteaders entering the program tend to be more mediumincome families, rather than lowincome
With the rehabilitation of the neighborhood the land value becomes not-affordable to low-income families
anymore
The creativity of people shows great possibilities. By developing together
more knowledge and variety emerges. This approach is not only
recommended for
social reasons, there are also sustainable components:
- it offers opportunities to enrich the urban environment
- it promotes independent caring
- it promotes private ownership
- it promotes community building
ELINOR OSTROM
three main topics that are relevant to better develop a more inclusive, dynamic and transversal concept  
of homesteading:

ARGUEING OWNERSHIP:
• Is it ownership traditional meaning arguable?
• Could  the  need  of  private  ownership  actually  one  factor  that  limit  the  potentialities  of  a 

homesteading program?
• What kind of property regime could be implemented in a way to maximize the inclusivity of the 

programs?
Having permanent housing provides the security  and stability required so  that individuals  can move  
beyond focusing on basic daily survival needs to addressing more complex and long-term issues, such as  
health, addictions and mental health.

PARTICIPATION:
• Which is the balance between roles and goals of involved actors within the process? 
• Does the homesteading system solve the homelessness issue or does it just move it out?
• How not-directly-involved actors, which are affected and involved in the renewal process, become 

active part of the program?

POPULAR LAYER:
• Does home ownership is a matter of safe long-term investment, or is it a matter of feeling home  

(dwelling culture)?
• How homesteading activity can be a carrier for a communitarian identity?
• Which  perspectives  and  forecasts  people  see  in  homesteading  proposals?  What  they  want  to 

achieve by them?
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