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Canada’s Housing and Homelessness Situation
The United Nations Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights and the NGO Charter challenge opposed the national and provincial governments of Canada and Ontario, respectively, in their ignorance of housing policies. From the government, they wanted: a declaration that the governments of Canada and Ontario have established circumstances that have resulted in homelessness and insufficient housing conditions through their policies, acts, and failures to act; a declaration that, under sections 7 and 15 of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, Canada and Ontario have responsibilities to enact successful national and provincial policies to minimize and ultimately eradicate homelessness and insufficient housing; a declaration that Canada's and Ontario's inability to enact successful national and provincial policies to minimize and eradicate homelessness and insufficient housing infringes on the applicants' and others' right to life, , liberty, and protection of persons, in violation of section 7 of the Charter. According to section 1 of the Charter, the above are unacceptable breaches.
The UNCESCR and the Charter Challenge also put an order that Canada and Ontario establish and enforce successful national and provincial strategies to mitigate and eradicate homelessness and insufficient accommodation, with these strategies including timetables, reporting and tracking regimes, result measurements, and complaints mechanisms, and these strategies must be established and enforced in collaboration with impacted groups. The two organizations also put out the order that this honorable court retains supervisory authority to resolve complaints about the order's execution, the application's expense, and any further and other relief that counsel can recommend and that this Honourable Court permits.
The people affected by homelessness and a lack of affordable housing are overwhelmingly members of other protected groups. Persons with mental and physical disabilities, single mothers, elderly, children, aboriginal people, people in need of social assistance, and newcomers are all included under s.15(1). The mentally incapacitated are also widely affected, especially after deinstitutionalized. They are discharged from hospitals without no one concerned about where they go to stay.
 The applicants and others similarly affected are deprived of life, and protection of person due to Canada's and Ontario's inability to enact successful measures to remedy homelessness and insufficient housing, in violation of section 7 of the Charter. Many homeless or living in substandard housing face pervasive discrimination and stereotypes and have traditionally been marginalized in Canadian society. Governments have consistently neglected or overlooked their rights, desires, and interests. Homeless and under-housed citizens are among the most marginalized, disempowered, precarious, and insecure Canadian society members.
The UN committee and the NGO charter challenge recommend that the governments take up their role to make affordable housing accessible and avail income supports to make housing affordable. They also recommended that Canada take up the roles they once dropped; providing rent supplement to tenants of private rental units, affordable housing programs funded by cost-shared agreements with the provinces, directly funding for the construction of affordable rental houses, and also administering affordable housing by the wide variety of non-profit housing, public housing, co-operative and rent supplement rental units. (500 words)

	








Gentrification is a socially induced problem that must be tackled first and foremost by social policies. The issue should be addressed holistically through a city-wide housing plan developed by democratic and participatory planning, with binding criteria aimed at ensuring a sufficient supply of housing across all income levels and prioritizing steps to provide decent and affordable housing for those who are not served by a profit-driven market. However, low-income housing planning is inextricably related to city-wide planning, which recognizes the effect of patterns in all neighborhoods of a city, including middle- and upper-income neighborhoods and low-income neighborhoods. Via a ripple effect of real-estate pricing changes, any move, including a move toward luxury housing in high-income communities, affects the provision of lower-priced housing elsewhere. To achieve this, however, there are needs to be met. First, the creation of stringent eviction controls, including barring eviction until alternative suitable accommodations can be found, to avoid any unwanted or unplanned displacement of tenants from affordable units. Rent increases should be regulated by laws that consider equity for both tenants and landlords.
Second, those in charge should provide some middle-income housing in working-class areas for potential gentrifiers, but in numbers and conditions satisfactory to residents. Those conditions should be developed by democratically deciding the limits of such development in existing working-class communities, such as through successful Standardized Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) proceedings in designated community boards in New York. As in the case of community land trusts, the requirements should include steps to avoid market-driven rises in housing prices through rent regulation and promotion of limited-equity and income-controlled occupancy. In agreement, all new construction and major renovations in the city to be LEED-certified. Mixed-income housing is usually thoughtfully built developments with publicly funded infrastructure developed and legally binding rates and occupancy policies, ranging from the obligation to have certain proportions of affordable units to consider benevolent quotas in exceptional circumstances.
What social justice can provide for one individual may cause harm to another. Injustice for another; two persons may differ and claim to a certain benefit in limited supply, says admission to a particular educational institution. However, they must make a decision together, and the loser can legitimately feel aggrieved. Lower-income people will feel that the other person is rightfully aggrieved, but their failure to bid is unjustified. It does not lead to an equal allocation of apartments unless part of a broader social plan. For example, the adoption of rent controls. 
Although the decision of where to live is a private and personal one, it may, in reality, bring up personal ethical concerns. What decision a person should make on whether or not to move into a gentrifying situation involving displacement is a question to which there is no clear general answer; the answer must ultimately depend on the alternatives available. It could also be defended as an unavoidable compromise between the ideal and the real, particularly for those whose incomes do not enable them to choose from a wide range of options. (500 words)
