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Abstract
Housing supply is a controversial topic across the globe. In Europe, for example, hous-
ing provision is fundamentally characterised by capitalist market economy. However, the 
intensity of state intervention differs significantly in the respective European countries. 
Germany is certainly one of the countries in which the state traditionally intervenes con-
siderably in the housing market and attempts to control it through various measures. In 
addition, the stakeholders in the housing market are very different, and the housing market 
is highly segmented. In Cuba, as a rather atypical example for Latin America, where the 
housing market is largely liberalised, the housing market is very strongly regulated by the 
socialist Cuban state. In this article, we address the topics of housing supply by analysing 
the institutional framework conditions and the different levels of intervention in the very 
different systems of Germany and Cuba. In doing so, we find that the objectives at the 
planning and political levels in these two case studies are quite similar despite the major 
political and social differences. It has become clear, that there is a gap between the aspira-
tion of the political-administrative planning system and the planning expectations of the 
citizens in both systems. However, it is also emphasised that the state’s claim to intervene 
in the housing market and the regulations, production and financing conditions are very 
different. Using Vaus’s ‘most-different-case approach’, we emphasise for the two cities of 
Hamburg and Havana that although considerable successes have been achieved in both sys-
tems in terms of adequate housing provision, but major challenges still exist in both cities. 
The analysis has also made clear how important it is to combine housing policy demands 
with the realities of housing industry, real estate markets and urban planning perspectives.

Keywords Housing policy · Housing supply · Governance of housing · Hamburg · Havana

Extended author information available on the last page of the article

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3056-2560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3056-2560
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7183-2320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5901-6272
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s10901-024-10166-x&domain=pdf


 A. J. Santana Caraballo et al.

1  Introduction: housing policy in the international debate

In international research on housing policy, the increasingly capitalist market orientation of 
land price and real estate development is criticised above all in the European context and in 
Germany (Schönig, 2020; Rödl, 2020). Criticism focuses on the financialization of hous-
ing, i.e. the orientation of housing policy towards the capital-oriented market and the entry 
of international financial companies into the housing market (Aalbers, 2016; Bernt et al., 
2017; Jacobs, 2019). In Germany, moreover, a re-scaling of housing policy can be noticed 
in which the federal level has largely withdrawn from housing funding in recent decades, 
thus transferring responsibility to the municipal level (Schönig & Vollmer, 2020: 12–13). 
Additionally, in the debate about adequate housing provision, social inequality with regard 
to access to suitable housing is above all criticised (Rink et al., 2015). Subsequently, this 
has led to a demand for a more social housing policy reflecting a stronger assumption of 
responsibility by the public sector (Rinn, 2018). In the Latin American context, housing 
policy discussions tend to be dominated by the handling of informal settlements. It is often 
criticised that existing policies and programmes do not focus on the lowest income groups 
and remain limited in their effectiveness (Murray & Clapham, 2015). Accordingly, in addi-
tion to so-called ‘slum upgrading’, there is also a call for greater funding of the rental hous-
ing sector (see Blanco et al., 2014). There are thus generally calls for greater state inter-
vention in the market (see Gómez-Villanueva et al., 2021; Whitaker Ferreira et al., 2020; 
Basile & Ehlenz, 2020). In contrast, in the Cuban context, the special Cuban housing pol-
icy path is usually emphasised positively (Mathey, 2022; Widderich, 1997), but in recent 
years, housing construction has been more criticized (Morris, 2014).

Other international debates focus on the sociology of housing and emphasize the social 
practices of housing. These usually address housing as a socio-spatial and social reality, i.e. 
the social production, distribution and use of housing in the context of social and regional 
inequality (Eckardt & Meyer, 2021). In this context, the mutual interdependence of hous-
ing supply and social structures is often addressed by approaches from housing regime 
research (De Wilde, 2017; Matznetter & Mund, 2012; Hoekstra, 2010).

In the international debate on how to deal with the topic of housing, many scholars 
emphasise the necessity of interdisciplinary research approaches (Schönig &Vollmer, 
2020). However, a linkage of housing policy demands to housing economics, real estate 
economics and urban governance perspectives rarely takes place (Atkinson & Jacobs, 
2022). Exceptions are the national, German-based studies by BulwienGesa (2023) on the 
price-increasing effects of social housing models (Baulandmodelle) on the non-subsidised 
rents and purchase prices or the study by Kholodilin and Kohl (2019), which shows a con-
nection between market-regulating state interventions and an increase in the home-owner-
ship rate in Germany. We want to follow on from this discussion with our comparison of 
the two cases of Hamburg and Havana.

In Germany in 2021, the federal government reacted to the tight situation in the housing 
market and attempted to support housing construction more strongly among other things 
with the so-called Building Land Mobilisation Act (Baulandmobilisierungsgesetz). Vari-
ous changes to the legal basis are intended to strengthen the possibilities of municipali-
ties to prescribe social housing construction, exercise pre-emption rights, issue building 
bids and restrict the conversion of rented flats into expensive owner-occupied housing. In 
addition, a debate is currently taking place that questions the rising of land prices and criti-
cises the strong capitalist market orientation of land prices and real estate development 
(Schönig, 2020; Rödl, 2020). It is often discussed whether the capitalist housing market 
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in Germany is able to equalise social inequalities (Voigtländer, 2017) or whether it merely 
reproduces them structurally (Aalbers & Christophers, 2014; Holm, 2014a). In the debate 
on a different housing policy, it is proposed, among other things, to strengthen municipal 
land reserve policies, to involve landowners more in the financing of technical infrastruc-
ture and to tax profits from land value increases (Stattbau München, 2017). Other actors 
present ideas for a ‘new non-profit-strategy’ in housing construction, which would pro-
vide tax relief for non-profit-oriented companies (Spars, 2021: 9). There are also demands 
that go one step further and call for a detachment of housing from the capitalist logic of 
exploitation (de-commodification) and a stronger self-determination of tenants (Holm, 
2021: 130–131). This also includes requirements to take high rent burdens of over 30% 
into account when assessing the housing situation in the major cities in demand and to be 
avoided wherever possible (Rink & Egner, 2020). However, there are also more pragmatic 
approaches that call for lowering construction costs and removing obstacles to building, 
mobilising building land, stronger financial support for housing construction, a change in 
the tax framework, more energy efficiency (and cost savings) and a strengthening of coop-
erative non-profit housing (Das Bündnis Bezahlbares Wohnen, 2015). There are also calls 
for more public funds for social housing construction, a massive quantitative expansion 
and de-bureaucratization of new housing construction, the creation of affordable hous-
ing through serial construction methods or the tightening of regulations for rent increases 
through a rent break or a rent cap (Rink & Egner, 2020:11; Holm, 2014b). At the same 
time, building communities (Baugemeinschaften) are gaining increasing importance (FHH, 
2023) and independently organized communities such as the ‘Miethäusersyndikat’ organ-
ise solidarity-based counter-designs to yield-oriented housing policies (Mietshäuser Syndi-
kat, 2024). Other points being discussed at the federal level are the restriction of so-called 
share deals and the reduction of land transfer tax. This should limit real estate speculation 
and facilitate investment in the housing sector.

In comparison, the housing situation in Latin America is struggling under much more 
difficult economic conditions and is fundamentally characterised by an enormous housing 
deficit. Of the approximately 600 million inhabitants, around 23% live in informal or pre-
carious settlements (Gilbert, 2001). However, there are considerable differences depending 
on the economic situation of the respective countries.

Informal and precarious neighbourhoods in Latin America are characterised by hous-
ing being built without permits on public or private land. The housing situation and pos-
sibilities for rehabilitation and neighbourhood development of these informal settlements 
are often part of the international debate on social housing provision in the global South 
(Basile & Ehlenz, 2020; Gómez-Villanueva et  al., 2021; Whitaker Ferreira et  al., 2020). 
Accordingly, the improvement of the access of the population to housing also determines 
the political debates in the respective countries. Housing policies and programmes that are 
frequently implemented are social housing programmes, legalisation of informal settle-
ments, public–private alliances for the provision of land and the funding of rental housing 
(Hardoy et al., 1993). Most of the countries in Latin America are characterised by strong 
urban–rural contrasts. Many inhabitants leave the small rural towns without economic 
prospects and migrate to the large metropolises in search of a halfway lucrative job. Con-
versely, it is precisely the poorer sections of the population that are encouraged to occupy 
uncultivated land without technical infrastructure and to use it (initially illegally) for hous-
ing construction (Gilbert, 2001). Because of the cost of housing, most residents in Latin 
America need access to mortgages or other forms of long-term credit to buy a house. How-
ever, unlike in the European or North American context, many countries in Latin America 
have not succeeded in developing a viable system for formal real estate financing, including 
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microfinance (Gilbert, 2001). With the exception of Cuba (UN-Habitat, 2018), there is a 
broad consensus in Latin-American countries that it is not possible to solve the housing 
problem with public funds alone, and that the involvement of the private sector is of great 
importance (Jacobo & Kholodilin, 2022; Mayo, 1999).

Until 1959, the housing situation in Cuba was also characterized by these characteristics 
typical of Latin America. With the revolution, however, the government radically changed 
the housing market. Since then housing policy in Cuba is characterised by two features, 
which were anchored in the ‘Ley General de la Vivienda’ (Housing Act) (1989). Firstly, the 
right of all citizens to housing is enshrined; secondly, housing is considered as a utilised 
property, not a commercial good. At the same time, strong regional planning was estab-
lished that prevented influx into the big cities. Although this system has been reformed and 
liberalised in various stages since the 1990s, the basic character of the housing market has 
been retained.

With the two very different cases (De Vaus, 2008) of Hamburg (Germany) and Havana 
(Cuba), we describe different ways in which the two cities attempt to address the ‘housing 
question’. Our comparison is a qualitative study that focuses on the changes in governance 
processes in the two countries and cities over the past 30 years. Using the most-different-
system design, we want to observe largely similar phenomena from two case studies in 
order to identify typifying lines of action and development paths. We are aware that it is 
almost impossible to record and compare all framework conditions. This results in a certain 
"selection bias", but we justify this by referring back to the relevant factors of our object of 
investigation.

Our claim is to also include the relative diversity approach from Robinson’s (2022) 
‘comparative gesture’ in the consideration. In doing so, we deliberately want to com-
pare two cities from different political, social and planning contexts in order to be able 
to approach the topic of housing through generalisations (Robinson, 2011). In this con-
text, we also see our contribution as part of a post colonialization of knowledge production 
(Chakrabarty, 2000; Connell, 2007) and move away from Eurocentric perspectives. Our 
aim is also, at least in some parts, to expand the analytical scope of theoretical and hous-
ing policy perspectives. We attempt to achieve this by analysing, on the one hand, how the 
public sector intervenes to a considerable extent in the capitalist housing market in Ger-
many and formulates the goal of providing the population with adequate housing. On the 
other hand, we explain how the socialist state in Cuba handles the issue of housing, with 
the aim of freeing the housing market from the capitalist logic of exploitation and prevent-
ing speculation with housing as a commodity. However, market-based mechanisms have 
been introduced on the Cuban housing market in recent years.

Our qualitative approach design for this study means, that we are less interested in com-
paring quantitative development or success figures from these countries, which can be 
classified very differently in economic terms, but rather in focusing on development paths 
and the processes and actor constellations of housing supply, financing and production. 
Our aim is not to evaluate measures as positive or negative. Rather, we want to emphasise 
the importance of the different stakeholders, ownership structures and financing systems. 
For this reason, we present the different framework conditions as well as the regulatory 
approaches, planning interventions and effects of the market in both systems and reflect on 
these approaches in the context of current urban governance and housing policy debates. 
The guiding question is:

How and with what means does the public sector intervene in housing provision and 
what consequences has this for urban development and urban planning on the ground?
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Our approach is to examine the apparent contrasts in housing policy between a largely 
capitalist or market-based case (Hamburg) and a largely state-regulated, socialist case 
(Havana). In the course of analysing the two cases, it has become clear that both systems 
have similar demands on housing provision, but that they attempt to solve them in different 
ways. Surprisingly, the apparent opposites of state regulation versus liberalism are moving 
towards each other, although the framework conditions in terms of rights of disposal, own-
ership structures and economic performance could not be more different. With this com-
parison, we want to contribute to further opening up the national and international debates 
on housing policy and to discuss state intervention in the market in a value-free manner.

Thus, the contribution concentrates on three overarching issues that play a decisive role 
in the supply of housing:

• Firstly, the legal framework that define the character of housing, name the actors in 
housing supply and determine the funding possibilities.

• Secondly, how housing is financed and subsidised will be addressed.
• Finally, the actors and processes in the production and construction of housing will be 

examined.

The aim of the research project is therefore to analyse and understand the patterns of 
urban transformation with focus of housing, the governance approaches and their modes 
of action in politically, socially and economically different systems and to place them in 
the international context of urban governance debates and planning theory discussions. 
The research approach is based on the following two overarching research topics: First, 
the interplay between the governance claim of the respective political-administrative plan-
ning system and the governance expectation of the actors and the citizens concerned will 
be highlighted. Second, the significance of overarching guiding principles, strategies and 
important actors as well as uncoordinated, emergent development processes for urban 
transformation in the respective context will be examined. As a result, the aim is not so 
much to derive globally valid transformation patterns, but rather to identify typifying lines 
of action and development paths of these two contrasting cases in order to contribute to a 
general understanding of urban transformation processes.

We selected Hamburg and Havana as case studies, because in both contexts, the politi-
cal-administrative level has the aspiration to intervene in urban development processes, to 
support certain developments and to restrict others. In addition, civil society, tradespeo-
ple and individual state institutions also expect the political-administrative planning level 
to intervene in urban development processes through planning and to initiate and control 
transformation processes. Cuba is a special case in this respect, particularly in the Latin 
American context. Many Latin American countries tend to be characterised by a very low 
intensity of intervention by the political-administrative planning apparatus in urban and 
spatial planning, which can be seen, among other things, in the strong urban–rural con-
trasts (compared to Cuba) and the importance of informal residential areas (which hardly 
exist in Cuba) (Reis & Dias da Silva, 2013; Coulomb & Schteingart, 2006). In an inner-
European comparison, Germany is also characterised by relatively strong interventions in 
urban development processes in the area of urban renewal and neighbourhood development 
(Czischke & van Bortel, 2018; Vila-Vázquez & Petsimeris, 2023; Watt, 2022).

In this context we continue discussions on appropriate housing policy and governance 
strategies for housing provision, such as those taken up by Leetmaa and Bernt (2023) for 
Western European and Eastern European post-socialist countries (Czischke & van Bortel, 
2018; Marin et  al., 2023) and supplement them with a discussion of the special case of 



 A. J. Santana Caraballo et al.

Havana, which is neither socialist nor neoliberal and cannot be assigned to the dialectic 
between Global North and Global South. However, the focus in Havana is less on the great 
importance of self-help (Zapata Campos et al., 2022), but rather on the question of how the 
Cuban state is trying to solve the housing issue through state intervention.

For this article, the central documents on housing supply and policy in Hamburg and 
Havana were examined and evaluated in the context of the very different socio-economic 
and political framework conditions. The analyses are also based on interviews and obser-
vations conducted by researchers from both cities. The following chapters first describe 
the general legal framework for the two case studies, explain the importance of the vari-
ous stakeholders and analyse state intervention in the housing sector. Building on this, the 
financing and production conditions and finally the interventions of the various players 
in the housing market are analysed. The article ends with a reflection on the case study 
analysis, in which the topics addressed in the introduction are taken up and the results 
interpreted.

2  Fundamentals and challenges of housing provision in Germany

Housing provision in Germany has traditionally been characterised by the interplay of free 
market forces and state intervention. Since the end of the Second World War, at the latest, 
housing policy in Germany and Hamburg has been characterised by an alternation between 
state regulation and financial support for the various submarkets and actors, depending on 
the respective economic framework conditions and political constellations. Over decades, 
this has resulted in a widely ramified system of federal, state and municipal intervention in 
the housing market, which ties up considerable public funds (Jenkis, 2019).

The debate about a socially acceptable, affordable and at the same time financeable 
housing supply is therefore not new in Germany. Even before the COVID-19 pandemic, 
there were controversial discussions about an adequate housing policy due to cost increases 
in construction and the sharp rise in land and housing prices. The increasing attractiveness 
of large cities is considered to be the trigger for the housing shortage, especially in metrop-
olises, large cities and university cities, which have experienced substantial immigration in 
recent years due to very dynamic growth and inner-city residential areas upgrading inter-
ventions. In addition, there are various refugee movements that have their focus primarily 
on large cities (BBSR, 2017; ibid. 2011a). Access to an adequate housing situation has 
deteriorated considerably, especially for households with below-average incomes, newcom-
ers, single parents (Rink et al., 2020) and people with a migration background (Breckner 
et al., 2013). The tense situation in the housing market in recent years has made it increas-
ingly difficult for average earners to find adequate housing.

2.1  General conditions, actors and financing models in Germany

The housing market in Germany is characterised by different housing submarkets and their 
actors, which have been and are being promoted and restricted in the past and present. In 
the debate on adequate housing provision, it is therefore important to take this segmenta-
tion into account. This also includes the realisation that the housing market in Germany 
is initially characterised primarily by the huge existing housing stock (approx. 43.4 mil-
lion dwellings in 2022), which grows annually by significantly less than 1%. This growth 
is also very unevenly distributed spatially, i.e. it is mainly concentrated in the growing 
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metropolises and large cities (Destatis, 2023). The challenges in the supply of housing 
therefore vary greatly from region to region, are shaped by different actors and relate to a 
large extent to the handling of the existing stock.

A look back at German history shows that the state has intervened in the housing mar-
ket, sometimes considerably, depending on the need and the political majority. When the 
housing shortage in Germany was particularly severe after the end of World War II the 
conservative1 federal government introduced the ‘Compulsory Housing Management Act’ 
in 1949. Among other things, this included a de facto ban on terminations for existing ten-
ants, set the rent level by the state and regulated the allocation of privately-owned resi-
dential property to those seeking housing (Eigner, 2014). However, since no new housing 
could be created with this law, the focus of housing policy was at the same time to provide 
housing quickly and cheaply. In 1950, therefore, the first Housing Act was enacted, which 
aimed to promote the construction of housing for the broad strata of the population (social 
housing) (Heitel et  al., 2011). Building on this, the second Housing Act in 1956 aimed 
to create ownership for broad sections of the population and represented the transition to 
ownership funding (Wegner, 1987). Another line of funding was and still is the construc-
tion of rental housing for the broad strata of the population. In addition to this ‘object fund-
ing’, housing allowances have always been paid in Germany to the particularly needy via 
‘subject funding’, with which the recipients can pay their rent (Heitel et al., 2011) (Fig. 1).

The two housing laws benefited numerous non-profit housing companies, which were 
able to build flats and social housing on this legal basis (Kuhnert & Leps, 2017). The hous-
ing non-profit law itself was introduced in Germany in its principles already in the nine-
teenth century and granted non-profit housing enterprises (GWU 2) extensive tax benefits 
and exemptions. In addition, GWUs were granted privileges such as low-interest/interest-
free capital loans, fixed-term interest or expense subsidies, fee exemptions and reductions 
for notarial acts. A housing company was considered non-profit, among other things, if 
it refrained from profit maximisation, reinvested generated surpluses in new construction 
(building obligation) and focused on providing for the needy (business circle restriction) 
(Kuhnert & Leps, 2017: 33). This type of non-profit status for housing companies and the 
associated privileges applied in Germany until their abolition with the 1990 Tax Reform 
Act. The aim of the abolition was to relieve taxpayers and at the same time reduce subsi-
dies that were no longer considered necessary (Kuhnert & Leps, 2017). With the change in 
the law, however, around 1,800 non-profit housing associations lost their tax privileges. As 
a result of this abolition of non-profit housing, many housing stocks, including many social 
housing units, have been transferred from public welfare organisations to private housing 
companies and stock corporations and are now offered at market rents.

In the past, social housing was closely linked to non-profit housing in Germany. Social 
housing is understood to mean that the federal government and the federal states provide 
subsidies for the owners, which are granted in the form of construction and investment 
subsidies, loans with interest and repayment concessions and/or expenditure subsidies 
for financing the housing. In return, the owners undertake to rent the flats to low-income 
households at favourable conditions for a fixed period (commitment period usually between 
10 and 30 years). After the commitment period expires, the landlord can adjust the rent 
level to the normal market rent level, subject to certain legal regulations. In recent years, 
however, the time-limited commitment periods have led to the fact that numerous social 

1 CDU, Christlich demokratische Union Deutschlands—Christian Democratic Union of Germany.
2 Non-profit housing enterprises – Gemeinnützige Wohnungsunternehmen (GWU).
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housing units have fallen out of the so-called social commitments, i.e. the stock of social 
housing in Germany has fallen from 2.9 million flats in 1990 to currently just over one mil-
lion flats (DGB, 2019). In order to be able to live in social housing, recipients need a hous-
ing entitlement certificate, which is linked to certain income limits.

In order to stimulate housing production in Germany in rental housing apart from social 
housing, there have been various indirect subsidies in Germany since the 1970s. Similar to 
social housing, various tax saving opportunities are also granted here. This applies both to 
the construction of new dwellings and to the support of modernisation and refurbishment 
through various subsidies and tax-saving schemes. Although rents in the free rental market 
are basically determined by supply and demand, tenant protection in Germany is assured, 
i.e. the rental market is quite heavily regulated (German Civil Code (§§ 556–558 BGB), 
Economic Offences Act (§ 5 WiStG)). According to this, the rental amount for first-time 
leases must be based on the local comparative rent (which is calculated separately) and 
may not exceed it by more than 20%. In addition, since 2015 the so-called rent cap has 

Fig. 1  Schematic illustration of housing subsidies. Source Heitel et al., 2011: 14
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applied to new leases in areas with a so-called tight housing market, where the new con-
tract rent may not exceed the comparable rent by more than 10% and may be increased by a 
maximum of 20% respectively 15% within 3 years. There are also possibilities for the land-
lord to stipulate additional rent increases in the contract with the tenant when the contract 
is concluded, for example by means of a ‘graduated rent’ or an ‘index-linked rent’.

Another pillar of housing provision in Germany is the funding of home ownership. 
Like social housing, the funding of owner-occupied housing has a long tradition in Ger-
many, although ownership rates are rather low by international standards at around 50% 
(Eurostat, 2021). Similar to rental housing, the funding of owner-occupied housing takes 
the form of tax concessions. The first legal basis here was also the Second Housing Act 
of 1956. In 1970, the so-called employee savings allowance was also introduced, through 
which the employee is granted discounted financial investments by the employer for the 
(later) purchase of real estate (Bausparvertrag) (Heitel et  al., 2011: 14). In addition, the 
homeowner’s allowance (Eigenheimzulage) introduced in 1995 included additional state 
payments towards the purchase price. However, it was repeatedly criticised by urban plan-
ners for indirectly supporting suburbanisation, urban sprawl and additional traffic genera-
tion (Egner, 2014: 4). It was finally abolished in 2006, although it was reintroduced in 
2018 (until 2021) in a slightly different form as ‘Baukindergeld’. For most people, buying 
their own house is also seen as a retirement provision, since after paying off the mortgage 
interest—unlike renting—there are no further costs in old age (Heitel et al., 2011: 9). In 
order to improve the housing situation in large cities, many experts are therefore calling for 
greater attention to be paid to the funding of home ownership (Depenheuer et al., 2020).

A special feature of the ownership form is the housing cooperatives, which, in a certain 
way, combine approaches of social housing and housing for the common good with owner-
ship formation. The cooperatives emerged as an instrument of self-help primarily from the 
workers’ movement (Kühnert & Leps, 2017) and came into being in Germany at the end of 
the nineteenth century on the basis of the Cooperatives Act 1889 (Genossenschaftsgesetz). 
Accordingly, housing cooperatives are societies with a non-closed number of members and 
are only obliged to these members. The members of a cooperative acquire shares in that 
same cooperative, and these shares earn interest for deposit protection. Since cooperatives 
are not profit-oriented, the rents that the cooperatives pay for the flats are much lower than 
the ‘market rent level’. Membership in a cooperative is not linked to income limits, so the 
rent-reducing effect of housing cooperatives reaches all strata of the population.

Another large real estate player in many cities and municipalities is the municipal hous-
ing companies, which often offer flats at relatively low rents. However, in the course of 
the liberalisation of the housing market and the tight state budget situation, many munici-
palities sold their housing stock to private housing companies between the 1990s and the 
2000s. This has since been criticized from many sides because the municipalities have lost 
considerable influence on the rental housing market (Klus, 2020; Schnig & Volmer, 2020).

Another key actor in the housing market is the private housing companies, which build, 
sell or rent flats as property owners, project developers or investors. These companies 
usually have a larger housing stock and are basically profit-oriented. They are repeatedly 
criticized for charging very high rents for their flats or for refurbishing housing stock at 
great expense and renting it out again at very high prices after the old tenants have moved 
out. However, there are also numerous private real estate companies with medium-sized, 
often regionally limited property portfolios that act as fair landlords keep a good relation-
ship with their tenants (BBSR, 2011). In addition, since the liberalization of the 1990s 
and especially since the global financial crisis of 2008/2009, fund companies have increas-
ingly entered the German market. The interest of this group of owners lies primarily in 
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profit maximization through the purchase and sale of flats, through the development of new 
housing construction projects and through rental income. The reason for the great interest 
of foreign investors was the uncertain and low returns from the equity business since the 
financial crisis in 2008. In addition, there was ‘cheap money’ for investments in the last few 
years (until the beginning of 2021) due to the loose interest rate policy of the central banks 
and savings deposits or government bonds, which were previously safe options for conserv-
ative investors, but hardly paid any interest at all. However, a large part of the investments 
in the German real estate market is also made by pension funds, sovereign wealth funds, 
insurance companies or even non-profit organizations that want to invest their money safely 
(Tschammler & Fehrenbacher, 2019).

Independent of the submarkets described in Fig.  2, there are numerous subsidies for 
individual properties in Germany, both for new construction and for the renovation of resi-
dential buildings. In particular, subsidies are provided for renovation measures that con-
tribute to the energy efficiency of the houses, such as thermal insulation and new climate-
friendly heating systems. The subsidy shares vary greatly but are generally between 10 and 
30% of the total costs.

2.2  Construction costs of the housing sector in Germany

In most cases, the provision of housing and the funding of different forms of housing are 
aimed at improving financing conditions. Currently, the housing market in Germany’s large 
cities is extremely tight due to the growing number of (single) households and the strong 
influx. Flat rents and purchase prices have therefore risen very sharply simply due to these 
mechanisms of supply and demand. One of the consequences of this is that land prices in 
the big cities have also risen very sharply in recent years. In large cities such as Hamburg, 
land prices now account for around 20% of the value of real estate.

In addition, the costs of new construction have also risen very sharply in recent years and 
have an impact on housing prices. In the last 20 years, construction costs have increased by 
up to 117% (ARGE, 2022: 6), which is significantly higher than general inflation. For the 
year 2022 (2nd quarter), average construction costs of around 4000 euros per  m2 of living 
space are given for cities such as Hamburg. If land costs are added, at least around 5000 
euros per  m2 of living space must be calculated for new construction in large cities (ibid.: 
8). In addition, the turnaround in interest rates in 2022 has led to an enormous increase in 
financing costs for the construction and purchase of real estate. Real estate purchases in 

Fig. 2  Housing submarkets in Germany. Source Own compilation
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Germany are usually financed with 70 to 80% of the total costs through real estate loans. If 
interest rates rise from 1 to 4%, as is currently the case, financing real estate will become 
extremely difficult for both small property owners and institutional investors. The private 
construction industry, therefore, states that in rental housing construction in large cities 
such as Hamburg, rental costs for standard flats are now being calculated at up to 20 euros 
per  m2 in order to be able to refinance the high construction costs at all. As a result of this 
development, housing production in Germany has declined massively in recent months. 
The target set by the federal government of building 400,000 new flats per year nationwide 
could not be achieved. According to current figures, only about 295,000 flats were built in 
2022. Even lower figures are forecast for 2023.

2.3  Ownership structures and housing strategy in Hamburg

In 2020, the ownership rate in Hamburg in the housing stock was only around 23%, which 
is typical for large cities. On the other hand, this means that the housing stock in Ham-
burg is very strongly characterised by rented flats. A special feature in Hamburg is that 
around 15% of the housing stock is owned by the state-owned Hamburg housing associa-
tion SAGA and the housing cooperatives also account for a very large share of around 15%. 
Experts assume that these two large housing stocks have a fundamentally dampening effect 
on the development of rents in Hamburg (Trautvetter & Knechtel, 2023). In addition, even 
in a national comparison with Berlin, Hamburg accounts for a very small proportion of the 
relatively large group of private property owners, with financial market-oriented owners 
holding around 5%. In Berlin, for example, the proportion is around 17% (ibid.: 6).

Despite the high new construction figures of Hamburg’s housing strategy (see next 
Chapter), Hamburg has also not succeeded in significantly increasing the proportion 
of social housing. On the contrary, the stock of social housing has even declined sig-
nificantly in recent years due to the simultaneous expiry of social housing commit-
ments. In 2011 Hamburg still had a stock of social housing of around 108,000, by 2020 
the stock had fallen to around 90,000 flats (Bürgerschaft der Freien & Hansestadt Ham-
burg, 2021: 4). This contrasts with around 500,000 households that are generally entitled 
to live in social housing according to the legally prescribed income limits (Hamburger 
Wohnraumförderungsgesetz).

2.4  Hamburg’s funding and housing strategy

Hamburg has been confronted with rising rents and property prices since the beginning of 
the 2000s. To counteract these trends, the newly elected SPD government in 2011 decided 
to stimulate the housing market in Hamburg. The Senate of the City of Hamburg there-
fore decided in 2011 to agree on the "Contract for Hamburg—New Housing Construction" 
with the city’s district administrations and the "Alliance for Housing in Hamburg" with 
the housing industry associations and the municipal housing company SAGA. The aim of 
these alliances was to support and accelerate housing construction in Hamburg in order 
to build at least 6,000 new flats annually. Until then, the volume of new construction was 
around 3,500 flats per year.

For this purpose, a position of "housing coordinator" was established on the part of 
the city administration to coordinate the planning processes. At the same time, the Ham-
burg boroughs committed themselves to setting up borough-level housing construction 
programmes, with the help of which the approval processes were to be accelerated. In 
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addition, concrete targets for the construction and approval of housing at the district 
level were agreed upon. Furthermore, it was agreed on a one-third mix for new hous-
ing projects, which includes that at least 1/3 of new housing should be social housing; 
another 1/3 should be not subsidised rental housing and 1/3 owner-occupied housing 
(FHH, 2011).

In the next legislative period, starting in 2015, this alliance was continued (FHH 2016), 
and the agreed target figures were once again increased to 10,000 approved flats. In addi-
tion, the city of Hamburg has committed itself to no longer allocating municipal land for 
housing construction according to the highest price, but in a so-called concept procedure, 
in which, above all, social and/or ecological components should be given priority in the 
allocation process. In addition, the city of Hamburg aims to push ahead with strategic land 
management, i.e., to buy more land in a conscious and controlling manner in order to exert 
more influence on development and housing construction (FHH, 2016). These agreements 
remained in place in the 22nd legislature from 2021 and were further developed (FHH, 
2021). As a new aspect, it was agreed, among other things, that urban land should increas-
ingly be granted in leasehold, i.e. that buyers only acquire the rights of use (over 100 years) 
over the land, pay rent for it, and the land remains in the possession of the city. The city 
of Hamburg hoped that this would curb land speculation and give it greater influence over 
the use of the land. Another new aspect was that an additional 4,000 flats were to be sub-
sidised, which were to be rented as so-called “Hamburg flats” (Hamburg-Wohnungen) in 
serial construction with a target new contract rent of 8 euros (which is a comparatively 
very low price).

The goal of this alliance to significantly increase Hamburg’s housing stock in the 
short to medium term has undoubtedly been achieved. New housing construction could 
be significantly increased to over 11,000 by 2020 (Statistisches Amt für Hamburg & 
Schleswig–Holstein, 2021: 5; ibid. 2021: 6).

In addition to stimulating new housing construction, the city of Hamburg has estab-
lished social preservation statutes (Milieuschutz) for a large part of inner-city residential 
areas in accordance with § 172 BauGB (Building Code). In these areas, the conversion of 
rented flats into owner-occupied flats and the (luxury) refurbishment of flats can be pro-
hibited by the authorities. This is intended to counteract the displacement of the socially 
weaker population. Hamburg’s fundamentally socially oriented strategy of housing funding 
is also documented by the fact that Hamburg has also set up special funding programmes 
for housing cooperatives and building communities. Building communities are associations 
of private individuals who plan and build housing together for their own use (FHH, 2023).

Despite Hamburg’s successful strategy to boost new construction, however, it has not 
been possible to slow or stop the rise in rents and purchase prices. In 2022, the average 
purchase price for owner-occupied flats was around €6900 per  m2 (Gutachterausschuss für 
Grundstückswerte in Hamburg, 2022). Rents (offered rents) for new contracts in Hamburg 
also continued to rise to an average of € 11.90 per  m2 by the end of 2022.

Currently the interest rate turnaround and the energy crisis have led to considerable 
price increases for the construction and renovation of the housing stock. As a result, many 
building projects have been postponed and the number of completions has fallen sharply. 
Hamburg will not be able to achieve the specified new construction figures in the future. 
Against this background, Hamburg has announced that it will once again adjust the funding 
guidelines for new housing construction and the construction of social housing, but it is not 
yet possible to judge whether this will be successful. A promising strategy for satisfactorily 
solving the housing problem in Germany and Hamburg under these conditions does not 
seem to have been found yet.
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3  Fundamentals and challenges of housing provision in Cuba

In Cuba, the revolutionary government has completely restructured the liberal and capital-
ist housing market since 1959. Since then, the state has played a decisive role in the regula-
tion, production and financing of housing construction. This went hand in hand with the 
aim of freeing the housing market from the capitalist logic of exploitation, that means trade 
and the production of housing was severely restricted.

On this basis and a powerful regional planning Cuba has succeeded in eliminating the 
strong urban–rural contrasts that are otherwise still common in Latin America, minimising 
the problem of informal housing and massively increasing the ownership rate of housing 
through various mechanisms. The basic features of this system remained until the collapse 
of the socialist Eastern bloc and the severe economic crisis in the "Special period in peace-
time". Since then various components of the housing provision were reformed and liber-
alised. Nevertheless, key elements of the Cuban housing model and the state’s claim to 
provide adequate housing for vulnerable population groups have remained (Mathey, 2022).

3.1  General conditions, actors and financing models in Cuba

In 1959 in Cuba the proportion of informal, self-help housing was around 53% (Mathey, 
1993), and around 47% of the dwellings were in poor condition (Widderich, 1997). The 
housing market was largely determined by the "free" market and characterised by a very 
strong influx into the capital Havana; the state share in housing construction was only 1.2% 
(Huwer et al., 1984). The socialist government wanted to eliminate this situation and radi-
cally changed the housing market. This included.

• The radical transformation of the property and land system,
• The introduction of institutional and integrated spatial, regional and urban planning,
• The development and implementation of housing plans and projects that were to be 

made accessible to all strata of the population.

In addition, a series of changes in housing policy were introduced and the foundations 
of the revolutionary housing policy were laid with the "Urban Reform Law" in 1960. The 
rent for a flat was not determined according to market economy indicators such as location, 
size and amenities, but was oriented towards the income of the residents and limited to 
10% of the household income. This was also of great importance because at that time about 
three quarters of the households in Cuba lived for rent (Aehnelt, 1991). Rent-free housing 
was introduced for substandard housing.

The housing law "General Housing Law" (1989) forms the basis of housing policy in 
Cuba. As mentioned above, it establishes the right of citizens to housing and defines hous-
ing as a utilised property and not as a commercial good. The law is thus explicitly directed 
against land speculation and the free sale of dwellings; at the same time, it stipulates that 
each person may only own one main dwelling and, in addition, one holiday home. Fur-
thermore, the housing law specifies the actors responsible for the production of housing, 
these are the socialist state through its state-owned enterprises, so-called microbrigades (in 
which workers from state institutions collaborate in the construction of their own workers’ 
housing and are released from work for this purpose), peasant cooperatives and self-help 
construction.
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Access to adequate housing was also to be achieved by transferring ownership of their 
homes (in various purchase and financing models) to the vast majority of the population 
(Mathey, 2022). In this understanding, the housing market in Cuba was severely restricted 
and virtually did not exist until 2011. This meant that until further liberalisation steps in 
2011, housing could officially only be traded with the state according to fixed prices. Only 
since 2011 has it been officially possible to buy and sell flats. Until 1984, changing flats 
was only possible through a flat exchange. Since 1984 it has also been possible to let flats 
in Cuba (Hamberg, 1990). The "Housing Law" of 1984 also stipulates the construction of 
so-called social housing. Unlike in Germany, however, the term "social housing" is not 
associated with subsidised financing and reduced rent payments, but with the transfer of 
usufructuary rights (i.e. a lifelong right to live) to the residents. In Cuba, land and real 
estate are always separate, i.e. when a property is bought or sold, only the building is sold, 
the land remains in the possession of the Cuban state (Fig. 3).

The government’s first measures at the beginning of the 1960s were also characterised 
by regional policy objectives, which were intended to reduce the influx into the largest 
cities, especially Havana. In 1958, Havana accounted for around 21% of the Cuban popula-
tion (Segre et al., 1997: 116). This development of metropolization was largely halted in 
the following period (basically until today). Currently, Havana’s population share is 19.3% 
of the population of the island (ONEI,3 2022). The goals of regional policy were primar-
ily to reduce socio-economic and spatial disparities, among other things by changing the 
regional economic structure and promoting regional integration. This was linked to a rela-
tive neglect of the capital, which is still visible today in the bad building stock.
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In Cuba, housing construction is largely carried out by the state. When "allocating" 
housing, the state prioritises according to the respective "housing demand" of the respec-
tive families and/or persons. Since 1959, a total of more than 2.5 million homes have been 
built in Cuba (UN-Habitat, 2014). In order to improve the housing situation, especially in 
rural regions, more than 40,000 dwellings were built in a total of 214 rural municipalities 
by 1970 on the basis of a new housing construction programme. This housing programme 
was launched by the Ministry of Construction and implemented with different standardised 
housing types (Mathey, 2022: 6). For the period 1960–1984, the share of state housing pro-
duction in Cuba was between 30 and 50% of total production, the highest in the Americas 
at that time. The periods of intensive construction activity were 1959 to 1961 (Repartos 
Pastorita: large housing estates with prefabricated components based on the Soviet model), 
1971 to 1976 (construction of housing by microbrigadas), 1980 to 1986 (construction of 
housing from industrialised production) and 1987–1990 (housing construction by social 
microbrigadas). With the collapse of economic relations with the former Eastern Bloc 
countries, housing production also collapsed significantly with the "Período especial en 
tiempos de Paz" (Special Period in Times of Peace) at the beginning of the 1990s. It was 
not until the end of the 1990s that housing production recovered, with the private sector 
assuming more or less the same importance as state housing production. However, from 
2003/2004 onwards, the production of housing units through new construction in the pri-
vate and state sectors again declined significantly. The year 2006 then saw the third strong 
wave of housing production with 110,000 houses completed.

However, the unsatisfactory housing situation was also recognised as a problem by the 
official side, which is why, with the start of the process of "updating the economic model" 
in 2011, the liberalisation of the housing sector became a focal point of the reforms, along 
with many other measures that were primarily intended to strengthen small private enter-
prises and boost economic development in the country. Since 2011, for example, the law 
has stipulated that the procedures for transferring housing (exchange, donation and sale) 
should be more flexible, i.e. not via sales prices set by the authorities, but via more or less 
capitalist market prices.

Another change promoted by the "updating of the economic model" was the participa-
tion of the non-state sector in housing production and rehabilitation, which until 2011 had 
to be done exclusively through the actors defined in the Housing Act. Building on this, it 
was decided in 2012 to introduce cooperatives on a trial basis in non-agricultural sectors 
such as the production of building materials and services. It was also established that peo-
ple with a lack of ability to pay could apply for state subsidies to finance construction work 
on their houses. However, one major problem remained, namely the acquisition of building 
materials, which are still not available on the market in the required quantities despite state 
subsidies. The reason for this is that the financing of the housing construction programme 
and thus the provision of building materials is exclusively dependent on the state budget, 
i.e. there is no privately organised production of building materials. In the following years, 
attempts were made to improve the economic situation of the population through further 
liberalisation, in particular by further strengthening the private sector, including the pos-
sibility of founding privately managed medium-sized companies (Mipymes), which can 
operate largely independently with up to 100 employees, similar to the Ltd. (Limited Com-
pany) in Great Britain.

Currently, the housing deficit in Cuba is estimated at around 900,000 homes, which is 
made up of the need for new buildings and necessary renovations. Therefore, a national 
programme was launched in 2019 with the aim of rectifying the poor housing situation 
in about 10 years. To fulfil this plan, the private sector is to be more involved in housing 
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construction (around 60%). For Havana, where the housing problems are the greatest, the 
share of work done by the private sector is still to be 40%. Other measures aim to increase 
the use of locally produced materials and the conversion of buildings that have not been 
used in recent years. However, the difficult overall economic situation, the Covid-19 pan-
demic and organisational problems have meant that the interim goals set have not yet been 
achieved (Fig. 4).

Despite the liberalisations described above, essential elements of the socialist housing 
model have remained. Worth mentioning are above all.

• The separation of land and building
• The strong restriction of property ownership and
• The focus on state housing production.

3.2  Construction costs of housing construction in Cuba

Since the state production of housing in Cuba is not speculative in nature and the state 
charges the "legal purchase price" when awarding it to the "beneficiaries", the state as a 
housing producer is left with only small profit margins. A similar system exists for the 
costs of construction services in the state sector, which are regulated by a state construc-
tion pricing system (PRECONS4). The flats that are built through the state institutions are 
financed centrally from the housing budget. They are usually handed over to the future 
residents as property at a legally fixed price. This is also associated with the granting of 
the perpetual right of use over the land on which the house has been built. Depending 
on the construction system, the state subsidises between 76 and 80% of the total cost of 
building a new house and only receives between 18 and 25% back later through the repay-
ment of the loan, which then flows back into the state budget. The costs of maintaining and 
refurbishing buildings are even subsidised by the state between 80 and 100%. There is also 
financing support from the state for private individuals who build their house in self-help. 
This usually relates to the partial financing of the building material and/or the granting of 
low-interest loans.

The high subsidisation of state housing requires enormous financial resources. There-
fore, the minimum cost recovery means, that state housing construction cannot refinance 
itself. This in turn leads to the fact that the planned production figures and refurbishments 
can only be partially implemented. Due to the difficult economic situation in Cuba, it has 
therefore not yet been possible to improve the housing situation fundamentally. Another 
problem is the increasing intensity of hurricanes, which have contributed to a further dete-
rioration in the condition of many homes. Hurricane Irma alone damaged a total of more 
than 122,000 homes in Cuba in 2017. Due to limited resources, the elimination of storm 
damage repeatedly leads to a shift in priorities, so that even planned renovations of flats 
that were not damaged at all by the hurricanes had to be pushed back further.

3.3  Ownership structures and housing strategy in Havana

In Havana, a total of 310,000 housing units were completed between 1959 and 1990, of 
which 32% were state-produced and 68% self-help (Segre et  al., 1997: 139). Housing 

4 Construction Pricing System Instruction.
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Fig. 4  Schematic illustration of housing subsidies. Source Own compilation
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production itself was oriented towards the models typical of the 1960s and 1970s, as they 
were also implemented in Europe (González Couret, 2009), in Cuba more along the lines 
of the corresponding Soviet models (Mathey, 2022). In Havana, the phase of concentration 
on industrial prefabrication for entire urban expansion areas can be seen most clearly in the 
Alamar district, where around 100,000 residents live today.

Housing production in Cuba has been characterised by strong fluctuations in recent dec-
ades, which must be seen in connection with the economic performance of the Cuban state. 
Of the approximately 3.8 million homes in Cuba, around 88% are owned personally by the 
residents. Rental housing accounts for only around 2.6% of the total stock, 2.4% is social 
housing (usufruct), ownership is unclear for around 3% of the housing, and the remain-
ing 4% is state-owned housing that is occupied under different conditions. Around 39% of 
homes throughout Cuba are in average or poor condition, of which around 850 homes are 
in a "critical" condition, i.e. in real danger of collapse. Most of these "critical" buildings 
are located in Havana (UN-Habitat, 2018).

The liberalisations of recent years were also associated with large waves of dismiss-
als from the state sector, which in turn led to an increase in internal migration to Havana 
and the emergence of informal housing estates, which were virtually non-existent until the 
1990s. This in turn has led to typical problems of informal neighbourhoods, such as the 
lack of technical infrastructure (electricity and water) and social services (UN-Habitat, 
2021). The official housing deficit for Havana is just under around 185,000 homes. The city 
administration has defined a total of 82 particularly precarious and 69 so-called vulner-
able neighbourhoods for Havana, which are supported with special funding programmes. 
Around 20,000 flats are located in these areas (POTU,5 2014).

Although housing production has been further liberalised in Havana in recent years, the 
production of building materials has so far remained the exclusive responsibility of the 
state. Only with the establishment of Mipymes in 2021 was the construction sector fur-
ther liberalised. Since then, private companies have also been allowed to produce and sell 
building materials. However, the effects of these new opportunities have hardly been felt so 
far due to the COVID 19 pandemic. In addition, the US trade embargo severely restricts the 
financing and trade of these companies.

At the local level of Havana, the scope for influencing the volume of investment is 
very limited, with the notable exception of the state-owned ‘Oficina del Historiador de La 
Habana’, which operates in the historic centre of Havana and is granted a relatively large 
degree of autonomy and economic power due to the great urban-historical, cultural and 
economic importance of the historic centre. At present, however, there is also a political 
will to push ahead with the strengthening of institutions at the local level in other areas 
as well and to expand local scope. With further decentralisation, there is also the hope 
of using more flexible technologies in terms of design and budget, which should also be 
reflected in the quality of housing construction, especially in Havana.

The liberalisation of the housing market has led to the development of a housing mar-
ket in Havana that is largely based on capitalist principles. With the money from the sale 
of flats (which has only been possible since 2011), savings can be built up, among other 
things, which make it possible to invest in different areas as a self-employed person. But 
Cubans are also aware of the negative effects of the relatively new real estate market: One 
major criticism is certainly the now high cost of buying property compared to the average 

5 Urban Planning and Development Plan.
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Cuban income. In the absence of a mortgage market, buying a house is only possible for 
those who have sold another house, receive remittances from family members abroad or, as 
rare exceptions, have managed to accumulate savings of their own.

The purchase and sale of housing in Havana rose steadily at least until 2018. However, 
as a result of the tightening of the US economic embargo under US President Trump, 
sales have declined again (García Vázquez, 2018). Unlike the housing prices in new state 
housing construction, the market prices for the free sale of residential property in Cuba 
also depend strongly on the location; thus, considerable price differences can be observed 
between Havana and the rest of the country as well as within Havana and depending on the 
type of construction, similar to countries with a capitalist housing market. In the munici-
palities of Arroyo Naranjo, Cotorro or Guanabacoa, for example, average prices per square 
metre are between US$ 150 and US$ 200, while in attractive locations such as Havana 
Vieja, Playa or Plaza de la Revolución, average prices range from over US$ 650 to US$ 
1,100 (Marcondes Miglioni, 2022).

4  Reflection on both cases

When we highlighted the issue of housing and the role of the state to provide housing 
within our research project, it quickly became evident that the housing policy goals in both 
cases are fundamentally very similar, but the strategies are very different.

The examination of housing policy and the control approaches in the two very differ-
ent systems shows that the question of state or market or planning demands and plan-
ning expectations cannot be answered unambiguously in both systems. Both political and 
planning contexts contain different elements of state intervention and market economy or 
capitalist logics of utilisation at different levels. They both formulate the claim to provide 
adequate housing for the population. Society’s expectations of the state are correspond-
ingly strong. The two examples from Hamburg and Havana show that the intensity of state 
intervention in housing provision is volatile and changes depending on political priorities, 
economic development dynamics and public pressure, even within the respective systems.

Starting from a very liberal housing policy in Hamburg in the 1990s, the public sector 
has increasingly intervened in the market in Hamburg (and Germany) in recent years. In a 
certain way, the policy takes up the criticism of the financialization of housing markets for-
mulated from housing research (Aalbers, 2016; Bernt et al., 2017; Jacobs, 2019). Whether 
this is sufficient in its current form remains to be seen. However, despite the traditional 
strong roles of the cooperatives and the state housing association in Hamburg, the entire 
system remains capitalist in principle. Nevertheless, we disagree with the criticism that 
the housing supply system in Hamburg (and Germany) is in general a neoliberal system 
(Rinn, 2018; Rossi & Vanolo, 2015; Streeck, 2011). Rather, we argue that Germany has 
(long) been in a post-neoliberal phase (Springer, 2015; Vogelpohl & Buchholz, 2017), or 
that the distinction here cannot be made sharply. We showed that the financialisation of 
the housing market is largely limited to one sub-market (namely the capital and insurance 
companies); other framework conditions apply to the majority of the Hamburg housing 
market. On the other hand, in Cuba and Havana we find a socialist system in which the 
state traditionally determines the essential components of housing provision itself and the 
private sector (apart from self-construction) has a negligible share in housing production. 
With the necessary liberalisation steps at the beginning of the 1990s, the private sector in 
Havana has become increasingly important, up to the liberalisations of 2011 and 2021, 
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with which market-economy processes and private companies are granted a much greater 
role in the rehabilitation and new construction of housing. Nevertheless, the Cuban state is 
keen to maintain the positive aspects of the previous system (little informality, housing as 
a basic right).

The different intensity of intervention of the two systems is also determined by the 
property ownership. At the same time, this reflects the different priorities set in the past. 
Hamburg is traditionally a tenant city, with around half of the city’s housing being rented. 
However, the high proportion of cooperatives has just as much of a dampening effect on 
the average rent level as the high share of the city-owned housing company SAGA. Nev-
ertheless, the dependence on the private real estate sector remains high. In Havana, rent-
to-own and other state subsidies have led to 88% of the housing being owned by the resi-
dents. By separating land from the buildings and by still regulating the sale of buildings, 
the city retains a considerable control function. However, property owners in Havana suffer 
from the shortage of materials and most of their families have economic limitations, which 
make it impossible for them to assume the execution of new construction or maintenance 
of a building (UN-Habitat, 2014), so they generally continue to rely on state subsidies for 
renovations.

In view of the housing shortage, attempts have been made in both systems to boost 
housing production. In Hamburg, this has been very successful in recent years due to the 
favourable economic framework data and financing possibilities, but this has not been able 
to slow down the increase in rents. In the meantime, with the current turnaround in inter-
est rates and the rise in construction costs, the upswing in housing production in Hamburg 
has come to a clear end. Despite the state’s claim to provide affordable housing, the previ-
ous concepts in Hamburg seem to have reached their limits and present the city-state with 
almost insurmountable tasks. In Hamburg and Germany, the debate about socially accept-
able housing provision is mostly centred on the rental housing segment, although experts 
are in no doubt that even social housing construction will not be able to solve the housing 
problem in tight markets in the long term due to the time-limited commitment periods. In 
order to improve the financing conditions for residential construction, Hamburg recently 
improved the subsidy conditions for the real estate industry (i.e. significantly reduced inter-
est rates for property loans and enabled new depreciation options). At the same time, old 
urban development ideas from the 1970s are being revived at a national level with the pro-
posal to build new neighbourhoods on greenfield sites, which are met with great disap-
proval by experts for various reasons (segregation, land sealing, traffic generation, etc.).

In Havana, a number of housing policy instruments were implemented that have 
been repeatedly discussed in Germany and Hamburg in recent decades. In the case of 
Havana, the severe restrictions on property ownership and property trading should be 
emphasised. Above all, the property ownership quota has contributed to the fact that 
social segregation and social inequality have not yet been able to develop in the same 
way as in capitalist housing markets. On the other hand, the inadequacies of the system 
have also become clear in Havana due to the lack of flexibility. The strong migration to 
Havana has led to the emergence of many informal houses in recent years with the prob-
lems typical of Latin America. With the current challenges the strong focus on owner-
ship and subsidisation of housing construction and renovation is reaching its limits. In 
Havana, the system of housing production in all sectors suffers from the difficult eco-
nomic framework conditions, which make it difficult for both the state and the private 
sector to push ahead with housing construction and rehabilitation. Nevertheless, Havana 
has achieved astonishing successes by heavily subsidising housing construction, but this 
has on the other hand also led to insufficient refinancing of expenditures. This, in turn, 



The state role in the housing sector in Hamburg and Havana…

contributes to the failure to reduce the high backlog in renovation and new housing con-
struction. Therefore, it has not been possible to achieve the figures expected to alleviate 
the housing market situation in Havana either, and it is currently not foreseeable how 
this situation could be changed or whether this can be achieved in the near future.

It has thus become clear that the functionality of the two very different systems in 
terms of financing and housing production is also very much dependent on the frame-
work conditions. In both Hamburg and Havana, fundamental paradigms that have long 
characterized the national housing system are currently being questioned and have 
been questioned in the recent past. It has become clear that there appears to be no ideal 
solution for organizing housing in a socially acceptable way. Rather, it is necessary 
to react flexibly to the changing framework conditions and to constantly readjust the 
set screws depending on the challenges and to be fundamentally open to new manage-
ment approaches. It can be seen that both sides act extremely pragmatically within their 
system.

The contrast between a market-based model in Germany and a socialist model that 
fundamentally excludes private-sector elements has now been overcome. However, 
the aspiration to solve the housing problem remains on both sides. But the process and 
stakeholder analyses also show that it is difficult for both case study cities to break out 
of established structures and fundamentally question outdated regulatory systems. In 
addition, the qualitative path analyses make it clear that the evaluation of measures or 
decisions taken can only be carried out in the context of the overall social and economic 
situation and in the respective regional context (Europe and Latin America) (Robinson, 
2011).

It has become clear that there is a gap between the governance aspiration of the 
respective political-administrative planning system and the governance expectations of 
the affected actors and citizens in both systems. In this article, we have used a largely 
qualitative research design to approach the topic of housing provision primarily through 
the components of ownership, financing and housing production. In our view, there is a 
need for further research to focus even more on the social conditions and possibilities 
of securing housing supply and to place a stronger emphasis on the implementation pro-
cesses on the ground. It would be interesting to highlight which cultural and social fac-
tors are of particular importance in the provision of housing. This could also consider 
how residents deal with the strategies and guiding principles of the respective politi-
cal-administrative system and how they deal with the opportunities that the respective 
system gives them. The comparison of these two most-different-cases has also made it 
clear how important it is to combine housing policy demands with housing industry, 
real estate challenges and urban planning perspectives (Atkinson & Jacobs, 2022). It has 
become clear that one of the major challenges in housing construction is not only the 
regulation of rental housing, but that the debates on financing and ownership models (in 
both systems) should also be given much greater focus (Leetmaa & Bernt, 2023; Czis-
chke & van Bortel, 2018; Marin et al., 2023).

Funding Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL. This article is produced as an 
activity under the research project ‘Städte in Transformationsprozessen—Hamburg und Havanna’ funded by 
The Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (German Research Foundation) [Grant Number 449863470].

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The authors have no financial or non-financial conflicts of interest to declare.



 A. J. Santana Caraballo et al.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Com-
mons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article 
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Aalbers, M. B. (2016). The Financialization of Housing: A political economy approach. Routledge. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 4324/ 97813 15668 666

Aalbers, M., & Christopers, B. (2014). Centring housing in political economy. Housing, Theory and 
Society, 31(4), 373–394.

Aehnelt, R. (1991). Havanna – Stadtentwicklung und Stadterneuerung. Werkbundzeit, 3, 12–17.
ARGE – Arbeitsgemeinschaft für zeitgenössisches Bauen (2022). Hamburger Baukosten 2022. Kiel.
Atkinson, R., & Jacobs, K. (2022). Housing, inequality and sociology: A comment on pragmatic socio-

economics. Housing, Theory and Society, 39(2), 147–150.
Basile, P., & Ehlenz, M. (2020). Examining responses to informality in the Global South: A framework 

for community land trusts and informal settlements. Habitat International, 96, 1–10.
BBSR. (2011). Wohnungs- und Immobilienmärkte in Deutschland 2011. Bonn.
BBSR. (2017). Wachstumsdruck in deutschen Großstädten. BBSR-Analysen KOMPAKT 07. Bonn.
Bernt, M., Colini, L., & Förste, D. (2017). Privatization, financialization and state restructuring in East 

Germany. The Case of Am Südpark. IJURR, 41(4), 555–571.
Blanco, A., Cibils, V., & Muñoz, A. (2014). Rental housing wanted. Policy options for Latin America 

and the Caribbean. Washington.
Breckner, I., Bührig, K. & Dafateri-Moghaddam, N. (2013). Mehrsprachigkeit als Zugang zum 

städtischen Alltag – das Beispiel Wohnen. In: M. Arouna, I. Breckner, H. Budak-Kim, U. Ibis, 
F. Meyer & J. Schroeder (eds) (2013): Mehrsprachige Kommunikation in der Stadt. Das Beispiel 
Hamburg. (pp.55-79). Münster.

BulwienGesa. (2023). Baulandmodelle und ihre Auswirkungen auf den Wohnungsmarkt. Berlin.
Bürgerschaft der Freien und Hansestadt Hamburg. (2021). Große Anfrage. Hamburger Wohnungspolitik: 

Bestand und Entwicklung des 1. und 2. Förderweges und des sogenannten Drittelmixes in den 104 
Stadtteilen. Drucksache 22/6523. Hamburg.

Chakrabarty, D. (2000). Provincializing Europe. London.
Connell, R. (2007). Southern theory: The global dynamics of knowledge in social science. Routledge.
Czischke, D., & van Bortel, G. (2018). An exploration of concepts and polices on ‘affordable housing’ in 

England, Italy, Poland and The Netherlands. Journal Housing and the Built Environment, 38(2023), 
283–303.

Das Bündnis Bezahlbares Wohnen. (2015). Bündnis für bezahlbares Wohnen und Bauen. Kernempfe-
hlungen und Maßnahmen. BBSR. Bonn/Berlin.

de Vaus, D. (2008). Comparative and Cross-National Designs. In: P. Alasuutari, L. Bickman & J. Bran-
nen (eds): The SAGE Handbook of Social Research Methods. (pp. 249–263). London.

de Wilde, C. (2017). Do housing regimes matter? International Journal of Social Welfare, 26(4), 
384–404.

Depenheuer, O., Hertzsch, E., & Voigtländer, M. (Eds.). (2020). Wohneigentum für breite Schichten der 
Bevölkerung. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

destatis (2023): Pressemitteilung des Statistisches Bundesamtes Nr. 297 vom 28. Juli 2023. https:// www. 
desta tis. de/ DE/ Presse/ Press emitt eilun gen/ 2023/ 07/ PD23_ 297_ 31231. html (06.10.2023).

DGB – Deutscher Gewerkschaftsbund (eds). (2019). Sozialer Wohnungsbau in Deutschland. Berlin.
Eckardt, F. & Meier, S. (2021). Wohnsoziologie. Wiesbaden.
Egner, B. (2014). Wohnungspolitik seit 1945. In: ApuZ – Aus Politik und Zeitgeschichte, retrieved Novem-

ber 24, 2023, from https:// www. bpb. de/ shop/ zeits chrif ten/ apuz/ 183442/ wohnu ngspo litik- seit- 1945/
Eurostat (eds) (2021). Wohneigentumsquote in ausgewählten europäischen Ländern im Jahr 2021, retrieved 

November 24, 2023, from https:// de. stati sta. com/ stati stik/ daten/ studie/ 155734/ umfra ge/ wohne igent 
umsqu oten- in- europa/

FHH (eds) (2011). Bündnis für das Wohnen in Hamburg. Hamburg.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315668666
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2023/07/PD23_297_31231.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2023/07/PD23_297_31231.html
https://www.bpb.de/shop/zeitschriften/apuz/183442/wohnungspolitik-seit-1945/
https://de.statista.com/statistik/daten/studie/155734/umfrage/wohneigentumsquoten-in-europa/
https://de.statista.com/statistik/daten/studie/155734/umfrage/wohneigentumsquoten-in-europa/


The state role in the housing sector in Hamburg and Havana…

FHH (eds) (2016). Bündnis für das Wohnen in Hamburg. Hamburg.
FHH (eds) (2021). Bündnis für das Wohnen in Hamburg. Hamburg.
FHH (eds) (2023). Kurzzusammenfassung. Förderrichtlinie Baugemeinschaften 2023. Hamburg.
García Vázquez, J. M. (2018). La política actual de la vivienda en el modelo económico y social Cubano - 

Revista Observatorio de la Economía Latinoamericana, retrieved October 18, 2024, from https:// www. 
eumed. net/ rev/ oel/ 2018/ 10/ polit ica- actual- vivie nda. html

Gilbert, A. (2001). Housing in Latin America. Working Paper Series. I-7UE. Washington, D.C. August 
2001.

Gómez-Villanueva, A. J., Rolong-Ojito, G., & Therán-Nieto, K. R. (2021). Procesos de regeneración urbana 
en asentamientos humanos informales en América Latina. Ciudad y Territorio. LII, I(209), 759–776.

González Couret, D. (2009). Half a century of social housing in Cuba. Journal INVI, 24(67), 69–92.
Gutachterausschuss für Grundstückswerte in Hamburg (eds) (2022). Immobilienmarktbericht Hamburg 

2022. Hamburg.
Hamberg, J. (1990). Cuba. In: K. Mathéy (eds) (1990). Housing Policies in the Socialist Third World. 

(pp. 35–70). London/München.
Hardoy, J. E., Mitlin, D., & Satterthwaite, D. (1993). The City of the future. In J. Holmberg (Ed.), Poli-

cies for a Small Planet. From the International Institute for Environment and Development (pp. 
33–37). Routledge.

Heitel, S., Lohse, M., Zahn, M., Pfnür, A. & Damianakis, M. (2011). Wohnungswirtschaft im Wandel. 
Arbeitspapiere zur immobilienwirtschaftlichen Forschung und Praxis. Nr. 24. Darmstadt.

Hoekstra, J. (2010). Divergence in European welfare and housing systems. Amsterdam
Holm, A. (2014a). Mietenwahnsinn. Warum Wohnen immer teurer wird und wer davon profitiert. 

München.
Holm, A. (2014b). Widerkehr der Wohnungsfrage. In: ApuZ – Aus Politik und Zeitgeschichte, retrieved 

November 24, 2023, from https:// www. bpb. de/ shop/ zeits chrif ten/ apuz/ 183446/ wiede rkehr- der- 
wohnu ngsfr age/

Holm, A. (2021): Marktversagen, Staatsversagen und die Notwendigkeit einer sozial-ökologischen 
Transformation des Wohnens. In: G. Spars (eds). Wohnungsfrage 3.0. (pp. 113–133). Stuttgart.

Huwer, R., König, J., Krapols-Reiners, M., & Westerheide, R. (1984). Kuba: Eine revolutionäre. Welt im 
Bau.Trialog, 4(1984), 4–7

Jacobo, A. D., & Kholodilin, K. A. (2022). One hundred years of rent control in Argentina: Much ado 
about nothing. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment, 37, 1923–1970.

Jacobs, K. (2019). Neoliberal housing policy. An international perspective. Abingdon.
Jenkis, H. W. (eds) (2019). Kompendium der Wohnungswirtschaft. München/Wien.
Kholodilin, K., & Kohl, S. (2019). Verdrängung oder Sozialpolitik? Einfluss von Regulierungen auf 

die Wohneigentumsquote. ZBW – Leibniz-Informationszentrum Wirtschaft. Wirtschaftsdienst, 5, 
363–366.

Klus, S. (2020). Die Privatisierung kommunaler Wohnungsbestände als Herausforderung für die europäis-
che Stadt. In B. Schnig & L. Vollmer (Eds.), Wohnungsfragen ohne Ende? (pp. 83–96). Weimar.

Kuhnert, J., & Leps, O. (2017). Entwicklung der Wohnungsgemeinnützigkeit bis 1989. Springer.
Leetmaa, M., & Bernt, K. (2023). Special issue Intro: Housing estates in the era of marketization – gov-

ernance practices and urban planning. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment, 38, 1–15.
Marcondes Miglioni, A. (2022). The real estate market in Cuba after Decree-Law 288. Trialog, 115(4), 

47–50.
Marin, V., Berescu, C., & Macri, Z. (2023). An uncertain future: Prospects for Bucharest’s large housing 

estates. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment., 38, 101–119.
Mathey, K. (1993). Kann Selbsthilfe-Wohnungsbau Sozial Sein? Erfahrungen aus Cuba und anderen 

Ländern Lateinamerikas. Münster.
Mathey, K. (eds) (2022): Cuba Housing Policies. Trialog, 115(4).
Matznetter, W., & Mundt, A. (2012). Housing and welfare regimes. In D. F. Clapham, W. A. V. Clark, & 

K. Gibb (Eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Housing Studies (pp. 174–194). The Sage.
Mayo, S. K. (1999). Subsidies in Housing. Washington, D. C. Sustainable Development Department 

Technical Papers Series.
Syndikat, M. (2024). Projekte in Deutschland, retrieved October 18, 2024, from https:// www. syndi kat. 

org/ proje kte/
Morris, E. (2014). Unexpected Cuba. New Left Review, 88, 5–45.
Stattbau München (2017). Ein soziales Bodenrecht. München.
Murray, C., & Clapham, D. (2015). Housing policies in Latin America: Overview of the four largest 

economies. International Journal of Housing Policy, 15(3), 347–364.
ONEI (2022). Havana Statistical Yearbook. 2022. Havana.

https://www.eumed.net/rev/oel/2018/10/politica-actual-vivienda.html
https://www.eumed.net/rev/oel/2018/10/politica-actual-vivienda.html
https://www.bpb.de/shop/zeitschriften/apuz/183446/wiederkehr-der-wohnungsfrage/
https://www.bpb.de/shop/zeitschriften/apuz/183446/wiederkehr-der-wohnungsfrage/
https://www.syndikat.org/projekte/
https://www.syndikat.org/projekte/


 A. J. Santana Caraballo et al.

Reis, E. & Dias da Silva, G. M. (2013). Comentario. ¿Está volviéndose Cuba más latinoamericana? 
In J. I. Domínguez, O. E. Pérez Villanueva, M. Espina Prieto & L. Barberia (Eds.), Desarrollo 
económico y social en Cuba. Reformas emprendidas y desafíos en el siglo (XXI). México. DF.

Rink, D., Schönig, B., Holm, A. & Gardemin, D. (2015). Städte unter Druck. Die Rückkehr der Woh-
nungsfrage. Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik, 15(6), 69–79.

Rink, D. & Egner, B. (2020). Lokale Wohnungspolitik. Darmstadt.
Rinn, M. (2018). Ein Urbanismus der Ungleichheit. ‚Neue soziale Stadtpolitik‘ in Hamburg als Strategie 

der Verbürgerlichung. sub\urban. Zeitschrift für kritische Stadtforschung, 6(1), 9–28.
Robinson, J. (2022). Comparative urbanism: Tactics for global urban studies. Oxford.
Robinson, J. (2011). Cities in a world of cities: The comparative Gesture. International Journal of 

Urban and Regional Research, 35, 1–23.
Rödl, F. (2020). Recht am Boden und Recht auf Wohnen im bürgerlichen Sozialstaat. In: B. Schönig & L. 

Vollmer. Wohnungsfragen ohne Ende? (pp. 37–47). Bielefeld.
Rossi, U., & Vanolo, A. (2015). Urban neoliberalism. In N. J. Smelser & P. B. Baltes (Eds.), International 

Encyclopedia of the Social & Behavioral Sciences (pp. 846–853). Oxford.
Schönig, B. & Vollmer, L. (2020). Wohnungsfrage(n) ohne Ende und überall?! In: B. Schönig & L. Vollmer 

(eds). Wohnungsfragen ohne Ende? (pp. 7–33.). Bielefeld.
Schönig, B. & Vollmer, L. (eds) (2020). Wohnungsfragen ohne Ende? Weimar.
Segre, R., Coyula, M. & Scarpaci, L. (1997). Havana – Two Faces of the Antillean Metropolis. Chapel Hill/

London.
Spars, G. (2021). Wohnungsfrage 3.0? Zur Einführung. In: Spars, G. (eds). Wohnungsfrage 3.0. (pp. 7–17). 

Stuttgart.
Springer, S. (2015). Postneoliberalism? Review of Radical Political Economics, 47(1), 5–17.
Statistisches Amt für Hamburg und Schleswig-Holstein (2021). Hochbautätigkeit und Wohnungsbestand in 

Hamburg 2013. F II 1, 2, 4 – j 13 HH. Hamburg.
Streeck, W. (2011). The crisis of democratic capitalism. New Left Review, 71, 5–29.
Trautvetter, C., & Knechtel, S. (2023). Wem gehört die Stadt?. Teil 2 Eigentümergruppen und ihre Geschäft-

spraktiken in sechs deutschen Städten. Springer.
Tschammler, T., & Fehrenbacher, M., et al. (2019). Kapitalströme im globalen Immobilienfondsmarkt. In 

V. Rock (Ed.), Praxishandbuch Immobilienfondsmanagement und -investment (pp. 3–20). Wiesbaden.
UN-Habitat (2014). Executive version. Profile of housing in Cuba. UN-Habitat, retrieved November 24, 

2023.
UN-Habitat (2018). Implementing ll New Urban Agenda in Cuba. Aligning Housing in Cuba and the New 

Urban Agenda, retrieved November 24, 2023, from https:// unhab itat. org/ news/ 28- apr- 2022/ imple 
menta tion- of- the- new- urban- agenda- in- cuba.

UN-Habitat (2021). NAU-CU National Report. UNON Publishing Services Section, Nairobi.
Vila-Vázquez, J. I., & Petsimeris, P. (2023). Limits of and opportunities for urban planning and social 

change in decaying housing estates: Some lessons from Barcelona. Journal of Housing and the Built 
Environment, 38(2023), 171–197.

Vogelpohl, A., & Buchholz, T. (2017). Breaking with neoliberalization by restricting the housing market. 
Novel urban policies and the case of Hamburg. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 
41(2), 266–281.

Voigtländer, M. (2017). Luxusgut Wohnen: Warum unsere Städte immer teurer werden und was jetzt zu tun 
ist. Wiesbaden.

Watt, P. (2022). Taking a long view perspective on estate regeneration: Before, during and after the New 
Deal for Communities in London. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment, 38(2023), 141–170.

Wegner, B. (1987): Zu den ideologischen Grundlagen des Subsidiaritätsprinzips und zur Anwendung 
des Prinzips auf die Wohnungswirtschaft. In W. W. Engelhardt & T. Thiemeyer (Eds). Gesellschaft, 
Wirtschaft, Wohnungswirtschaft. Festschrift für Helmut Jenkis. (pp. 169–198). Berlin.

Whitaker Ferreira, J. S., Rojas, E., De Souza Carvalho, H. R., Rago Frignani, C., & Santi Lupo, L. (2020). 
Housing policies and the roles of local governments in Latin America. Environment & Urbanization, 
32(2), 333–350.

Zapata Campos, M., Kain, J.-H., Oloko, M., Stenberg, J., & Zapata, P. (2022). Urban qualities and residents’ 
strategies in compact global south cities: The case of Havana. Journal of Housing and the Built Envi-
ronment, 37(2022), 529–551.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

https://unhabitat.org/news/28-apr-2022/implementation-of-the-new-urban-agenda-in-cuba
https://unhabitat.org/news/28-apr-2022/implementation-of-the-new-urban-agenda-in-cuba


The state role in the housing sector in Hamburg and Havana…

Authors and Affiliations

Angel Junior Santana Caraballo1  · Mohamed ElGamal2,3  · 
Dachelis Dobal Fonseca1  · Sascha Anders4 · Arturo Rúa de Cabo5 · Uwe Altrock2  · 
Yaima Arjona Cisneros5

 * Mohamed ElGamal 
 mohamed.elgamal@asl.uni-kassel.de; m.a.elgamal@gmx.de

 Angel Junior Santana Caraballo 
 ajsantana.094@gmail.com

 Dachelis Dobal Fonseca 
 dobal.fonseca96@gmail.com

 Sascha Anders 
 sascha.anders@hcu-hamburg.de; sascha.anders@hamburg-nord.hamburg.de

 Arturo Rúa de Cabo 
 arturo@geo.uh.cu

 Uwe Altrock 
 altrock@asl.uni-kassel.de

 Yaima Arjona Cisneros 
 arjonayaima@gmail.com

1 Faculty of Architecture, Universidad Tecnológica de La Habana – CUJAE, Habana, Cuba
2 Department of Urban Regeneration and Planning Theory – Institute for Urban Development, 

University of Kassel, Gottschalkstr. 30, 34127 Kassel, Germany
3 Department of Architecture - University of Alexandria, Alexandria, Egypt
4 HafenCity University of Hamburg, Hamburg, Germany
5 Faculty of Geography, University of Havana, Habana, Cuba

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3056-2560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3056-2560
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7183-2320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5901-6272

	The state role in the housing sector in Hamburg and Havana challenges and successes of the state’s claim to control in different political and planning systems
	Abstract
	1 Introduction: housing policy in the international debate
	2 Fundamentals and challenges of housing provision in Germany
	2.1 General conditions, actors and financing models in Germany
	2.2 Construction costs of the housing sector in Germany
	2.3 Ownership structures and housing strategy in Hamburg
	2.4 Hamburg’s funding and housing strategy

	3 Fundamentals and challenges of housing provision in Cuba
	3.1 General conditions, actors and financing models in Cuba
	3.2 Construction costs of housing construction in Cuba
	3.3 Ownership structures and housing strategy in Havana

	4 Reflection on both cases
	References


