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Abstract 

Homelessness is a multifaceted issue influenced by economic, social, and systemic factors, 

making it a complex challenge for policymakers. This article examines the role of public policy 

in reducing homelessness, focusing on evidence-based strategies and interventions that have 

demonstrated effectiveness. By analyzing various policy frameworks and their outcomes, we 

highlight the importance of integrated approaches that consider housing affordability, mental 

health services, substance abuse treatment, and employment opportunities. Furthermore, the 

article addresses the importance of stakeholder collaboration, community involvement, and 

data-driven decision-making in formulating effective homelessness policies. Through a 

comprehensive review of existing literature and case studies, we propose a set of actionable 

recommendations for policymakers aimed at creating sustainable solutions to homelessness. 

Keywords: Homelessness, public policy, housing affordability, mental health, substance 

abuse, employment, stakeholder collaboration, data-driven decision-making. 

Introduction 

Homelessness is a pressing social issue that affects millions worldwide, often reflecting broader 

systemic inequalities. In recent years, public attention has heightened around the need for 

effective policies to address this challenge. Public policy plays a critical role in shaping the 

responses to homelessness, guiding resource allocation, and establishing frameworks for 

intervention. This article seeks to explore the multifaceted nature of homelessness and the 

significant impact of well-designed public policy on reducing its prevalence. We will discuss 

various strategies, from housing-first approaches to integrated support services, and highlight 

successful case studies that demonstrate the potential for policy to effect change. Additionally, 

the article will consider the need for continuous evaluation and adaptation of policies to meet 

the evolving needs of homeless populations. 

Understanding Homelessness 

Definition and Statistics 

Homelessness is generally defined as a condition where individuals lack a fixed, regular, and 

adequate night-time residence. This encompasses people living on the streets, in shelters, or in 

unsuitable living arrangements such as cars or abandoned buildings (National Alliance to End 

Homelessness, 2022). According to recent data, approximately 580,000 people experience 

homelessness on a given night in the United States, with a significant percentage being 

individuals, families, and veterans (U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, 

2023). Globally, homelessness affects millions, with estimates varying due to differing 

definitions and tracking methods. 
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Causes of Homelessness 

Homelessness arises from a complex interplay of structural and individual factors. Key 

structural factors include lack of affordable housing, economic inequality, and systemic 

barriers to health and social services (Bramley & Fitzpatrick, 2018). Individual factors, such as 

mental health challenges, addiction, domestic violence, and job loss, also contribute 

significantly (Padgett et al., 2016). For instance, those facing severe mental illnesses often 

encounter difficulties in securing stable employment and housing, perpetuating their homeless 

status. 

Impact on Individuals 

Homelessness has profound and multifaceted effects on individuals, encompassing physical, 

emotional, and social well-being. Homeless individuals face increased exposure to health risks, 

including infectious diseases, malnutrition, and chronic illnesses due to inadequate shelter and 

lack of healthcare access (O’Connell et al., 2010). Additionally, many experience high levels 

of stress, anxiety, and depression, exacerbating existing mental health conditions (Mental 

Health America, 2020). The stigmatization and social isolation associated with homelessness 

further compound these challenges, creating significant barriers to re-entry into stable living 

conditions. 

Impact on Communities 

The presence of homelessness within a community has broad social and economic implications. 

Communities may experience increased strain on public health systems, law enforcement, and 

social services (Culhane et al., 2019). Homeless encampments can generate public safety 

concerns and contribute to economic decline in affected areas, making community 

development and planning efforts challenging. Moreover, social cohesion can be disrupted, as 

residents often view visible homelessness as indicative of systemic failure, diminishing public 

trust (Toro et al., 2014). 

Addressing Homelessness 

Effective strategies to address homelessness require a multifaceted approach, combining 

immediate interventions like emergency shelters and food support with longer-term solutions. 

Permanent supportive housing (PSH) models, which integrate housing with supportive 

services, have shown success in reducing chronic homelessness (Tsemberis, 2010). Policies 

that expand access to affordable housing and promote economic stability through job training 

and employment programs are equally crucial (Shinn & Khadduri, 2020). Collaborative efforts 

between government agencies, nonprofit organizations, and the private sector can ensure 

sustainable impacts. 

Understanding and addressing homelessness involves recognizing the complex web of social, 

economic, and personal factors that contribute to the issue. By focusing on holistic approaches 

that integrate prevention, support services, and policy reform, communities can better support 

individuals experiencing homelessness. This requires sustained commitment, innovative 
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thinking, and collaboration across all sectors of society to create a world where everyone has 

access to safe, stable housing. 

The Role of Public Policy 

The Role of Public Policy: An Overview of Public Policy Frameworks 

Public policy serves as a blueprint through which governments address societal issues and 

allocate resources for collective welfare. It encompasses a range of legislative actions, 

regulatory measures, and funding allocations aimed at meeting the needs of society. Policy 

frameworks are often structured around problem identification, policy formulation, adoption, 

implementation, evaluation, and adjustment. Effective public policies rely on data-driven 

analysis, public engagement, and cross-sector collaboration to ensure that intended objectives 

are met. Public policies not only reflect the vision and goals of governing entities but also 

respond to emerging societal challenges, such as homelessness, by tailoring specific strategies 

and interventions (Dye, 2017). 

Historical Context of Homelessness Policies 

The issue of homelessness has deep historical roots and has evolved significantly in terms of 

how it is addressed by public policy. In the early 20th century, homelessness was often 

managed through local charity work, informal shelters, and social services offered by religious 

organizations. However, systemic responses emerged more formally in the mid-20th century 

as governments recognized the broader societal implications of homelessness. For instance, the 

Housing Act of 1949 in the United States aimed to provide "a decent home and suitable living 

environment" for every American. Over time, public policy shifted towards addressing 

homelessness not only as a housing crisis but as a multifaceted issue involving mental health, 

substance abuse, and economic stability (O'Flaherty, 2010). 

The Emergence of Policy Shifts and the War on Poverty 

The latter half of the 20th century witnessed transformative shifts in public policy addressing 

homelessness. President Lyndon B. Johnson's War on Poverty in the 1960s introduced new 

frameworks focusing on systemic inequality and the structural causes of poverty, including 

homelessness. Policies and programs such as Medicaid, food stamps, and public housing 

initiatives sought to create a safety net for vulnerable populations. These measures signaled a 

broader understanding of homelessness as part of larger socio-economic dynamics that required 

coordinated governmental interventions (Edelman, 2012). Yet, policy implementation was 

uneven, and significant gaps persisted in effectively addressing the complex needs of homeless 

individuals. 

Current Policy Landscape and Persistent Challenges 

The public policy landscape addressing homelessness is characterized by multi-level 

governance involving federal, state, and local agencies. Current policies emphasize a "Housing 

First" approach, prioritizing permanent housing solutions without preconditions like sobriety 

or employment. This model has been championed by initiatives such as the U.S. Department 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal


Research Consortium Archive 
e-ISSN: 3007-004X   p-ISSN: 3007-0031 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal 

 

 104 

of Housing and Urban Development's Continuum of Care (CoC) program, which focuses on 

rapid rehousing, supportive services, and transitional housing. Nevertheless, significant 

challenges remain, including inadequate funding, disparities in service delivery, and the 

systemic barriers that hinder access to stable housing for marginalized communities (Padgett 

et al., 2016). 

Policy Innovations and Community-Centric Approaches 

Recent innovations in public policy highlight the importance of community-based and 

participatory approaches to addressing homelessness. Cities like Helsinki, Finland, have 

demonstrated the success of comprehensive housing-first policies that integrate healthcare, job 

training, and social support services, leading to notable reductions in homelessness rates. 

Policymakers are increasingly recognizing the need for inclusive frameworks that empower 

local actors, including non-profit organizations, social workers, and affected populations, to 

co-design interventions. Public-private partnerships have also emerged as a promising model 

for combining government resources with the agility and innovation of private sector actors to 

deliver holistic solutions (Pleace & Bretherton, 2013). 

The Path Forward: Sustainable and Inclusive Policy 

Moving forward, the effectiveness of public policies targeting homelessness will hinge on the 

ability to balance immediate needs with long-term sustainability goals. This requires a focus 

on prevention strategies, such as affordable housing development, comprehensive mental 

health services, and economic empowerment initiatives. Policymakers must continue to adapt 

to changing societal needs by adopting evidence-based practices, ensuring accountability, and 

fostering cross-sector partnerships. By addressing the structural and individual factors 

contributing to homelessness, public policy can play a transformative role in creating pathways 

out of homelessness and into stability and opportunity for all (Culhane, 2018). 

Housing First Approach 

The Housing First Approach is a homeless assistance program that prioritizes providing 

permanent housing to people experiencing homelessness, without preconditions such as 

sobriety, employment, or participation in treatment programs. Unlike traditional models that 

require individuals to meet certain criteria before accessing housing, the Housing First model 

operates on the belief that housing is a basic human right and a critical first step in helping 

individuals achieve stability. The approach was developed in the 1990s by Dr. Sam Tsemberis 

in New York and is rooted in several core principles: rapid access to permanent housing, client 

choice, and individualized support services (Tsemberis, 2010). The aim is to provide secure 

housing while addressing underlying issues such as mental health, substance abuse, or 

unemployment through voluntary services. 

Evidence of the effectiveness of Housing First is extensive and has been highlighted in 

numerous studies over the past two decades. Research indicates that the approach leads to 

significantly higher rates of housing retention compared to traditional models. A randomized 

control trial by Tsemberis and Eisenberg (2000) found that 88% of Housing First participants 

remained housed after one year, compared to 47% for those receiving treatment first. The 
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model is associated with reductions in emergency room visits, hospitalizations, and encounters 

with the criminal justice system (Padgett et al., 2016). By addressing housing insecurity first, 

individuals have greater stability and are more likely to engage with supportive services that 

address other needs. 

Several case studies illustrate the success of Housing First initiatives across different settings. 

One notable example is the "Pathways to Housing" program in New York, which pioneered 

this model in the early 1990s and demonstrated a marked reduction in chronic homelessness 

among participants. A study of this program found that 80% of participants maintained their 

housing for more than two years (Tsemberis et al., 2004). Another successful implementation 

took place in Canada with the "At Home/Chez Soi" project, launched in five cities from 2009 

to 2013. This large-scale project, funded by the Mental Health Commission of Canada, 

demonstrated that Housing First reduced costs related to healthcare and social services and led 

to a 73% housing stability rate among participants (Goering et al., 2014). 

In Europe, Finland stands out as a prime example of Housing First implementation on a 

national scale. By adopting this approach in the mid-2000s, Finland became the only EU 

country where homelessness has declined substantially. This comprehensive strategy involves 

providing permanent housing coupled with social support services tailored to individual needs 

(Pleace, 2016). Evidence from Finland indicates that the country has nearly eradicated street 

homelessness, with over 4,600 people transitioning to stable housing by 2020 (Pleace & 

Bretherton, 2017). 

Critics have raised concerns about the cost of the Housing First model, arguing that providing 

permanent housing to individuals with complex needs may require substantial upfront 

investments. However, studies demonstrate that the model can result in cost savings over time 

by reducing reliance on emergency services, hospitals, and the criminal justice system. For 

instance, in Denver, Colorado, a Housing First initiative saved taxpayers an average of $31,545 

per person annually by reducing the utilization of public services (Perlman & Parvensky, 2006). 

The program proved that stable housing could be a cost-effective method of addressing chronic 

homelessness. 

The Housing First Approach has proven to be an effective and transformative model in 

addressing homelessness worldwide. By prioritizing stable, permanent housing, the model 

supports individuals’ well-being and recovery, allowing for deeper engagement with services 

that address mental health, addiction, and employment needs. As demonstrated in various 

implementations, Housing First offers a pathway not only to reduce homelessness but also to 

transform social support systems, making it a vital component of public policy for homeless 

assistance. 

Integrated Support Services 

Integrated support services are essential in addressing the multifaceted needs of homeless 

individuals, encompassing mental health care, substance abuse treatment, and employment and 

job training programs. Such services recognize that homelessness often stems from complex 

and interrelated challenges, requiring holistic and coordinated approaches to create lasting 

change. Providing these services in an integrated manner ensures that homeless individuals 
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have access to the necessary resources and support systems tailored to their unique 

circumstances (Tsai & Rosenheck, 2012). 

Mental health and substance abuse treatment are foundational components of integrated 

support services for the homeless. Research shows that a significant portion of homeless 

individual’s experience mental health disorders, substance abuse, or both (Padgett et al., 2016). 

Effective support involves comprehensive treatment, including counselling, medication 

management, and harm reduction strategies. The co-occurrence of mental health disorders and 

substance abuse often exacerbates the challenges of securing stable housing and employment, 

making this aspect of support critical (Burt et al., 2010). When provided with consistent and 

compassionate care, many individuals can overcome these barriers, ultimately improving their 

quality of life. 

Employment and job training programs offer another essential pathway out of homelessness. 

The lack of stable income and job skills often poses a significant barrier to achieving and 

maintaining permanent housing. Employment programs tailored to the needs of the homeless—

providing training in marketable skills, job placement assistance, and workplace readiness—

significantly enhance their ability to find and retain work (Burt, 2010). This approach not only 

addresses financial stability but also offers a sense of dignity and purpose. Evidence shows that 

combining employment support with housing assistance leads to better long-term outcomes for 

homeless populations (Shaheen & Rio, 2007). 

The role of social services in supporting homeless individuals extends beyond providing basic 

necessities such as food and shelter. Social service agencies serve as a crucial point of 

coordination, linking clients with housing resources, health care, legal assistance, and case 

management (Culhane et al., 2011). The establishment of comprehensive service networks 

enables homeless individuals to navigate complex systems more effectively, often reducing the 

likelihood of prolonged homelessness. These agencies must also focus on advocacy, addressing 

systemic barriers and championing policies that reduce the prevalence of homelessness (Shinn 

& Khadduri, 2020). 

Collaboration among different service providers is essential for the successful implementation 

of integrated support services. Health care providers, job training centers, social workers, and 

housing specialists must work together to ensure services are seamless and effective. A lack of 

coordination can result in service fragmentation, leaving homeless individuals without the 

consistent support necessary for rehabilitation and reintegration into society (Tsai et al., 2013). 

Coordinated entry systems, which prioritize individuals based on need, have proven successful 

in addressing these issues by streamlining access to services. 

Integrated support services play a critical role in addressing homelessness. By offering mental 

health and substance abuse treatment, job training, and coordinated social service support, these 

programs help break the cycle of homelessness, empowering individuals to achieve long-term 

stability and self-sufficiency. Continued investment in and coordination of these services will 

be essential for reducing homelessness and improving the well-being of affected populations 

(Culhane et al., 2011). 

Affordable Housing Initiatives 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal


Research Consortium Archive 
e-ISSN: 3007-004X   p-ISSN: 3007-0031 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal 

 

 107 

Affordable housing initiatives play a critical role in ensuring that a broad segment of the 

population, especially low- and middle-income families, can access safe and secure housing. 

These initiatives often focus on policies that enhance housing affordability through subsidies, 

tax incentives, and support programs for first-time buyers. Programs like the Low-Income 

Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) in the United States have been successful in increasing the 

availability of affordable units by providing incentives to developers to build or rehabilitate 

housing for low-income residents (Schwartz, 2021). In addition, government-backed mortgage 

assistance programs aim to lower the cost barriers associated with homeownership, improving 

accessibility and fostering stable communities (Collinson & Ganong, 2020). 

Policies Promoting Housing Affordability 

A variety of policies are deployed to promote housing affordability. Subsidized housing 

projects and rent assistance programs reduce the cost of housing for qualifying families, 

thereby freeing up income for other essential needs (Hickey, Sturtevant & Thaden, 2018). 

Policies such as inclusionary zoning require or incentivize developers to include affordable 

units within new residential developments, ensuring mixed-income neighborhoods (Calavita 

& Mallach, 2010). Tax incentives like property tax abatements also contribute to affordability 

by reducing housing-related costs for owners and renters alike. The key challenge is often 

ensuring these policies remain sustainable and adequately funded to meet long-term demand. 

Zoning Laws and Housing Development Incentives 

Zoning laws have a significant impact on housing affordability. By regulating land use, zoning 

can either promote or restrict the development of affordable housing (Pendall, 2018). Many 

jurisdictions have begun adopting more flexible zoning laws, such as allowing for higher-

density development and reducing parking requirements, to encourage the construction of 

affordable units. Development incentives, such as density bonuses, provide additional financial 

motivations for developers to incorporate affordable housing within their projects. By easing 

restrictions on multifamily developments and streamlining approval processes, cities can 

increase housing supply and relieve market pressures, ultimately enhancing affordability 

(Glaeser & Gyourko, 2018). 

Impact of Rent Control Measures 

Rent control measures, designed to keep rental costs stable for tenants, have generated debate 

regarding their long-term impact on housing markets. Proponents argue that rent control 

prevents sudden spikes in rent, protecting vulnerable populations and promoting housing 

stability (Arnott, 2003). However, critics suggest that rent control can lead to reduced 

investment in rental housing and deterioration in building quality due to limited incentives for 

landlords to maintain their properties (Diamond, McQuade & Qian, 2019). Furthermore, 

stringent rent control policies may discourage new housing development, exacerbating overall 

housing shortages (Jenkins, 2021). The effectiveness of such measures largely depends on how 

they are implemented and balanced with incentives for developers. 

The Role of Public-Private Partnerships 
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Public-private partnerships (PPPs) have proven effective in addressing the complexities of 

affordable housing development. By combining the resources and expertise of both sectors, 

PPPs can bring efficiency, funding, and innovation to projects. Collaborative approaches often 

involve leveraging private capital and government incentives to create mixed-income housing 

developments or redevelop underutilized land (Timmer & Williamson, 2020). For instance, 

land trusts and cooperative housing models can be established to ensure long-term affordability 

while involving residents in housing management (Davis, 2006). Such partnerships often 

contribute to a more holistic approach, addressing social and economic dimensions of housing. 

Challenges and Opportunities 

Despite progress, affordable housing initiatives face challenges, such as insufficient funding, 

regulatory hurdles, and community opposition (Not in My Backyard or NIMBYism). Building 

and sustaining affordable housing requires long-term commitments and collaborations across 

sectors to address these obstacles. Policymakers must also remain agile, adapting to shifting 

market trends and demographic needs (Gabriel et al., 2015). By integrating innovative 

strategies, like modular construction and energy-efficient designs, the housing sector can 

improve cost efficiency and provide quality homes, paving the way for more equitable housing 

systems globally. 

Graphs and Charts 

 

Graph 1: Trends in Homelessness Over the Past Decade 

Table 1: Overview of Effective Public Policies and Their Outcomes 
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Summary 

The complex nature of homelessness necessitates a multifaceted approach through public 

policy. This article has examined various strategies, including the housing-first model, 

integrated support services, and affordable housing initiatives. It emphasizes the significance 

of stakeholder collaboration and data-driven decision-making in crafting effective 

homelessness policies. By addressing the barriers to implementation and considering future 

directions for policy development, we hope to provide a comprehensive understanding of the 

role of public policy in reducing homelessness. Continued research and innovation are essential 

in creating sustainable solutions that can significantly impact the lives of those experiencing 

homelessness. 

 

References 

• National Alliance to End Homelessness. (2022). State of Homelessness: 2022 Edition. 

• Burt, M. R., & Aron, L. Y. (2000). America’s Homeless: Numbers and Characteristics. 

Urban Institute. 

• Tsemberis, S. (2010). Housing First: The Pathways Model to End Homelessness for 

People with Mental Illness and Addiction Manual. Pathways to Housing, Inc. 

• Culhane, D. P., & Metraux, S. (2008). Assessing Housing and Service Outcomes for 

Families in the New York City Homeless Family System. New York City Department 

of Homeless Services. 

• HUD. (2021). The 2020 Annual Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR) to Congress. 

• Shinn, M., & Khadduri, J. (2020). In the Midst of Plenty: Homelessness and What to 

Do About It. Wiley-Blackwell. 

• Culhane, D. P., Metraux, S., & Byrne, T. (2011). "A prevention-centered approach to 

homelessness assistance: A paradigm shifts?" Housing Policy Debate, 21(2), 295-315. 

• Burt, M. R. (2007). "System change efforts and their results: Los Angeles, California." 

Journal of Community Practice, 15(2), 95-120. 

• National Alliance to End Homelessness. (2019). Ending Homelessness: Evidence-

Based Strategies and Promising Practices. Washington, DC: NAEH. 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal


Research Consortium Archive 
e-ISSN: 3007-004X   p-ISSN: 3007-0031 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal 

 

 110 

• U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). (2021). The 2021 Annual 

Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR). Washington, DC. 

• Gaetz, S., Gulliver, T., & Richter, T. (2014). The State of Homelessness in Canada 

2014. Canadian Observatory on Homelessness. 

• Somers, J. M., et al. (2013). "Housing First reduces re-offending among formerly 

homeless adults with mental disorders." Journal of Forensic Psychiatry & Psychology, 

24(4), 460-478. 

• Padgett, D. K., Henwood, B. F., & Tsemberis, S. J. (2015). Housing First: Ending 

Homelessness, Transforming Systems, and Changing Lives. Oxford University Press. 

• Anderson, I., & Serpa, R. (2018). "The role of social policy in tackling homelessness 

in Europe." European Journal of Homelessness, 12(2), 13-26. 

• Fitzpatrick, S., Pawson, H., Bramley, G., & Wilcox, S. (2017). The Homelessness 

Monitor: England 2017. Crisis. 

• Byrne, T., & Culhane, D. P. (2015). "The relationship between community investment 

and rates of homelessness." Social Science & Medicine, 133, 168-176. 

• Edwards, R., & Stearns, B. (2019). "Understanding the policy response to homelessness 

in urban areas." Journal of Social Policy, 48(1), 112-131. 

• Kuhn, R., & Culhane, D. P. (1998). "Applying cluster analysis to test a typology of 

homelessness: Results from the analysis of administrative data." American Journal of 

Community Psychology, 26(2), 207-232. 

• Pleace, N. (2016). "The implementation of Housing First in Europe." European Journal 

of Homelessness, 10(3), 87-113. 

• Jones, A., & Teixeira, L. (2017). Homelessness and the Role of Local Authorities. 

Shelter. 

• Tsemberis, S. (2010). "Housing First: The Pathways Model to End Homelessness for 

People with Mental Illness and Addiction." European Journal of Homelessness, 4(1), 

15-39. 

• Mandell, M., & Stier, F. (2018). "Integrated policy solutions for homelessness." 

Journal of Urban Affairs, 40(5), 635-652. 

• National Coalition for the Homeless (NCH). (2019). Federal Funding and 

Homelessness Prevention Programs. Washington, DC: NCH. 

• Hoch, C. (2000). "Sheltering the homeless in contemporary urban settings." Journal of 

Urban Affairs, 22(5), 517-532. 

• Whiteford, H., & Siskind, D. (2020). "Mental health policies and strategies to end 

homelessness." Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, 39(3), 479-502. 

• Burt, M. R., Pearson, C., & Montgomery, A. (2005). "Strategies for preventing 

homelessness." Journal of Urban Affairs, 27(3), 299-318. 

• Harding, J., et al. (2015). Responding to Homelessness in the Context of Economic 

Crisis. Homelessness and Housing First Institute. 

• De Vet, R., et al. (2013). "Critical time intervention for homeless individuals 

transitioning from shelters to community living." American Journal of Community 

Psychology, 51(3-4), 401-415. 

• Fitzpatrick, S., & Christian, J. (2006). "Comparing homelessness research in the U.S. 

and Britain." European Journal of Homelessness, 12(1), 23-44. 

• Busch-Geertsema, V., et al. (2010). "Homelessness and housing exclusion in Europe." 

Comparative Policy Research, 8(4), 479-508. 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal


Research Consortium Archive 
e-ISSN: 3007-004X   p-ISSN: 3007-0031 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal 

 

 111 

• Schwartz, A. F. (2021). Housing Policy in the United States. 

• Collinson, R., & Ganong, P. (2020). The Economics of Housing Assistance Programs. 

• Hickey, R., Sturtevant, L., & Thaden, E. (2018). Inclusionary Housing: Creating and 

Maintaining Equitable Communities. 

• Calavita, N., & Mallach, A. (2010). Inclusionary Housing in International Perspective: 

Affordable Housing, Social Inclusion, and Land Value Recapture. 

• Pendall, R. (2018). Zoning and Affordable Housing Development. 

• Glaeser, E. L., & Gyourko, J. (2018). Rethinking Federal Housing Policy. 

• Arnott, R. (2003). Time for Revisionism on Rent Control? 

• Diamond, R., McQuade, T., & Qian, F. (2019). The Effects of Rent Control Expansion 

on Tenants, Landlords, and Inequality: Evidence from San Francisco. 

• Timmer, V., & Williamson, D. (2020). Public-Private Partnerships for Affordable 

Housing. 

• Davis, J. E. (2006). Shared Equity Homeownership: The Changing Landscape of 

Resale-Restricted, Owner-Occupied Housing. 

• Gabriel, M., Jacobs, K., Arthurson, K., Burke, T., & Yates, J. (2015). The Australian 

Housing and Urban Research Institute. 

• Burt, M. R. (2010). Life after Transitional Housing for Homeless Families. 

• Culhane, D. P., Metraux, S., & Byrne, T. (2011). A Prevention-Centered Approach to 

Homelessness Assistance. 

• Padgett, D. K., Henwood, B. F., & Tsemberis, S. (2016). Housing First: Ending 

Homelessness, Transforming Systems, and Changing Lives. 

• Shaheen, G., & Rio, J. (2007). Work as a Priority: A Resource for Employing People 

Who Have a Serious Mental Illness and Who Are Homeless. 

• Shinn, M., & Khadduri, J. (2020). In the Midst of Plenty: Homelessness and What to 

Do About It. 

• Tsai, J., & Rosenheck, R. A. (2012). Outcomes of chronically homeless adults with 

mental illness in supportive housing. 

 

 

http://rc-archive.com/index.php/Journal

