database analysis 4 cities

SOCIAL CENTRES BY TIME PERIOD
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<> Huge diversity in terms of type of building occupied. TOTAL NUMBER SOCIAL CENTRES
<> Highest number of projects squatted in 2000s (157)

but this may simply reflect the relative ease in acquiring
knowledge about more recent projects.

<> As a corollary of the above, impressive number of
projects squatted in just 3 years, 2011 to end 2013 (70).
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== projects squatted
overall, of which 53%

are from London.

<> What other categories would be

- useful to analyse? Lifespan of squats
HALL/NIGHTCLUS would be interesting but the number

of unknowns makes analysis difficult.
TOWM / STREET / AREA / BLOCK OF FLATS -

< Number of projects legalised
makes sense to analyse in the Dutch
context but less so in the English one.
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