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ABSTRACT: In the governance context of neoliberal urbanizatiowhich certain interests are in danger,
Lefebvre’s concept of ‘the Right to the City’ gatheew relevance. Originally a rather revolutioneoycept,
and a plea for a new and radical kind of urbantipsliit is now widely spread and used as well ioren
reformist ways. This paper explores present theaia applications of the right to the city andsprds an
analytical model based on the concept in orderotmdact a case study on the urban transformation of
Barceloneta, a neighborhood in the Spanish cifgastelona. Furthermore this paper explores howiti

to the city could be applied as a tool for urbaciaamovements in Barceloneta. Among others thietrig
the city as a method to unite social movements, riblet to the city as a method to unite different
stakeholders in one issue or the right to theastyframe’, were identified.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the last decades an urban renaissance occumettaneously with the rise of neoliberalism, which
led to the comprehensive transformation of urbavegwance in European cities. The public and private
sector are exploring new forms of cooperation, ol the private sector plays an increasingly damin
role. The public sector is limiting its activitiesnd its urban and economic policies are besidesgdiation
characterized by a more aggressive restructuringln space in favor of private interests (Jacol2897,
Peck and Tickell 2002). This new governance contéxieoliberal urbanization led to massive gertaifion
processes, which Sassen described as the “phgssphcement of low-income households, non-prafésu
and low-profit firms, expressed directly in evietoor indirectly through the market” (2006, p.18).

In this context the concept of ‘the Right to theyCicoined by Henry Lefebvre in the late sixties,
gained new relevance. Originally a rather revohaity plea for a new and radical kind of urban prditit is
now widely spread and used as well in more refdrmvisys (Dikec 2001, Harvey 2003, Lefebvre 1967,
Purcell 2002, UNESCO & UNHABITAT 2009). This papexplores the original concept of the right to the
city and its different interpretations in the caucd history. Furthermore, the concept is operatiand and
transformed into a research model in order to he @banalyze the present state of this right derain area.
This model is used as a starting point for a cdadyson Barceloneta, a small but centrally located
neighborhood in the Spanish city of Barcelona. Blameta is a classic example of a working-clasa are
the city center of a European city that has beecodiered by development companies and real estate
investors and is presently undergoing some magrsformations. Urban social movements consisting of
concerned inhabitants are contesting these develoismand are acting against the policies of thalloc
government.

Elaborating on this case study the paper expldresvalue of the right to the city for urban social
movements and discusses three possible new apglisabf the concept. This lays the foundations for
recommendations for the movements in Barceloneadata® answer on the main research question: How can
the right to the city be applied in the work of anbsocial movements in Barceloneta?
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1 THERIGHTTOTHECITY

1.1 Theoriginal concept

In 1967 the French philosopher and sociologist Hé&efebvre wrote ‘La Droit a la Ville’, or ‘the Rig
to the City’, a passionate plea for a new and edimd of urban politics. Lefebvre states that tight to the
city can only be conceived as a “transformed améwed right to urban life” (Lefebvre 1967, p. 132
explains the concept by discussing different aspeftthis right. A central theme in his work is the
perception of the city as an ‘oeuvre’, a collectarawvork of all the inhabitants and users of a.cityey can
contribute to the ‘oeuvre’ by collectively shapitite future of urban space and by inhabiting thefran
environment actively, for example by participatinghe public life of their community, but espetyaby the
appropriation of both time and space of their city (Lefebvre 7196973, 1974). The emphasis on
appropriation is based on Lefebvre’s opinion thatrgbody has the inalienable right to use all spacie
city in order to provide themselves with the neitessof daily life. According to him, the approgtion of
space is more important than the domination ofe@hwlso own space. Therefore, in the city-as-an-aethe
use value of space has the priority above #®nomic value, which means that the social function of space
is always more important than the profit that canniade by its exploitation or selling (Lefebvre 7P6
Another important theme in his work is the ‘ceritydlof space. Inner cities are epicenters of docia
interaction and human creativity and everybody thasright to access the center and appropriateespfic
centrally located areas.

Lefebvre’s right to the city is not a closed systefhset procedures, but should be seen as a ntgntali
which implies the right to the ‘oeuvre’, the rightappropriation and the right to have a final viatéecision
making processes. These rights need to be fouglptefonanently in the urban environment or as Lefebv
states: “the right to the city does not abolishfommations and struggles. On the contrary!” (Lefeb1973,

p. 195)

1.2 Theright tothecity asaradically different urban society

In recent years the right to the city has gained attention and has been interpreted in many differ
ways. A group of predominantly social scientistystdose to the original meaning of the concept and
contributed extensively on the elaboration of thenoept. Others, especially human right activists,
development workers and more reformist social m@mswork on the incorporation of different aspexdts
the right in official treaties and other legal stures, in order to make them enforceable at lagélnational
governments. Most of the social scientists, howesgranded Lefebvre’s concept and interpreteditiie 1o
the city as a call “to radically rethink the sodielations of capitalism, the spatial structurehaf city and the
assumptions of liberal democracy” (Purcell 200899). Purcell states that the right to the citylddoe a
tool in the resistance against neoliberal globtibrathat in his view has led to decreasing levefs
democracy, greater inequality and more social okl Their right to the city is not a blueprintafull
scale alternative but ‘a new kind of urban polititsat completely alters the methods of decisiakimg in
the city and when realized will mark the beginnaf@n urban revolution (Purcell 2002, 2008).
According to Purcell two concepts are central ie tight to the city: participation and appropriatio
Participation is much more then just taking parthia decision making processes within the strustwife
liberal democracy. It's the fundamental right &bk inhabitants (as opposed to ‘all citizens’) to exercise full
influence on all decisions made in respect to tioglyction of space and the city. The right to appation
subsequently challenges directly the structurespitalism and therefore both the use of spacdwasative
factor of production and the priorization of the@eomic value of space above the use value of liishitants
as well (Purcell 2002). Harvey adds that it is adamental human right to take control of urbanaratnd
urban transformations and “to change the city after heart’s desire” (Harvey 2003, p. 393). Bothudy
and Dikec emphasize that the right to the city diidselong to a single individual, but should beqaéved
as a certain relationship between an individual thedrest of the society. It's an ‘enabling rightat offers
all inhabitants of a city the possibility to paitiate in public life, which is much more then thellknown
participatory planning. It leads to a city as aifmal collectivity, where the public interest igqnanently
redefined and realized through political strugglarvey 2008, Dikec 2001, 2002).

1.3 Theright tothecity asan individually enforceableright
These authors were vital to the development ottreept of the right to the city and influenced snan
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other scientists who refined the ideas and workedhe elaboration of different aspects of the cphcim

this literature the right to the city is used i ibriginal, radical conception, and linked to vaso
revolutionary ideals. Many moderates who were iegpbby the idea of the right to the city used throept

as a strategy to achieve change within the presgamnttures of society. There have been groupstiieat to
incorporate the right to the city in various treatien declarations from and between governments and
between government and citizens that are supposgubirantee different aspects of this right.

UNESCO and UN-HABITAT for example started a joimbject called ‘Urban Policies and the Right to
the City’ that focuses on “contributing to meetithg Millennium Development Goals and reducing ptywer
by identifying good practices and initiatives invland urban planning” (UNESCO & UN-HABITAT 2009,
p.3). Their analysis of the right to the city issbd on the work of Lefebvre, Purcell and Dikeaytoch they
refer extensively. They don't find however a sautito deal with the radical aspects and state that
“Lefebvre’s work was disconcertingly vague as tavhio could be implemented” and that “there is éittl
practical guidance on what the right to the cityads, or how it can influence relations betweebaur
dweller and state” (UNESCO & UN-HABITAT 2009, p.15%ubsequently they limit themselves to an
interpretation of the right to the city that is neaid create consensus between local authoritieer policy
makers and economic partners.

Besides the combined UNESCO — UNHABITAT projectréhare many local, national and international
initiatives that use the right to the city for damnist agenda, for example the ‘World Chartertfar Right to
the City’-project and ‘La Chartre Montréalaise’finidche Canadian city of Montreal. A very special repée
in which the right to the city is put to practicethe ‘Estatuto da Ciudade Brasil’. This Brazil@ity Charter
contains three elements that come all very clogaooriginal concept, namely the regulation obmtfal
settlements and democratization of urban governangemost innovative is the new law which statest t
the right to property comes always second to treabdunction land or real estate can fulfill. Evéme
surplus value generated on property can be emplaydtie benefit of society.

There are clear indications that the radical idddsefebvre, Purcell, Harvey, Dikec and othersused
for reformist agenda’s, something most of thesdanst predicted and were negative about. According t
them, the right to the city should not be incorpedaas anndividual right in the present structures of liberal
democracy, but should be perceived as a permantattive political struggle. Clearly the two approaches
to the right of the city promote different roadsetstablish full participation of inhabitants anakrssof the
city. While many contributors to the academic debs¢em to assume that both approaches are mutually
exclusive, or at least conflicting, not much is wmoon how the radical and reformist approach irtena
practice.

1.4 Theright tothecity asan analytical model

For this paper an analytical model was developkd{ makes a clear distinction between the two
different main interpretations of the right to ttiey. The present state of the right to the cityaaadically
different urban society is identified to the extent by which a radicalipoal struggle is collectively organized
in a neighborhood. The quality of the right to diy as an individually enforceable right on the other hand
is identified to the extent by which aspects of ttight to the city, for example participation opt®or the
quality of housing, are offered to citizens andhe extent by which people both know about andthese
possibilities and actively lobby for its consereatiand expansion.

Both the more radical and more reformist intergretaof the right to the city can be very broadhwit
respect to the scope of their analysis or propesédions. A radical different urban society is@uatically
very comprehensive and also most of the reformiattices usually contain extensive lists of rigthtat
should be included in the right to the city, such access to education and the job-market. However,
considering the character of the case study, iided on physical transformations and their relatigrs
with issues of the right to the city.

This case study was carried out by conducting weers with representatives of most of the important
stakeholders in the area, all of them cooperatigntarily and providing information on their corutien
with the case, their opinions about the situatiod their strategies for the future. The reflectionthe case,
the discussion of the different developed applicatiof the right to the city is based on a worksivip the
participants of the KRAX-Jornadas, a conferenceidran social creativity focusing on Barcelonetal an
interviews with experts on both the right to thiy @nd neighborhood struggles.
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2 BARCELONETA

2.1 Introduction

In the middle of the I8century Barcelona was in a period of economic @emiographic growth and
was in strong need of expansion. Around that tiraec8loneta was built on a peninsula outside tlyewtls
and was on the other sides surrounded by sea. &heeighborhood filled up quickly and soon the ioréd)
one or two story buildings were raised to 5 storidse old apartments were split twice over time aodn
Barceloneta became one of the most dense arels Gftalan capital. These houses, called ‘quartsisi,
were inhabited by large families and were lackeg dacent sanitary amenities (Permanyer 2003, \ilano
2003). In 1830's the first neighborhood associatiovere founded and started fighting for betternlivi
conditions in the houses and working conditionthannearby factories. During the dictatorship arfeo all
neighborhood associations were prohibited, althoodt®50 the first business communities were altbiee
assemble and in 1964 the establishment of the @asi® de Veins de Barceloneta’ was ratified. This
neighborhood association gained popularity quickhd effectively contested the ‘Ribera plan’, which
proposed a comprehensive modernistic restructwfrhe inner city. After Franco’s death in 1975apid
process of transition towards democracy startedwimich both social movements and neighborhood
associations played an important role. The firshaleratic elections in Barcelona took place in 1ané
were won by a coalition of socialists and commuigtho remained in power in the 80s and in the 90s.

=y o i

r.r o M S - .'.
map of Barceloneta and

a

Despite the power of the social movements and heidfood organizations during the transition, they
were excluded by the city council in the years foibwed and were marginalized to the extent tiwthing
remained of the old structures. Furthermore, thedeh Barcelona’ was developed, a term used to itescr
the various aspects and context of urban governan8arcelona in the years after the transitiorrjrdy
which the city experienced a comprehensive transdition. In the first phase the Barcelona model @ioed
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mostly improvement programs for run down neighbodwand upgrades of public space in and around the
city center. In 1986 it was announced that Barcelwould host the 1992 Olympics, which resultedhia t
development of large urban transformation planentthe preparations of the Olympics onwards thg cit
council started promoting the city with various keting campagins focusing on both tourists and the
international business community. A fierce compatistarted with other large European cities aradigally

the Barcelona model changed and was increasinglyacterized by neoliberal urban politics (Capel 200
Citymined 2006, Jacobson 2007). Despite the lefjveimaracter of the city council processes of ddedigun
were introduced and urban space was restructurédvor of private interests. Recently the city calin
repeated that “there is a need to attract investorg large scale, because of the exceptional sigcés win

the game of globalization” (Ajuntament de Barcel@4). With the new urban transformation programs
and the arrival of many tourists, multinationalsl dngh-income expats, extensive gentrification peses
sprouted around the city. These processes playaéeh@ortant role in the development of Barcelondha

last 15 years and implied for many neighborhoodspadown transformation, from which especially the
original inhabitants and the social structure seflgPaz Balibrea 2001).

Although Barceloneta is located next to the medieitg center, it always felt slightly isolated lzse
of the obstacles — initially the city walls, latedustrial areas and recently a highway - that is¢pd the
neighborhood from the center. However, during thar@ics of the early 90s ‘the city turned towartie t
sea’ and the edges of Barceloneta were transforifled.Parc and the Passeig de Joan de Borbo were
upgraded, the highway (Ronda del Litoral) was tleoheOn top of the tunnel an attractive public spaas
realized, which made the neighborhood intuitivelycm more accessible. As a result of the fact that
Barceloneta now ‘joined’ the city center and beeaw$ the strongly rising number of tourists, the
neighborhood became a target for real estate iomeahd development companies. In just a very shoet,
it became one of the most popular development arethe city (Tatjer 2007, Jacobson 2007).

Recently, different consequences of these processesresearched and the following were identified:
the privatization of facilities and the public damaincreasing housing costs, decreasing tolerawite
respect to non-traditional dwelling forms, such tasse of Roma, homeless and squatters, a strong
commercialization of the neighborhood and espsctakk boulevards, and a very high influx of towiand
expats (Jacobson 2007). In addition, because offdhmer relative isolation, the neighborhood had
developed a very strong identity, with social natwo cultural associations and neighborhood asSoo&
playing a very important role in local life. Manyhabitants however feel that the policies of thg council
don’t offer any protection against the consequenakshese processes, and that these processes are
destroying their traditions and ways of life.

Most inhabitants of Barceloneta are members ofAlsociacié de Veins de Barceloneta’, originally a
grassroots neighborhood association defending #ighborhood’s interest during the tough years & th
dictatorship, but in recent years dominated bySbeialist Party, who also occupies the majorityhef seats
in the city council. The former president of thes@sation, Julian Garcia, is an influential persorthe
neighborhood and associated with the socialistsvels He previously had a prominent position in the
nearby harbor, where many inhabitants of Barcetbonetrk, and was also president of the local spgrtiob
CNAB. He is seen by many as the ‘cacique’ (godfdtied the neighborhood and is married to Paca
Quilloreni, the representative for Barcelonetalaf Socialist Party. They are good friends of Calliesti,
the former ‘regidor’ of Ciutat Vella (head of théycdistrict). This trio obtained a firm positiom ithe
neighborhood and was supported at the politicallby the district and the city council, at thegiorhood
by the Associacié and the sporting club CNAB amahfrthe business community by the harbor and the
ACIB (association of companies and shops of thghimirhood). These persons, organizations, goverismen
and companies together form a power block , baseglientelist traditions.

In 2004 the new Pla General Metropolita (PGM) watified by the city council, in which the general
spatial policies for the city were laid out. Thealks for Barceloneta were worked out in the Pladesal de
Reforma Interior, in which the neighborhood assimmaparticipated. Many inhabitants of Barcelondia
not agree with the persistent speculation and dieation in the neighborhood and believed thathmesi of
the plans indicated a change in this respect. dtstme time they noted that the neighborhood atswti
formed part of the dominant power block, did notghia stop these processes and that various pelinkad
to the association benefited from these developsnent

Various groups of independent inhabitants stamedrganize and in 2005 an alternative neighborhood
association was founded, called ‘L'Ostia’. They dewbed plans made by inhabitants, the protection of
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historical heritage, preservation of the identifythee neighborhood and an end to speculation. Atsdime
time other organizations were founded with similamands, that started cooperating and soon formesva
group of local social movements. Among them wesaeplataforma per la defensa de la Barceloneta’, the
squat ‘Miles de Viviendas’ and ‘Bomba Hotel Vel@hese social movements are the only form of palitic
self-organisation in the neighborhood and creatgibus possibilities for collective decision makitige a
weekly open meeting and the grassroots participgtiatform ‘Barceloneta habla e decide’ (‘Barcelane
speaks and decides’). Furthermore, they organiierascaround the neighborhood both to inform other
inhabitants and to protest the policies of theridisand the city council.

Just after the ratification of the PGM the AssoidaBarceloneta Alerta, the elderly association,
announced the results of a research on the livimglitions in Barceloneta, which stated that esfigdiae
accessibility of buildings for elderly was inadetgiarhe city council arranged the partial financofghe
construction of elevators and the Foment Ciutatayeéhe public private partnership created by tlstridt
‘Ciutat Vella’ (old city), announced a revision tfe PGM with the proposal to build elevators inrgve
building in la Barceloneta. Since there is no spbafe for elevators in the packed buildings of the
neighborhood, in many of the buildings a full veatirow of dwellings will make place for an elevatwith
the remaining space divided over the remainingtapants. A system was worked out in which the majori
of owners of every building was assigned the pawetecide if an elevator would be built or not. &irthis
inevitably would lead to a decreasing number of ltiags, also the construction of 200 new dwellifgst
outside the neighborhood was proposed.

Only later the plan, that had the endorsement eftthaditional neighborhood association, became
known with the new social movements. Although tlagyeed that solutions needed to be found for the
problems of accessibility, they started immediatelgampaign to stop the plans of the Foment Ciaha.
According to the social movements, tenants wouldehao voice in the decision and therefore could be
forced to leave the neighborhood. Even regular gntgpowners would be no match for large property
owners, who could decide by themselves about thatgin thanks to their larger amount of sharesidgss,
many tenants have ‘indefinite contracts’, that wiobke opened in case of the alteration of the ptgper
relations in the apartment blocks, which could leada wave of speculation. According to the social
movements, this plan could lead to disputes ameighbors, the elimination of neighborhood cohesind
the expulsion of 1500 to 2000 inhabitants.

Despite the intense reactions from the neighborhbedrevision was ratified in the spring of 2007.
Since the so-called ‘elevator plan’ didn’t contaioncrete interventions but just procedures in whidh
decision making was arranged, nothing was certadutathe outcomes of the plan. Very soon different
opinions and interests led to a conflict betweelighteorhood groups. The traditional neighborhood
association still advocates the plan and stateghbasocial movements are creating unnecessagsijithat
the improvements are inevitable and that in theatyody has to leave the neighborhood. Accordirtyem
just a small group would be accommodated in thelyeaewly built houses. The social movements on the
other hand state that these dwelling are locatésldmithe urban fabric of Barceloneta, where thigetack of
social relations like in the neighborhood itselfdathat are so important for especially the elderly.
Furthermore they presented an alternative plamhiich no elevators would be constructed and thersid
with accessibility problems could be relocatedanwerted dwellings in former shops on the groundrf

During the new elections, just after the ratifioatiof the revision of the PGM, the social movements
called to give in a blank vote, to which 40% of tieighborhood responded. The socialists won adpain,
lost so much on the previous elections that they teapresent a new, more neutral regidor, callent
Gonzales. She realized that large groups of inaatsitdid not agree with the present plans and after
persistent pressure of the social movements detapdt the plans on hold. Furthermore she expatiued
possibilities for participation and facilitated théei de Baris’ (neighborhood act) for Barcelonetde Llei
de Baris was a form of participatory budgetingwimich inhabitants could work together on workingd and
requesting funding for improvements of the neighlbbod. Despite the scope of the Llei de Baris istéch
to interventions in public space and socio-econgmograms, the inhabitants of the neighborhood sem
be very satisfied and even the opposing neighbatlagsociations participate.

The last important change that was received wih ey in the neighborhood was the construction of
the five star Hotel Vela on the outer tip of thenipsula. This 120 meter high Hotel is located guiexe of
land owned by the port authority that has a spdoiah of political autonomy and can construct withthe
permission of the local government and without @ntisg the plans. Groups of inhabitants of this
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predominantly working class area described the ewddppearance of the hotel as ‘an insult’, are
campaigning against its opening and stated thtgr'af/erything, they even privatized the horizon'.

2.2 Discussion: Theright to thecity in Barceloneta

Allthough the academic debate is characterizecehgions between the two interpretations of thetrigh
to the city, both types of the right to the city quut into practice simultaneously and stakeholdarsuse
both types at the same time to pursue their gddlsy apply various practices that can be placed on
continuum of which both types of the right to tlity are the extremes. There are no indications‘thixing’
approaches leads to a lower effectiveness. Ondheary, it could be hypothesized that the complame
each other. Social movements in Barceloneta fomel@take part in the Llei de Baris processes effdry
the district and organize grassroots participafilatforms like ‘Barceloneta habla e decide’ atshene time.

On the one hand, it can be concluded that the takite city as an individually enforceable righas
been established in Barcelona to a certain exiarst of all, Barcelona signed the ‘European Chdidethe
Safeguarding of Human Rights to the City’ which mpevith ‘The right to the city for everybody’. Chba
not all the promises of this charter are yet fidéll but for sure more and more possibilities fartigipation
and even a participatory budgeting system, callddi “de Baris”, are installed. Large parts of theilc
society in Barceloneta participate extensively histprogram, the more traditional business and
neighborhood associations as well as the newerlsooovements. The provision of information was
adequate during the ‘Llei de Baris’, but variedidgrother projects and was non-existent conceriiigg
Hotel Vela. Other aspects of this interpretationth@ right to the city, for example decent and asitxe
social housing for the people of the neighborhcar@, crucial but sometimes largely ignored, which is
protested by all the existing neighborhood assitiat

On the other hand there are clear obstacles iremumBarcelona’s governance practices towards
establishing a ‘full’ right to the city. From theadical perspective current practices systematidgihpre
minority interests. In this context it is importanot for who the right to the city exists. In Barceloneta, large
groups of inhabitants have a sleeping membershilpeofain neighborhood association and therefofadin
automatically agree with the present politics. Foeial movements, consisting of mostly more precexri
inhabitants, are smaller in number. The right t® ¢ity seems realized when — in a liberal democraey
majority of the people agree with the present pedicplans and changes regarding their urban envieat.
However, in this type of the right to the city tt@ncept implies another, more radical type of deamg It's
not a game of majorities versus minorities, bubbective process with an inclusive character iplied
(Dikec 2001). Viewed in this way the right to thgyds definitely not realized, because most decisiseem
to be made behind closed doors by the governmesiiertelist neighborhood association and the assin
community together. This type of the right to tlity ¢s not something offered by some external gnfiir
example a government, but on which an active galitclaim should be made by collectively organized
inhabitants. Even with respect to this point thérestill a long way to go, but since the new social
movements came into existence the first steps haea made. They conduct a permanent struggle agains
the plans of the local government and the presewepblock of the neighborhood. In recent times tbid
to a clear new political voice in the neighborhagkiich resulted in some concrete achievements aad th
establishing of the first, small but collective andlusive decision making processes. Besides,anymvays
the city and the public domain have been collettiappropriated, which is very essential in thigayof the
right to the city, for example by various actiomsund the neighborhood and by squatting dwellings b
younger inhabitants of Barceloneta.

3 LESSONS THE RIGHT TOTHE CITY ASATOOL FOR URBAN SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

3.1 Traditional applications of theright to thecity
The present social movements of Barceloneta adthiesegne good results so far. It is important

however that they keep expanding their present \aotkseek to develop new strategies. The rightaaity
could in many ways be a very useful and broadlyliegiple concept. Two traditional interpretationstiogé
right to the city have been discussed so far artl boe applied widely — without using the name o t
concept — in the context of Barceloneta. Althouglvas concluded that the political activities otisb
movements are often not perfect examples of orteeofwo traditional types of the right to the diyt can
be placed on a continuum between the two extrebmh, types also imply different actions, when ubgd
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social movements.

The first type implies conducting a permanent palt struggle, based on organized but voluntarily
cooperating inhabitants. These people make a asnigpolitical claim to their ‘right to the citylyhich
implies different actions. Firstly structures stbbe made in which the collective can take decssiom the
city and its transformation, and secondly an efftrould be made to collectively appropriate urbaecs.
This can be done by using public space for politatements or organizing cultural activities oneerting
empty buildings into dwellings, offices or a soaiahnter. The other right to the city implies a caigp for
the incorporation of this right into local declaoais or treaties in order to make this right fdradizens
legally enforceable. Furthermore they can secuyseds of the right to the city in these legal dtes, like
possibilities for participation in decision makingrocesses, full provision of information on urban
transformations, decent and sufficient social hagisand much more.

Based on interviews with representatives of difiergocial movements and experts on the right tocitye
and neighborhood struggles three new applicatiérikeoright to the city for urban social movemehéve
been developed. All three applications can be usdmbth more radical and more reformist practidetha
same time, even when social movements frequendggdn their tactics or practice them simultaneously.

3.2 Theright tothecity asalink between different social movements

The right to the city has been criticized for it®ddness and with that a lack of content and focus.
However, this broadness can be an advantage thi®reason various individuals and different gapd
organizations can agree on the presented terms.rihe to the city offers the possibility for sokia
movements to create links between different estitie

Two applications of the right to the city are basedthis finding, although they might lead to very
different outcomes. First of all, the right to tbigy offers the possibility to build bridges betwesocial
movements with different backgrounds, themes amthdas. The struggle for affordable and decent hgusi
seems to be very different from for example thagite for the education of migrant’s children, Huhey
adopt the right to the city as a central framewdhlere actions can be linked. Both immigrant groapd
tenants associations then fight for their rightkaim the possibilities a city offers in fulfillintheir basic
necessities.

This application of the right to the city is alrgdokeen practiced in the United States since a feavsy
In 2007 many different groups that are in one waymother ‘material deprived or culturally oppratse
united themselves in the ‘Right to the City Alli@h\¢Marcuse 2008). Among others migrant groups from
Los Angeles, grass root unions from Miami and h@s®lorganizations from New York came together not
just to form a broader and stronger movement, pe@ally because of the critical need to jointige the
city and decide collectively about its future. Thght to the city appeared to be the useful coneeyt
functions as a framework in which all connectedugocan cooperate and pursue their goals (Peré@ 20
2008).

3.3 Theright tothecity asalink between stakeholders

Besides linking movements with different themes hadkgrounds, the right to the city also offers the
possibility to bring together different groups wiitla social issue. Social movements are never tipgrin
isolation but find themselves always in an arenarelbesides themselves and the government many othe
actors operate. These other actors and stakehalderbave very different socio-economic, ideoldgara
ethnic backgrounds and therefore cooperation otacbrwith social movements is not obvious and even
unwanted. In for example the imaginary case ofhdaen Spanish city a part of the historic urbanitatall
be demolished in order to make place for hotelsra@awd apartments. Spanish low-income householdb®n t
upper floors are connected to various social movesnand used to the common methods of protesthbut
Pakistani shopkeepers on the ground floor aredestsedded in the local culture and not familiar vtk
existing social movements. If the Pakistani shopkegbecome convinced of the fact that it is a$ thelr —
and also their workers without papers’ — right s& the space of the city to make a living withoeinhg put
under pressure by the economic interests of thergavent or the hotel chains, the right to the cayld be
a very powerful tool to create cooperation congggrhis issue between the different stakeholdbrth the
Spanish tenants and the foreign entrepreneurs.

3.4 Theright tothecity asaframe
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A third application of the right to the city is arsequent ‘framing’ of the issues with the disceurs
the concept. There are multiple reasons why edpetie right to the city can be such a useful feafar
social movements. First of all, the right to they és a very clear message and can simplify vemmex
processes. In case the policies of the city coundirectly and in close cooperation with privat@rpers
lead to the construction of apartments for higheine households, increasing rent prices and theudtisn
of the naturally grown social relations of the figrhood, the right to the city states that itss tlght of all
inhabitants to shape the future of their city ahd tight to stay in the neighborhood where theg.liv
Secondly, the right to the city as a frame is fdxiand broadly applicable. Its discourse is extenst is
characterized by a broad conceptual framework amdbe interpreted in many ways for different agénda
The right to the city can be applied in differeases with different problems, whether it conceheslack of
democratic decision making or increasing rent gricehirdly, social movements often frame their éssu
according to a classic activist discourse origmatirom the left of the political spectrum, which aften
perceived as radical and utopian. The right to d¢hye offers a new vocabulary which can be used to
communicate a clear but reasonable message witlhoupromising on a radical political line. The right
the city as a frame can be used for common tametthe media and politicians, but also for inactive
neighbors or for internal purposes.

3.5 Recommendationsfor the urban social movementsin Barceloneta
Based on interviews with representatives of somiavements and with experts on neighborhood
struggle and ‘the right to the city’, recommendasidor these social movements are formulated. Riagar
the two traditional, more fundamental applicatiofishe right to the city, extensively discussedobef the
experts are rather clear. Firstly, they discerramgox in the fact that although the right to titg asan
individually enforceable right was to a larger extent realized then the righhéocity asa radically different
urban society, the application of rather radical politics ledletter results on the ground compared to the
more reformist tactics. Therefore - although theknawledge that in practice both types of the righthe
city can be used simultaneously - for building efffee strategies they have a preference for tactics
originating from the radical type of the concepheTmore reformist right to the city has not prowemny
successful in the past, because no concrete achémie were obtained on the main issues using ythes t
Also in the future not much is expected from thpliaption of this type, because of the clientetisaracter
of local politics and the fact that the districtndad many responsibilities over to an enterprisepse
shareholders have important business interestsancelbneta. Furthermore, according to the expéits t
strategy will lead to ‘social peace’, in which thetion readiness and the autonomy of social movenwvei
decrease. The application of more radical politex$ to a new political voice in the neighborhoodl an
reduced the power differences in such a way theatdlevator plan’ is temporarily frozen. The exgazkpect
concrete achievements when this type of the riglthé city is increasingly put to practice and emege the
present social movements to keep building soclatioms and networks, in order to expand their scop
Regarding the three new applications of the conctdmy think that connecting to other social
movements should not be a priority at the momeémhight be very relevant for global social movensess
a whole, but considering the present state of raffed Barceloneta there is first of all a critigsed to
expand their practices in the neighborhood befookihg abroad. Besides, they warn for simply cogyime
American Right to the City Alliance, since the isswand the political context in Spain as well a&stistory
of social movements are very different. The apfilica’connecting different stakeholders’ is expelcte be
more useful, since broadening its base is cruciatife development of social movements in Barceafone
Working together with other organizations and canirig them of the need to struggle is very impdrthat
for many groups their deeply rooted clientelistiitians will remain an obstacle. Using the rightthe city
as a frame is regarded as the most successfulhpgiitce it could be a good method to make cledoth
the media and key politicians what the social moxais regard as the problems in the neighborhood.
Furthermore, inactive inhabitants could be conuingkthe fact that urban transformations aren’t sthimg
that just happens, but important issues that dat ta one’s living conditions and something eveagf can
(co-)decide about.

4 CONCLUSION

The Frenchman Henry Lefebvre was the first to watieut the right to the city, that over time hasrbe
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used in various ways and especially in recent ygaised popularity. Especially in academic fieltis t
radical line is continued, but in practice the tighthe city is increasingly used for more ref@trdgenda’s.
In this paper the right to the city is used in timnovative ways. Firstly, it is transformed into analytical
model in order to make the right to the city reskable in certain area. Secondly, the right toctheis used
as a starting point for the development of three applications of the concept as tools for urbaciado
movements. In Barceloneta, researched with an ticellynodel in a case study, there is a limitethtrig the
city ‘as an individually enforceable right’, althglu many aspects of this interpretation are stiiydéy
ignored. Also the right to the city as a radicalifferent urban society is certainly not realizéthwever,
radical politics appeared to have led to bettaulteshen more reformist practices and for thisosaexperts
on the right to the city and neighborhood strugmleise social movements to built future strategiesind
the radical interpretation of the right to the ciBurthermore, they noted that not so much ‘conngdo
different social movements’, but rather ‘connectiogdifferent stakeholders’ and ‘framing the issaee
useful applications of the right to the city foethrban social movements in Barceloneta in orddarittg
their work to a higher level.
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