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We Effect is an organisation born from the Swedish cooperative movement with more 

than 60 years working for a fair and sustainable world, free from poverty. We Effect 

funded this study and provided contacts and information through its regional teams in 

Central and South America,  East Africa, South Africa, Asia and Sweden. 

weeffect.org  

 

 

UrbaMonde is a Swiss and French non-profit organisation  promoting the social 

production of habitat. UrbaMonde  created and applied the methodology for this study, 

including a global survey, interviews and a review of recent publication and produced 

the contents of this document.  

urbamonde.org  

 

 

UrbaMonde and We Effect are part of the CoHabitat Network  which gathers grassroots 

federations and umbrella organi sations, as well as non-profit organi sations and 

academic institutions working in the field of community -led housing  to promote housing 

policies and projects that pla ce inhabitants at the centre of decision -making about their 

habitat. The partners of the Network helped in the dissemination of the global survey.  

co-habitat.net  

https://weeffect.org/
https://www.urbamonde.org/en
https://www.co-habitat.net/en
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Throughout the year, h undreds of webinars have been organised in the field of human rights, 

housing justice, feminis t and inclusive  urban planning,  among others. Some of the key messages 

include:  

¶ A considerable part of humanity cannot stay, study or work from home, because they have 
no adequate housing to do so.   

¶ In many countries informal workers and non -remunerated homeworkers, especially 
women, who are excluded from social and care systems, cannot stay home since they  
depend on their daily income to eat, pay the rent, send money to their families, etc.  

¶ Evictions from housing by private landlords or the states amid the pandemic expose 
children, adults and the whole society to the virus and diverse social issues.  

¶ Women are more impacted than men by the lockdowns and other measures, given their 
role in care activities in the household (taking care of vulnerable people, children, 
housework, home office, income generation, emotional support, etc.). Women are also 
more expose d to domestic violence, which has been on the rise since the beginning of 
lockdown measures.  

¶ Pre-existent inequalities in terms of access to health and economy have increased 
dramatically, affecting in particular homeless people, residents of slum settleme nts, 
overcrowded rental housing, peri -urban social housing or refugee camps, as well as 
vulnerable populations including migrants, informal and temporary workers, children, 
elderly people and people with mental or physical illnesses and disabilities, isola ted or 
incarcerated persons, poor urban commuters, victims of racism and marginalisation, and 
many others.  

¶ ê"ik©¯^®k r~¯«s|që s« ^ r¯{^| ªsqr®Ï ªkg~q|sºki s| ®rk ¿ÇÂÆ Q|s´kª«^z -kgz^ª^®s~| ~p 

Human Rights and the 1966 International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 

Rights, which is indispensable for the realisation of other rights. Although it is commonly 

mentioned in national constitutions, this right is often not guaranteed in practice or 

violated, especially in times of crisis.  

In August 2020, We Effect mandated urbaMonde to conduct a global study to assess the 

interrelations between the type of housing and the extent to which residents are affected by the 

COVID-19 pandemic (in terms of health, social and economic impacts). The study is based on 

the hypothesis  that Community -Led Housing  initiatives (Housing Cooperatives, Community 

Land Trusts, Co-Housing, Intentional Communities and neighbourhoods with a strong sense of 

solidarity and participation) allowed their residents to collective ly organise self -help, defend 

their rights and prevent forced evictions, and to develop other resilience mechanisms in 

response to income loss and reduction due to the COVID-19 pandemic .  

A global survey and 5 2 interviews were carried out between September and November 2020 

to document, understand and analyse the responses developed by communities and 

individuals living in various types of housing in different countries to the multiple crises caused 

by the pande mic.  
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 is a joint initiative by grassroots and umbrella organisations, as well as non -

profit organisations and academic institutions working in the field of community -led housing. 

The Network documents and raises awareness on local initiatives, enabling policies and 

supportive instruments, while facilitating peer learning and advocating for the importance of 

community -based approaches to fulfil the right to adequate housing and the city. CoHabitat is 

a project -driven and hands -on collaboration space whose mission is to showcase and promote 

alternatives to speculative and unequal urban development, as well as to document pathways 

to scaling the social production of habitat.  

  

Cooperative Housing International  has been collecting and  

communicating good practices from its members and practical 

information  on dealing with COVID -19. With funding from the 

Canadian cooperative  housing sector, CHI also produced a series of 

one-minute videos  that explain the benefits of living in a 

cooperative housing  community.  

Asian Coalition for Housing Rights  and its members have 

supported communities in their own relief activities around needs 

assessment and data collection, prevention , food relief, welfare 

activities for the poor and sick, community and family gardening , 

producing masks and sanitizer, providing temporary or permanent 

housing, training communities to use online conference tools. They 

also did advocacy on housing rights in the COVID -19 context . 

 

Co-Lab Research  Technical University of Delft i ssued a Special Co-

Lab Blog Series on collaborative hou sing and COVID -19 

Habitat International Coalition  wrote with friends and 

allies different Manifestos and created the Habitat Voices 

campaign  to share experiences and reflections that 

analyse the causes of the existing inequalities uncovered 

by the current pandemic  from the perspective of human 

rights related to habitat , through the voices of  grassroot 

movements and practitioners.  

 

The Global Platform for the Right to the City  created 

an interactive map  with initiatives of members  an allies 

worldwide and sent out a communiqué  at the beginning 

of the pandemic.  

http://www.co-habitat.net/
http://www.housinginternational.coop/
https://www.housinginternational.coop/news/around-the-world-with-covid-19/
https://www.housinginternational.coop/news/around-the-world-with-covid-19/
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCCiySj0raAdraepZ4ntGEFQ/videos
http://achr.net/
https://www.iied.org/alada-ghor-working-low-income-communities-design-rapid-response-covid-19
http://achr.net/download.php?ic=4
file:///C:/Users/dorla/Downloads/co-lab-research.net
https://co-lab-research.net/2020/06/23/special-co-lab-blog-series-covid19-and-collaborative-housing/
https://co-lab-research.net/2020/06/23/special-co-lab-blog-series-covid19-and-collaborative-housing/
http://www.hic-net.org/
https://www.hic-net.org/habitat-voices-our-manifesto/
https://www.hic-net.org/fr/habitat-voices-campaign/
https://www.hic-net.org/fr/habitat-voices-campaign/
http://www.right2city.org/
http://www.right2city.org/
https://www.right2city.org/the-right-to-the-city-facing-covid-19/
https://www.right2city.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/The-R2C-facing-COVID-19-1.pdf
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World Habitat  published a report with  Case studies from the European End 

Street Homelessness Campaign  and  released blog articles on community 

responses to COVID -19 and on the responses in  informal settlements . 

Slum Dwellers International  supported  national federations 

of slum dwellers in Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, South Africa, 

Tanzania and Uganda, with relief and capacity building 

activities, promot ed youth empowerment through  the 

KnowYourCity.TV programme  (#FaceResilience initiative ), and 

diverse COVID-19 prevention activities . SDI federations in 

Benin and Nigeria produced the  Coronadiaries , documenting 

citizen stories around COVID -19 with the support of  the NGO 

Justice and Empowerment Initiative (JEI) .  

Grounded Solution Network  advocated  for housing rights  during 

the pandemic , payment deferrals and eviction moratoriums in the 

United States and compiled useful informati on for grassroots 

communitie s.  

The Development  Planning Unit  (DPU) of the 

University College of London produced  a series of 

webinars about post -COVID-19 urban future  as 

well as an interactive map  of community -led 

responses to the pandemic . 

 

Misereor  organized a webinar  showing initiatives from Berlin, India and South Africa on 

êN®ª^®kqsk« ^q^s|«® is«§z^gk{k|®Ï p~ªgki k´sg®s~|« ^|i «kzz-~¯® s| ®rk g~|®k¶® ~p ®rk §^|ik{sgëÏ 

and published an article in german  about the learnings of this exchange.  

file:///C:/Users/dorla/Downloads/world-habitat.org
https://world-habitat.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/EESHC-Responding-to-Covid19-case-studies-FINAL-1.pdf
https://world-habitat.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/EESHC-Responding-to-Covid19-case-studies-FINAL-1.pdf
https://world-habitat.org/news/our-blog/communities-continue-response-to-covid-19/
https://world-habitat.org/news/our-blog/communities-continue-response-to-covid-19/
https://world-habitat.org/news/our-blog/covid-19-community-responses-in-informal-settlements/
file:///C:/Users/dorla/Downloads/sdinet.org
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/kenya-community-health-volunteers-reflect-covid-19
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/liberia-federation-response-covid-19/
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/malawi-sdi-alliance-response-covid-19/
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/south-africa-response-covid-19/
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/tanzania-sdi-alliance-response-covid-19/
https://sdinet.org/2020/05/responses-covid-19-uganda-federation-actogether-uganda/
https://www.facebook.com/KYC.TV
https://www.facebook.com/hashtag/faceresilience
http://www.icccad.net/voices-from-the-frontline/how-the-youth-are-leading-the-way-in-tackling-covid-19/
https://www.justempower.org/coronadiaries
file:///C:/Users/dorla/Downloads/groundedsolutions.org
https://groundedsolutions.org/covid-19-related-resources
https://groundedsolutions.org/covid-19-related-resources
https://www.ucl.ac.uk/bartlett
https://www.ucl.ac.uk/bartlett/development/post-covid-19-urban-futures
https://www.ucl.ac.uk/bartlett/development/news/2020/apr/dpu-lead-global-campaign-map-citizen-led-initiatives-respond-covid-19
http://www.cohabitat.io/
file:///C:/Users/dorla/Downloads/misereor.org
https://t.co/N1LMJvRpmv?amp=1
https://blog.misereor.de/2020/10/30/zuhause-bleiben-wenn-es-kein-zuhause-mehr-gibt/
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Around the world, many ancestral, traditional , and modern ways of producing housi ng can be 

considered as community -led when they are based on the participation of residents  in the 

design, and sometimes  in the building and management process of housing , shared facilities 

and neighbourhoods . In some CLH approaches , the non-speculative ma nagement of land and 

housing by an entity like a communal organi sation, cooperative, foundation or land trust are at 

the core of the project design . These collective and non -speculative ownership models  promot e 

alternatives to the commodification and financialization  of housing, and a way to materiali se the 

right to adequate housing  and the social function of land  (see reference below) .  

+>P s« ^z«~ y|~µ| ^« êgollaborative housing ë k«§kgs^zz· s| /¯ª~§k, and as Social Production  and 

Management  of Habitat in Latin America (see references below) . 

In many contexts, CLH is the only way for low -income households and people employed in the 

informal sector to access housing. In other cases, the development of CLH  responds to the 

desire of a community  or group of people  to live together and share spaces, values and daily 

activities that go beyond housing. In any case s, community li ving , collective decision making, 

solidarity between members and with the broader neighbourhood  are central to CLH projects, 

which can also represent socially and environmentally innovative solutions to transform the ways 

we conceive housing and the role of citizens in its provision.  

Some of the CLH types that are mentioned in this document are briefly described in the 

following pages. 27 CLH initiatives are described in the last part of this study (Community -Led 

Housing project review ). The findings are  based on  the survey responses, the interviews  

conducted  and complementary investigation.    

References on Community -Led Housing or Collaborative  Housing  

 

(EN)  Co-Lab Research (2020). Special Co-Lab Blog Series: COVID19 and Collaborative Housing  

(EN) Lang, Richard  ; Carriou, Claire & Czischke, Darinka (2018). Collaborative Housing Research (1990 å

2017): A Systematic Review and Thematic Analysis of the Field.  Housing, Theory and Society. 

(EN)  OHCHR & UN-Habitat (2014). The right to adequate housing . Fact Sheet N°21. Geneva: United Nations   

(ES-FR)  Arnold, Pierre & Lemarié, Charlène (2016).  Hábitat en Movimiento. Viaje al encuentro del hábitat 

popular en América del Sur . s.l.: Self-edited  

(ES)  HIC-AL (2017).  Utopías en construcción. Experiencias latinoamericanas de producción social del hábitat . 

Mexico: Habitat International Coalition -Latin America. 

(ES)  Ortíz, Enrique (2012).  Producción social de la vivienda y el hábitat. Bases conceptuales y correlación con 

los procesos habitacionales . Mexico : Habitat International Coalition.  

(ES) We Effect (2014).  La vivienda entre el derecho y la mercancía. Las formas de propiedad en América 

Latina. Montevideo: Trilce.  

(FR) Mathivet, Charlotte (coord.) (2014) . La terre est à nous ! Pour la fonction sociale du logement et du 

foncier, résistances et alternatives. Paris: Ritimo. 

(FR)  urbaMonde (2016 ). Jª~i¯g®s~| N~gs^zk ik zí6^fs®^®. Genève : urbaMonde  

https://co-lab-research.net/2020/06/23/special-co-lab-blog-series-covid19-and-collaborative-housing/
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/14036096.2020.1703611
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/14036096.2020.1703611
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/fs21_rev_1_housing_en.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/38916385/H%C3%A1bitat_en_Movimiento._Viaje_al_encuentro_del_h%C3%A1bitat_popular_en_Am%C3%A9rica_del_Sur
https://www.academia.edu/38916385/H%C3%A1bitat_en_Movimiento._Viaje_al_encuentro_del_h%C3%A1bitat_popular_en_Am%C3%A9rica_del_Sur
https://www.academia.edu/39036160/HIC-AL_Utop%C3%ADas_en_construcci%C3%B3n._Experiencias_Latinoamericanas_de_Producci%C3%B3n_Social_del_H%C3%A1bitat
http://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/PSV_EOF.pdf
http://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/PSV_EOF.pdf
http://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/PSV_EOF.pdf
http://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/PSV_EOF.pdf
https://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/LIV-14_LA-VIVIENDA-ENTRE-EL-DERECHO-E-YA-MERCANCIA.pdf
https://autogestao.unmp.org.br/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/LIV-14_LA-VIVIENDA-ENTRE-EL-DERECHO-E-YA-MERCANCIA.pdf
https://aitec.reseau-ipam.org/IMG/pdf/Pass10_Pages-FR-OKweb.pdf
https://aitec.reseau-ipam.org/IMG/pdf/Pass10_Pages-FR-OKweb.pdf
https://issuu.com/urbamonde/docs/urbabook_partner_review_small
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Housing cooperatives developed since the late 19th century across the world and have taken 

various forms depending on the context. From Scandinavia to South Africa, from Canada to 

Argentina, and from Switzerland  and Serbia to Thailand, housing cooperatives  have different 

characteristics and names (owner or tenant cooperatives, zero or limited equity cooperatives, 

leasing cooperatives, Baugruppen, among others).  

Some are built by public or private companies; others are partially or entirely built by their 

residents. Some are privately financed, others receive public subsidies or loans, targeting  low-

income households. In some cases, the housing stock is owned by the cooperative only until it 

is completely built or repaid and then ownership is split between t he members, while others 

permanently conserve and steward the land and housing stock, which is rented to the 

cooperative members. Some invite their members occasionally to an assembly or meeting, 

while others cultivate a vibrant community, based on solidar ity and mutual care. Some 

cooperatives provide housing units and common areas, others have developed a wide range of 

community facilities: meeting rooms, school rooms, local shops, vegetable gardens, leisure 

areas, etc. 

Among other international cooperation activities,  promotes the access to adequate 

housing for low -income households in Africa, Asia and Latin America, through a specific model 

of cooperative societies: The or

 In the 1960s, this system, inspired by the Swedish user 

housing -cooperatives but also indigenous mutual aid in Bolivia and Venezuela and saving s 

cooperatives for housing in Chile, was exp erimented and then integrated to  the 1968 National 

Housing Law in Uruguay. Since then, the model has widely spread in Latin America  thanks to 

efforts of the umbrella organisation FUCVAM ( Federación Uruguaya de Cooperativas de 

Vivienda por Ayuda Mutua ). It is based on the following principles:  

¶  of the project by the co -operators who ar e at the centre of all decision -

making processes regarding the management of subsidies and loans, the choice of the 

Technical Assistance Institute, the participatory design and implementation of the 

housing project. Fundamental  element s are the ªk«sik|®«í k{§~µkª{k|® ^|i 

communit y-building . With democratic and inclusive decision -making in the general 

assembly, co-operators maintain political control of all projects, even when  the homes 

are inhabited and the collective mortgage is repaid.   

¶  between the  associates to build the homes,  infrastructure and 

amenities. The workfo rce at the construction works account for at least 15%  of the valu e 

of each housing u nit. Mutual aid allows for replacing equity, reduc ing hence  the costs of 

the project and the mortgage burden on the families.   

¶  of the land and housing units, permanently owned by the 

cooperative impeding speculation and rent generation, as well as gentrification and 

displacement processes  of the original population . 

¶  by multidisciplinary organisa tions that guide and 

empower the co -operators in the constructive, legal, economic, and social areas, to 

ensure that the whole process is carried -out in optimal conditions.   
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As testimonies from many countries show case in this study, the CVAM are oftentimes  the only 

way for low -income households to access adequate housing, who would not be able to buy a 

home within a public or private mortgage program, and in contexts where public social housing 

or rent al subsidies are inexistent or inconsistent.  

In 1998, We Effect and FUCVAM established a partnership to disseminate the Uruguayan CVAM 

across the world (at that time, it had only been experimented in Argentina, Brazil and Mexico) 

in order to help more people in need to o rganise and build their homes , applying the above -

mentioned four fundamental principles.   

Starting by  organising and empowering the local movements for housing,  implementing pilot 

projects,  We Effect and FUCVAM helped setting up  local umbrella organisations for CVAM that 

advocate for enabling regulations , public funding and a facilitate d access to land. 

The dissemination  of the model started in Latin America. In some countries pilot projects were 

developed, but no enabling public policy has been established  yet (Bolivia, Chile, Guatemala, 

Haiti, Mexico). In others, some national and local authorities facilitate the access to funding 

and/or land to CVAM for low -income households (El Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, Paraguay)  

without this support necessarily being consistent ov er time . In Asia, the Uruguayan sistem was 

adapted in Sri Lanka for households who lost their homes  in the 2005 tsunami, while it is also 

widely disseminated in the Philippines to relocate slum inhabitants living in risk -areas. 

In recent years, We Effect and FUCVAM have worked in Eastern and Southern African countries 

to develop CVAM. Several housing cooperatives have been established in urban and rural 

areas, but few have been constructed given the low or inexistent economic sup port for housing 

from the governments. Nevertheless, some pilot projects could be built or are under 

construction in Kenya, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabwe, and more will be constructed in the 

coming years  in Malawi, Mozambique and Tanzania  (see case studies in the Community -Led 

Housing project review  in this report) . 

References on  Housing Cooperatives  

 

(EN) ICA Housing & CECODHAS Housing Europe (2012). Profiles of a Mouvement: Co -operative Housing 

around the world  . 

(EN) Arnold, Pierre; Díaz, Jerónimo & Algoed, Line (2020) . Collective Land Tenure in Latin America and 

Caribbean. Past and present  in Davis, J.E., Algoed, L. & Hernández-Torrales, M. E. (eds.) On common 

ground: International Perspectives on the Community Land Trust. Madison: Terra Nostra Press, pp. 167 -

188. 

(EN) Carles Baiges, Carles ; Ferreri, Mara   & Vidal, Lorenzo (2020).  International policies to promote 

cooperative housing . Ladinamo, Lacol, CIDOB. 

(EN) Gagyi, Agnes  (20 19 ). Building bottom -up finance solutions for cooperative housing in central and 

southeastern Europe , in Steinfort, Lavinia & Kishimoto, Satoko (ed). Public Finance for the Future We 

Want. Amsterdam: Transnational Institute (  

(EN) Quiñónes, Natalia (2019).  The fight of housing cooperatives against gentrification in the Historic 

Centre of San Salvador, in Radical Housing Journal , Vol 1(2): 103-117  

(ES) González, Gustavo (2013). Una historia de FUCVAM, Montevideo: Trilce.  

(ES) Nahoum, Benjamin (2013). Algunas Claves. Reflexiones sobre aspectos esenciales de la vivienda 

coopera tiva por ayuda mutua.  Montevideo: Trilce  

(ES) We Effect Latin America:   https://latin.weeffect.org/el -modelo -cvam/ 
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In 2020, the measures taken by governments to face the COVID -19 pand emic have strongly 

impacted local  and national  economies, and livelihoods of t he urban and rural poor . 

Consequently, projects were delayed, or savings put aside by families for their housing project 

had to be used to satisfy basic needs and ensure  survival. But whenever famil ies live in CVAM, 

creativity and solidarity among co -operators have helped to overcome difficult health, social 

and economic situation s. 

 in this study, wk µszz ¯«k ®rk ®kª{s|~z~q· êë ®~ ªkpkª ®~ 

cooperatives - independently of how they are built or purchased å which permanently conserve 

collective ownership over land and/or housing stock with the purpose to prevent speculation, 

k|«¯ªk §kª{^|k|® r~¯«s|q ^pp~ªi^fszs®· ^|i ®~ §ªk´k|® ®rk is«§z^gk{k|® ~p ®rksª ê¯«kª«ë 

(sometimes called members  or co-operators) .  
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The Community Land Trust (CLT) model was born in 1968 in rural Georgia, United States, in the 

context of the political struggle of Afro -American communities and the civil rights movement, 

creating a mechanism to secure the land tenure through collective ownership. The community -

owned land is combined with the individual ownership of the houses for low -income 

households and the lease o f land to cooperatives and other non -profit organizations to develop 

economic and social enterprises.  

Since the 1980s, the CLT model started to grow not only in rural areas, but also in cities and 

suburbs. Today, there are more than 260 CLTs in the United States, stewarding land that is taken 

out of the speculative market ( see references below ). The board of directors of a CLT is generally 

composed of three types of members to ensure that the CLTs mission of maintaining land and 

housing affordable is met ov er time:  

¶  that is built on CLT -stewarded land; they can 

be individuals, but also housing cooperatives or social lenders who offer affordable 

housing to their members or tenants.  

¶  from the local and/or regional authorities or o ther 

actors who can speak for the public interest, facilitate funding/land for the CLT.  

¶ , who guarantee 

that in the long term the housing units will still be affordable for community member s 

and that land and commercial areas benefit the broader neighbourhood (urban farming, 

shops, playgrounds and green areas, multiple purpose halls and offices for local non -

profit organizations, etc.).  

Ns|gk ®rk ¿ÇÆ¾í«Ï ®rk {~ikz r^« gª~««ki ®rk f~ªikª ®~ +^|^i^ ^|i ^gª~«« ~gk^|« ®~ "¯«®ª^zs^ 

and the UK, where over 300 CLTs have since been incorporated. More recently, CLTs were 

created in Belgium, and more will soon arrive in Germany, Ireland, Italy, the  Netherlands, 

Portugal, Scotland and Spain. In the Global South, CLT variations have emerged as a solution to 

regularise informal settlements with an individual title of existing houses and a surface right 

deed on the collectively owned land through the CL Ts. As a result of an empowerment process, 

this was successfully achieved in San Juan, Puerto Rico to protect residents from gentrification 

and displacement. Social movements, activists and advocates in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, and in 

Dhaka, Bangladesh, are trying to get public support to adapt CLT variations in their contexts.   

References on  Community Land Trusts  

 

(EN-ES) Davis, John Emmeus ; Algoed, Line & Hernández -Torrales, María (eds.) (2020).  On common 

ground: International Perspectives on the Community Land Trust.  Madison: Terra Nostra Press, 

(EN) FMDV (2020).  Urban CLT in Europe: Towards a Transnational Movement. Fonds Mondial pour le 

Développement des Villes  

(EN) Thaden, Emily (2011).  Stable Home Ownership in a Turbulent Economy Delinquencies and 

Foreclosures Remain Low in Community Land Trusts. Lincoln Institute of Land Policy  

(ES) Algoed, Line ; Hernández Torrales, María & Rodríguez Del Valle, Lyvia (2018).  El Fideicomiso de 

la Tierra del Caño Martín Peña: Instrumento Notable de Reg ularización de Suelo en Asentamientos 

Informales, Cambridge: Lincoln Institute of Land Policy.  

(EN, FR, DE, NL) SHICC Project  (Sustainable Housing for Inclusive and Cohesive Cities) publications on CLTs in 

North West Europe  

(EN, ES, PT) World Habitat : Video  channel  about CLTs  

https://cltweb.org/terra-nostra-press/
https://cltweb.org/terra-nostra-press/
https://www.nweurope.eu/media/11838/shicc_eu-clt-guide_2020_en.pdf
https://www.lincolninst.edu/publications/working-papers/stable-home-ownership-turbulent-economy
https://www.lincolninst.edu/publications/working-papers/stable-home-ownership-turbulent-economy
https://radicalhousingjournal.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/02_Long-Read_Algoed-et-al_29-47.pdf?fbclid=IwAR3Q5gzNgVCG48pjn0lo6bPzzr35McEm4UZLDgeRQV1dvBNYBvhJzKT6Jjk
https://radicalhousingjournal.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/02_Long-Read_Algoed-et-al_29-47.pdf?fbclid=IwAR3Q5gzNgVCG48pjn0lo6bPzzr35McEm4UZLDgeRQV1dvBNYBvhJzKT6Jjk
https://radicalhousingjournal.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/02_Long-Read_Algoed-et-al_29-47.pdf?fbclid=IwAR3Q5gzNgVCG48pjn0lo6bPzzr35McEm4UZLDgeRQV1dvBNYBvhJzKT6Jjk
https://www.nweurope.eu/projects/project-search/shicc-sustainable-housing-for-inclusive-and-cohesive-cities/#tab-5
https://www.nweurope.eu/projects/project-search/shicc-sustainable-housing-for-inclusive-and-cohesive-cities/#tab-5
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLA9xC_xNGPz6ot1VjU7sxxgw3AcRpUk9B
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Co-Housing and Intentional Communities are a vast world of Community -Led Housing initiatives 

that can take diverse forms and address different types of communities. They have in common 

that they promote shared facilities, common areas, values, and interests uniting their members.  

For example, there are senior Co -Housing for elderly people who choose to live and spend time 

together and share care  or health services, rather than being isolated, dependent on their 

families or living in a hospice. Other Co -housing types are intergenerational, interracial, 

interreligious or among LGBTIQ+ members. These initiatives often look specifically for a more 

ecological way of life, reducing energy and water consumption through efficient building 

design and construction, sharing a vegetable garden and exchanging services among 

neighbours . At times it even involves  a whole self-sufficient eco -neighbourhood  or eco -village.  

Sometimes these communities have a strong social commitment  to facilitate the inclusion of 

low-income families, migrants, single mothers with children, street inhabitants or other 

populations who have difficulties to afford a house, with a mechanism in which everyone pays 

the price of housing depending on his/her incomes, so that richer persons pay more than poorer 

families for the same kind of housing and shared facilities.   

In terms of ownership there are also many alternatives that vary from squatted buildings to 

formal co -properties of individual owners or hou sing projects leased to occupants by public 

entities, private foundations, cooperatives, or associations. In some projects, an intentional 

community co -creates a project with a social lender for low -income families or an organization 

specialized in social inclusion through housing.  

Because of their diversity, Co -Housing and Intentional Communities cannot be described as a 

r~{~qk|k~¯« r~¯«s|q g^®kq~ª·Ï f¯® s® s« zsykz· ®r^® ®rk· «r^ªk ®rk s{§~ª®^|gk ~p êg~|´s´s^zs®·ë 

in the sense of Ivan Illich, as a person µª~®k s| ~¯ª «¯ª´k·Ð ê" g~|´s´s^z «~gsk®· µ~¯zi fk ®rk ªk«¯z® 

of social arrangements that guarantee for each member the most ample and free access to the 

®~~z« ~p ®rk g~{{¯|s®· ^|i zs{s® ®rs« pªkki~{ ~|z· s| p^´~¯ª ~p ^|~®rkª {k{fkªí« k©¯^z 

pªkki~{ë Ý7zzsgh, Tools for Conviviality, 1973) .      

  Source Farm Foundation and Ecovillage, Saint-Thomas, Jamaica (©Michele Geister) 
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To analyse the way inhabitants of Community -Led Housing (CLH) initiatives organised during 

the pandemic in comparison to other types of housing situations, urbaMonde conducted a 

global survey and a series of interviews. The present study also draws on recent publications 

from different institutions and social movements on the in terrelations between housing and 

COVID-19. 

Between the 4th of September and the 4th of November 2020, a global survey was conducted 

to collect information about good practices of neighbourhood initiatives in the face of the 

pandemic. The survey was availab le in the following languages: Arabic, Bengali, Cebuano, 

English, French, German, Italian, Portuguese, Spanish, Swahili, Tagalog, Thai, Vietnamese.  

The survey was implemented through the KoboToolBox platform for humanitarian and non -

§ª~ps® ^g®s´s®sk«Î 7® µ^« is««k{s|^®ki ®rª~¯qr ¯ªf^?~|ikí« ^|i Wk /ppkg®í« {^szs|q zs«®« ^|i 

social media, as well as through personal mailing and social media of their collaborators. Some 

of the allies of the CoHabitat Network, such as the Asian Coalition for Housing Rights (ACHR), 

Cooperative Housing International (CHI), Habitat International Coalition (HIC) and Slum Dweller 

Internation al (SDI), as well as many other individuals helped disseminating the survey in their 

networks.  

Anyone in possession of the link could answer the survey on a smartphone or computer. In some 

specific cases, through fieldwork done by grassroot organisations , the survey could be 

answered by people who had no internet connexion (Bangladesh, Kenya and Vietnam), using 

the Kobo Collect offline application.   

¶ The distribution of the answers to the survey responds to our capacity t o circulate it on 

social media and via direct contacts on the ground in a quite difficult context of global 

health, social and economic crises. Additionally, a high number of previous surveys and 

studies have been realised in the last months in different r egions and by different types 

of actors (local governments, academia, non -profit, civil society organisations and 

networks), which could have contributed to a lack of the availability for or interest in 

participating in our survey in the duration it was he ld.  

¶ Therefore, there is a higher participation in Western Europe, Central and South America, 

eastern and southern African countries, and the Philippines.  

¶ The highest participation rate was in Vietnam, where the ACHR helped to disseminate 

the survey to arch itectural students  in Da Nang , who replied to the survey themselves 

and surveyed people in their  communities, as an exercise in their sociology class.  
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¶ In 50% of the 72 countries, the survey was answered only by  1 to 5 participants , and there 

were almost n o responses from North America, Middle East, Central and Eastern Asia, 

Oceania and Eastern Europe.  

¶ Furthermore, the participation of housing cooperatives from 26 countries was relatively 

high, due to the specific communication from We Effect and urbaMonde to housing 

cooperative inhabitants in the places we work. Therefore, the distribution of housing 

cooperatives in the survey (see Figure 2) is not representative neither of the global 

presence of housing cooperatives nor of the relative weight of housing co operatives as 

compared to other forms of housing.  

Consequently, the study cannot be considered representative of the population of a country or 

region . Nevertheless, it allows to observe tendencies within the different housing categories 

regarding key elements: resi stance to forced evictions and the role of neighbourhood links in 

the elaboration of collective responses to the lockdown and the economic effects of the 

pandemic . The survey allowed to identify interesting cases, some of which were interview ed to 

complete the information, in order  to disseminate inspiring practices that can be adapted to 

other locations during this global crisis or in the future.  
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The following figures show the geographical distribution of the surve y respon ses. 

 

 

 

In order to have more homogeneous groups in quantities of responses and countries for the 

rest of the analysis, we have grouped the responses into four  main regions: Africa & Middle East 

/ Asia & Australia / Europe, North America & Caribbean / Latin America.  
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In terms of age, half of the respondents were aged between 30 and 49 years  when answering 

the survey. Respondents from Asia were overwhelmingly aged between 18 and 29 years, 

because of the high participation of university students from Da Nang, Vietnam . 

 

 

Female respondents represent 57% of the total. Their participation in the survey is around 64% 

both in Latin America and Europe, North America & Caribbean regions, while it is about 49% 

both in Asia and in Africa & Middle East regions .  
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To be able to identify the differences between  and other forms of 

housing, the survey respondents had to choose the type of occupancy status of the land.  

Half of the respondents live either in  (26%) or in a 

 (24%).  is represented by  (13%) 

and  (1,4%). 

People living in a  (either informally rented or lent for free) represent 14% of the 

respondents and 11% are . Finally, people living in a ho use 

with irregular   represent 3.7% of the survey respondents, and  2,5%. This 

last category was asked to specify the situation and mainly referred to a ho use shared with a 

family member, while others live in student homes (owned by the state or a university), 

 (Zimbabwe),  Ý^z«~ g^zzki ê4^{sz· >^|ië s| *^ªf¯i^ÞÏ ^|i ^ 

 person (Nigeria).  

Some respondents explained t hat they live in a  with neighbours they chose to live 

with and with whom they share spaces within their housing project. The land can be either 

collectively rented to a public housing office (France) or individually owned by each co -owner 

(United Kingdom).  

 

 

 

 are especially representative in Latin America (21%) and Europe, North 

America & Caribbean (20%).  and equivalent land management mechanisms are more 

relevant in Europe, North America & Caribbean than in other regions, where there is a higher 

participa tion from informal settlement dwellers. In Africa & Middle East, half of the respondents 

live in private rental housing, while in Asia most of them live in fully paid individual properties 

and housing borrowed from someone.  

The next figure details the type  of Housing Cooperatives and rental housing. Housing 

Cooperatives from Latin America are almost only Mutual Aid (self -help of the members in the 
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construction phase to replace the equity contribution), whereas in other regions there are other 

types of coope ratives. Most of the tenants who answered the survey rent their house from a 

private person. Private companies renting out housing are almost only present in Europe, North 

America & Caribbean.  

  

Concerning the type of housing, h alf of the respondents live in  and almost 

40% in . 5.5% of the respondents live in  

(dormitory in student residence, youth residence, home for the e lderly, room rented in a private 

housing, hotel, tenement, etc.) . ê ë was mostly selected by people living in refugee camps 

(Philippines), in precarious constructions, sometimes described by respondents as  êslumsë 

(Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Democratic Republic of Congo and Kenya) or , in the case of a squatted 

castle transformed in collective housing (France).  

In Europe, North America & Caribbea n, 2/3 of the respondents live in apartments, while in Latin 

America and Asia 2/3 live in individual housing. In Africa & Middle East and Asia, the percentage 

~p §k~§zk zs´s|q ks®rkª s| êM~~{« µs®r~¯® f^®rª~~{« ^|i ys®grk|ë ~ª êB®rkªë s« rsqrkª ®r^| s| 

the other regions .  
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