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Abstract

Urban informality is highly researched in the Global South, in which urban poor in informal

settlements tend to be neglected the right to urban space as they lack basic resources, services

and political representation. Additionally, they usually suffer from marginalization and

stigmatization. Thus, urban policy is challenged in terms of planning for sustainable and

resilient cities, in line with the cities' informal settlements expanding to its population. This

phenomenon is also happening beyond the Global South with an increasingly common trend

in Europe. Therefore, this research will shed light on the less researched context of urban

informality in the Global North. Thus, this study aims to investigate the right to urban space

for the urban poor population in Europe's largest informal settlement Cañada Real Galiana, in

the periphery of the Spanish capital Madrid. The study examines the right to appropriation

and participation for the urban poor population in the settlement during the process of

interventions by The Regional Pact. Thus, the study is document-oriented, applying a

qualitative research approach where it relies on a combination of policy documents and

additional newspaper content, which is examined using the theoretical framework on The

Right To The City. The research findings show different results between the first and sixth

sector of Cañada Real Galiana, where the former indicates both appropriation and

participation in urban space for the residents, while these aspects come with significant

challenges for the families in the latter sector.

Keywords: Cañada Real Galiana, informal settlement, Pacto Regional, Madrid, urban

politics, urban informality, the right to the city, Henri Lefebvre, participation, appropriation
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1. Introduction and Problem Statement
This research will shed light on the topic of informal settlements moving beyond the Global

South perspective to investigate urban informality in the European context. Thus, it will

examine the right to urban space of the urban poor living in the urban informality. An

important topic, since one of the world's biggest challenges today is to make cities sustainable

and resilient in line with an increased urban population. From a relatively dispersed

population in rural areas, the world today is witnessing a drastic migration shift from rural to

urban areas. Thus, The World Bank (2023) has come to describe this trend to continue as 56

percent of the world population (which equals around 4.4 billion people) live in urban

settings today, the number is expected to double by 2050, when 7 out of 10 people are

expected to live in cities.

Unfortunately, this trend has shown off its downsides, in which it disadvantages a large

proportion of urban dwellers that are driven into the city's informal peripheries, lacking the

most basic resources, services and political representation. The consequences of this

phenomenon often results in the residents of informal settlements to suffer from neglected

rights to spatial and socio-economic benefits and opportunities, to which their neighbors in

the formal city are enabled and provided with (Ross, 2023; UN-Habitat, 2015). In the light of

this urban problem, Purcell (2014) describes the policy in achieving urban sustainable

development to have been influenced by the idea of The Right To The City, originally

introduced by philosopher Henri Lefebvre. The idea has served as guidance and developed a

tool for both social movements and policy makers on different levels, accounting for the

rights of the urban poor, considering their right to appropriate and participate in urban space.

In fact, millions of people live in informal settlements today (mostly in the Global South) that

are not upholding human dignity, because of neglected rights to appropriation and

participation in the urban space. Worrisome, as Ross (2023) stresses that informal settlements

today will most certainly make up for an additional two billion people in the next thirty years.

Thus, urban policy is challenged in terms of planning for affordable, accessible and adequate

housing for all dwellers who come to reside in the city, according to the fact that “...[t]he

right to adequate housing is a human right recognized in international human rights law as

part of the right to an adequate standard of living. […] the right to adequate housing should

be seen as the right to live somewhere in security, peace and dignity” (OHCHR, n.d).
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Considering the fact that urban informality is widely recognized in the Global South, most

research is centered around developing countries while less research acknowledges the

problem in already developed countries, located in the Global North. However, informal

settlements in Europe are described by Kuffer (2023) as a phenomenon mostly centered in the

southern parts of the region, holding a greater part of minority groups. Also, urban

informality in Europe is usually overlooked by their greater presence in other regions and the

invisibility as it is usually located in the peripheral edges of European cities. Therefore, this

research will move on further to examine urban informality in the European context. As

Kuffer (2023) refers to it as the biggest informal settlement in a European city, Cañada Real

Galiana, located in the outskirts of the Spanish capital Madrid, will be researched in this

thesis. It will be researched in terms of accounting for the right to urban space for the

residents of the particular settlement.

1.1 The Urban Context in Spain

According to UN Habitat (n.d), the urban population in Spain constituted for almost 81

percent in 2020, which is almost 40 million people living in cities, out of Spain’s total

population at approximately 48 million. Thus, Spain is a highly urbanized country and one of

the most urbanized countries in the European Union, with urban numbers annually

increasing. The trend applies to both bigger cities and smaller urban territories in the country.

Finding an adequate, affordable and accessible living is amongst the most serious problems

facing the Spanish cities today (UN Habitat, n.d). It leaves a considerably large group of

people to an obvious risk of urban vulnerability. Among these millions of urban dwellers,

thousands of people are estimated to live in urban informality and suffer from substandard

living conditions (UNECE, 2009). According to measurements from 2020 by the Official

Institute of National Statistics in Spain, 20 percent of the urban population lives in

informality or suffer from inadequate housing. The situation is widespread in Spain, where

informal living conditions keep a continuous high number every year in regions such as

Extremadura, Murcia, Galicia and Catalonia. Notwithstanding the informal settlement of

Cañada Real Galiana in the outskirts of Madrid, the capital region holds a generally lower

percentage of population living in informal settlements. Although, this phenomenon reached

its peak in 2020 with 13,5 percent (Instituto Nacional de Estadística, n.d.A).
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Considerable attention of the problem has been given by the Spanish Urban Agenda, as it

emphasizes the lines of action to “[t]ake specific steps to reduce inequality, the risk of

poverty and social exclusion by eliminating underhousing and slums” (Ministerio de

Fomento, 2019, 134). It is further emphasized that the national lines of action work as a

ground pillar for the implementation by local governments when adopting their respective

Action Plan. Madrid in this case, acknowledges the serious issue of the disadvantaged urban

settings in the region. The phenomenon covers for a quarter of the population in the region,

steaming back to decades of chabolismo (poorly constructed, illegal shacks in Spain) which

has long been on the agenda for local interventions (UNECE, 2009). The Action Plan of

Madrid further recognizes the informal settlement of Cañada Real Galiana, and the several

measures to be taken to solve the vulnerable situation of the settlement and its residents

which is adopted by The Regional Pact for Cañada Real Galiana (Ayuntamiento de Madrid,

2022).

1.2 Purpose and Research Questions

In the light of the introductory part, the purpose of this research is to move beyond the Global

South perspective of urban informality to investigate the topic in the European context. The

purpose is further to apply the theoretical framework on The Right To The City by Henri

Lefebvre, to examine and gain insight into how the rights to urban space is played out for the

urban poor in the Spanish informal settlement of Cañada Real Galiana. Thus, the research

intends to examine the urban politics based on The Regional Pact for Cañada Real Galiana in

Madrid, during times of interventions in the informal settlement. Hence the purpose, the

following research questions are posed:

- How are the residents in Cañada Real Galiana enabled the right to appropriation in

urban space?

- To what extent is the right to participation in urban governance complied with for the

residents of Cañada Real Galiana?
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1.3 Research Contributions

This research contributes to a further understanding of urban research in the context of urban

informality and informal settlements, as it provides insight of the topic in a less researched

area. In this case, it contributes to the European context of informal settlements. More

particularly, this research on the right to urban space in Cañada Real Galiana, provides

research contributions with regards to using the theoretical framework on The Right To The

City by Henri Lefebvre in Spain and Madrid, to which the framework has not yet been

applied. Additionally, this research contributes to a further understanding of the underlying

aspects in urban politics of interventions regarding informal settlements. This, in terms of the

right to urban space for the urban poor, which can invite further research in the field, such as

similar cases that can be examined using the same research design. It might also awaken

questions contributing to similar urban studies of sustainable cities and communities.

1.4 Disposition of Thesis

This thesis consists of eight main sections, in which the first introductory section already has

presented the research purpose. Going forward, the thesis will be structured as a second

section presenting relevant background information for this particular research. After that, the

third section will present previous research on the field, followed by the theoretical

framework that permeates the analysis. The research design is then presented, containing the

analytical tools, methods and materials. The sixth section outlines the most comprehensive

part of the research, in which the analysis is being carried out. Finally it is followed by a

conclusion, discussion and some final remarks.
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2.Background
In this second section of the thesis, relevant background information for this particular study,

and the research field in general, is presented. In order to understand the fundamental pillar of

the thesis and its research field, this part will first provide a description of informal

settlements and its international recognition. It is followed by a brief presentation of first, the

informal settlement of Cañada Real Galiana and later, The Regional Pact for Cañada Real

Galiana. This is in order to provide insight of the particular settlement and the politics around

it that is studied in this research.

2.1 Informal Settlements and Its International Recognition

Informal settlements or informal housing, is described by Cities Alliance (n.d) to be a global

phenomenon, which is usually connected to the urban context in various forms. Urban

informality is more present in the Global South, although substandard living conditions and

housing informality is found in many of the developed countries today. The creation of

informal settlements are often caused by a range of factors such as urbanization, migration,

climate change, displacement, lack of affordable housing in urban space, weak governance

and marginalization.

The United Nations Human Settlements Programme UN-Habitat (2015) identifies an

informal settlement as a residential area, which usually characterizes illegality, as it falls

outside of the government's control, regulations and protection. Inhabitants of informal

settlements therefore lack security of tenure in relation to the territory or the homes they

inhabit. This population often suffers exclusion and negligence from their rights in several

dimensions of opportunities and benefits in the urban space. It differs from the urban dwellers

living in the formal city, who can access and acquire these necessities. Additionally

UN-Habitat (2015) states that displaced people (both refugees and internally displaced)

affected by such as economic crisis or conflicts, are already facing vulnerability because of

the lack of resources and the uncertain status, and therefore informal settlements marginalizes

them even more. It is emphasized that "...specific groups are significantly affected by living

in informal environments and their inequality is reinforced simply by who they are –

increasing their level of marginalization" (UN-Habitat, 2015, 6).
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Informal housing differs in modalities from informal rental housing to squatting shelters and

slums, which usually lacks adequate sanitation facilities, safe and accessible water supply,

sufficient living space and quality housing. Informalities are often found in geographically

and environmentally disadvantaged and hazardous areas. The settlements are many times cut

off from the formal basic supply services and infrastructures offered in a city, additionally

access to green public spaces (UN-Habitat, 2015). Moreover, Cities Alliance (n.d) states

slums as the most common modality of informal housing, which is characterized as the most

poor, deprived and excluded areas with dilapidated housing, many times exposed to violence

and eviction.

There is a profound international recognition of the problem with informal settlements today,

as the problem of combating informality in cities has been on the agenda already for a few

decades. During the establishment of the Millennium Development Goals (MDG:s), targets

were established with the aim of improving the living conditions for those inhabiting

informal settlements. However, as the problem have remained, informal settlements have

reached an elaborated recognition in the Sustainable Development Goals (SGD:s),

specifically for the eleventh goal "Make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient

and sustainable" in which the first target 11.1 purpose to “By 2030, ensure access for all to

adequate, safe and affordable housing and basic services and upgrade slums” (SDG:S, n.d).

2.2 Cañada Real Galiana

The informal settlement in the outskirts of Madrid obtained its name from the 400 kilometer

long trail Cañada Real Galiana stretching through the countryside of Spain. Originally it was

a livestock route for seasonal passage connecting the traditional pastures of Spain to easily

transport cattle. With its start in the southern part of La Rioja in the north of Spain, it ends in

the southern part of Castilla-La Mancha, in which it passes through the eastern part of

Madrid. Approximately 15 kilometers of Cañada Real Galiana (henceforth: Cañada Real) are

located within the regional border of Madrid. Because of its length, it meanders alongside the

highway connecting the three municipalities Coslada, Rivas-Vaciamadrid and Madrid. The

municipal boundaries delimit each part of the trail and further divides the area into six sectors

(Ruiz-Rivas et al, 2023).
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During the middle of the last century, dwellers started to settle in the area, creating what is

arguably recognized as the largest informal settlement in Europe today. The first housing

built in the settlement dates back to the 1950s by the first settlers of Spanish internal

migrants, coming from impoverished rural areas, in search for a better living in the city

(Kuffer, 2023; UNECE, 2009). According to the last census in 2017, Comunidad de Madrid

(2017) states that the settlement was estimated to be inhabited by more than 7000 people

from different socio-economic and cultural backgrounds.

Comunidad de Madrid (2017) further describes the heterogeneous population inhabiting

Cañada Real, in which it consists of Spanish rural migrants, foreign born migrants, Roma

people and slum dwellers from other dismantled shanty towns. After the first rural migrants

had settled in Cañada Real, they were joined by marginalized groups of Roma people and

immigrants from mostly Romania and Morocco. A majority of them, previously being

displaced and relocated from other informal settlements in the peripheries of Madrid. Many

have come in search of employment and opportunities, as the inability of residing within the

city center restricts (Ruiz-Rivas et al, 2023). Parts of the area are better equipped while others

are considered as slum-like conditions, lacking basic necessities identified as the largest

residential area in a European city with illegal construction. Throughout decades, the

residents of Cañada Real have relied on illegal or irregular services of water supply and

electricity grids, as an effect of the unavailability of official providers to offer their service in

an informal settlement (Ruiz-Rivas et al, 2023; Comunidad de Madrid, 2017).

The settlement has been ignored by several administrations in Madrid. Not until urban

development projects were planned in the nearby area of the settlement, Todo por la Praxis

(2016), demonstrates it was recognized by authorities to put Cañada Real up for discussion.

The proximity of the settlement to the area of urban projects, was demonstrated by

authorities, to affect the attraction of the projects as the illegal settlement would entail lacking

value for the new buildings. Urban planning projects have therefore had precedence over the

residents of Cañada Real. The settlement has therefore attracted attention from supranational

institutions, pleading for the rights of the residents of Cañada Real, at the same time accusing

the government of Spain and Madrid of violating human rights principles for not taking

action to the situation. After decades of absent authorities, Madrid has finally taken action to

the vulnerable situation of the settlement and agreed on The Regional Pact.
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2.3 The Regional Pact for Cañada Real Galiana

In May 2017, The Regional Pact for Cañada Real Galiana (Pacto Regional por la Cañada

Real Galiana) was signed and agreed for interventions in the informal settlement. The

involved parties of the agreement are the Community of Madrid, the three municipalities

(Madrid, Coslada and Rivas-Vaciamadrid), neighborhood associations, social entities and

political parties with representation in the assembly of Madrid (Comunidad de Madrid, n.d).

The Pact contains a number of goals and commitments articulating a purpose “...aimed at

determining the most favorable solution for the irregular settlement of Cañada Real Galiana,

weighing the interests and rights that are of a general nature” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017,

15). - [Author's translation] The objectives of the planned interventions regarding the

settlement, are mainly aimed at restoration, relocation, and integration of the settlement’s

residents to urban space as they are found in serious vulnerability and exclusion from the city.

Integration of residents has its points of departure at social, educational, labor and sanitary

aspects. The objectives are building on the principles further developed as follows:

“1) to “restore the natural environment” of the Cañada Real territory in areas unsuitable for

residential or economic activities; 2) to ‘regularise’ the property status of Cañada Real

housing and plots of land following “principles of legality, the right to housing and the right

to the city”; 3) to develop a strategy for the relocation of the settlement's population that,

whether for “territorial, environmental, security or health reasons” cannot continue living in

their Cañada Real dwellings; and 4) to “adopt urgent measures to safeguard the integrity,

health, services and integration of the most disadvantaged population” of Cañada Real in

accordance with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948), the World Charter for

the Right to the City (2004) and the United Nations Conference on Housing and Sustainable

Urban Development ‘Habitat III” (Ruiz-Rivas et al, 2023, 3).

Accounting for the scale of the settlement with its six sectors, each municipality involved has

been delegated the mandate of interventions for the sectors concerned, in terms of the

municipality's border and the crossing of each sector. Hence, Comunidad de Madrid (2017)

has outlined the interventions constructed by the Pact for each sector as follows:

8



Sector One, which is located crossing the municipality borders of Coslada and Madrid, is

planned for urban regularization. Madrid is set to transfer parts of its territory (that is Sector

One of the settlement) in order for Coslada to integrate and consolidate the territory as urban

within the municipality of Coslada. Sector One is inhabited by a homogenous “spanish

origin” population. Approximately 500 people, inhabiting approximately 200 buildings.

Interventions in this particular sector have been delegated to Coslada for responsibility of

modifying urban planning and integrating the sector to urban space. Because of the less

complex circumstances in Sector One, which identifies strong brick built houses with

closeness to both urban services and resources it entails no eradication of the sector. In terms

of not preventing urban planning conditions, its residents will proceed with habitation in the

sector to the extent these plots and homes meet with the requirements. If not, these residents

will be guaranteed housing in other parts of Cañada Real or in its surrounding territories.

Sector Two, located within the Madrid municipality and Sector Three, Four and Five are

located both within the municipalities of Madrid and Rivas-Vaciamadrid. These sectors are

inhabited by somewhere in between 3000 to 4000 people outlining a heterogeneous

population residing in different kinds of housing. By the time The Regional Pact was agreed

on in 2017, interventions in these areas were not fully determined as the municipalities were

set to analyze the most optimal solution in terms of the general interest.

Sector Six, clearly the largest, most comprehensive and vulnerable part of the settlement with

severe complexities of habitability, such as slum-like housing conditions and lack of basic

services and necessities, contains approximately 1000 buildings. It is a sector of great

contrast inhabited by approximately 3000 people with a heterogenous population containing

Spanish Roma families and non-Roma families of other origins such as Moroccan and Latin

American background. In terms of its contrast and complexities, this sector is the most

targeted by several interventions, in contrast to other sectors of Cañada Real (especially urban

planning and social interventions), to which it is characterized as the most notorious sector

because of drug market related problems. Located within the municipality of Madrid, the

sector is planned for dismantlement and relocations of the families inhabiting the area.

Relocation from Sector Six is planned to other parts of Cañada Real or neighboring territories

in Madrid.
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3. Previous Research
This research derives from prior studies on the field of urban informality and the right to

urban space. Therefore, this section accounts for prior research of interventions in Spanish

informal settlements, followed by prior research of informal settlements and the right to

urban space.

3.1 Informal Settlements and Interventions in Spain

The Assembly of Madrid firmed the first official law in 2011 with regards to the informal

settlement of Cañada Real and the removal of it from the public space, as a final solution in

terms of the social and legal problems around it (Todo por la Praxis, 2016; Comunidad de

Madrid, 2011). There was a confrontation between two antagonistic positions concerning

Cañada Real. One of them highly emphasized and favored a dismantlement and

disappearance of the entire settlement to restore the area as a natural space, while the other

was favoring a recognition of the settlement. The former was defended by the municipalities

concerned (Madrid, Coslada and Rivas-Vaciamadrid), while the latter was defended by the

neighborhood associations in Cañada Real (Todo por la Praxis, 2016).

Researcher Chubb (1989) showed that from the emergence of democracy in Spain around the

1970s, there have been actions and interventions targeting urban informality. One of them

receiving much attention is the Madrid Neighborhood Remodeling Program. The program

targeted the upgrading of families from the urban peripheries of Madrid, which nearly

affected 150 000 people in uplifting and removal from 28 vulnerable neighborhoods. The

actions have been widely recognized for its success. According to Chubb (1989), the

intervention built nearly 40 000 new homes to the affected population, which extended over

12 different districts in the Community of Madrid, and therein received its recognition as one

of the biggest urban development projects in Europe since the end of the second world war.

However, findings by Lago Ávila (2014) showed that the interventions from the remodeling

program had a significant result of social exclusion and marginalization of the population

who came from the informal settlements. From constituting a broad heterogeneous population

with different socio-cultural backgrounds, informal settlements in the periphery of Madrid

were no longer considered a broad phenomenon affecting many social groups after the
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interventions were completed. It was rather limited to a phenomenon affecting the Roma

population. According to the findings by Lago Ávila (2014), the interventions from the

remodeling program showed that non-Roma families had managed to find standardized

housing in different districts in the region. However, the majority of the Roma population

were left behind, still suffering exclusion and lacking housing standards. This population was

planned for relocation after several years, and met with opposition from several local

communities which complicated the process of improving the living conditions for the group.

Lago Ávila (2014) demonstrates that a large part of the Roma population were planned to be

relocated in temporary housing or transitional housing, which was supposed to adapt the

social integration process for the affected families. They were later planned for relocation in

different districts with other social groups. However, after years in temporary housing, the

initial plan was nullified as these areas became even more excluded and marginalized with

the character of authentic ghettos and poverty. Notwithstanding the initial interventions, the

researcher states interventions to mostly have focused on the urban architectural aspects and

not much on the social aspects in which “…it is not only an urban problem, it is a social

problem […] The shanty is only the external reflection, the most visible, of a much more

serious and profound problem that has to do with the lack of opportunities […] Although it is

true that accommodation has a strong integrative component, it is not sufficient. Decent

housing is just the beginning” (Lago Ávila, 2014, 249).

Aguilera (2024), argues that informal settlements in the periphery of Madrid have a history of

being politically utilized in terms of creating and upholding urban spaces of undesirability.

The researcher finds that informal settlements in the region have been strategically

disadvantaged by authorities in the management of social issues. Policymakers in that sense,

have strategically marginalized an undesirable population into the periphery (mostly migrants

and urban poor) to segregate them from the mainstream population in Madrid's urban space.

Aguilera (2024) further argues that these systematic actions also contribute to systematically

depriving and neglecting the population in the informal settlements to the right to the city as

they have been denied and lack basic infrastructure and services provided by the city.

According to researchers Gago-Cortés and Novo-Corti (2015), “slum-intervention” policies

in Spain have a history of purpose failure, because of short-term policies where inhabitants of
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informal settlements around the country usually have been expelled and displaced to areas

further away from the city. Relocation to distant areas have worsened the problems of the

interventions, as the displaced families transferred by the same procedure, eventually formed

new slums as they were transferred to a new periphery. Gago-Cortés and Novo-Corti (2015)

argue that informal settlements in Spain have been targeted by relocation policies that have

brought even bigger problems for those affected by it. The standardized housing performed

by relocation policies has caused the phenomenon of horizontal displacement, in which it has

expelled people to other disadvantaged areas of the city. Housing affordability and low level

of rejection by locals in these areas, made it an easy solution for interventions.

Notwithstanding the housing solution, authors Gago-Cortés and Novo-Corti (2015) argue that

interventions may be counterproductive as it only solves the short-term problem of removing

inhabitants from slum areas, for the settlement to be restored. However, the displaced

families lack economic adaptation and are not able to settle in their new homes for a longer

period of time. The families are therefore forced (or evicted) from their home, which in the

long-term have led to reappearance of slum areas as people have settled somewhere they can

afford living. Even though families adapt to new areas and the new networks, they have still

ended up in poverty and exclusion, because of the absence of opportunities for

socio-economic development. These policies have been connected with lacking purpose by

public authorities as the interventions mainly have been articulated to restore the settlements

because of its bad image, which has made authorities produce inadequate policies. According

to Gago-Cortés and Novo-Corti (2015), actions have therefore circulated around short-term

goals and brought increased inequality in Spain, rather than striving for long-term solutions.

Research on social exclusion in terms of area effects in urban governance in Spain, does not

mark for extreme cases as in other parts of the world. However, Blanco and Subirats (2008)

discussed that suburban territory tends to increase the effect of social exclusion and

vulnerability, especially for minority groups. As generators of deprivation or lacking

conditions for the citizens to access existing opportunities, the urban policies have failed in

actions to meet the needs of the urban population. This is because it has focused less on

policies with social issues and more on housing construction and restoring of locations.

Public housing in distant locations has contributed to negativity as it segregates and ignores

the normalization of peripheral disadvantaged areas. These areas generally characterize the

lack or insufficiency of commercial services, adequate housing and public transportations in
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which it drives citizens into isolation. Notwithstanding the so-called downtown effect in

central areas, where inhabitants can make use of city services, substandard housing in the

urban periphery becomes low price neighborhoods occupied by minority groups which they

state “…later contributes to the neighborhood’s ‘notoriety’” (Blanco and Subirats, 2008,

146). They settle in the city attracted by opportunities in terms of the communitarian and

commercial resources, although pressure from housing and the stressed property market, they

are displaced to the urban periphery and disconnected from the opportunities of urban space.

3.2 Urban Informality and The Right to Urban Space

As previously mentioned in the introductory part of the thesis, the majority of research in the

field of informal settlements is conducted in the Global South and developing countries.

Therefore, the research in this thesis will make use of the same theoretical framework from a

prior study, conducted in this particular context. Research from one of the world's most

slum-populated continents, Asia, was carried out by researcher Shamsul Arefin. The research

examined the right to urban space during neoliberal policies and urban development in

Bangladesh's capital, Dhaka. Similar to the case of Cañada Real, the research conducted in

Dhaka includes a slum area in the periphery to the city. A mixed method research of both

qualitative and quantitative character with interviews of the involved parties, was carried out

to research the right to urban space. Through an investigation of how the right to

appropriation and the right to participation is complied with for the slum dwellers in the city

of Dhaka, Arefin applied the theoretical framework on The Right To The City.

Arefin’s (2023) findings show that the right to appropriation is challenging for the urban poor

population in Dhaka's informal settlements, as they have been neglected this right to a

number of aspects. First, he states that the use of urban space is constantly challenged by

harassment and repression from police, which affects their mobility in urban areas with the

opportunity to pursue livelihoods. The ability of using urban space and its resources, often

result with residents negotiating with formal and informal actors at the local level, which

often includes exchange of money. Second, the results show how urban development projects

constantly contribute to evictions and displacement of the population, which means that they

can not establish themselves in a stable home. He believes that this is a contributing effect of

neoliberal policies that prioritize capitalism and its development plans instead of taking into
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account the socio-economically weak and vulnerable in society. In light of this background,

the research concludes, it also neglects the residents' right to basic necessities that constitute

the quality of life of an individual, such as access to clean water, electricity, decent housing,

healthcare, education and livelihood opportunities.

The right to participation of Dhaka's slum dwellers, Arefin (2023) emphasizes, is being

neglected as the interests of capitalism are highlighted, and limit the scope for general

participation in decision-making for urban planning and development. The urban poor and

the urban poor communities have limited voices and influence over their urban environment.

Many of the urban poor do not have voting rights and for those who do, increased

authoritarianism in the national government hinders them from participation. The right to

participation for the slum dwellers is also limited to the extent that the state's regulations limit

the scope for organizations to mobilize and articulate needs and demands for urban poor. The

lack of political and social connections to neighbors also made it difficult for the

slum-dwellers to interact and communicate their demands on a local level.

The investigation on the right to appropriation and the right to participation conducted in

Dhaka’s informal settlements, shows the extent of how the urban poor in these informal

settlements are denied the right to urban space. This is in terms of authoritarianism denying

the rights of the urban poor. Arefin (2023) emphasizes, in order to recognize the rights of the

urban poor in the informal settlements, there is need for collaboration on different political

levels. Collaboration is emphasized to be between the government, civil society, and

organizations to establish sustainable urban development policies focusing on the urban poor

and their rights and well-being. In the light of this, the research findings from the case study

in Dhaka contributes to this research in applying the same theoretical framework on The

Right To The City, moving from a developing country in the Global South context to a

developed country in the Global North.

14



4.Theoretical Framework
The theoretical point of departure undertaken this research is Henri Lefebvre's theory on The

Right to The City. The pioneer is one of the most prominent philosophers within the scope of

urban research, in which the theory introduced the concept of the production of space and the

meaning of rights within the city. The concept has come to outline the fundamental pillar for

the understanding of The Right to The City as a rights-based approach, in which social

struggles constantly addresses spatial inequalities in the city, emphasizing everyone's right to

take part in the space of the city.

The most prominent expression by Lefebvre regarding The Right to The City is how it is

emphasized as a “cry and demand” (Lefebvre, 1967, 158). With the expression, Lefebvre

stressed The Right to The City, to constantly have to be renewed and transformed for the

urban citizens to enable the right of urban life. This process separates into two dimensions

and is demonstrated by Santos Junior (2014) and Lefebvre (1967) to which one of the

dimensions implies a requirement, which is the demand for provision regarding social

productions in urban space. It means that citizens in urban space can express material

necessities and deprivation of human rights to appropriate urban space. The other dimension

he emphasized is a project, which entails a collective in expressing the demand in the not yet

existing urban space, but the futuristic one. In this sense, urban citizens in urban space form a

collective to be part of the decision-making arena to interact, defend and express demands

regarding urban space. These two dimensions, Santos Junior (2014) elaborates as the

materialistic (cry) and political (demand) dimensions. In other words, there should be a right

in appropriating the materialistics in urban space and there should be the right to participate

in demanding it, which also implies a symbolic dimension where all citizens regardless of

background factors are welcome in the process of appropriating and participating in urban

space.

The production of space and the social struggles for urban commons are more concretely a

variety of demands such as rights to housing, public space access, political participation and

opposition against gentrification and displacement, which equals to being able “to stay put”

in urban space. Mitchell (2003) elaborates the conceptualization of the theory in which it

emphasizes collective rights in changing the urban space and shaping the urbanization
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process. The already existing economic, social and political branches are the ones in need of

transformation and restructuring and not the city in itself:

“The right to the city is far more than the individual liberty to access urban resources: it is a

right to change ourselves by changing the city. It is, moreover, a common rather than an

individual right since this transformation inevitably depends upon the exercise of a collective

power to reshape the processes of urbanization” (Harvey, 2008, 23).

The Right to Appropriation (in urban space) and The Right to Participation (in urban

governance) is central for the theory on The Right to The City. Santos Junior (2014)

demonstrates that Lefebvre considered the city’s publicity as a space in which urban citizens

participate, exchange and interact with each other. Thus, the right to participation enables

citizens to participate in influencing and governing the production of space. There are no

rights without inclusion, criticizing the top-down approach and highlighting the bottom-up

approach. Publicity and space demands heterogeneity through constant attraction of

migration to urban space, differences should be guaranteed. Lefebvre affirms:

“...as for the class struggle, its role in the production of space is a cardinal one in that this

production is performed solely by classes, fractions of classes and groups representing

classes. Today more than ever, the class struggle is inscribed in space” (Lefebvre, 1991, 55).

Heterogeneity is required in terms of the inevitable differences among citizens. The Right to

The City is therefore “the right to difference” as a defier against controlling forces of

homogenization and fragmentation imposed by higher instances. Lefebvre (1967) manifests

The Right to The City as a social justice for the urban citizens deprived of it or those in need

of it. It is a superior manifestation of rights, which entails the right to appropriation of the

urban commons in urban space, both symbolically and materialistically for such as freedom,

individualization and inhabitation. In order to reach for heterogeneity in urban space,

differences among citizens and among groups should have the right to appropriate and inhabit

such as the right to use the city’s space and resources as well as the right to housing in the

city space (Mitchell, 2003).
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5.Research Design
This fifth section accounts for the research design of the thesis, which presents the

fundamental understanding of approaches to investigation in this particular research. It is

divided into four subsections outlining a selection of sectors for the study, the analytical tools,

followed by a brief presentation of the methodology and finally a reflection of the material.

5.1 Selection of Sectors for Analysis

The research examines the right to urban space for the urban poor in Cañada Real, through

the right to appropriation and the right to participation. However, the research will be limited

to investigate only two of the six sectors presented in the thesis's second section. Hence,

Sector One and Sector Six will be analyzed in the following section. The reason for this

selection of sectors is because the research is based on The Regional Pact, to which it was

presented priorly that no specific guidelines were set for intervention in sectors two to five

when the Pact was agreed in 2017. Additionally, Sector One and Sector Six represent two

different cases in terms of population and structure as well as two different kinds of

interventions, such as to stay in the habitat or to leave the habitat. It allows the results from

analyzing these sectors to be generalized in representing the rest of Cañada Real's sectors.

5.2 Operationalization

Previously presented as the theoretical framework, The Right To The City will permeate the

analysis of this research on rights to urban space. When conducting qualitative research, it is

emphasized by Esaiasson et al. (2017), that an operational definition is required in order to

concretize and measure the abstract theoretical definition. In this sense, as the research

intends to examine rights to urban space, “rights” will act as the abstract theoretical

definition, further operationalized into a concrete and measurable concept in terms of “the

right to…”. As a central notion of the theoretical framework, the right to appropriation and

the right to participation will act as the operational indicators and thus refer to as the

analytical tools. However, Esaiasson et al. (2017) emphasize, it is necessary to have a good

agreement between the theoretical definition and the operational indicators in order to

achieve good validity and measure what is claimed to be measured. It is of significance in
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terms of the research result, in how robust the results will be. Therefore, in order not to risk a

validity problem in the final results of the research, these broad concepts on appropriation

and participation will be supplemented with aspects further developed by the theoretical

framework on The Right To The City, such as the material, symbolic and political

dimensions. Additionally, as this research will use the same analytical framework as prior

research by Shamsul Arefin (2023) on Dhaka’s informal settlements, these dimensions will

be further elaborated to provide a deeper understanding of their aspects, which is considered

below as economic, spatial, social and political factors.

5.2.1 The Right to Appropriation

The right to appropriation (in urban space) implies a broader category of rights for

individuals and communities to occupy, access and use the urban space, in terms of their

needs and the fostering of quality of life. These rights entail the material and symbolic

dimensions. The right to appropriation is easily described as the right to housing in urban

space and the right to inhabit the urban commons in urban space, without social

stigmatization. Material dimension, therefore entails the right to resources in urban space.

The economic factor emphasizes the rights to economic and community based development

in urban space. It puts focus on addressing the structural barriers where marginalized people'

status should be improved in terms of their livelihoods, to which local governments should

focus on implementing and providing equal opportunities in employment (Liang et al., 2022).

The spatial factor focuses more on the right to housing and requires the right for citizens to

obtain the right to urban space by the provision of adequate, affordable and accessible land,

streets and housing with protection against evictions and displacement. As well as housing, it

requires having the right to access basic services and public infrastructures such as clean

water, sanitation, energy, hospital, education and medical services. Additionally, citizens

should be guaranteed the right to reside adequately, affordable and accessible without

problems such as poor air quality, sensitive heavy and constant noise or pollution. Citizens

should have the right to appropriate their surrounding resources which implies such as social

functions, services and opportunities. Social infrastructure is a core at the right to

appropriating urban space as it enhances well-being and quality of life (Liang et al., 2022).
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The symbolic dimension in the right to appropriation implies a social factor, in which it

emphasizes how the urban poor are represented or perceived. It entails the right to be

included in the urban space regardless of background such as ethnicity, race, religion and

origins. It entails for citizens to have equal development opportunities and being valued and

involved in urban space and not disadvantaged through social stigmatization (Liang et al.,

2022).

5.2.2 The Right to Participation

The right to participation (in urban governance) takes on a political dimension in which it

defines a political factor of rights. Thus, it articulates the right for individuals and

communities to engage in shaping the development of urban space and the involvement in the

decision-making arena. All citizens should be guaranteed equal rights to participate and

influence the environment they live in, as for the function of a democratic institution to

defend and exercise their habitat. All citizens must be able to articulate, interact and

communicate at a local level, to influence governance and the surroundings in both urban

planning and the production of urban space as it affects their daily living. All citizens should

belong in an urban community and the space they occupy whether they are temporarily or

permanently inhabiting the space. Thus, participation should not differentiate among citizens

depending on background factors (overlapping with the symbolic and social dimension) such

as poverty, identification to a minority group (ethnic, indigenous) being migrant or refugee

(Liang et al., 2022).

5.3 Methodology

This research is document-oriented. As the research intends to analyze the specific

documents and their content to understand the outcome and reality of them, rather than

analyzing and understanding the content of the text itself, it characterizes as document

analysis, in which it meets with the description of the research method conducted as a

“systematic procedure for reviewing or evaluating documents” (Bowen, 2009, 27).
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The Regional Pact for Cañada Real Galiana acted as the main document of analysis as it

emphasized the ground pillar for the politics of interventions. It is met with supplementary

material of both documentational character and newspaper information to gain insight into

how the right to urban space is played out by the urban politics interventions. Moreover, to

carry out the purpose with this research, in examining rights to urban space and answer the

research questions posed, the theoretical framework on The Right To The City was chosen

because it articulated the fundamental rights to public space and therefore constituted a

relevant framework for this particular research. It acts as an analytical framework in the

investigative part of the thesis, as it deductively developed the analytical tools that permeated

the entire analysis. A qualitative approach undertakes the research as it involves a lot of

textual material, and limits itself to one particular case of investigation. Bowen (2009)

explains for the material of the document analysis to constitute a variety of forms, such as

newspapers and organizational/institutional reports that “[l]ike other analytical methods in

qualitative research, […] be examined and interpreted in order to elicit meaning, gain

understanding, and develop empirical knowledge“ (Bowen, 2009, 27). In this thesis, the

research examines the documents to gain understanding of their outcome and in that sense

develop knowledge.

All the material for this particular research has been selected as adequate and relevant

material for analysis as Bowen (2009) describes that conducting document analysis requires

“material selection” rather than “material collection”. In order not to conduct biased

selectivity, material from newspaper reportings have been conducted as a supplement using

the internet search function with typed keywords in spanish such as Cañada Real, Pacto

Regional, Sector 1, Sector 6, to access all information related to the particular research and in

order to gain material as close as possible with the research purpose.

5.4 Material

The analysis carried out in this research has its foundation in the selected material of various

kinds. The primary material applied in the research are a combination of official documents

and information from different organizational parties of interest for the research, such as the

municipalities (Coslada, Rivas-Vaciamadrid and Madrid), the Community of Madrid and The

Regional Federation of Neighborhood Associations of Madrid (henceforth: FRAVM). Thus,
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the material was retrieved from The Regional Pact’s collection page at the official website of

the Community of Madrid (Comunidad de Madrid). Additionally, material has been collected

from the official website of FRAVM and the municipalities’ websites using the search

function “Cañada Real” to access all material related to the researched case. At one point, I

had to email and ask the commission of Cañada Real to access a document that was not

available online, which was the Social Strategy for Cañada Real (Estrategia Social de la

Cañada Real 2021-2024).

According to its character, the material outline as primary sources and authenticity which is

necessary to account for, according to Teorell & Svensson (2007). The material is original as

it is collected from the authorities’ websites. As Spain is a democratic country, it is not

necessary to believe that documents have been tampered with. On the other hand, it is

necessary to account for its tendency where the information in the official documents may be

distorted. In this case, it may be authorities representing a biased image, accounting for their

best interest. As my intention of this research is to examine the rights of the population in

Cañada Real in the process of intervention (which is performed by authorities), this is the

most important source criticism to account for. Therefore, I choose to complement the

material with secondary sources, as emphasized “[t]he main rule is to never believe a single

tendentious source. It must always be supplemented with at least one independent source,

alternatively with a source that has the opposite tendency” (Esaiasson et al. 2017, 295). -

[Author's translation]

The secondary material collected for this research therefore consists of sources from Spanish

newspapers. Thus, the material must be scrutinized carefully, as there might be the risk of

lacking authenticity in terms of manipulated and false information, as it is not a primary

source. However, in this case I would argue that the use of newspapers strengthens the

analysis of this research, as it does not provide a biased, one-sided picture from the

authorities. It also contributes to covering the gap of information as it provides research with

important information that is missing in the reports from authorities. Beyond the source

criticism, it is necessary to account for the material as it examines a Spanish case. This means

that the material performed in the research is originally in Spanish. Therefore, all the material

has been translated by myself. As I have developed skills in the language, I can manage the

translation of the material myself. However, it is relevant to take into account that quotations

in the thesis are all translated from Spanish, therefore do not constitute the original quotation.
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6.Analysis
This sixth section, containing the most comprehensive part of the thesis, accounts for the

analysis examining the material. The theoretical framework on The Right To The City will

act as an analytical framework, to which the material will be analyzed through the analytical

tools, priorly presented in the operationalization. Further, this section intends to fulfill the

purpose of the research and answer the research questions posed. The analysis is structured as

two main sections. The first accounts for The Right to Appropriation, followed by The Right

to Participation, to which it will examine Sector One and Sector Six of Cañada Real.

6.1 The Right to Appropriation

This section divides the analysis of The Right to Appropriation into two parts investigating

Sector One and Sector Six separately.

6.1.1 Sector One of Cañada Real

According to the less complex and severe circumstances of Cañada Real’s first sector, such as

better equipped houses and proximity of urban space, the municipality of Coslada was

delegated responsibility to establish a new urban planning of the informal settlement’s first

sector, by consolidating the area as urban territory. The three measures of action in urban

planning determined by Ayuntamiento de Coslada (2017a) were by providing the residents of

Sector One with paved roads, legal water and electricity grid supplies.

The first measure taken in Sector One, was announced by Ayuntamiento de Coslada (2017a)

to provide residents with paved roads, already to be finished within a year since the agreed

Regional Pact in May 2017. The measure represents the first step in consolidating and

integrating the sector to the urban territory of Coslada. As promised by the municipality, La

Vanguardia (2018) reports that Coslada announced in January 2018, the first steps of

asphalting in Sector One. This intervention represents a ground pillar for the right to

appropriation, to which the residents of Sector One will be enabled the spatial factors where

they can access decent roads to facilitate the accessibility of urban space. Thus, paved roads
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enable the residents of the sector to easily access the basic services and public infrastructure

for such as reaching medical service or educational opportunities for children and young

adults.

According to the The Regional Pact, Comunidad de Madrid (2017) emphasizes the objectives

to improve educational and labor issues, to which the residents of Cañada Real would be

enabled the opportunities of urban space. The objectives of the Pact therefore acknowledged

the right to appropriation of urban space, as the economic factors emphasize the right to the

community in economic development. In this sense, the residents' economic status would be

improved by the local government. Though the Pact never confirmed whether labor and

educational opportunities were acquired within the settlement in Sector One, or if these

opportunities were acquired outside of the sector, paved roads with transport systems

connecting to Coslada further facilitate the accessibility and connections to urban commons.

The other measures planned in Sector One, were the water and electricity grid supplies,

which were emphasized that “it will take a little longer due to regulatory issues”

(Ayuntamiento de Coslada, 2017a). - [Author's translation] Coslada never announced when

these measures were taken into action. However in 2024 the sub-delegate of the government

in the Community of Madrid, concluded that Sector One no longer represents the

problematics characterizing the rest of Cañada Real, “...since it is urbanized and has all the

services and supplies as the rest of the city (water supply, sewage, lighting, garbage

collection, etc.)” (Diario de Coslada, 2024). - [Author's translation] Therefore, it is relevant to

argue that water and electricity have been established within the sector, which equals with

enabling the residents of the sector the right to appropriation in spatial factors as they now

acquire the right to an adequate and accessible housing.

Accessible housing, because of the paved roads to basic services and adequate housing,

because of the better equipped houses with the established water and electricity grid supply.

The latter, which also improves the residents quality of living from a sanitary and health

perspective, as the purpose was “…to improve the health and habitability conditions of the

area” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017, 35). - [Author's translation] By legalizing the water and

electricity grid supply, residents of Sector One are enabled the right to appropriate urban

space adequately, as they now acquire basic resources for an adequate living, in terms of the

clean water and energy for heating.
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The interventions in Sector One, covers for the material dimension in both enabling the

residents with the economic and spatial factors. Most importantly, in terms of discussing the

right to appropriate space in Sector One, there have not been any reports on relocations of

families from the area and is therefore of relevance to argue that residents of Cañada Real’s

first sector, have not been victimized by displacement. Instead authorities have enabled them

with basic necessities (such as paved roads, water and electricity grid supply) to be able to

remain settled in their homes. Demonstrated by Mesa Social (2021), after the interventions,

residents of the sector are able to access basic service provision such as healthcare, schools,

transport systems, and the basic resources such as garbage collection, electricity and water.

Thus, by remaining in their habitat, the residents have been enabled the right to protection

against displacement and eviction. It further implies the most important factor regarding the

right to appropriation of urban space as it enables them the right to housing and the right to

stay put in their habitat while accessing urban commons and increasing their well-being.

Interventions in Sector One have, as mentioned, been focusing on a new urban planning and

consolidation of the territory. However, prior mayor of Coslada, Ángel Viveros, highlighted

the importance of the social issues and his wishes to continue to recognize this aspect during

and after interventions in Sector One as “...it is integrated into the city and has an easy urban

solution, as far as its entirety is concerned it has been an area of social exclusion”

(Ayuntamiento de Coslada, 2017b). - [Author's translation] None of the measures taken in

Sector One were directly addressing social issues. However, The Regional Pact emphasized

one of its objectives regarding Cañada Real, to put focus on the social and communitarian

factors, as it was articulated to “…improve neighborhood coexistence relations, avoiding

social exclusion” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017, 35). - [Author's translation] Neither the Pact

nor Coslada, have expressed any specific measures considering the social issues for this

particular sector. On the other hand, the measures taken by the municipality (such as paved

roads, water and electricity grid supplies), might act as a generator to flourish the social

inclusion of the residents in Sector One to the rest of the city. It does in that sense, strengthen

their right to appropriation of urban space, as it symbolically considers the residents of Sector

One to access the urban commons of the city of Coslada.

The homogenous population of Sector One, as it was described earlier, is demonstrated as

“[m]ost of the families are of Spanish origin” (Mesa Social, 2021, 12). - [Author's translation]

In this sense, it emphasizes “most” of the families, which gives no further explanation to

24



whether there might be other nationalities of origin or minority groups residing within the

sector, such as Roma or foreign born people. However, with nothing else being reported, such

as relocations of some families in the sector or no provision of the measures for some

families in the sector, it would be reasonable to argue that there are no signs of social

stigmatization or discriminating actions targeting only some of the residents within the sector.

It further means that regardless of the background factors of the residents in Sector One of the

informal settlement, they have all been enabled the right to appropriation in urban space in

the same manner. It symbolically implies for all the residents of Sector One to belong

together in urban space within the municipality of Coslada, regardless of social status.

6.1.2 Sector Six of Cañada Real

According to the complex and severe circumstances in Sector Six of Cañada Real, its

vulnerable slum-like condition and distance to urban space has made the sector a priority for

interventions by the Pact. The municipality of Madrid, responsible for the interventions in the

sector, decided to start planning for relocations of the residents residing within the area. This,

in line to secure for dismantlement and restoration of the area (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017).

According to the principles of the right to appropriation, interventions planned for Sector Six,

therefore implies that residents of the sector are deprived of their right to protection against

evictions and displacement. This is because residents are being relocated from their habitat.

In this case, without considering the actual desire of the residents, to meet with the principles

of the right to appropriation, residents should be entitled the right to stay put in their habitat.

The complexity of Sector Six invites a further complex discussion regarding the residents and

their right to appropriate urban space. The relocations planned for the residents of the sector

are referred to occur because of “the exceptional circumstances of absence of the minimum

habitability conditions, the commitment is made to begin the dismantling of the sector”

(Comunidad de Madrid, 2017, 32). - [Author's translation] While leaving details aside,

authorities demonstrate the area to be uninhabitable, which implies that interventions in this

particular sector must be carefully analyzed in terms of the right to appropriation. As already

mentioned, the principle ensures all residents to be entitled the right to stay put in their

habitat. In this case though, residents staying put would entail for them to be deprived of the

right to appropriate space adequate and accessible.
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According to the material dimension, spatial factors have already been covered to be deprived

because of relocations and dismantlement of the sector, as residents are deprived of their right

to housing and to stay put in the habitat. However, the resettlement would imply the right to

appropriation for residents in terms of adequacy and accessibility. This is because Madrid

demonstrates how “...it is decided to carry out relocations in newly built homes in the Cañada

Real or, if it is not possible, in bordering territories” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2018, 69). -

[Author's translation] Relocations would in this sense, entail housing of adequacy, which is

obviously not met in the current housing situation in Sector Six considering the slum-like

conditions. Additionally, housing in the sixth sector of Cañada Real is affected by several

environmental damaging factors. According to Comunidad de Madrid (2018), odor emissions

from factories, constant noise from the proximity of the highway and large infrastructure

facilities in the nearby area, affect the adequacy of living in the sector. For this reason, it

would be relevant to argue that residents in Sector Six are rather enabled the right to

appropriate space at the new locations, rather than staying put in Sector Six. This would be

the case since it is not possible to remove the factories and infrastructure facilities for the

sake of the settlement and its residents. Appropriation of urban commons are further

mentioned in the relocation agreement as the following:

“Housing is an essential component of the social integration process and must meet certain

accessibility conditions to guarantee adequate support in the constitution of one's own home,

integrated into a neighborhood community and in a neighborhood that ensures access to

essential public services. Housing constitutes a pillar that must be complemented with

education, employment, health and culture” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2018, 70). - [Author's

translation]

According to the above, resettlement of families would imply the right to appropriate urban

commons for residents at the new location. The residents are considered in terms of adequacy

and accessibility to enable the appropriation of urban space. Although not elaborated further,

educational opportunities and health aspects are mentioned, indicating that residents are

enabled the right to access basic services and public infrastructures. However, this would be

the case of moving outside of the settlement. Although as mentioned before, resettlements

could be to other sectors in the settlement. It should therefore be carefully considered whether

residents are enabled the right to appropriation in the case of moving within Cañada Real.

This would be in terms of Mesa Social (2021) describing the other sectors to the extent that

26



none of them entails the basic services and resources such as health provision and education.

Therefore if relocations are done within the settlement, residents would not be enabled the

right to appropriate space fully. All sectors except the first one are excluded from the

provision of urban commons according to Comunidad de Madrid (2017) and therefore

indicates that even though resettlements would entail newly built homes, much has to be

provided in the surrounding environment for residents to appropriate space fully.

When considering the material dimension of rights through economic factors, residents

working within the settlement of Cañada Real must be guaranteed economic activity at the

new location, according to the principle of the right to appropriation. The economic

dimension has not been discussed any further by the Pact. However, employment is

demonstrated above in the relocation agreement by Comunidad de Madrid (2018), therefore it

can be argued that residents will be enabled the right to appropriate the economic community

to where they are relocated. However, it is worth mentioning, if their relocation entails them

not being able to continue performing their profession, it will also make them evicted and

displaced in terms of appropriating urban space in economic factors.

The interventions of relocating families and dismantling Sector Six, becomes complex in

terms of the right to appropriation as it has its core at the right to housing and the right to stay

put in the habitat, which entail the right to protection against evictions and displacement.

When the families therefore are planned to be resettled, they will for sure be deprived of this

right. On the other hand, there are many aspects of the right of appropriation such as the

material rights in spatial and economic factors, which can not be enabled within the

settlement. According to the Pact the area “has null capacity for residential uses or economic

activities” (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017, 16). - [Author's translation] However, these can be

enabled at the new location as for what was demonstrated earlier by the relocation agreement.

The interventions are therefore complex in terms of the right to appropriation as residents are

both neglecting the right to appropriate urban space when they are displaced. However it also

enables the residents on the material rights that can not be enabled within the sector, such as

the spatial and economic factors.

As Sector Six was demonstrated to contain a heterogeneous population with different

ethnicities and socio-economic backgrounds, little reporting has been made on this social

factor regarding the sector. The relocation agreement of the families from Sector Six, was
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articulated by Comunidad de Madrid (2018) that housing must be complemented with such as

“culture” to fully complete the process of integration to urban space. With no elaboration to

the concept, it is difficult to assess how the diversified population residing within Cañada

Real’s sixth sector will be considered in terms of social issues at their resettlements. Despite

the lack of information regarding relocations and the social factors, interventions held within

Cañada Real have been accompanied with social integration policies as it was articulated by

Comunidad de Madrid (n.d). A socio-community center has been established in Sector Five,

with the intention to focus on cultural and educational opportunities to smooth out the

barriers of ethnicity in the diversified settlement (Madrid Diario, 2017; El País, 2021).

According to the right to appropriation, the social issues and a symbolization of belonging,

fosters the communitarian factors which Comunidad de Madrid (2017) declared was an

objective to improve coexistence in the area. It does in this sense, enable residents of the

sector to the right of appropriating urban space while erasing the social stigmatization

between families in the settlement. Although, as there is one center in only one sector, it

might complicate the ability for those families residing on the other side of the settlement

such as residents of Sector Six.

However, for families to be resettled from Sector Six, residents have to meet requirements on

proven residency within the settlement already back in 2011 according to Comunidad de

Madrid (2017). The Pact does not mention any alternatives for residents without the proven

residency, which is rather questionable while considering the right to appropriation as The

Regional Pact does mention the objective to create the most favorable solution for the

settlement in terms of their rights (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017). According to Ayuntamiento

de Madrid (2024) more than 300 families (1000 people) have been relocated from Cañada

Real to new homes. The first agreement for relocation was signed in 2017 to rehouse a

maximum of 150 families from the most severe parts of Sector Six. This agreement was

reformed two years later to increase the number of relocated families (Comunidad de Madrid,

2020). Ayuntamiento de Rivas Vaciamadrid (2017) states that resettlements of families are

widespread in different districts in Madrid. However, there are no reports on the relocated

families’ and their backgrounds, and therefore difficult to assess whether there has been

stigmatization regarding the relocations for such as who has been resettled and who have not.

By the same time of signing The Regional Pact in 2017, previous president of the Community

of Madrid, Cristina Cifuentes, announced Sector Six to be demolished and relocated by the
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time of 2019 (Ayuntamiento de Rivas Vaciamadrid, 2017). It is interesting, as not even until

today (in 2024) the sector has been demolished or relocated. Also, solutions from authorities

for the majority of residents in Sector Six are lacking as the residents right to appropriation in

urban space is deficient. Families still, seven years after the Pact was signed, lack adequate

and accessible housing with proper living conditions

6.1.2.1 The Power Cut in Cañada Real

In 2020, three years after The Regional Pact was agreed and firmed, there was a power cut in

Cañada Real, affecting thousands of its inhabitants. The reason behind the power cut was

defended by the Community of Madrid’s president Isabel Díaz Ayuso, as a consequence of

the provoked drug market and marijuana plantations by criminals in the settlement (Madrid

Diario, 2020). The actions have been criticized by higher instances in which OHCHR (2020)

stresses the situation as a crisis of an unsustainable humanitarian emergency, as it violates

human rights. Especially Sector Six has been affected by the shortings of electricity. The

sector which was already vulnerable, became even more vulnerable considering the wellbeing

of the residents. According to the previously discussed objectives by The Regional Pact, it is

of relevance to further discuss this particular incident in relation to the right to appropriation.

To begin with, The Regional Pact aimed at improving the health and habitability conditions

in Cañada Real with much focus on sanitary conditions (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017).

Clearly, one can argue that deliberate actions of a power cut by the authorities, does not meet

the principles of improving living conditions for the residents in Sector Six, as lack of

electricity only makes it worse. From the perspective of the right to appropriation, residents

in Sector Six have therefore been deprived of their right to appropriate urban space, as their

daily life is affected in terms of health and habitability conditions, as already mentioned.

Additionally, as their daily living suffers from the absence of electricity, both labor and

educational opportunities are affected. According to the Pact, there were objectives to achieve

an educational level for children and young adults in Cañada Real, that allows for later access

to the labor market (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017). Hence, in terms of the lack of electricity,

children are deprived of their right to an adequate education as they lack internet connection

and light to do homework, which one can argue does not meet the objectives articulated by

The Regional Pact. According to the right to appropriation, children lack their right to
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appropriate urban space as their social functions, services and opportunities are neglected.

Additionally, many industrial buildings might depend on electricity, which means even labor

opportunities will be affected and therefore aggravate the opportunity for the residents to

pursue livelihoods. It does in this sense, invade the economic factor for the right to

appropriation of urban space.

Lastly, the residents in Sector Six suffer from the lack of adequate and accessible housing in

terms of no heating and no clean or safe running water. Their habitability does not meet with

the principles of the right to appropriation in urban space. Therefore, the incident of the

power cut in the settlement is contradictory when considering the objectives of The Regional

Pact, in which it guaranteed the residents of Cañada Real the right to decent housing, which is

elaborated as follows:

"Ensure that all residents of Cañada Real have guaranteed access to and maintenance of

housing in decent and adequate conditions, paying special attention to families with the most

difficulties in making this right effective" (Mesa Social, 2021, 58). - [Author's translation]

The fact that the Pact highlights on ensuring all residents in the settlement with decent

housing and above all, paying special attention to the most vulnerable families, awakens

debate around whether rights to urban space are taken in consideration at all for residents of

Cañada Real. The Regional Pact itself has concluded that Sector Six is the most vulnerable

one, with the most severe living conditions and yet this sector is the most affected by the

power cut, with lacking recognition from authorities in bringing a solution.

Notwithstanding months of absence from authorities in bringing a solution to the

vulnerability, Madrid Diario (2021) reports that approximately six months after the power

cut, the Mayor of Madrid, announced a solution for the residents affected by the power cut.

Voluntarily, the residents would be enabled temporary housing with electricity in an old

furniture factory and a sports center located both inside and outside of the area of Cañada

Real. Authorities announced there will be 600 beds available for residents from all sectors.

After the announcement, representatives of Cañada Real demonstrated “it is an organized and

intentional plan to expel us from our homes, since the territory where Madrid's urban plans

are projected is the land that our homes currently occupy” (FRAVM, 2020). - [Author's

translation] In this case, the statement has not been answered by authorities, therefore of
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further relevance to return to the objectives regarding the interventions for Sector Six,

presented by The Regional Pact, as it refers to the following:

"Restore the natural environment of the territory […] Develop a strategy for the relocation of

the population who, whether for territorial, environmental, security or health reasons, can not

continue in their homes or substandard housing" (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017, 16). -

[Author's translation]

According to the right to appropriation in urban space, in either case of voluntarily relocating

to the temporary housing or by staying put in their homes, residents are not given the right to

appropriate space entirely. Displacement might neglect accessibility to space for many of the

residents depending on their daily living in Cañada Real. After all, as demonstrated above in

the quotation, relocations are planned as Madrid aims to restore the area of Cañada Real.

Therefore, the solution of urgent relocations to temporary housing can be equalized as an act

of eviction, in which the residents of Sector Six are displaced from their homes. Instead of

providing the residents with the necessities they need for decent habitability, their right to

appropriate urban space in their habitat is neglected. Additionally, the solution of relocations

does not provide beds enough for even half of sector six, which questions the fact of

guaranteeing all residents housing. Relocating the population to a big factory would intrude

on personal space and the spatial factors of the right to appropriation.

In terms of considering the symbolic dimension and the social factors, it is of relevance to

account for what the UN department on Human Rights declared, in terms of the contact with

Spanish authorities in Madrid regarding Cañada Real and the power cut:

“We call on all politicians to stop stigmatising migrants, members of the Roma minority and

anyone who lives in poverty, […] The people of Cañada Real urgently need the support of the

Government to achieve adequate living conditions, not verbal attacks that provoke public

hostility” (OHCHR, 2020).

Spanish authorities do not choose this way of expression on their own channels. Thus, still

reasonable to account for, as there is another statement coming from the Assembly in Madrid,

when the Community of Madrid’s president, Isabel Díaz Ayuso expressed why rights are not

considered in the settlement “[i]t is one thing to criminalize poverty and another to
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democratize crime” (Madrid Diario, 2020). - [Author's translation] Though there might be

criminality in the surroundings of Sector Six, all residents of Cañada Real are being labeled

criminals according to the statement by Ayuso, which shows signs of socially stigmatizing

the residents of Cañada Real. It denies the principles of equality and rights for residents in

Cañada Real, while the above statement questions if the right to appropriate urban space is

considered a matter of social stigmatization. In this sense, in how the authorities view

diversity and social background factors, as there seems to be stigmatization from higher

instances that clashes with the objectives by The Regional Pact.

Despite appeal from supranational organizations and neighborhood associations in Cañada

Real, electricity has not been installed by the time of writing this thesis. Four years after the

power cut, thousands of residents in Cañada Real still lack the basic necessities and resources

normally provided by the city. In the end, their right to appropriate urban space is lacking.

6.2 The Right to Participation

Accounting for the right to participation implies to what extent residents of Cañada Real are

complied with the right to participate in the urban governance, during times of intervention

determined by The Regional Pact. In order to fulfill the democratic principle of the political

dimension, the right to participation means that residents must have the right to exercise their

influence and defend the habitat in which they live. Therefore, it is of relevance to account

for the law that applies for the settlement of Cañada Real, which demonstrates the following:

“...agree on the mechanisms and instruments of collaboration and cooperation that are

necessary to carry out a framework agreement to resolve all issues arising from the

occupation, disaffection and destination of the lands of the Cañada Real Galiana, giving

participation to the affected parties duly represented by accredited associations” (Comunidad

de Madrid, 2011, 17). - [Author's translation]

According to the law, there is reason to demonstrate that residents of Cañada Real are enabled

the right to participation during the process of intervention, as the law emphasizes that there

should be participation of the affected parties. Moreover, according to Comunidad de Madrid

(2017), the objectives for The Regional Pact, emphasize that all citizens should be guaranteed

32



equality of opportunity in all measures as it reflects a cohesive society. To reach political

consensus, joint participation is essential throughout implementing all measures. In this

sense, the principles of the Pact indicate a profound understanding of the right to participation

from a top-down and bottom-up perspective, as it clearly recognizes the importance of

participation for the targeted group and not only authorities. Additionally, it is relevant to

uncover the understanding of a “cry and demand” which was implied in the right to the city

where citizens were entitled the right to participate and express demand as a collective for

their urban space. It is elaborated by the The Regional Pact regarding the interventions as

“… the participation of citizens, and specifically of the residents of Cañada Real, in making

decisions that affect their present and future is essential for the process to be a success”

(Mesa Social, 2021, 7). - [Author's translation]

The Regional Pact elaborates on the matters of participation as it states that residents of the

settlement are represented by the Assembly of Cañada Real, which has several

sub-associations working in the settlement (Comunidad de Madrid, 2017). Hence, there is

reason to believe there is representation of the residents in the process of the interventions,

which equals the right to participation. In this sense, residents have a voice representing them

in the political sphere, giving them the right to communicate and interact on the local level’s

decision-making. However, when considering Sector Six of Cañada Real, there are

statements and actions, sparking debate around the issue of the right to participation for the

residents. In the case of 2020, when the mayor of Madrid announced the urgent relocation of

residents as a solution for the severe situation of the power cut, strong reactions have been

evoked from residents of the settlement.

According to the neighborhood associations FRAVM (2021), in Cañada Real, the proposal

was never discussed or consulted with the families concerned, which they feel equate to

eviction and displacement. Residents of Cañada Real articulate their discontentment of the

situation as “[t]hey decide about us as if we were merchandise, without taking into account

our rights and above all as if we were not worthy of being able to decide” (FRAVM, 2021). -

[Author's translation] This of course, questions the principal above, to which The Regional

Pact emphasized their objectives of joint participation as the interventions affects their

present and future living. In this sense, residents of Sector Six, argue they have not been part

of the decision-making when it comes to this particular proposal, which gives reason to argue

that residents have been deprived of their right to participate in decision-making of their own
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environment. Of what is described by the neighborhood associations (FRAVM, 2021),

residents of Sector Six have formed a collective resistance against the authorities, in which

they demonstrate on not moving from their homes in Sector Six of Cañada Real, with the

only demand to restore the electricity in the settlement.

The power outage in the settlement has brought a complex situation, though important when

considering theory and practice of The Regional Pact's interventions in Cañada Real. As the

residents have appealed to authorities on turning the electricity back on, it has echoed on the

other side in terms of a response to the problem. As it was emphasized by Comunidad de

Madrid (2011) on the law from 2011, the importance is to resolve the arisen issues regarding

the territory of Cañada Real. Although in this case, it has rather created two opposing parties

with a top-down perspective leaving the other party outside of the decision making agenda.

While residents of Cañada Real’s sixth sector have appealed to the authorities for four years

to reinstall the electricity in the settlement, still no action has been taken. In this sense, it

would be reasonable to argue that higher instances are neglecting the residents' right to

participation in the settlement, as their exercise to articulate and defend their rights is not

heard or answered from the other party. Moreover, during the time of the writing of this

thesis, a new agreement on relocations has been announced as a ten year plan of Cañada Real,

in which it is once again articulated that “[w]e are all going to work together to eradicate

slums and offer a decent home and a promising future to all the people who live in La Cañada

and who currently live in conditions of precariousness and poverty” (Comunidad de Madrid,

2024). - [Author's translation] First, it emphasizes cooperation, which it does not seem to

follow. Second, it emphasizes the vulnerable situation that residents of the settlement are

currently facing. Third, it gives no recognition to the power cut or restoration of the

electricity, as of which residents are worried they will have to wait for 10 years to be enabled

the basic necessities (FRAVM, 2024). Therefore, as the agreement once again refers to

cooperation, but does not seem to cooperate much, and emphasizes the vulnerable conditions

in the settlement without recognition of the solution of electricity, it is worth arguing that the

right to participation in urban governance is lacking for the residents in Sector Six.

In Sector One on the other hand, Coslada has organized visits within the sector since the Pact

was signed in 2017. This is because of what the municipality implies, lie in a concern among

the residents of Sector One, regarding the slowness of the implementation of the interventions
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by the Pact (Ayuntamiento de Coslada, 2017a). Compared to Sector Six, in this case it can be

argued that there is a higher degree of participation for the residents of Sector One. This, as

residents have expressed a concern and in turn being met by the municipality, in contrast to

Sector Six and the municipality of Madrid regarding the restoration of electricity. In Sector

One, residents are instead given an opportunity to meet the authorities and the parties

involved to interact and communicate at the local level. In this way, they are given the

opportunity to participate in the process of urban planning that takes place in their urban

environment affecting their everyday life. Hence, it can be argued that the residents of Sector

One do show signs of being enabled the right to participation.

Additionally, in Sector One, as it characterized a population of Spanish origin, residents also

have the right to participate in the local elections, according to election regulations on

residency in Spain (Instituto Nacional de Estadística, n.d.B). Furthermore, as Comunidad de

Madrid (2017) emphasized all residents of Cañada Real to have been registered in the census

by the time the Pact was established, residents in Sector Six can also enjoy local voting

rights. However, despite the fact that the population of Cañada Real has the right to vote, few

use their vote in local elections as residents demonstrate there is lack of interest from

politicians. Residents articulate how it will not make any difference to vote, when politicians

do not find it in their interest to recognize the needs and the severe situation the residents are

facing daily (ABC Madrid, 2023). In this sense, there is a lack of belonging to urban

governance provoked by rejection from authorities. Thus, it weakens the principle of the right

to participation, as residents legally have the right to vote in elections, but choose not to as

their voices are not heard from the authorities, which contributes to limiting their ability to

influence the urban environment. It implies a weakening of the right to participation in

reflecting a social stigmatization that actively disadvantages the urban poor in Cañada Real

from participation in the urban governance.

35



7.Conclusion

This research has examined and gained insight into how the right to urban space is played out

for the urban poor in the Spanish informal settlement of Cañada Real Galiana. Thus, the

study has examined the urban politics based on The Regional Pact, agreed among the

municipalities in Madrid during times of intervention. Therefore, the research has taken a

qualitative approach applying the methodology of a document analysis characterized by

Henri Lefebvre's theory on The Right to The City. The findings of the research are presented

below, according to the questions posed;

How are the residents in Cañada Real Galiana enabled the right to appropriation in urban

space?

The findings on how residents are enabled the right to appropriation (in urban space) showed

different results in terms of considering Sector One and Sector Six. In the first sector, results

show how families are enabled the right to appropriate urban space to a high degree, as

families have been enabled the right to inhabit urban commons without being displaced and

evicted. They have been enabled the right to housing in their habitat as the municipality of

Coslada provided the families with basic services and resources in both economic and spatial

issues such as labor, educational and sanitary factors. On the contrary, findings showed that

residents in Sector Six lack a degree of the right to appropriation in urban space, as the

families are planned for relocation and therefore displaced and are not enabled the right to

remain in their habitat. As the municipality of Madrid refuses to provide residents in Sector

Six with power restoration, the families are neglected the right to appropriate urban space

adequately. This is, as the families are not enabled the basic services and resources

flourishing economic and spatial issues such as labor, educational and sanitary factors.

However, the relocation agreement shows that residents in Sector Six will be enabled the

right to appropriation in urban space at the new location, as it will provide all of the above

mentioned services which they lack in the settlement. However, there are signs of authorities

socially stigmatizing the families in Cañada Real, mainly in Sector Six while Sector One

shows no signs of stigmatization. Thus, there are signs symbolically neglecting the residents

in Sector Six the enabling of the right to appropriate urban space.
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To what extent is the right to participation in urban governance complied with for the

residents of Cañada Real Galiana?

The findings of the research showed that the right to participation differed in theory and

practice. With other words, the results showed that residents in Cañada Real are enabled the

right to participation (in urban governance) through a legal right to vote in local elections,

representation from organizations, as well as their participation is highly articulated by The

Regional Pact, during times of interventions that take place in Cañada Real. However, the

research indicates that the right to participate and influence the urban environment in the

decision-making arena, is deficient. The deficiency of the right to participation is partly

because of the residents' appeal in Sector Six for the reinstall on electricity, which has not

been met and followed up by the authorities. It is also because of the decisions made by

authorities regarding the settlement and its residents in Sector Six, without considering the

residents in joint decision making. This in a sense, has brought a social stigmatization to the

residents in which they choose not to vote in elections even though they have the legal right.

However, residents of Sector One showed signs of participation where they had the

opportunity to interact and communicate with authorities at the local level, in terms of their

concerns. This means, there is a low extent to which the right to participation in urban

governance is complied with for the residents in sector six of Cañada Real, in contrast to

Sector One, where there is a high extent to which the right to participation is complied with

for the residents.
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8.Discussion and Final Remarks

The findings from this research on rights to urban space in Cañada Real show similar results

to those presented in the previous research by Arefin (2023), on rights to urban space in

Dhaka's informal settlements. In the case of Dhaka, slum dwellers' right to appropriation and

participation were found neglected by authoritarianism and neoliberal policies to strategically

socially stigmatize and marginalize the urban poor from the right to urban space. Rather than

focusing on the rights of urban poor, capitalist urban development projects proceeded. In this

research however, authorities emphasized the right to urban space for residents of Cañada

Real during interventions on the settlement. Though in practice, the right to appropriation and

participation for the residents in Cañada Real differed and showed signs of social

stigmatization just like in the case of Dhaka. However, in Cañada Real it differs between

sectors, where in this case Sector One, have proven greater extent of rights recognition, while

in Sector Six, rights to urban space have been neglected both in appropriation and

participation in urban space.

To the contrary where in Dhaka, urban poor in general seems to have been socially

stigmatized and marginalized from the right to urban space, the case of Cañada Real finds

evidence of social stigmatization in especially Sector Six. As hostile statements by authorities

against the heterogeneous population of minority groups (foreign-born and Roma people) in

Sector Six has been found (in criminalizing the residents), while nothing indicates

stigmatizing the Spaniard population in Sector One, there seems to be a social factor

involved. While in Dhaka the urban poor population seems to be marginalized from rights to

urban space, in Cañada Real minority groups seem to be marginalized from rights to urban

space. These findings further support the evidence of Lago Ávila (2014) and Gago-Cortés

and Novo-Corti (2015) in which minority groups such as the Roma population in Madrid’s

informal settlements, have been disadvantaged and marginalized by authorities in such as

neglection of right to urban space, in comparison to the Spanish origin population.

Moreover, the lack of right to urban space in terms of right to appropriation and participation

in Cañada Real, can also support the findings and connect to the research by Aguilera (2024)

in which informal settlements in Madrid have been politically utilized to uphold as a space of

undesirability. This, in which authorities systematically have marginalized the population in
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neglecting their right to the city as of being denied basic infrastructure and services. In this

case, the findings from the research showed how Sector Six particularly suffered from these

rights in terms of the power cut and no re-establishment of electricity. Todo por la Praxis

(2016), demonstrated the history of the settlement of Cañada Real to have been a territory of

attraction for urban projects. Still today, residents of the settlement argued that authorities

deliberately tried to evict the population from the area because of the territory's future

prospects. It makes one question the principal intentions regarding the settlement, of what are

actually the objectives behind the interventions. Is it the rights of the vulnerable population

and to improve their living or is it the attraction of the area's future prospects for capitalist

projects?

In this regard, previous research on Dhaka’s informal settlements found evidence that the

urban poor were victims of eviction and displacement on a regular basis, because of the

future prospects of urban projects in their surroundings. In the case of Cañada Real, there are

no such official statements during the process of intervention, in which the objective would

be to replace the residents of the settlement with urban projects. However, because of the fact

that the residents in Sector Six still do not have access to the basic resources that electricity

can generate, it of course calls into question how one should interpret urban policies and the

emphasizing of the right to the city by The Regional Pact. After all, Lago Ávila (2014)

clarified how Madrid has a history of relocating the residents of informal settlements into

temporary housing for quick solutions, which once again was the plan for Cañada Real

according to the findings of this research. So then, is the power cut in Cañada Real a strategic

plan of eviction and displacement of the residing population (like in Dhaka), since there is no

interest in providing the area with basic services and resources to improve the living

conditions of those in it.

As it was demonstrated by Gago-Cortés and Novo-Corti (2015), Spain has long had a

purpose failure in similar situations around the country. Short-term solutions mainly focused

on relocating the population and restoring the area, in which many people have continued in

severe exclusion from urban space, in terms of resettlements to the periphery of the city. The

difference from before in other similar interventions, this research has shown The Regional

Pact to actually emphasize the right to urban space of the residents in Cañada Real. However,

as demonstrated by the findings, with deficient practice. On the other hand, these indications

mainly apply for the municipality of Madrid, as Coslada municipality actually proved the
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right to urban space for the residents in Sector One. However, of relevance to take into

consideration, is the fact that it can be in terms of factors such as the proximity of Coslada

city space and Sector One as a less comprehensive populated sector. Another factor might be

the political stand of the municipalities. While Coslada has a more progressive and liberal

political stance, Madrid takes on the conservative stance. In the case, where Madrid has

promised the relocations of families which have not yet progressed particularly far in the

process, one must of course remember that a large sum of money is involved in order for

authorities to complete these interventions. However, since this research does not provide

information about the relocated families and the aftermath of Cañada Real it would be further

interesting to investigate how their rights to urban space have been enforced, if these have

faced similar consequences as priorly resettled families from demolished settlements.

To conclude this discussion, the right to urban space found similar findings in the case of

Dhaka and Cañada Real, in which residents’ right to appropriation and participation showed

deficiency. However, while the right to urban space in Dhaka was basically non-existent, the

case of Cañada Real found that they exist but seem to be worked against by higher

authorities. In addition to this, the social factor came into question in which one can simply

put it, the sector containing mostly people of Spanish origin recognized the right to urban

space to a higher degree, while the sector of a heterogeneous population with minority groups

found a low recognition of rights to urban space. Therefore, future research could examine

this particular aspect in depth such as, the right to urban space depending on social

background factors. Furthermore, future research on this specific case may investigate the

same research questions, but using a different method. I think that research in a case like this,

where one intends to investigate rights of a marginalized population, can generate more

material to analyze, if the research is carried out on the spot. In this case, conducting

interviews with various involved parties would be possible.

This research can provide further insight into the research of urban informality and informal

settlements in the Global North, more specifically in Europe. It can provide insight to the

understanding of the right to urban space for the urban poor in other European informal

settlements. Perhaps this research can contribute insight into similar urban studies such as of

the Agenda 2030 and creating sustainable and resilient cities in line with the expected

urbanization described at the beginning of the thesis.
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