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Urban vulnerability can be defined as the process produced by the combination of many disadvantaged dimensions in
which any possibility of upward social mobility, and overcoming social condition exclusions, is extremely hard to achieve.
Usually, the more vulnerable and distressed areas lack basic services and have a higher number of obsolete buildings,
unfavorable social characteristics, vulnerable people, and more prominent gender differences.
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| 1. Introduction

According to the World Organization Prospects of 2018, Europe had nearly three-quarters of its population living in urban
areas in 2018, and this is expected to reach 80% in 2040 and nearly 85% in 2050. The United Nations (UN) 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development and its 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) adopted by UN Member States in 2015,
embody a roadmap for progress that is sustainable and leaves no one behind. The 11th SDG focuses on sustainable
communities and cities and calls for action to make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient, and
sustainable. The 11th SDG also states that taking into account gender views is crucial to developing sustainable urban
environments to minimize inequality. The 5th SDG, specifically centers on gender equality and calls for urgent action to
eliminate the many root causes of discrimination that still limit women'’s rights in private and public spheres. These two
goals are not the only ones that include gender equality as an integral part of inclusive and sustainable development.
Achieving gender equality is transversally included in all 17 SDGs. The UN recognizes that only by ensuring gender
equality, will there be justice and inclusion, economies that work for all and leave no one behind, and a sustained and
shared environment for present and future generations [,

The New Urban Agenda (NUA) & is aligned with the SDGs and states that urbanization is a driving force for sustained
and inclusive economic growth, social, and cultural development and protection of the environment. Consequently, special
attention should be paid in urban areas to people in vulnerable situations (women, children, people with disabilities, and
the elderly) by developing programs for regenerating distressed and inadequate areas such as slums. It is clear that
urbanism in the 21st century needs to adapt to sustainable development, searching for inclusive and person-centered
models, greener and more physically active areas, and spaces that are resilient to climate change through the
reconfiguration of urban and transport structures BI4IE Moreover, urban areas need to look for more social-oriented
models promoting inclusion of vulnerable people and a commitment for gender equality, aligned with gender views.

Gender views are necessary for urban planning, as stated by the SDGs and NUA. However, the inclusion of gender views
in urban planning policies (gender mainstreaming in urbanism, GMU) is limited 1. Recently, it was found that, even in the
Global North, the 5th and 11th SDGs have not been appropriately included in the urban planning of cities and towns.
Specifically, government and private institutions (at all levels and processes) have not considered gender views from the
urban population as well as gender experts. This needs to advance so that changes can last through time and can reach
inclusive neighborhoods [, A strategy towards including GMU involves the integration of a gender perspective in the
preparation and content of policies and an appropriate representation of gender across the decision-making process Bl
In addition to gender, other factors, such as age, mobility levels, socio-economic backgrounds, and social roles, must be
taken into account 8. Physical and social interaction must also be analyzed, for instance, how different social groups
acquire public spaces and how they utilize them. Therefore, a more inclusive urban planning model could contribute to
reduce inequalities by planning safer public spaces and adequate mobility chains, more facilities to support reproduction
and care work, spatial structures that encourage new forms of collective self-organization, and safe and convenient
transportation means among other factors BIBILOML  This is especially relevant in areas where a higher index of
vulnerable populations are concentrated. Usually, the more

vulnerable and distressed areas lack basic services and have a higher number of obsolete buildings, unfavorable social
characteristics, vulnerable people, and more prominent gender differences?13l, Since economic resources are limited,
vulnerable areas should be prioritized to undertake urban interventions, as they have more problems and more urgent
needs. In the 1960s, Henri Lefebvre highlighted that many urban processes had been a contributing source of inequality
and injustice. This was due to the consideration of the space, such as a simple container of buildings and population,
while he argued that space was constituted by social relations and that all groups should have a “right to the city”. Since
then, other authors have focused on this aspect, as it was analyzed by Susan Fainstein in 24, Fainstein pointed out the
role of urban policies to benefit disadvantaged social groups by implementing programs to enhance equity and to promote
diversity, ending discriminatory zoning. GMU reflects all these issues perfectly and, as a result, a more inclusive model



can be achieved by adopting this view LSI16IM78I920121]  The inclusion of GMU and gender mainstreaming in policy
making is a transformative approach that has great potential for social development and change 22, However, current
literature in urban planning is scattered and lacks a standard method that may help decision makers evaluate vulnerability
with a gender equality perspective, while, at the same time, looking at accommodating diversity, variation in
geomorphological features, historical evolution, and particularities of urban environments.

2. Inclusion of Gender Views for the Evaluation and Mitigation of Urban
Vulnerability: A Case Study in Castellén

Early studies in gender inclusion date back to the 1960s and contribute to visualizing the lack of attention paid so far to
women’s needs and requirements at the urban scale. In 1962, during a conference on urban planning in Berlin, Elena
Arregui Cruz-Lépez collected evidence related to housing and urban planning from the perspective of women in the report
entitled “Participation of Women in Housing Problems” edited in 1964 by the Ministry of Housing 23], Hayden (1980)
identified the need to consider women’s activities and how these fit into the environments of home, neighborhood, and city
(241 with this new perspective, in the 1980s and onwards, theoretical interest towards gender equality increased as
scholars recognized that progress was slow and sector based. This work resulted in a relevant step to advance gender
equality by increasing the social visibility of groups that had been particularly neglected during the planning process 23],
The concept of gender mainstreaming was first introduced at the 1985 Nairobi World Conference on Women (UN, 1985).
It was established as a strategy in international gender equality policy through the Beijing Platform for Action, adopted at
the 1995 Fourth United Nations World Conference on Women in Beijing, as a tool to promote gender equality at all levels
(UN, 1995). In 1997, the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) defined gender mainstreaming as: “The
process of assessing the implications for women and men of any planned action, including legislation, policies or
programmes, in all areas and at all levels. The ultimate goal is to achieve gender equality”. In 1998, the Council of Europe
defined gender mainstreaming as “The (re)organisation, improvement, development, and evaluation of policy processes,
so that a gender equality perspective is incorporated in all processes by the actors normally involved in policy-making”.

Following the efforts from the Council of Europe, the EU adopted the concept of gender mainstreaming in the Treaty of
Amsterdam (1999) as a policy that placed the contribution of both men and women at the center of attention for
development 22, According to Valdivia, the first GMU studies 28! were crucial for increasing the theoretical interest in the
connections between planning and gender and establishing the link between gender roles and spatial divisions. Greed
emphasized the role of street layout, building density, alongside the design of houses in social issues such as crime,
security, childcare, traffic problems, and accessibility 24, Larsson identified the imbalance between public—private,
reproduction—production, and paid work—unpaid work in relation to the various levels of planning 28, Carrasco analyzed
the design of public space from the perspective of car users, resulting in a progressive loss of urban space for pedestrians
and unsafe, congested, and noisy streets 22, Sanchez de Madariaga argued that the care crisis entails a great
opportunity to make a structural critique of the socioeconomic system and to incorporate gender as a central category of
economic discourse BY. Gender mainstreaming has now been widely recognized as a strategy that improves
neighborhood and housing industry planning, creates suitable urban patterns, reliable transportation systems, and better
structures of social services by increasing the participation of users, both men and women, in the planning and design of
urban environments.

The Vienna City Council was a pioneer in gender mainstreaming applied to urban planning. In the 1990s, the Vienna
Municipality introduced the gender perspective in public spaces and social housing and developed a set of actions
resulting in many beneficial results BB, By considering all users of public spaces, not only from a gender perspective but
also from a social-, ethnic-, and health-related perspective, the city was able to better meet the needs and demands of all
its citizens and thereby improve the quality of public services. Benefits included greater accessibility to cemeteries for the
elderly, better lighting for increased safety in public spaces, and gender-sensitive education in day care centers to avoid
traditional gender roles, among others. The Manual for Gender Mainstreaming in Urban Planning and Urban
Development, published by Vienna’s City Council in 2013, is a testament to this. It states that gender mainstreaming
should be viewed as a “vertical issue” that supports the overall consideration of gender-sensitive aspects in all steps of
the planning process to ensure high-quality planning 2. Another successful implementation of gender mainstreaming into
urban planning was the Women in Cities International work, initiated in Montreal in the early 1990s and widely adopted in
gender-sensitive space design across Canada 3], It aimed to increase the capacity of being seen in the public space by
encouraging women’s route choices within urban environments and an increase in activity in the streets 4. Other
successful examples of gender mainstreaming applied to urbanism include the cities of Dortmund in Germany !, Thiva in
Greece 1831, Caracas in Venezuela 8, Bristol in the UK 28], and Blantyre in Malawi 7. The inclusion of gender equality is
an opportunity to find theoretical and political convergences between feminist economists and other schools of critical
economists. Major structural changes in societies, such as the need for support services for families and dependent
people, the recognition of care work for people, transportation and accessibility, and safer spaces, pose new challenges to
urban planning, and GMU can practically guide these changes.

The case study of Castellon shows the update of a prior model of definition of vulnerable areas. The new model, called
AIM (Advanced and Inclusive Model) is a more comprehensive model with an integrated approach that includes the
gender perspective. The AIM focuses on vulnerable neighborhoods in the city, where groups of disadvantaged people



usually live, contributing to the social equality of citizens. The results of the case study showed the importance of
accessibility and roads to minimize vulnerability. Likewise, the results showed that new developments and rehabilitation
projects increase the well-being of people and must be implemented, especially in areas with low housing development.
The case study also showed that interventions need to be prioritized, as the budget can determine the success of
regeneration projects, many of which are abandoned due to the lack of sufficient funds or by tackling non-pressing needs.
The results demonstrate that prioritizing areas with specific needs, such as social programs and women'’s programs, may
lead to a significant decrease in vulnerability. Women have typically relied on the family structure for economic
development and on less stable jobs; thus, including indicators that measure these aspects and point out areas where
jobs for women can be increased may help mitigate vulnerability. One key consideration for any city intending to apply the
AIM is to look at available information, specificities of the city, population, and vulnerable areas so that indicators can
better reflect actual conditions. The inclusion of gender views is a transformative approach and has a great potential for
social change, focusing on the circumstances that aggravate the situation of vulnerability.

| 3. Key Topics for Gender-Sensitive Urban Design

From the desk review of the literature, 20 key topics for the applicability of gender views in urban planning were identified:

1. Compactness: A compact city makes it considerably easier to reconcile the requirements of work and family life (38
2. Public open space: parks and reserves; sport fields; riparian zones, such as streams and riverbanks; greenways and

trails.BY. These spaces are available for users and where the public life of the city plays out and civic identity is defined
(401,

3. Mobility and public transport is often framed as a vital component to developing sustainable cities 2. A well-designed
and citizen-friendly transportation system improves the compatibility of work life and daily tasks 42!;

4. The perception of safety in public spaces promotes the feeling of security in public spaces, and special attention must
be paid to provide adequate lighting in walking paths for pedestrians and walls, fences, and stairs that create hidden
corners with

difficult accessibility. According to Chestnutt, linking buildings to outdoor spaces can create amenity value and ensure
sufficient options for the appropriation of public spaces “2!;

5. Walkability and accessibility: This refers to wide sidewalks, with differentiation of materials, colors, and textures, railings
and ramps in sloped areas, differentiated pedestrian crossings with traffic lights, and benches with shadows. This not only
supports people with reduced mobility but also facilitates people’s lives with caregiving and family responsibilities!44!;

6. Mixed-use planning in terms of urban development where residential, commercial, cultural, institutional, or
entertainment uses are physically and functionally integrated and provide pedestrian connections3;

7. Care facilities and equipment supply is expanded when society recognizes, assumes, and values work derived from
gender roles. The goal is to create or improve access to care facilities for dependent people, the elderly, or children,
ensuring accessible and affordable services. It enables people with care responsibilities to balance these with their work
activities;

8. Visibility of women: Gendered stereotypes can have the effect of promoting fixed ideas about what women can become
and their needs!48],

9. Housing design to improve affordability: Currently, there are different types of families, so various funding and
development models as well as different types of housing all guarantee a high level of potential for assimilation of the
diversity of user groups;

10. Energy-efficient housing: The deterioration and lack of insulation in many homes results in higher costs to keep them
at a suitable temperature, which is not affordable. The urban agenda of the EU partnership on housing has found that
women and,

especially low-income and vulnerable groups of women, are more likely to experience energy poverty4Z:

11. Accessible housing should be seen as a way to facilitate greater autonomy for dependent people, guaranteeing
universal accessibility to and inside houses48l;

12. Quality housing: Marginalized women are also likely to be impacted by the lack of quality housing. This results in
temporary or precarious accommodation(22;

13. Disaggregated statistical data by gender are of interest to sociologists and social workers to determine actual
statistical results BY;

14. Violence and security: Violence against women is a violation of human rights. Municipal plans could be revised to
include steps to limit violence against women by providing shelter and refuge and support for organizations offering
special assistance to women [3]. Security, related to the influence of police interventions on human safety and other
factors contributing to the well-being of neighborhoods, should be incremented [21521;

15. Social housing involves ensuring allocation and other resources based on balanced social priorities. Women with low
incomes are disproportionately represented, as they are often the head of households in single-parent families. Thus,
poor women and single parents are more reliant on social housing than men(23l:

16. Paid and unpaid work: Urban planning strategies are often based on a unilateral vision of the economy; that is, it only
measures the paid work of employed people who drive a car to get to work and during regular working hours. Plans
should include aid for unpaid work 41,

17. Social subsidies: Economic aid is available for basic needs , housing expenses and job training. Data regarding



beneficiaries of social service aid inclusion indicate there is a vulnerable population of women who take care of dependent
people and do not have access to these aid programs ;

18. Level of education: Urbanization involves major changes in the way people work and live. It offers opportunities for
improved standards of living, higher life expectancy, and higher literacy levels4],

19. Housing market: The cost of accommodation in inadequate and overcrowded housing takes up a disproportionate part
of low-income people’s earnings 4;

20. Women’s and men’s participation in formal and informal decision making is uneven. Gender equality must be
guaranteed at all levels (OCDE, 2020).

The results of the case study show the importance of accessibility and roads to minimizing vulnerability. Likewise, the
results show that new developments and rehabilitation projects increase the well-being of people and have to be
implemented, especially in areas with low housing development. The case study also shows that interventions need to be
prioritized as the budget can determine the success of regeneration projects, many of which are abandoned due to
insufficient funds or by tackling non-pressing needs. The results demonstrate that prioritizing areas with specific needs
such as social programs and women’s programs may lead to a significant decrease in vulnerability. Women have typically
relied on the family structure for economic development and on less stable jobs, so including indicators that measure
these aspects and point out areas where jobs for women can be increased may help mitigate vulnerability.

The inclusion of gender views is a transformative approach and has a great potential for social change, focusing
on the circumstances that aggravate the situation of vulnerability. By linking social vulnerability to policy making,
strategies to reach inclusive and sustainable neighborhoods via a gender equality approach can be developed.

References

1. United Nations. Resolution Adopted by the General Assembly on 25 September 2015, A/RES/70/1: Transforming Our
World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. Available online: https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/1 (accessed
on 30 June 2021).

2. United Nations. Resolution Adopted by the General Assembly on 23 December 2016, A/RES/71/256: New Urban
Agenda. Available online: https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/71/256 (accessed on 30 June 2021).

3. Miralles-Guasch, C.; Martinez Melo, M.; Marquet, O. A gender analysis of everyday mobility in urban and rural
territories: From challenges to sustainability. Gend. Place Cult. 2015, 23, 398-417.

4. Huning, S. From feminist critique to gender mainstreaming—And back? The case of German urban planning. Gend.
Place Cult. 2020, 27, 944-964.

5. Irschik, E.; Kail, E. Vienna: Progress towards a fair shared city. In Fair Shared City; Taylor & Francis Group: London,
UK, 2013; Chapter 12; p. 38.

6. Sanchez de Madariaga, |.; Novella, I. Chapter 7: A new generation of gender mainstreaming in spatial and urban
planning under the new international framework f policies for sustainable development. In Gendered Approaches to
Spatial Development in Europe. Perspectives, Similarities, Differences; Zibell, B., Damyanovic, D., Sturm, U., Eds.;
Routledge: Abingdon-on-Thames, UK, 2019; pp. 181-203.

7. Sweet, E.; Ortiz, S. Planning Responds to Gender Violence: Evidence from Spain, Mexico and the United States.
Urban Stud. 2010, 47, 2129-2147.

8. Sanchez de Madariaga, |.; Roberts, M. Fair Shared Cities: The Impact of Gender Planning in Europe; Routledge:
Abingdon-on-Thames, UK, 2013.

9. Atehortua, J.V. Barrio Women’s Gendering Practices for Sustainable Urbanism in Caracas, Venezuela. Women,
urbanization and sustainability: Practices of survival, adaptation and resistance. In Gender Development and Social
Change Series; Lacey, A., Ed.; Palgrave Macmillan: London, UK, 2017; pp. 67—-89.

10. Sepe, M. Regenerating places sustainably: The healthy urban design. Int. J. Sustain. Dev. Plan. 2020, 15, 14-27.
11. Sanchez de Madariaga, |.; Neuman, M. Mainstreaming Gender in the city. Town Plan. Rev. 2016, 87, 493-504.

12. Alguacil, J. Instrumentos para el analisis y politicas para la accién. In Proceedings of the Foro de Debates: Ciudad y
Territorio. Jornada La Vulnerabilidad Urbana en Espafia, Madrid, Spain, 30 June 2011; Ministerio de Fomento: Madrid,
Spain, 2011.

13. Antén, F.; Cortés, L.; Martinez, C.; Navarrete, J. La exclusién residencial en Espafia. In Politicas y Bienes Sociales.
Procesos de Vulnerabilidad y Exclusién Social; Arriba Gonzélez, A., Ed.; Fundacion Foessa: Madrid, Spain, 2008; pp.
219-229.

14. Fainstein, S. The just city. Int. J. Urban Sci. 2014, 18, 1-18.

15. Scala, F.; Paterson, S. Stories from the Front Lines: Making Sense of Gender Mainstreaming in Canada. Politics Gend.
2018, 14, 208-234.



16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.
31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Moser, C.; Levy, C. A Theory and Methodology of Gender Planning: Meeting Women'’s Practical and Strategic Needs;
Development Planning Unit (DPU), University College: London, UK, 1986.

Garcia-Ramoén, M.D. Para no excluir del estudio a la mitad del género humano. Un desafio pendiente geografia
humana. Bol. Asoc. Geogr. Esp. 1989, 9, 27-48.

Sabaté, A.; Rodriguez, J.; Diaz, M.A. Mujeres, Espacio y Sociedad. Hacia Una Geografia del Género; Sintesis: Madrid,
Spain, 1995.

Mc Dowell, L. Género, Identidad y Lugar. Un Estudio de las Geografias Feministas; Catedra: Madrid, Spain, 2000.

Bondi, L.; Rose, D. Constructing gender, constructing the urban: A review of Anglo-American feminist urban geography.
Gend. Place Cult. 2003, 10, 229-245.

Levy, C. Ciudad y género. Una ciudad mas justa: El género y la planificacion. In La Ciudad Inclusiva; Balbo, M.,
Jordan, R., Simioni, D., Eds.; Cuadernos de la CEPAL 88; Nacionales Unidas: Santiago de Chile, Chile, 2003; pp. 237—
258. Available online:
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/27814/S2003002_es.pdf;jsessionid=8341F69732A246CA61
(accessed on 2 December 2020).

Horelli, I. Engendering urban planning in different contexts—successes, constraints and consequences. Eur. Plan. Stud.
2017, 25, 1779-1796.

Carreiro, M.; Lopez, C. Parametrizar y Sistematizar, o como Incorporar la Perspectiva de Género en el Disefio Urbano.
2015. Available online: https://ruc.udc.es/dspace/bitstream/handle/2183/17452/mccl_IIXUGX_150602.pdf?
sequence=3&isAllowed=y (accessed on 2 December 2020).

Hayden, D. What would a non-sexist city be like? speculations on housing, urban design, and human work. Signs
1980, 5, 170-187. Available online: https://www.jstor.org/stable/3173814 (accessed on 2 December 2020).

Carpio-Pinedo, J.; de Gregorio, S.; Sanchez de Madariaga, |. Gender mainstreaming in urban planning: The potential
of geographic information systems and open data sources. Plan. Theory Pract. 2019, 20, 221-240.

Valdivia, B. Del urbanismo androcéntrico a la ciudad cuidadora. Habitat Soc. 2018, 11, 65-84.

Greed, C. Género y planificacion del territorio¢, Un mismo tema? In Foram Internacional de Planificacion del Territorio
Desde una Perspectiva de Género; Fundacié Maria Aurélia Capmany: Barcelona, Spain, 1997.

Larsson, A. From equal opportunities to gender awareness in strategic spatial planning: Reflections based on Swedish
experiences. Town Plan. Rev. 2006, 77, 507-530.

Carrasco, C. Estadistiques sota Sospita: Proposta de Nous Indicadors des de I'Experiencia Femenina; Institut Catala
de les Dones: Barcelona, Spain, 2007; Available online:
https://dones.gencat.cat/web/.content/03_ambits/docs/publicacions_eines07.pdf (accessed on 2 February 2020).

Sanchez de Madariaga, I. Infraestructuras para la vida cotidiana y calidad de vida. Ciudades 2004, 8, 101-133.

Gregorio, S. Factores relevantes en la introduccion del urbanismo con perspectiva de género en Viena. In La Ciudad
Viva, Derecho a la Vivienda, Derecho a la Ciudad; Consejeria de Fomento y Vivienda: Junta de Andalucia, Spain,
2014; Volume 7, pp. 17-35.

Damyanovic, D.; Reinwald, F.; Weikmann, A. Gender Mainstreaming in Urban Planning and Urban Development;
Irschik, E., Kail, E., Klimmer-Pdllentzer, A., Nuss, A., Poscher, G., Schonfeld, M., Winkler, A., Eds.; Vienna City Council:
Vienna, Austria, 2013. Available online: https://www.wien.gv.at/stadtentwicklung/studien/pdf/b008358.pdf (accessed on
29 June 2021).

Whitzman, C.; Canuto, M.; Binder, S. Women'’s Safety Awards 2004: A Compendium of Good Practices. Available
online: www.femmesetvilles.org (accessed on 29 June 2021).

Nguyen, T.M.; van Nes, A. Identifying the spatial parameters for differences in gender behaviour in built environments:
The flaneur and flaneuse of the 21st century. TRIA 2013, 10, 163-172.

Christodoulou, A. Gender mainstreaming, urban planning and design processes in Greece. In Engendering Cities:
Designing Sustainable Spaces for All; SGnchez de Madariaga, I., Neuman, M., Eds.; Routledge, Taylor and Francis
Group: London, UK, 2020.

Davis, W. What to Do about Women’s Safety in Parks: From A to Y; Greig, C., Ed.; Women'’s Design Service: London,
UK, 2007.

Liam Riley, L. Malawian urbanism and urban poverty: Geographies of food access in Blantyre. J. Urban. Int. Res.
Placemaking Urban Sustain. 2020, 13, 38-52.

Abdullahi, S.; Pradhan, B. Urban Compactness Assessment. In: Spatial Modeling and Assessment of Urban Form.
Chapter 5. Springer, Cham, Switzerland, 2017. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-54217-1.

Wolch, J.; Byrne, J.; Newell; Urban green space, public health, and environmental justice: The challenge of making
cities ‘just green enough. J. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2014, 125, 234-244, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2014.01.01
7.

Hagq, U.; Shah, A.; Urban Green Spaces and an Integrative Approach to Sustainable Environment. J. Environ. Prot.
2011, 2, 601-608, : https://doi.org/10.4236/jep.2011.25069.




41. Miller, P.; de Barros, A.G.; Kattan, L.; Public transportation and sustainability: A review. J. Civ. Eng. 2016, 20, 1076—
1083, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12205-016-0705-0.

42. Sanchez de Madariaga, |.; De Gregorio, S.; Novella, |. Perspectiva de Género en las Directrices de Ordenacion
Territorial (DOT) del Pais Vasco. Propuestas de Accion 2019. Departamento de Medio Ambiente y Politica Territorial
del Gobierno Vasco. Available online:
https://lwww.euskadi.eus/contenidos/informacion/revision_dot/es_def/adjuntos/Perspectiva%20de%20G%C3%A9Nnero%20en%20las%20D!
(accessed 2nd December, 2020).

43. Chestnutt, R.; Ganssauge, K.; Willecke, B.; Baranek, E.; Bock S, Huning, S.; Schroder, A. . Gender Mainstreaming in
Urban Development; Christiane Droste: Berlin, Germany, 2011, pp. ..

44. Muxi, Z.; Casanovas, R.; Ciocoletto, A.; Fonseca, M.; Gutiérrez, B.; ; Qué aporta la Perspectiva de Género al
Urbanismo?. Feminismo/s 2011, 17, 105-129, https://doi.org/10.14198/fem.2011.17.06.

45. Raman, R.; Kumar U.; Taxonomy of urban mixed land use planning. Land Use Policy 2019, 88, 102-104, https://doi.org
/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.104102.

46. Muxi, Z.; Ciocoletto, A.; La Ley de Barrios en Catalufia: la perspectiva de género como herramienta de planificacion.
Feminismo/s 2011, 17, 131-153, http://dx.doi.org/10.14198/fem.2011.17.07.

47. Kneeshaw, S.; Norman, J. Gender Equality cities URBACT Ill 2014. Eds. URBAC, Paris, France.

48. Gonzalez-Pijuan, I. Desigualdad de género y pobreza energética. Un factor de riesgo olvidado. Eds I’Associacié
Catalana d’Enginyeria Sense Fronteres. Barcelona, Spain, 2016. Available online: https://esf-cat.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/09/ESFeres17-PobrezaEnergeticaiDesigualdadGenero.pdf, (accessed 15th December 2020).

49. Serrano, B. Género y Politica Urbana. Available online
http://www.five.es/descargas/archivos/urbanismo/genero_y_politica_urbana_2017.pdf, (accessed 15th December
2020).

50. Sanchez de Madariaga, |.; Casado, E.; Gémez, C. . Los desafios de la conciliacién entre vida laboral y vida familiar en
el siglo XXI; Fundacion Ortega y Gasset, Eds.; Biblioteca Nueva,: Madrid, Spain, 2005; pp. 261-268.

51. Alvarez, E.; Gémez, C.J.; La incorporacién de la perspectiva de género en el Plan General Estructural de Castell6:
objetivos, método, acciones y hallazgos. Habitat y Sociedad 2018, 11, 201-219, http://dx.doi.org/10.12795/HabitatySoc
iedad.2018.i11.12.

52. Affleck, R.T.; Gardner, K.; Aytur, S.; Carlson, C.; Grimm, C.; Deeb, E.; Sustainable Infrastructure in Conflict Zones:
Police Facilities’ Impact on Perception of Safety in Afghan Communities. Sustainability 2019, 11, 2113, https://doi.org/1
0.3390/su11072113.

53. Collectiu Punt 6. The everyday life of women nightshift workers in the Barcelona metropolitan area. The night mobility
in the Barcelona Metropolitan Area. Available online http://www.punt6.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/Nocturnas,
(accessed 27th June 2020).

54. Kneeshaw, S.; Norman, J. Gender Equal Cities. URBACT Knowledge Hub, 2019. Available at:
https://urbact.eu/sites/default/files/urbact-genderequalcities-edition-pages-web.pdf, (accessed 29th June 2021).

55. Kneeshaw, S.; Norman, J. Gender Equality cities URBACT IIl 2014. Eds. URBAC, Paris, France.

Retrieved from https://encyclopedia.pub/entry/history/show/33027



