PPDE 635:
HousING AND LAND USE IN RAPIDLY URBANIZING REGIONS

Spring 2018
Tuesdays Professor Annette M. Kim
9AM -12:20 PM annettek@price.usc.edu
Gateway Offices: RGL 305 and Gateway

Office Hours: by appointment

Course Description and Objectives:

While many want to improve housing and land use situations, this class posits that the core problem
underlying these and many other urban issues is property rights.

This class elaborates this insight through reviewing the different conceptualizations of the city and urban
space as framed by the fields of law, economics, sociology, critical theory, and urban planning. Students
will gain an understanding of the possibilities with and limitations of disciplinary frameworks as well as the
history of international urban development policies and projects. Students will also consider how the
social sciences might be informed by the fields of design, cartography, and visual studies and their
approaches to urban space. The class then explores case studies of innovative property rights strategies
that have been used to increase economic growth and social justice so that students may gain insights for
possible design and policy interventions in the future. This year’s topics include land trusts for affordable
housing, alternative public space, land titing and regularization, placemaking, and critical cartography.
The class offers a comparative viewpoint of land and housing issues by comparing contexts in US and
Global South cities that face similar historic pressures of rapid urbanization.

Course text:

The course readings are available on the class website. The readings are separated into those that are
required for the day’s session and some optional readings for those who would like to read more.

Assignments and Grading:
Course grades will be calculated according to the following weights:

Reading responses 40%
Class Participation 20%
Final paper or project 40%

Reading responses and class participation




Since this is a graduate seminar course, it is essential for students to read the material assigned each
week and to participate in the discussions in the seminar. Students should read all the required readings
and pick one optional reading for the week. The readings with * are more theoretical and may be of
particular interest to doctoral students.

In order to promote reflection and substantive discussion, students are required to write a post to the
class on the forum section of the class website about what they have read. Each student should identify
in their post which optional reading they read. These will be DUE on the Monday 6PM before the class
meets so that everyone can read each other’s responses before class.

The reading responses constitute a significant portion of the course grade. These responses should be
fairly brief, approximately two paragraphs long. However, they should be thoughtful and raise at least
one question you had as a result of the readings. | have provided discussion questions in this syllabus
for each class session in order to help guide students in the reading. But, you need not answer these
questions in your reading responses.

Final Assighment Options:

Students may opt to either write a final paper OR produce a critical map with an accompanying
shorter writeup.

Students will present their final assignment at the final class sessions.

1. Final Paper: 15-20 double-spaced pages

The purpose of the final paper is to allow the student to investigate a class topic area more deeply or a
particular strand of literature not already explored in class. This assignment is meant to serve the
student’s interests and to develop their critical thinking on a topic. Students may use this assignment in
preparation for thesis work or to pursue a question of personal interest. However, the topic must be
chosen in consultation with the professor in order to increase fruitfulness and feasibility. Below are two
suggested approaches to the final paper.

a) One approach would be to utilize the property rights theories explored in the course to analyze a real
world situation in a specific place and time (ex: Oregon occupation of federal land, Los Angeles street
vending legalization, etc.). The paper could identify issues that a property rights framework is helpful in
illuminating and as well as identify aspects it does not address well in that particular case. Then, it could
discuss potential implications for policy interventions more broadly, as well as what would need to be
studied in order to assess the potentialities.

b) You could document and critically appraise a policy initiative that attempted to address housing
conditions through property rights strategies (ex: transferable development rights, land trusts, titling, etc.)
in a specific time and place. Your paper should review the problems it was intended to address and the
logic behind how it was supposed to solve them. It should also explain the political context in which the
intervention was brought about. Then the student should give a critical appraisal of what happened or is
happening in practice. Summarize the lessons learned and what you would suggest for further study.

Regardless of the approach taken for the final paper, your paper should survey no less than 10 scholarly
articles, books, etc. It should contain the following sections:

1) Literature review: The literature that you select should address a question that you clearly
identify. The literature review is not a book report. Although you will be relating information about prior
research done by others, you should have your own story to tell: your own critical assessment of the ways
that the issue has been framed and studied before. What do you disagree with or question in the
literature? What is missing? Ideally, this process results in important questions yet to be answered or
suggestions about how to find more rigorous or thorough answers.



2) Evidence: you should find available secondary data (qualitative and/or quantitative) about your
question and case and analyze it. Again, this does not mean simply presenting published tables as facts
but to critically question and interpret what it is saying, especially in regards to the literature you just
reviewed.

3) Conclusion: you should present a brief proposal for further study including a well-honed
research question and a possible study design.

2. Final Map Project

An alternative to the final paper is to produce a critical map, mapping what is usually not mapped. The
maps should be of specific places and times and help viewers see important dynamics in a housing or
land use situation they might not have been seen before. This option requires you to submit a visual
document as well as accompanying text explaining what you did and what your intention was as well as
presenting the project to the class during the last class meeting.

This option requires gathering data to map and then utilizing a visual system to represent the data.
Please examine the readings in Section 7 in advance to help you develop your ideas for the project.
Another good reference book is Mark Monmonier’s How to Lie with Maps. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1991.

i) Accompanying Writeup: Explain what it is you mapped and why. Who is the intended viewer? Explain
where you got the data (and how you got it if you generated it yourself) and any further analysis you did
with the data. The most important issue to discuss is your critical appraisal of the limits of your data and
your map: why did you choose the extent of the map that you did, what are you not showing and why,
what are some of the biases of your data? 5-7 pages might be sufficient for this writeup.

ii) Map: please submit a pdf as well as a physical hard copy.

While you may meet with me about visual strategies and computer applications, | will not be providing any
tutorials so this option is for students who either have some graphic skills or are willing to experiment and
learn them.

3. Final Presentations

These will be scheduled to be presented during the final class sessions. Students will be given 10
minutes to present their final paper or map in the final portion of the class in order to have a discussion
with their classmates that integrates the materials covered in the semester.

1) Let your first words be “The most surprising thing | found or learned from my final project is...”
A surprise means that it cannot be already well established in the literature. You can check with me
beforehand about whether it has been. Or, your surprise could be a curious aspect of that conventional
wisdom.

2) And then present only a few selected issues/slides that help us understand enough of the
surprise/puzzle that we will discuss together. So, this means you will not include every map layer, any
literature reviews, nor a descriptive overview of your project. At most, you should have only 2-3 ppt or pdf
slides but it can often be more effective to not use any at all.

Deadlines and Dates

2/6: Upload a one page description of your proposed final paper or final map topic.
2/13: Upload a write-up (up to 2 pages) refining the topic and approach with a preliminary
reference list.



2/20: Schedule a meeting with the professor for this week to discuss your final paper or
project topic.

3/20: Due: An outline of the paper with an extended reference list or if you are doing a map
project, a rough mockup of your map.

3/22-25 Mid-term grades based on reading responses will be given.

4/10-24 Final Presentations

4/24: Final paper or map project due.

Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems
Academic Conduct:
Plagiarism — presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or recast in your own words — is a serious
academic offense with serious consequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards” https://policy.usc.edu/scampus-part-b/.
Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See additional information in SCampus and university
policies on scientific misconduct, http://policy.usc.edu/scientific-misconduct.

Statement for Students with Disabilities

Any student requesting academic accommodations based on a disability is required to register with Disability
Services and Programs (DSP) each semester. A letter of verification for approved accommodations can be obtained
from DSP. Please be sure the letter is delivered to me (or to TA) as early in the semester as possible. DSP is located
in STU 301 and is open 8:30 am to 5:00 pm, Monday through Friday. The phone number for DSP is 213-740-0776.

Support Systems:

Student Counseling Services (SCS) - (213) 740-7711 — 24/7 on call

Free and confidential mental health treatment for students, including short-term psychotherapy, group counseling,
stress fitness workshops, and crisis intervention. https://engemannshc.usc.edu/counseling/

National Suicide Prevention Lifeline - 1-800-273-8255
Provides free and confidential emotional support to people in suicidal crisis or emotional distress 24 hours a day, 7
days a week. http://www.suicidepreventionlifeline.org

Relationship & Sexual Violence Prevention Services (RSVP) - (213) 740-4900 - 24/7 on call
Free and confidential therapy services, workshops, and training for situations related to gender-based harm.
https://engemannshc.usc.edu/rsvp/

Sexual Assault Resource Center
For more information about how to get help or help a survivor, rights, reporting options, and additional resources,
visit the website: http://sarc.usc.edu/

Office of Equity and Diversity (OED)/Title IX compliance — (213) 740-5086
Works with faculty, staff, visitors, applicants, and students around issues of protected class. https://equity.usc.edu/

Bias Assessment Response and Support
Incidents of bias, hate crimes and microaggressions need to be reported allowing for appropriate investigation and
response. https://studentaffairs.usc.edu/bias-assessment-response-support/

Student Support & Advocacy — (213) 821-4710
Assists students and families in resolving complex issues adversely affecting their success as a student EX: personal,
financial, and academic. https://studentaffairs.usc.edu/ssa/

Diversity at USC — https://diversity.usc.edu/
Tabs for Events, Programs and Training, Task Force (including representatives for each school), Chronology,
Participate, Resources for Students




Session #
1

Overview of Course Topics:

SECTION 1: Theoretical lenses for how to understand space in the city

Introduction — Rapid Urbanization and policymaking institutions;
Forty years of Re-framing a Housing Crisis

The Urban economics lens about land and housing
Political and sociological lenses about urban land and housing

Legal theory lens about property rights 1:
Where do property rights come from?

Legal theory lens about property rights 2:
How do we and how should we change them?

SECTION lI: Property rights interventions mediating the struggle for space in the city

10

11

12-14

Land takings and compensation: how to make institutional change, social cognition
Land and Property Ownership Experiments: private, collective, public: ejidos
Community Land Trusts: Redefining land ownership

Dudley Street Neighborhood Initiative case:

a Community’s power of eminent domain

Land titling and regularization

Empirics and Everyday property practices and public space:
way making, street vending

Critical cartography and the Unmasking of spatial relations
Inscribing the City from Below: Community mapping

Student final presentations and integrative discussions



Course Content and Schedule:

SECTON 1: Current lenses on the phenomenon

Session 1
January 9 Rapid Urbanization and policymaking institutions;
Forty years of Re-framing a Housing Crisis

Discussion Questions:

What are the major trends that are happening in cities around the world? Is there anything
significantly different about what’s happening now as compared to what’s happened for millennia in
cities?

Explore the United Nations’ New Urban Agenda — what function does such a statement or
institution serve relative to national governments, city governments, non-profits, businesses, civil
society?

Required Reading:
Look at: http://www.theplaceswelive.com

And our video here: http://slab.today/2016/11/habitat-3/

Explore the new Sustainable Development Goals, especially goal 11:
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/

UN Habitat New Urban Agenda:
https://habitat3.org/the-new-urban-agenda

Optional Reading:

Arthur Acolin and Annette M. Kim, “The policy implications of different techniques to
identify urban growth patterns from satellite imagery: the example of informal
construction in Ho Chi Minh City, 1994-2001,” working paper

International Housing Coalition, “The Challenge of an Urban World” and the “Challenge
of an Urban World Recommendations” at
http://www.intlhc.org/newsletter/publications.php

World Bank. 1993. Housing: Enabling Markets to Work.

Buckley, Robert M., and Jerry Kalarickal, eds. 2006. Thirty Years of World Bank
Shelter Lending: What Have We Learned? Washington D.C.: World Bank (for those
interested in a Word Bank perspective on the recent history of shelter programs)

Session 2
January 16 The Urban Economics Lens

Discussion Questions:
What drives urban land development and housing construction according to the urban economics



perspective?

Look around the Saigon South development website or another mega-project that you are interested in.
What is being advertised as attractive to potential investors in these land development projects? Who are
the players that are directly or implicitly participating in these projects? How might we understand their
relationship to other members of society?

Required reading:

Explore the websites of this global real estate development company and its messages
and visions: http://www.saigonsouth.com/, particularly the Phu My Hung corporation
investments. Also, http://www.phumyhung.com.vn/en

DiPasquale, Denise and William Wheaton. 1994. Market for Real Estate Assets and
Space: A Conceptual Framework. Real Estate Economics 20(1): 181-197.

Demsetz, Harold. (1967). Toward a Theory of Property Rights. American Economic
Review, 57(May), 347-359.

Kim, A.M. 2007. North Versus South: the impact of social norms in the market pricing
of private property rights in Vietnam. World Development 35 (12).

Optional Reading:
Dougherty, Conor. 2017. “The Great American Single-Family Home Problem,” New
York Times. December 1, 2017. https://nyti.ms/2kfuPVI

Bertaud, 2004. “The Spatial Organization of Cities: Deliberate Outcome or Unforeseen
Consequence?” IURD working paper.

Glaeser, Edward L. 2007. “The Economic Approach to Cities,” Harvard University and
NBER working Paper.

Bertaud, A. and B. Renaud (1997). "Socialist Cities without Land Markets." Journal of
Urban Economics 41(1): 137 - 151. (discusses how urban land development typically in
centrally planned economies occurred in markedly different land use patterns from
mono-centric market systems’ bid rent curve).

*Alonso, William. 1964. Location and Land Use: Toward a General Theory of Land
Rent. Cambridge: Harvard University Press. (classic exposition of urban land use
theory).

Session 3
January 23 Political and Sociological Theory lenses about urban land and housing

Discussion Questions:
How do Marxist and critical theory perspectives frame the main drivers of urban land development and
housing conditions? Is the neo-Marxist view now outdated?

Read the report from HCMC’s People’s Committee, which is the city government. Compare the
applicability of the urban economics frame from last week to the critical frame from this week.



Required Reading:

Read this report in light of the Saigon South website we discussed last class:

Hang, To Thi Thuy, et al. “Assessing the socio-economic and environmental impact of
South Saigon urban development project and providing recommendations for
redressing environmental and socio-economic consequences,” Ho Chi Minh City
People’s Committee’s Institute for Economic Research. 1997.

Capps, Kriston. “How Fair Housing Will Turn Liberal Cities Conservative,” Citylab,
website July 16, 2015.

Blumgart, Jake. “Why More Americans Are Getting Evicted,” Slate, March 17, 2016.

http://www.slate.com/articles/business/metropolis/2016/03/an_interview_with_matthew
desmond_on_evicted_his_book_about_the_eviction.html

Also see Matthew Desmond’s “Evicted” website: http://evictedbook.com/videos

Kim, Annette M. “The extreme primacy of location: Beijing’s underground rental
housing market,” Cities 52 (2016):148-158.

Optional reading:

Guo, Owen. “Awash in Empty Homes, China Asks Migrant Workers to Settle Down,”
New York Times, March 9 2016.

http://nyti.ms/1QMFdb7

*Weber, Rachel. 2002. “Extracting Value from the City: Neoliberalism and Urban
Redevelopment,” Antipode : 519-539.

*Scott, Allen J. and Michael Storper. 2015. “The Nature of Cities: The Scope and
Limits of Urban Theory,” International Journal of Urban and Regional Research,
DOI:10.1111/1468-2427.12134.

Harvey, David. 1981 “The Urban Process under Capitalism: a framework for analysis,”
in Michael Dear and Allen J. Scott, eds., Urbanization and Urban Planning in Capitalist
Society. New York: Methuen. Pp.: 91-122.

*Pejovich, Steve. 1982. “Karl Marx, the Property Rights School and the Process of
Social Change,” Kyklos 35(3): 383-397.

Palta, Rina. “Can't afford an apartment in Los Angeles? Rent an RV,” KPCC radio,
November 27, 2017.
https://www.scpr.org/news/2017/11/27/78011/cant-afford-an-apartment-in-los-angeles-
rent-an-rv/

Session 4
January 30 Legal theory lens about property rights 1

Discussion Questions:
The previous class sessions have alluded to the importance of property rights. What exactly are property
rights? Where do they come from? How can we create new ones?

How and why were Indians and colonists property rights systems so different?



Required Reading:

from Perspectives on Property Law, Ellickson et al. NY: Aspen publishers. 2002
Ellickson, Robert C. “Order without Law: how neighbors settle disputes”,
pp.210-221
Acheson, James M. “The Lobster Gangs of Maine”, pp.129-135

Cronon, William. Changes in the Land: Indians, Colonists, and the Ecology of New
England. New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 1983. Chapter 4 and 5.

Rothstein, Richard. 2017. The Color of Law: A Forgotten History of How QOur
Government Segregated America. New York: Liveright. Excerpts.

Optional reading:

Salaiman, Sahra. 2017. “America Walks “Walking Toward Justice” Webinar: The Color
of Law & Residential Segregation,” Streetsblog LA, September 28, 2017:
https://la.streetsblog.org/2017/09/28/america-walks-walking-toward-justice-series-the-
color-of-law-and-residential-segregation/

*Cole, D.H. and Grossman, P.Z. 2002. The meaning of property rights: law versus
economics? Land Economics 78(3), p. 317-30.

*Locke, John. 1690. Second Treatise of Government, chapter 5. (one of the
foundation readings on the philosophy behind private property rights)

*Radin, M. J. (1982). Property and Personhood. Stanford Law Review, 34, 957-973,
977-979, 1002-10086.

Goffman, Ervin. (1961). Culture and Human Nature. In Asylums : Essays on the Social
Situation of Mental Patients and Other Inmates (pp. 18-21, 244-254). Garden City NY:
Anchor.

Pipes, Richard. (1996). Human Nature and the Fall of Communism. Academy of Arts
and Sciences Bulletin, 54(January), 38-52.

Streifeld, David, “Airbnb Listings Mostly lllegal, New York State Contends,” New York
Times, October 15, 2014. http://nyti.ms/ZFgCkm.

Upload a one page description of your proposed final paper or final map topic.

Legal theory lens about property rights 2: Optimality and operationalizing

property rights

Discussion Questions:

Altering property rights have many powerful implications. How can we change property rights? What are
some of the essential constraints on institutionalizing ideal property rights? What are some of the serious
tradeoffs involved?

Required Reading:



Coase, Ronald. The Problem of Social Cost. October 1960. Journal of Law and
Economics 3:1-44.

Garnett, Nicole Stelle. 2009. Private Norms and Public Spaces. In 2008 Brigham-
Kanner Property Rights Conference: Notre Dame Law School.

Ellickson, Robert C. 1996. Controlling Chronic Misconduct in City Spaces: Of
Panhandlers, Skid Rows, and Public-Space Zoning. The Yale Law Journal 105
(5):1165-1248

Xiao, Yuan. 2014. “Making Land Fly: The Institutionalization of China’s Land Quota
Markets and Its Implications for Urbanization, Property Rights, and Intergovernmental
Relations,” MIT Department of Urban Studies and Planning Dissertation., chapters 1
and 2.

Optional reading:
*Lefebvre, Henri. 1968 “The Right to the City,” in Kofman, Eleonore and Elizabeth
Lebas, 1996. Writings on Cities: Henri Lefebvre Hoboken: Wiley-Blackwell.

Hardin, Garrett. (1968). Tragedy of the Commons. Science, 162, 1243-1248.

Been, Vicki. 1996. "Comment on Professor Jerry Frug's "The Geography of
Community"." Stanford Law Review no. 48 (5):1109-1114.

De Souza, Marcelo Lopes. 2010. “Which right to which city? In defence of political-
strategic clarity,” Interface 2(1): 315-333.

*Rose, Carol. "Crystals and Mud in Property Law." Stanford Law Review 40
(1988): 577-90, 96-604. (gives some history and a pendulum framework for why
property laws change).

“Level the Field: Ending Gender Inequality in Land Rights,” Habitat for Humanity 2016
Shelter Report.

DUE 2/13: Upload a write-up (up to 2 pages) refining the topic and approach with a preliminary
reference list.

Session 6
February 13 Land takings and compensation: how to make institutional change, social

coghnition

Discussion Questions:
Under what conditions can the state legitimately take property? What does it take to make institutional
change towards equity?

Required Reading:
Kelo v. New London: Lawsuit Challenging Eminent Domain: http://www.ij.org/kelo

Pan, Philip P. 2005. “Chinese Peasants Attacked in Land Dispute,” Washington Post,
June 15, 2005. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2005/06/14/AR2005061401542.html

10



Kim, Annette M. 2011. “Real rights to the city: Cases of Property Rights changes
towards equity in eastern Asia,” Urban Studies, 48, 459-469. Introduction to the special
issue.

Kim, Annette M. 2011. “Unimaginable Change: future directions in planning
practice and research about institutional reform,” Journal of the American
Planning Association, September 2011.

Optional reading:
Kim, Annette M. 2011. “Talking back: the role of narratives in Vietnam’s recent
land compensation changes,” Urban Studies, 48, 493-508.

Sulaiman, Sahra. 2017. “County Looks to Eminent Domain to Rewrite
Future of Vacant Lots at Vermont/Manchester,” Streetsblog LA, November 30,
2017.

Kim, Annette M. 2008. Learning to be Capitalists: Entrepreneurs in Vietnam’s
Transition Economy. Oxford University Press. Chapter 1.

Mayer, Margit. 2009. “The ‘Right to the City’ in the context of shifting mottos or urban
social movements,” City 13(2 & 3): 362-374.

Merrill, Thomas W. 2002. “Introduction: the Demsetz Thesis and the Evolution of
Property Rights,” Journal of Legal Studies, vol.31(2): 331-39.

*Thelen, Kathleen. "Historical Institutionalism in Comparative Politics." Annual Review
of Political Science 2 (1999): 369-404.

DUE 2/20: Schedule a meeting with the professor for this week to discuss your final
project/paper topic.

SECTION 2: Property rights interventions mediating the struggle for space in the city

Session 7

February 20 Experiments in Land and Property Ownership: public, private, collective
Discussion Question: What is the difference between public, private, and collective property? What has
been the outcomes of housing system delivery under different ownership schemes?

Required Reading:
Ostrom, Elinor. 1990. Governing the Commons: the evolution of institution for
collective action. Cambridge University Press. Chapter 1.

Rose, Carol. (1990). Property As Storytelling: Perspectives from Game Theory,
Narrative Theory, Feminist Theory. Yale Law Journal, 2, 37-57.

”

Perramond, Eric P. 2008. “The Rise, Fall, and Reconfiguration of the Mexican Ejido,
Geographical Review 98(3):356-371.

11



Phang, Sock-Yong. “Singapore’s Housing Policies: Responding to the Challenges of
Economic Transitions,” The Singapore Economic Review, Vol. 60, No. 3 (2015):1-25.

Optional reading:
Neo, Jaclyn. “Riots and Rights: Law and Exclusion in Singapore’s Migrant Worker
Regime,” Asian Journal of Law and Society, 2 (2015), pp. 137-168.

Haenn, Nora. 2006. “The changing and enduring ejido: a state and regional
examination of Mexico’s land tenure counter-reforms,” Land Use Policy 23 (2006) 136-
146.

Beng Huat Chua (2014) Navigating Between Limits: The Future of Public Housing in
Singapore, Housing Studies, 29:4, 520-533, DOI: 10.1080/02673037.2013.874548.

Shatkin, Gavin. 2014. “Reinterpreting the Meaning of the ‘Singapore Model’: State
Capitalism and Urban Planning,” International Journal of Urban and Regional
Research. Volume 38.1 January 2014 116-37.

http://www.justlanded.com/english/Mexico/Mexico-Guide/Property/Ejidos

Session 8
February 27 Community Land Trusts: Redefining land ownership

Guest speaker: Sandra McNeil, TRUST South LA

Discussion questions:

How can property rights be re-written to produce more affordable housing? How are community land
trusts differently possible and challenging in the US versus in Kenya?

What does it take to change the property rules? Are the solutions scalable?

Required Reading:
Medoff, Peter and Holly Sklar. Streets of Hope: The Fall and Rise of an Urban
Neighborhood. Boston: South End Press, 1994. chapters 5 and 6.

Look around Trust South LA’s website: http://www.trustsouthla.org

Yahya, Saad S. 2002. “Community Land Trusts and other tenure innovations in
Kenya,” in Geoffrey Payne, ed., Land, Rights and Innovation. London: ITDG
Publishing. Pp: 233-263.

Grounded Solutions Network, “What About Housing: a Policy Toolkit for Inclusive
Growth”

Optional reading:
Davis, John E. 2007. “Shared Equity Homeownership: the Changing Landscape of
Resale-Restricted, Owner-Occupied Housing,” National Housing Institute.

Lowe, Jeffrey S. and Emily Thaden, “Deepening stewardship: resident engagement in
community land trusts,” Urban Geography, DOI: 10.1080/02723638.2015.1101250.

12



Session 9
March 6 Land Titling and Slum Upgrading

Discussion questions:
What are the potential and limits of clarifying property rights through titling?
What about the long history of slum upgrading?

Required Reading:
*de Soto, Hernando. 2000. The Mystery of Capital: Why Capitalism Triumphs in the
West and Fails Everywhere Else. New York: Basic Books. Chapters 3 and 6.

Hull, Matthew S. "Ruled by Records: The Expropriation of Land and the
Misappropriation of Lists in Islamabad." American Ethnologist 35.4 (2008): 501-18.

Somsook Boonyabancha, “Baan Mankong: going to scale with “slum” and squatter
upgrading in Thailand,” Environment & Urbanization, Vol 17 No 1 April 2005: 21-46.

Kioe Sheng Yap and Koen De Wandeler. “Self-help housing in Bangkok,” Habitat
International 34 (2010): 332-341.

Optional reading:
“The Challenge of Scale —Nationwide Upgrading,” 2003. Cities Alliance Annual
Report.

*Field, Erica. 2005. “Property Rights and Investment in Urban Slums,” Journal of the
European Economic Association, 3(2/3): 279-290 (statistical analysis of a natural
experiment situation of titling in Peru)

Archer, Diane. “Baan Mankong participatory slum upgrading in Bangkok, Thailand:
Community perceptions of outcomes and security of tenure,” Habitat International 36
(2012): 178-184.

Vichai Viratkapan and Ranjith Perera. “Slum relocation projects in Bangkok: what has
contributed to their success or failure?” Habitat International 30 (2006): 157—-174.

Firmin-Sellers, Kathryn and Patrick Sellers. 1999. “Expected failures and unexpected
successes of land titling in Africa. World Development 27(7): 1115-1128.

Home, Robert. 2004. “Outside de Soto’s Bell Jar: Colonial/Postcolonial Land Law and
the Exclusion of the Peri-urban Poor,” in Home, Robert K. and Hilary Lim, eds.
Demystifying the mystery of capital. London: Glass House Press. Pp.11-30.

SPRING BREAK: NO CLASS MARCH 13

DUE 3/20: Due: An outline of the paper with an extended reference list or if you are doing a map

project, a rough mockup of your map.

Session 10
March 20 Empirics and everyday urbanism: public space, street vending

13



Discussion Question:

How does urban land’s physicality and spatiality matter? Are the theories reviewed in the previous class

sessions adequate to explain our current urban conditions? What exactly needs better explanations?
Required Reading:
Chase, John, Margaret Crawford, and John Kaliski. Everyday Urbanism: Updated and
Expanded. New York: Monacelli, 2008. Pp: 22-35; 88-109.

*Hess, Paul. "Walkability in Toronto’s Apartment Neighbourhoods: Preliminary Report
on Scarborough Village Walkability Workshop." Toronto: Department of Geography and
Programme in Planning, University of Toronto, 2009.

Blomley, Nicholas. "How to Turn a Beggar into a Bus Stop: Law, Traffic and the
'Function of the Place'." Urban Studies 44, no. 9 (2007): 1697-712.

Bostic, Raphael, Annette Kim, and Abel Valenzuela, “An Introduction to the Special
Issue: Contesting the Streets 2: Vending and Public Space in Global Cities,” Cityscape,
2016.

Coates, Ta-nehisi. 2015. Between the World and Me. New York: Spiegel and Grau,
excerpt pp.5-39.

Optional Reading:

Carolina S. Sarmiento and Victoria A. Beard, “Traversing the Border: Community-
Based Planning and Transnational Migrants,” Journal of Planning Education and
Research 2013 33: 336-347.

Yasminah Beebeejaun (2016): Gender, urban space, and the right to everyday life,
Journal of Urban Affairs

*de Certeau, M. 1984. The Practice of Everyday Life. Los Angeles: University of
California Press. Chapter 7, “Walking in the City.”

*LeFebvre, H. 1992. The Production of Space. New York: Wiley-Blackwell. Chapter 1.

Loukaitou-Sideris, Anastasia, and Renia Ehrenfeucht. Sidewalks: Conflict and
Negotiation over Public Space. Cambridge: MIT Press, 2009. Chapter 10.
Blomley, Nicholas. 2011. Rights of Passage: Sidewalks and the regulation of public
flow. New York: Routledge. Chapter 1.

*Maynard-Moody, Steven, and Michael Musheno. 2000. "State Agent or Citizen Agent:
Two Narratives of Discretion." Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory
no. 10 (2):329-358.

NO CLASS March 27: schedule individual office hours March 20-22 and other days.

Session 11
April 3 Critical cartography and the unmasking of spatial relations; SLAB research
Inscribing the City from Below: Community mapping

Discussion Question:
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There is a long tradition of physical design strategies as a way to improve social conditions in urban
planning history and current practices. In what ways is this problematic? Is visual representation part of

the problem?

And in what ways might urban design practices and our methodologies be more transformative? What is
the potential of socially engaged, community-based efforts to make a spatial claim in the city (such as
asset-mapping, memorials, naming and signage of neighborhoods)?

Session 12
April 10

Required Reading:
Verma, Gita Dewan. "Indore's Habitat Improvement Project: Success or Failure?"
Habitat International 24, no. 2000 (2000): 91-117.

Kim, Annette M. Sidewalk City: remapping the public and space in Ho Chi Minh City
2013. chapter 3: “Looking Again: Power and Critical Cartography”

Roy, Ananya. "Transnational Trespassings: The Geopolitics of Urban Informality."
Urban Informality: Transnational Perspectives from the Middle East, Latin America, and
South Asia. Eds. Ananya Roy and Nezar Alzayad. Lanham, MD: Lexington Books,
2004. 289-313.

Cohen, Rachel. 2017. “Civil Rights Groups Sue Ben Carson for Delaying Anti-
Segregation Housing Reform,” The Intercept, October 23, 2017,
https://theintercept.com/2017/10/23/ben-carson-hud-lawsuit-section-8-vouchers-fmr-

naacp/

Optional reading:
Crampton, Jeremy W. "Maps as Social Constructions: Power, Communication and
Visualization." Progress in Human Geography 25.2 (2001): 235-52.

Harley, J.B. 2002. “Deconstructing the Map,” in Michael J. Dear and Steven Flusty
Spaces of Postmodernity: Readings in Human Geography. Malden: Blackwell. Pp:
277-289.

*Wigen, Kéren E., and Martin W. Lewis. 1997. The Myth of Continents: a Critique of
Metageography. Berkeley: University of California Press. Introduction

Kretzmann, John P., and John L. McKnight. 1993. Building Communities from the
Inside Out: a Path Toward Finding and Mobilizing a Community's Assets. Chicago:
ACTA Publications.

Abello, Oscar Perry. “How Community Engineers Are Changing Houston,” Nextcity blog
December 4, 2015.

*Hayden, Dolores. The Power of Place: Urban Landscapes as Public History.
Cambridge: MIT Press, 1995. Chapters 1 and 2.

Student Presentations and Integrative Discussion 1

Session 13
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April 17

Student Presentations and Integrative Discussion 2

Session 14
April 24

Student Presentations and Integrative Discussion 3
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HouUSING AND LAND USE IN RAPIDLY URBANIZING REGIONS
Spring 2018
Informational Questionnaire:

Student Name:

Email:

Phone number:

Nationality or other cultural background:

Other

Circle one:

Program: Planning Public Policy = Public Administration  Architecture
Degree Program: Masters PhD other

Year in the program: 1 2 3 4

What courses have you taken that provide background for this course?

Any relevant work experience?

Why are you interested in taking this course? What do you hope to learn?
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