






A principal objective of the HOPE VI
program is to improve the living environ-
ment for residents of the most severely
distressed public housing (see page 7). 
Substandard conditions in public housing
significantly affect residents’ daily lives,
exposing them to such hazards as lead
paint, mold, inadequate heat, and infesta-
tions of cockroaches and other vermin.
Living in substandard housing can have
serious repercussions for residents’ health
(especially children), such as an increased
incidence of asthma.1

Because housing quality is important
for residents’ well-being, we asked 
HOPE VI Panel Study respondents in our
2001 baseline survey a series of detailed
questions about various housing problems,
similar to questions in the national Amer-
ican Housing Survey.2 Our findings clearly
indicated these developments were in
extremely poor condition. Respondents at
all five sites reported numerous pressing
problems with their housing—more than
those reported by other poor renters
nationwide. About one-third of the respon-
dents at the baseline survey reported hav-
ing three or more housing problems such
as water leaks, peeling paint or plaster, or a
unit that was uncomfortably cold for more
than 24 hours because of a broken heater.

Housing Quality Improved
Dramatically for Relocatees
At the follow-up survey in 2003, respon-
dents who had relocated from the public
housing developments designated for rede-
velopment through the HOPE VI program
reported significantly improved housing
conditions. Fewer respondents reported
multiple housing problems, and families
that relocated reported better housing qual-
ity overall. In-depth interview respondents
described amenities such as more space
and fenced-in yards. 

Multiple housing problems decreased for
movers. The number of reported housing
problems markedly decreased for respon-
dents who moved from the original public
housing development. At the baseline sur-
vey, 33 percent of residents reported three
or more housing problems. At the follow-
up survey, only about one-third as many
(12 percent) who had relocated reported
three or more problems. Figure 1 shows the
decrease in the incidence of four housing
problems for relocatees from the baseline
survey to the  follow-up survey. One of the
biggest decreases was in the share of
respondents with peeling paint or plaster:
approximately one-third of relocatees
reported a peeling paint problem at base-
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Although the quality 
of HOPE VI relocatees’
housing has improved,
it still has lags behind
that of other poor 
renters nationwide.

1Urban Institute a nonpartisan economic and social policy research organization

Metropolitan Housing and Communities Center 

Brief No. 2, September 2004

Like there’s a person
upstairs, the toilet
leaks…and this infects the
walls. Water was coming
all up the side of the wall,
see how the wall is broke
off? It’s dangerous to your
health because there [is] an
odor to it. You wake up in
the morning and it smells
so bad you have to open
doors. You have to open
the doors and windows in
the morning time.

—Ida Wells resident,
Chicago, 2001
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GENERAL PRINCIPLES

1. Appropriate form to create and support the neighborhood as the essential increment of development and redevelopment 1 1 1

2. Appropriate citizen-based participatory process 1 1 1

THE REGION

3. Appropriate urban edge -1 1 1

4. Appropriate infill of urban wastelands 0 1 1

5. Appropriate integration with existing urban patterns -1 1 1

6. Appropriate distribution of resources in the metropolitan area 0 1 1

7. Appropriate relationship to transportation alternatives -1 1 1

THE NEIGHBORHOOD

8. Appropriate form to reinforce the neighborhood as the essential increment of development and redevelopment 0 0 1

9. Appropriate size, density, and mix of uses to create a compact, pedestrian-friendly, and mixed use neighborhood 0 0 0

10. Appropriate configuration of streets as interconnected network -1 0 0

11. Appropriate mix of housing types, sizes and price levels 1 1 1

12. Appropriate concentrations of civic, institutional, and commercial activities -1 1 1

13. Appropriate configuration and design of public space 1 -1 0

14. Appropriate densities for transit -1 1 1

15. Appropriate means for ensuring design in harmony with community identity 1 -1 1

THE BLOCK, THE STREET, THE BUILDING

16. Appropriate expression of the individual building 1 -1 0

17. Appropriate definition of private outdoor space 1 -1 1

18. Appropriate frontage for each dwelling on a street 1 -1 1

19. Appropriate street design 0 -1 0

20. Appropriate block design 1 -1 0

21. Appropriate architectural character that grows from local community traditions and heritage 1 -1 0

22. Appropriate preservation and renewal of historic buildings 1 -1 1
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u r b a n  d e s i g n  a s s o c i a t e s

Dwelling as Mirror of Self



u r b a n  d e s i g n  a s s o c i a t e s

Individual Dwelling and 
Neighborhood




































