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Conference Update 

 
Plans are being finalized for the June 24 to 27 international 
housing research conference in Toronto, “Adequate & 
Affordable Housing for All: Research, Policy, Practice,” 
held under the auspices of the Research Committee on Housing 
and Built Environment.   
 
City of Toronto housing staff has joined the academic team 
from universities in the Toronto area who are organizing the 
conference.  The city has provided use of its modern meeting 
facility in Metro Hall.  The venue will use the council chambers 
and the committee meeting rooms (all of which have windows!) 
over the course of the four day conference. 
 
NOTE NEW VENUE:  Metro Hall 
Metro Hall is a municipal government building opened in 1992. 
Conference plenaries will be held in the Metro Council 
Chambers and the workshops will take place in the committee 
meeting rooms (all are spacious with windows). This high-quality 
meeting space has been provided by the City of Toronto as its 
contribution to the conference. Metro Hall is located in the 
centre of the city, in the heart of the entertainment district. It has 
a direct connection to the subway system and is easily accessible 
by transit from anywhere in Toronto. It is several blocks south 
of the University of Toronto campus. 
 
Metro Hall is located on the west side of downtown, in the heart 
of the ‘Entertainment District’ – a former warehouse area that is 
now one of liveliest districts in Canada. 
 
The conference website is frequently updated: 
www.urbancentre.utoronto.ca/housingconference.html

 
The website now has the four day schedule, the list of delegates 
and their abstracts as these are approved (researchers from 30 
countries are now registered), the information about the 
conference hotel (and other hotel and university residence 
options), and a variety of other information.   
 
One feature off the conference is the Housing Practice Field 
Workshops.  On the afternoon of Day 2 of the conference, 
delegates will choose from a list of Toronto area public, private, 
non-profit and community-based agencies or organizations that 
deal with some aspect of housing.  Some of these are currently 
posted on the website; more are being arranged and confirmed.  
Signing up for these will be on a first-come first-served basis 
following registration and payment of fees. 
 
The conference fees have been kept as low as possible to 
maximize the diversity of the research presented and the 
networking opportunities as well.  Rates for students and for 
researchers from outside developed nations are particular low.  
This is made possible due to the financial and in-kind help of 
our Toronto area sponsors (they are listed on homepage of the 
conference website).   
 
The deadline for submission of abstracts is March 1 (though we 
will accept abstracts for a few weeks after that – particularly 
from ISA and RC43 members (as long as there is room 
available). 
 
We encourage groups of colleagues to get together and propose 
a theme workshop.   
 
For information about submitting your abstract, and registration, 
visit the website. If you have any questions, please email:  
housing.conference@utoronto.ca
 
SECOND CALL FOR PAPERS - March 1 Deadline 
 
Participants are invited to submit abstracts (350 to 400 words) 
on subjects within the broad themes of the conference.  Details 
about submitting the abstracts are in the “Call for Papers” 
section of the conference website. 
http://www.urbancentre.utoronto.ca/conference/papers.html 
 
Deadline:  The closing date for submission of abstracts is March 
1, 2004. April 1 is the deadline for payment of registration fees at 
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the reduced rate.  For information on registration and fees go to:  
http://www.urbancentre.utoronto.ca/conference/registration.html
The list of themes is designed to be inclusive. Housing research 
and policy analysis draws on many disciplines. Housing 
practitioners have diverse educational backgrounds and 
experience. To make progress on adequately housing all people 
requires knowledge of the macro context in which housing is 
located as well as the ability to make specific contributions at the 
community, group and individual household levels. 

The conference themes include: 

• Demographic, political, economic, and social trends 
affecting housing outcomes and housing policy at the 
local, national, and international levels 

• Comparative and historical analysis of housing systems 
and policies in developed and developing nations and 
economies in transition 

• Poverty, homelessness, social welfare, the human right 
to housing, the Habitat agenda, NGOs & CBOs 

• Residential mobility, discrimination, segregation, social 
exclusion and spatial polarization 

• Social housing policy, programs, and management 

• Neighborhood revitalization, community development 
initiatives, residential land issues 

• Household and lifestyle trends, the search for "home" 
and "community," housing and health 

• Housing design, sustainable housing 

• Housing markets, private-sector investment, tax 
policies, partnerships, international investment, multi-
lateral institutions, globalization, neo-liberalism 

• Theoretical and conceptual framing of housing issues 
and debates; methodological issues; progress in housing 
research 

DEADLINES & KEY DATES 
February 2003:  
Second call for papers. Registration, abstracts, fee payment. 
Confirmation of acceptance of abstract will be made within one 
month of receipt. 
 
March 1, 2004: 
Deadline for receipt of abstracts. Final confirmation of 
acceptance of abstracts by March 15. 
 
April 1, 2004:  
Deadline for conference fee at reduced rates. 
 
June 1, 2004: 
Deadline for receipt of full paper. Confirmation of conference 
program and schedule. 
 
Thursday June 24 to Sunday June 27, 2004:  
Conference. 

 
Note: This is a change in date due to the availability of the Metro 
Hall venue. The conference opens (and ends) two days earlier 
than originally advertised. 

To submit a paper, send your name, institution, address, 
telephone number, fax, email, the title, 3-4 keywords and a short 
(350 to 400 words) abstract to: housing.conference@utoronto.ca 
or mail it to:  

International Housing Conference 
Centre for Urban and Community Studies 
University of Toronto 
455 Spadina Avenue, Suite 400 
Toronto, Ontario M5S 2G8, CANADA 

Receipt of all abstracts will be acknowledged.  

 
Toronto?  Why visit Toronto? 

 
As North America’s fifth largest metropolitan area Toronto is 
also one of the most culturally diverse cities in the world, due to 
Canadian immigration and refugee policies. Almost half of the 
over 200,000 annual immigrants to Canada settle in the Toronto 
area – feeding the region’s dynamic growth.  
 
Toronto is many things to many people. It is Canada’s largest 
city, its financial centre, and the capital of the province of 
Ontario. It is a city filled with people from more than 120 
countries. It is a lakeside city in which some residents live on 
islands. It is a city of the arts, with many theatres, a major annual 
film festival, dozens of art galleries, resident ballet and opera 
companies, and most of Canada’s largest book and magazine 
publishers. It is a city of shops and restaurants of unbelievable 
variety, from Ukrainian bookstores to Moroccan eateries. 
 
Though close to the United States Toronto is very different 
from most American cities.  The middle class never abandoned 
the central city.  Streetcars still operate on the major arterial 
roads. Violent crime is very low. There are no abandoned 
districts or unsafe neighborhoods.  
 
How big is Toronto?  The word “Toronto” may apply to the 
City of Toronto, formerly known as the Metropolitan Toronto, 
with a population of about 2.4 million or a larger region, known 
as the Greater Toronto Area, which includes a cluster of satellite 
cities and suburbs with a total population of 5 million. Toronto 
is the heart of a massive linear urbanized sprawl stretching from 
Niagara Falls to Oshawa, where about 20% of Canadians live 
and work (about 7.5 million people). 
 
Housing for lower income households, particularly rental 
housing, has become an increasingly difficult problem.  Toronto 
is an expensive city to live in. Half of the City of Toronto’s 
households are renters.  Budget cutting governments at the two 
senior levels through the 1990’s have gutted or ended many 
social programs, including new social housing.  About 5,000 
people use Toronto’s homeless shelters every evening.  
 
There is a growing recognition within the Toronto area that 
Toronto is on the brink of serious decline. A ‘top down’ 
campaign by the City and the business community is now 
supplementing the ‘bottom-up’ social justice organizations that 
focus on the social and physical infrastructure of the city. The 
Board of Trade and the City are key players in an “Enough of 
Not Enough” campaign, referring to the lack of support from 
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the provincial and federal levels of government.  There is also a 
business community-led coalition focused on affordable housing 
called ‘Make Housing Happen’, (though ‘affordable’ remains 
undefined).  Information about and links to these campaigns is 
provided at the bottom of the homepage of the University of 
Toronto’s Urban Center’s website: www.urbancentre.utoronto.ca  
 
The June 24 to 27 housing conference will feature some of the 
housing dilemmas Toronto is facing as case studies.  There will 
be workshops in the community and in the offices of housing 
organizations and agencies.  Though the 1970s until the cutbacks 
in the mid-1990s a great deal of non-market social housing was 
built, some of it as part of entirely new neighborhoods.  
Toronto’s social housing has recently been consolidated into one 
organization, the Toronto Community Housing Corporation, 
making it one of the largest in North America. About 165,000 
people live in 350 high-rise and low-rise apartment buildings, as 
well as about 800 houses and duplexes (57,500 units).  See:  
www.torontohousing.ca
 
Tourism is one of Toronto’s major industries.  The city is a very 
popular destination due to all that it offers.  The conference 
venue is located at the centre of the city. 
 
The official Toronto tourism website, www.torontotourism.com, 
offers a calendar of events, information on hotels and 
restaurants, and a guide to some of Toronto’s distinctive 
neighborhoods – Chinatown, Kensington Market, St. Lawrence 
Market, the Financial District and Underground City, the 
Fashion District, Harbourfront, Toronto Islands, 
Bloor/Yorkville, Cabbagetown, Rosedale, Little Italy, 
Greektown, Indian Bazaar, the Beach, Little Poland, Portugal 
Village, and others. The website, www.toronto.com, claims it has 
“all you need to know about T.O.” Find information on 
weather, events, Toronto news, shops, bars and nightlife, and 
even real estate prices. 
 

NEW BOOKS & REPORTS 

Holding Their Ground: Secure Land Tenure for the Urban 
Poor in Developing Countries. Edited by Alain Durand-
Lasserve and Lauren Royston. London and Sterling, VA: 
Earthscan, 2002. 264 pp. £17.95. 

This book is a comparative assessment of land tenure issues at a 
global level. It contains edited versions of selected papers on 
security of tenure policies in India, Brazil and South Africa, 
presented and discussed during an international workshop held 
in July 1999 in Johannesburg, South Africa. The book examines 
pragmatic solutions to the demands and needs of the majority of 
urban households living in informal settlements, and analyses 
how urban stakeholders, under particular social, economic and 
legal constraints, devise and implement innovative and flexible 
responses. It deals with issues relating to urban land tenure that 
cut across many academic and professional boundaries. The 
contributors thus represent, among others, urban planners, 
policy analysts, legal experts, NGO activists, land surveyors and 
academicians in housing and urban development. This book is 
meant for policy-makers, professionals, researchers and 

academics involved in developing, defining and instituting 
tenure-upgrading policies and programmes in developing cities. 

India, Brazil and South Africa differ widely in, among other 
things, total population, degree of urbanization, historical and 
current legal/administrative set-up, modes of social, economic 
and political exclusion, prevalence of slums and their nature, and 
respective approaches to tenure security. In spite of these 
differences, the book attempts to draw lessons from experiences 
in each country to produce universally applicable policy 
frameworks, while at the same time acknowledging the diverse 
histories, institutions and politics of the various countries.  

Its main thesis is that policies allowing incremental regularization 
of tenure are more appropriate than immediate regularization in 
legal terms. The underlying debate in many of the chapters 
concerns the choice between formal tenure regularization 
through access to land ownership and measures aimed primarily 
at guaranteeing security of tenure. The book also emphasizes the 
need for broader community participation, decentralization (not 
just in terms of decision-making powers but also of resources) 
and integrated programs of planning, policy, development and 
justice. 

Chapter 1 introduces the recent international trends in tenure 
security policies and the country contexts in the three countries. 
The editors have done a good job sketching a road map for the 
subsequent chapters and outlining a structure to identify 
commonalities and diversities found in the three unique 
countries. Chapters 2 to 14 (grouped into three parts, one for 
each country) trace the evolution of urban tenure programs with 
insights drawn from researchers and activists in each country 
trying to understand their experience. Most of these chapters are 
insightful and well worth reading but they vary in terms of their 
emphasis and style. Chapters 15 and 16 draw conclusions from 
the experiences in the three countries. These include key issues 
common to all three, main challenges in the implementation of 
policies relating to security of tenure, and guidelines for the 
future implementation of such policies. 

The book leaves some questions unanswered. For example, the 
editors do not fully explain their selection of India, South Africa 
and Brazil for the study, other than the fact that these countries 
represent a wide range in terms of demography, levels of 
urbanisation and residential tenure systems. Also, increasing 
devolution of power by national governments to state and local 
authorities makes each city a unique case in itself. In such a 
context, why are countries better units of analysis than cities? 
Further, some readers may wonder about the book’s coverage of 
rental tenure in informal settlements. Although a number of 
chapters mention this issue, the debate between promoting land 
ownership and securing other options of tenure (especially 
rental) is given little attention. Nevertheless, the book fills a 
critical gap in the current literature on comparative research on 
tenure policies in the developing world and will lead the way for 
further research. 

Anirban Pal 
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The Challenge of Slums: Global Report on Human 
Settlements 2003. Edited by UN-Habitat. London and 
Sterling, VA: Earthscan, 2003. 310 pp. £25.00 

On October 6, 2003, World Habitat day, the United Nations 
Human Settlements Programme (UN-Habitat) released its fourth 
report of the Global Report Series. The report – The Challenge of 
Slums: Global Report on Human Settlements – focuses on the two-
fold challenge of urban poverty in slums: First, how to improve 
the living conditions and lives of the almost one billion slum-
residents in the world (31.6% of the world’s urban population), 
and second, how to implement policies that arrest the growth of 
slums. The report warns that without any radical changes in 
policies, the global number of slum-dwellers will increase to 
about two billion in the next thirty years. 

The well-written report is structured into five parts. The first 
two parts situate slums and urban poverty in the larger 
development context and agenda. They include useful 
background discussions on globalization, inequality, 
liberalization, privatization, migration, tenure, employment and 
labor markets, and crime. Also included is an operational 
definition of slums. The definition covers and emphasizes 
physical (including infrastructure conditions) and legal attributes. 
It, however, excludes social dimensions as they can be much 
more controversial as well as difficult to put into practice. 

Parts four and five present additional background information 
that the UN-Habitat commissioned, and collected, to help write 
the report. Both parts are also particularly interesting for 
potential researchers. Part four includes the summaries of 
twenty-nine city case studies (Longer versions of these case 
studies, and on an additional four cities, can be accessed on the 
web at http://www.ucl.ac.uk/dpu-projects/Global_Report/ . 
The report indicates that four cities, Bangkok, Chengdu, 
Colombo and Naples, have reported a decrease in slum 
formation. Part five is the statistical annex. Although the 
database is far from complete, it is a useful beginning and should 
help stimulate research. For example, I found it surprising to 
note the extreme variation in women’s rights across various 
Indian cities. According to the report, in Bangalore, Chennai and 
Mysore, there are almost no impediments to women’s housing 
rights. In Delhi, however, there are considerable impediments to 
women owning land, inheriting land and housing, and taking 
mortgages in their own name (275). 

The third part of the report is the longest section and it focuses 
on policy responses and actions. The discussion covers the role 
of various institutional actors, including global agencies, national 
governments, local governments and the civil society. The 
private sector’s involvement is also mentioned but perhaps its 
role could have been elaborated further in the analysis. 

The document emphasizes the need for political will, public 
investments in infrastructure, the empowerment and the 
participation of the urban poor in decision-making and proactive 
planning. In terms of specific approaches, the report 
recommends citywide strategies of slum upgrading, a focus on 
cross-sectoral interventions (as opposed to focused, sectoral 
approaches), and an emphasis on formal and informal security of 
tenure in contrast to ownership and titling-based approaches. 
Finally, and perhaps most interestingly, one of the main 
messages of the report is that “in facing the challenge of slums, 
urban development policies should more vigorously address the 

issue of livelihoods of slum dwellers and urban poverty in 
general, thus going beyond traditional approaches that have 
tended to concentrate on improvement of housing, 
infrastructure and physical environmental conditions (xxvii).” 

Vinit Mukhija 
 

UPCOMING EVENTS 
 
INTERNATIONAL GAZIMAGUSA SYMPOSIUM 2004 
Medi-Triology: Momentum, Metamorphosis, Manifesto 
12-16 April 2004,  
Eastern Mediterranean University, North Cyprus 
pinar.ulucay@emu.edu.tr. 
 
IFHP INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF 
HOUSING AND PLANNING  
Spring Conference 
30 May - 2 June, 2004 
Vilnius, Lithuania 
Congress@ifhp.org  
THE SUSTAINABLE CITY 2004 
Third International Conference on Urban Regeneration 
and Sustainability 
16-18 June, 2004 
Siena, Italy  
http://www.wessex.ac.uk/conferences/2004/sustainablecity04/i
ndex.html 
 
ISA INTERNATIONAL HOUSING CONFERENCE 
Adequate and Affordable Housing for All:  
Research, Policy, Practice 
24-27 June, 2004 
Toronto, Canada 
http://www.urbancentre.utoronto.ca/housingconference.html
 
ENHR CONFERENCE 
HOUSING: Growth and Regeneration 
2 -6 July, 2004 
Cambridge, UK 
http://www.enhr2004.org/
 
IAPS CONFERENCE  
Evaluation in Progress: Strategies for Environmental 
Research and Implementation  
7-10 July, 2004 
Vienna, Austria 
www.iaps-association.org/
 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON CITY 
FUTURES 
8 -10 July, 2004 
Chicago, USA 
www.uic.edu/cuppa/cityfutures
 
AREUEA 13TH ANNUAL INTERNATIONAL 
CONFERNCE 
29-31 July, 2004 
Fredericton, New Brunswick Canada 
http://www.areuea.org/conferences/details.phtml?id=46  
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IFHP 48TH WORLD CONGRESS: URBAN 
GOVERNANCE FOR URBAN CHANGE 
5-9 September, 2004 
Oslo, Norway 
Organized by International Federation of Housing and Planning 
http://www.ifhp.org/
 
19th EAROPH WORLD PLANNING AND HOUSING 
CONGRESS 
19-22 September, 2004 
Melbourne Australia 
www.rmit.edu.au/earoph2004  
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