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Summary 

Housing shortage is sweeping over Nordic countries, where college/university students 
has involved in this housing crisis. More innovative housing solutions are appealed to 
buffer housing shortage and supply affordable housing for students. The existence of  
module housing and container housing in a number of  Nordic municipalities has come 
into being a new housing term: temporary housing. At the same time, students’ housing 
expenditure has influence on their financial strain, and students’ housing location affects 
student involvement on campus. The design of  temporary housing aims to cope with 
housing shortage. This study intends to figure out an ideal temporary housing with a great 
rent in order to alleviate students’ financial strain, a good location so as to enhance the 
level of  student involvement, and a satisfactory housing type for purpose of  meeting 
students’ housing preference. To understand students’ view of  temporary housing, 
Cockerham’s theory of  health and lifestyle is applied to develop “living condition” in 
student group. A self-administered questionnaire in quantitative research is conducted, and 
with a case study element as well. The survey groups centers on college/university students 
so that this study is following a down-up perspective. Finally, based on students’ feelings 
and opinion, an ideal temporary housing is depicted as a new product in student housing. 
This ideal temporary housing is discussed in relation to variables, such as an acceptable 
rent, good housing location and pleasant housing type. 
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1. Introduction 

“Living conditions” is concluded as a category of  structural variables, which include “class 
circumstances”, “age, gender, and race/ethnicity”, and “collectivities” as well, to shape 
health and lifestyles in Cockerham’s (2005, p. 56) theory of  health and lifestyle. Although 
there were little research linking living conditions to health and lifestyles when Cockerham 
defined a theory of  health and lifestyle, he emphasized the important connection and 
stated three aspects of  living conditions: “quality of  housing, access to basic utilities and 
neighborhood facilities, and personal safety” (Cockerham, 2005, p. 59). Undoubtedly, it 
could be applicable before the 21th century. At present, “access to affordable housing” 
may be considered as a first and foremost criterion prior to the foregoing three aspects to 
measure one’s living conditions as a result of  housing shortage—a severe social issue in 
the Nordic region, especially in Sweden. This tense and ongoing housing crisis have caused 
a heavy shock to college/university students who are not expected to suffer housing 
shortage in the welfare states. More innovative housing solutions are appealed to buffer 
housing shortage and supply affordable housing for students. Container housing and 
module housing have arisen and formed a new concept in housing course: temporary 
housing. It has also been introduced and taken into practice in a few municipalities of  
Nordic countries. An emerging research problem here is: if  temporary housing is a feasible 
solution as a new product of  student housing under the crisis of  housing shortage? 
 
According to “SFS student budget 2017” (SFS, 2017), published by The Swedish National 
Union of  Students (SFS), the ratio of  housing expenditure to total consumption 
expenditures is about 32.56 per cent. Although it has not been tested whether this ratio is 
reasonable. One point is definitely that rise in housing expenditure has certainly something 
to do with students’ financial strain due to housing expenditure takes the biggest portion 
in total consumption expenditures. In this paper, it would be studied if  the present 
students’ housing expenditure aggravates their financial strain. In pursuit of  lower rents 
of  student housing, the idea of  temporary housing is introduced because of  cheaper 
building materials, such as prefabricated panels and shipping containers with features of  
removability, reusability. In addition, high rents force students to either choose 
accommodation in suburbs or continue to live with parents, even when their parents do 
not live in the same city where the campus is located in. Influence of  housing location on 
the level of  student involvement would be studied as well. Temporary housing is designed 
as student housing with a view to be constructed around campus. For the purpose of  
alleviating students’ financial strain and enhance the possibility of  student involvement, 
therefore, the thesis aims to figure out an ideal rent and location of  temporary housing. 
 
Furthermore, once the temporary housing needs to be constructed as student housing, 
another consideration is what kind of  temporary housing will gain students’ attractions. 
As a result, the thesis as well aims to investigate students’ housing preference on temporary 
housing. 
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In this paper, temporary housing is defined as one emerging and developing housing 
solution with new arrivals, students, young adults and other vulnerable groups as target 
groups. Based on Nordic existing cases about temporary housing, the main focus is on 
module housing and container housing for the sake of  lower building costs. Removability 
and reusability of  building materials are major features of  temporary housing, as well as 
explain why it is temporary. Meanwhile, there is another explanation where the paper 
focuses on students who have high degree of  mobility. In one word, temporary housing is 
a temporary solution to face severe housing shortage in Nordic context, as well as a 
temporary housing choice in individual’s lifecycle.  

1.1 Problem definition and aims 

Above all, it is a problematic trend in welfare states that students have to go through the 
pressure from housing shortage during their studies. This desperate image could be viewed 
in a report conducted by Studentbostadsföretagen (The association for Sweden’s student 
housing companies, 2017), which have described housing shortage in Swedish university 
towns with a very long time in the queue for student housing (See more details in Map 1 
in next chapter of  background). Hence, the idea of  temporary housing is anticipated to be 
employed in student housing in order to supply sufficient and affordable accommodations 
for college/university students. An angle from target group—college/university students 
needs to be verified: if  students need or accept this such temporary housing as a new 
product of  student housing? This is to say the research is following a down-up perspective, 
which means that students’ feelings, requirements, and preferences will be focused, neither 
housing developers’ nor government agencies’. The research problem in this thesis could 
be formulated as follows in: if  it is possible to develop temporary housing as student 
housing from a students’ view?  
 
Once temporary housing would be constructed for college/university students group, 
three norms are studied: monthly rent, housing location, and housing type. Affordable or 
acceptable price is needed in order to alleviate students’ financial strain. A good housing 
location that is close to campus is expected to enhance students’ involvement on campus. 
Meanwhile, students as the same as the other adult occupants have their housing 
preference so that an ideal housing type is goal to satisfy students’ housing preference. As 
a result, the overarching aim of  the study is to develop an ideal temporary housing for 
college/university students with an affordable or acceptable rent, a close location to 
campus, and a popular housing type. Afterwards, the study also aims to investigate 
students’ views and comments of  the idea of  temporary housing as student housing.  
 
  



	 3	

2. Background 

Working around the fundamental research problem— if  temporary housing is a feasible 
solution as a new product of  student housing, background of  Nordic actuality and 
background of  literature research are presented centering on two key words: student 
housing and temporary housing. About student housing, it focuses on housing shortage 
among students. In addition, main attention on temporary housing is how it is put into 
use. 

2.1 Background of Nordic actuality  

Nordic countries (Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, & Sweden) are attractive and sacred 
land where asylum seekers and international students yearn for, which results in a 
population boom in recent years. It certainly becomes a reason of  housing crisis in Nordic 
region since everyone needs a shelter wherever he (she) goes. A mass of  news about 
housing shortage has been reported in every Nordic country. It is tough and macroscopic 
to describe housing shortage from a holistic and national angle within the whole Nordic 
context so that only students’ housing situation will be presented in this section. In 
addition, a couple of  practical cases about temporary housing introduced and constructed 
by municipal housing company or private housing company in Nordic countries are 
intended to be described in this section. 
 
One report “A comparative study of  the student housing markets in the Nordic countries” 
published by NSBO (The association for Nordic student housing companies, 2015) 
illustrates a sad scene where Nordic students are faced with housing shortage. The table 1 
below, which remade based on original tables in that report, gives the best explanation. 
The extremely low percentage of  units/students shows critical shortage on student 
housing. If  one assumption was that each unit was distributed to each student, 
consequently, the result was that 83 per cent of  students on average had to get in housing 
market with competition against others in Nordic society. However, housing shortage 
creates a long queue for rented apartments and expensive apartments for buying, Mehmet 
Kaplan (Sweden’s Minister for Housing, Urban Development and Information 
Technology, 2015) states in an online news from The Local, this makes young people and 
students hard to get their feet on the housing ladder, particularly as many in that group do 
not have a permanent job. It is obviously to be conscious of  heavy demand for student 
housing in Nordic region due to a low percentage of  units/students in this table. 
 
As a supplement to table 1, table 2 below has further showed acute shortage on student 
housing in Nordic region. Here it is not going to examine if  it is reasonable about the 
percentage of  dwellings/population, although it has been a fact that housing shortage 
exists on a national level. The point is that it is unequal between the percentage of  
units/students in table 1 and the percentage of  dwellings/population in table 2. Even 
though it is hard to increase housing stock in a short time, it should be a proportional 
distribution on student housing in existing housing stock. In other words, the percentage 
of  units for per student in table 1 should be equivalent to the percentage of  dwellings for 



	 4	

per person in table 2. Obviously, the percentage of  units/students could not reach to the 
percentage of  dwellings/population even if  the number of  student housing became 
doubled. Therefore, table 2 is also a strong evidence to demonstrate acute shortage on 
student housing in Nordic countries. 
 
Table 11 
Number of  college/university students and units2, and percentage of  units/students 

Country Students Units Units/Students 

Denmark 275,000 55,000 20.0% 

Finland 260,000 40,000 15.4% 

Iceland 19,865 2,850 14.3% 

Norway 255,000 34,800 13.6% 

Sweden 405,992 88,000 21.7% 
 
Table 23 
Number of  total population and dwellings4, and percentage of  dwellings/population 

Country Population Dwellings Dwellings/Population 

Denmark 5,678,348 3,001,474 52.86% 
Finland 5,489,097 2,934,000 53.45% 

Iceland 321,857 ---- ---- 
Norway 5,109,056 2,446,686 47.89% 

Sweden 9,816,666 4,716,568 48.05% 
 
Furthermore, Sweden’s housing crisis on student housing is worth introducing in this 
section in view of  focusing better on a Swedish context. Starting with figures as well, there 
are three sets of  data with the highest number in 2017 since recorded. Written in one 
online news in The Local, in the second half  of  2017, 255 of  Sweden’s 290 municipalities 
were subject to a housing shortage, that is the highest number since Boverket (Sweden’s 
National Board of  Housing, Building and planning) started recording such figures. And 
not only that, in 33 university towns of  Sweden investigated by Studentbostadsföretagen 
(The association for Sweden’s student housing companies, 2017), 14 university towns could 

																																																								
1 This table has been merged by multiple tables in report, and the figures have been 
counted in 2015. 
2 According to explanation in report, a unit is equal to one apartment or one student room. 
3 In this table, the figure of  population has been borrowed from the same report as table 
1. The figure of  dwellings has been cited from Statistics Denmark, Finland, Norway, and Sweden 
except for Iceland due to without available figure. 
4  According to explanation in foregoing statistics websites, dwellings include one 
apartment, one detached house, a single room in shared building, and a unit of  other 
building type.	
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not provide sufficient housing for students in the autumn semester of  2017, and with a 
long waiting time as well. The map 1 below redrawn based on a report of  
studentbostadsföretagen (2017) illustrates very long waits in those which are facing 
shortage on student housing as waiting for 82 weeks on average. The third highest number 
researched by Hyresgästföreningen (The Tenant Association in Sweden, 2017) is that 
213,000 young people in Sweden aged between 20 and 27 are currently living with their 
parents—almost a quarter (24 percent) of  the age group. And this study also shows that 
those who still live at home in general have a significantly poorer economic situation and 
greater financial vulnerability than those who have moved in to their own housing. Overall, 
Sweden might be up against the worst housing crisis among Nordic countries since 
housing shortage has become a high-frequency word in media reports about housing in 
Sweden.  
 
Map 1 1 
Student housing situation in Sweden 
 

																																																								
1 The map is redrawn based on the original version on report of  studentbostadsföretagen 
(2017). The numbers of  waiting time are also extracted from this report. 
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In terms of  temporary housing, there are varieties of  practical cases with different building 
materials and diverse target groups in Nordic countries. Adoption of  temporary housing 
in Nordic countries may be designed to house more and more asylum seekers, whereas, it 
has turned into a new solution to cope with housing shortage currently. What exhibited in 
Table 3 is a few typical projects about temporary housing in Nordic countries. Although 
the case of  Iceland has not been found, it does not mean that temporary housing will not 
prevail in Iceland since Sveinbjörnsdóttir (a city council member in Reykjavik) proposed a 
suggestion to build small apartments from shipping containers in Reykjavik, the capital of  
Iceland (reported in mbl.is, 2017). According to this Iceland news monitor mbl.is (2017), 
Ikea in Iceland was building a residential block with 36 apartments to rent out to employees 
with an affordable price.  
 
Table 3 1 
Typical cases on temporary housing in Nordic countries 

Region Project Building 
material 

Target 
groups 

Motivation 

Copenhagen, 
Denmark “Urban Rigger” 

Shipping 
containers 

Mainly 
students 

Unacceptable 
student housing 
situation 

Helsinki, 
Finland “Kokoon” 

Prefabricated 
modules 

Refugees, 
students, 
and 
families 

Shortage of  
temporary housing 

Oslo, 
Norway 

Temporary housing 
from “Topic” 

Prefabricated 
modules 

For all Housing shortage 

Väsberga, 
Sweden 

“SNABBA HUS” Prefabricated 
modules 

Young 
adults 

Housing shortage 
and flexible rental-
rights 

Huddinge, 
Sweden 

“Popup House” Shipping 
containers 

Mainly 
students 

Housing shortage  

 
In these five typical cases, shipping containers and prefabricated modules are two popular 
building material as primary choice for temporary housing as well. Moreover, it lays the 
foundation for the concept of  container housing and module housing in this paper, and 
explains one aspect of  temporary housing on account of  removability and reusability. The 
Picture 1 and Picture 2 are given below, extracted from “Popup House” and “Kokoon”, in 
order to better know what is container housing and module housing. Another similarity 
among these five projects could be clearly figured out, these projects aim to buffer current 
housing shortage in metropolises in Nordic countries. The temporary housing developers 

																																																								
1 All of  resources in this table are collected from official website of  these five projects. 
Finding more information on: www.urbanrigger.com, www.kokoon.squarespace.com, 
www.topicark.no, www.snabbahus.nu, www.popuphouse.se.  
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reach an agreement on that temporary housing is an innovative solution not only in 
building industry but also in housing problem. They are looking forward to provide quality 
living conditions as normal housing for those who are suffering from housing shortage 
with a great price. Generally, asylum seekers, college/university students, or young adults 
are recognized as their objects because these groups easily fall into a depressed financial 
condition.  Hence, in this paper temporary housing is defined as container housing or 
module housing with college/university students as target groups. 
 

 
Picture 1 Container housing illustrated by “Popup House” 
 

 
Picture 2 Module housing illustrated by “Kokoon” 
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2.2 Background of literature research 

Housing price and housing location must be people’s primary considerations when they 
are looking for a new house. Students groups certainly do not make light of  the two criteria 
when they do not have adequate fiscal means but have to think about their studies. The 
two criteria decide on two parts of  literature research: students’ financial strain and student 
involvement on campus. However, temporary housing may be a novelty in students’ eyes 
so that the third part of  literature research—how temporary housing is described in 
existing literature—is addition in field of  temporary housing as described as practical cases 
in the last section.  
 
Literature research for students’ financial strain aims to prove why a lower rent is needed 
since students have gotten trouble in a rising rent in Nordic countries. Although financial 
strain may directly or indirectly impact students’ psychological symptoms, academic 
performance, social integration, or other levels of  well-beings. There are not too many 
researches focusing on the relationship between students’ financial strain and their well-
being. A couple of  sole but valuable studies are worthy to be presented. In two studies 
respectively from Adams, et al. (2016) and Watson, et al. (2015), students’ perceived 
financial strain is investigated as a mediating role to impact their psychological well-being 
and academic and social integration. The results from the former study suggest college 
stakeholders to take students’ financial strain as an important intervention target for 
reducing students’ psychological symptoms and improving their academic and social 
integration because students have a worse academic, social, and mental well-being if  they 
perceive more stress from financial strain. The latter study originates from university 
students have reported that they engage increasingly in more financial economizing 
behaviors to cope with limited resources. In this study, results show that students intend 
to adopt economizing behaviors when they perceive financial strain, however, what 
followed are greater depressed mood and lower life satisfaction. Furthermore, Watson, 
Barber and Dziurawiec (2016) analyze how students’ living situation and parental financial 
support affect their financial strain and psychological well-being. The distinctive and 
difficult point is taking these four aspects into consideration at the same time. The interest 
results in this study are that the non-monetary assistance provided by remaining in the 
family home does not have a good help to alleviate effects of  financial strain on well-being, 
but, when living away from the family home and perceiving adequate financial support 
from family can buffer negative effects of  financial strain on well-being. 
 
In the research field of  relationship between students’ campus involvement and housing 
location, not a few scholars have examined if  there are different level of  students’ campus 
involvement between residential students and commuter students, or between students 
living on-campus and students living off-campus. The results from such studies indicate 
that commuter students or those living off-campus significantly have less class attendance, 
less activities on campus, even less contact with teachers and other students than residential 
students or those living on-campus (Kuh, Gonyea, & Palmer, 2001; Eom, Stone, & Ghosh, 
2009; Newbold, Mehta, & Forbus, 2011). Furthermore, Elkins, Forrester, and Noël-Elkins 
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(2011) make a deeper study about students’ campus involvement. They examine the degree 
of  students’ recreational sports activities on campus is associated with students’ perceived 
sense of  college community. The results suggest that students who participate in more 
sports activities significantly have a greater sense of  belonging to college community than 
those who have less frequency in sports activities. Based on these existing studies, it is not 
hard to understand that living close to campus is helpful to enhance students’ campus 
involvement and then make students feel as a member of  college community.  
 
Last but not least, looking through a large proportion of  literature about temporary 
housing, it has mainly been examined as a solution for exceptional events or crisis, but 
rarely as a complement to the existing housing stock in a city. This is how temporary 
housing originally is created. In Perrucci, Vazquez, and Aktas’s (2016) terms of  temporary 
housing, temporary housing should be one sustainable solution for those displaced people 
who are suffering natural disasters, changing climate in home country, or instable housing 
conditions. The sustainable meanings of  temporary housing are “low-cost, energy 
efficient, and using local renewable or recycled materials, while at the same time, being safe 
and providing shelter to occupants” (Perrucci, Vazquez, & Aktas, 2016, p. 327). In 
addition, Kyoung Kim and Jeong Kim (2016) suggest that habitability, sustainability, and 
affordability are supposed to be taken into consideration when module housing are 
constructing for college students. Sustainability is emphasized in almost all studies about 
temporary housing, and also gets attention from housing developers. Except from 
sustainability, Kyoung Kim and Jeong Kim (2016, p. 49) point out “ensuring habitability is 
essential for residents’ comfortable and healthy living”, and affordability is vitally 
important when occupants are college students. In Sweden, Boverket (2015) have 
investigated and proposed a strategy to put temporary housing into practice for 
municipalities for purpose of  meeting the needs of  housing for new arrived. The report 
published by Boverket (2015) is due to current housing shortage in Sweden, while module 
housing is proposed in this report to be possible in attractive region because of  the 
flexibility and ability to move these building components if  needed. Actually, container 
housing is also a type of  temporary housing. Bhuiyan et al. (2016) argue that containers 
have a risk of  being stigmatized and related to as ugly and not a place for living because 
people may imagine that they are living in a mental box. Instead, as described and displayed 
in those official websites which designing or developing temporary housing, such as 
“Popup House”, “Urban Rigger” what have been presented in the previous section, the 
designers or developers are focusing on creating good-looking container housing or 
module housing both in exterior appearance and interior structure.  
 
In summary, this section of  literature research presents existing studies related to the 
research topic in this paper. Meantime, on the strength of  literature research, why a good 
housing rent and a shorter distance to campus are necessary have been explained. 
Moreover, the literature research is a ground to develop a theoretical framework in this 
paper as well.  
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3. Theoretical framework 

The theoretical framework provides an overview of  the topics related to student housing 
from a theoretical angel: where does the theoretical inspiration come from; why does 
student housing need to be attached more attention; how do housing expenditure(rents), 
housing location, and housing type associate with temporary housing for students. 

3.1 Theory of health and lifestyle 

The starting point of  this paper is the theory of  health and lifestyle. Cockerham (2005) 
has constructed a health and lifestyle theory with agency-structure debate as a framework. 
What noted vitally by Cockerham is that “health and lifestyles are not the uncoordinated 
behaviors of  disconnected individuals, but are personal routines that merge into an 
aggregate form representative of  specific groups and classes” (2005, p. 56). That is what 
emphasized in Max Weber’s lifestyle concept and then succeeded in Cockerham’s definition 
of  health and lifestyles. Cockerham refers to Webrian context of  lifestyle and states that 
“Weber associated lifestyle not with individuals but with status groups, thereby showing 
there are principally a collective social phenomenon” (ibid., p. 55). Hence, Cockerham has 
followed his definition of  health lifestyles in his earlier literature, “health lifestyles are 
defined as collective patterns of  health-related behavior based on choices from options 
available to people according to their life chances” (Cockerham, 2000, referred in 
Cockerham, 2005). Afterwards, Cockerham develops a model of  health and lifestyle 
starting with four categories of  structural variables that have the capacity to shape health 
and lifestyles: “class circumstance”, “age, gender, and race/ethnicity”, “collectivities”, and 
“living conditions” (2005, p. 56). The last category—living condition—acts an inspirational 
role in this paper from a theoretical angle. In his terms, living conditions emerge differently 
in “the quality of  housing”, “access to basic utilities and neighborhood facilities”, and 
“personal safety” (ibid., p. 59). After previous parts in which housing challenges in Nordic 
countries have been discussed clearly, one key point needs to be added in the content of  
living conditions is access to an affordable housing. Temporary housing is designed to 
make up for this first and foremost step in terms of  living conditions. The status group 
here is college/university students who in common have no stable and permanent job and 
work around school schedule. Strictly thinking from an angel of  students, when discussing 
if  temporary housing is feasible for students, it has become an issues of  students’ life 
choices, not life chances. At this point, when students have rights to decide where they live, 
access to temporary housing in contents of  living conditions is not a structural variable, 
but belonging to life choices (agency). Instead, when temporary housing has been 
constructed for students from one certain college/university, normally students are prone 
to accept arrangement from school authority, then access to temporary housing may have 
a structural color attached. In a word, access to temporary housing is going to be tested as 
an innovative solution to solve students’ housing crisis after reflection on “living 
conditions” in Cockerham’s theory of  health and lifestyles, no matter what it is in structure 
debate or agency debate if  only it makes sense for students’ better health and lifestyle.  
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3.2 Housing pathways of college/university students 

If  health and lifestyles theory of  Cockerham can be regarded as inspirational and reflecting 
theory, theory of  housing pathways may be used as an overarching theory to argue why 
affordable housing has significant meanings for students. Housing pathway is defined by 
Clapham (2005, p. 34) as “the social practices of  a household relating to housing over time 
and space”. And the housing pathway associates with changes of  household structure what 
is relevant to marriage, the new arrival of  family member or divorce. His focus of  analysis 
is on the individual pathways, although, he also proposes to enable identify common 
pathways or ideal pathways. Furthermore, Ford, Rugg, and Burrows (2002) have identified 
five typical pathways among young people who are on the way of  leaving parental home 
and seeking for independent life: a chaotic pathway, an unplanned pathway, a constrained 
pathway, a planned (non-student) pathway, and a student pathway. The classification is 
based around three main factors: “the ability of  young people to plan for and control their 
entry to independent living; the extent and form of  constraints that characterize their 
access to housing; and the degree of  family support available to them” (Ford et al., 2002, 
p. 2455).  
 
The student pathway is that students are in the way of  exiting from their family and 
planning to higher education. Meanwhile, constraints are manageable through the 
provision of  higher education institution accommodation and the private student housing 
market, and more or less family support is available. But in a social context of  Nordic 
countries, college/university students seem to be anticipated to have an independent life, 
as same as other young non-student adults. When they leave parental home and come to a 
college town that is unfamiliar for them, this is to say they will live without established 
families, and are searching for new accommodation, new knowledge, new friendship, and 
all kinds of  new experiences. It can be said without exaggeration that student pathway is 
likely to fall into any kind of  worse case, such as chaotic pathway with an absence of  
planning and family support, and substantial economic constraints. As Ford et al. (2002) 
point out, when young people take their first step into the housing market, it is often 
argued that they potentially enter a “youth housing market” characterized by temporary 
and shared housing, and insecure conditions, which are different from the more stable 
“adult market”. Within a Nordic actual background where most students have to get into 
private housing market due to inadequate student housing, students at any moment have 
possibility to get trouble in such “youth housing market”. Now that finding 
accommodation is one important part of  students’ phase. Housing pathway as a first and 
element step of  students’ independent life demonstrates the importance and necessity of  
housing research among college/university students. 

3.3 Assessing lifestyle: housing expenditure, total expenditure and financial strain 

From a view of  life choices, consumption is “the best single index of  lifestyle” to assess 
lifestyle choices, as Sobel (1981, p. 123) argues. He classifies 19 dependent lifestyle variables 
about consumer expenditures to assess their lifestyles choices, housing expenditure has 
been included. Housing expenditure in this paper can be definitely defined as rents for 
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temporary housing. And in his planned independent variables total consumption is 
required. That is why housing expenditure and total expenditure have been designed in 
later research. The ratio of  monthly housing expenditure in total monthly expenditures is 
related to people’s perceived financial strain from current housing expenditure. This 
relationship provides foundation for the difference of  between students’ self-estimated 
affordable rent and acceptable rent.  

3.4 Student involvement and housing location 

According to Astin (1999), student involvement refers to 
 

The amount of  physical and psychological energy that the student devotes to the 
academic experience. Thus, a highly involved student is one who, for example, 
devotes considerable energy to studying, spends much time on campus, participates 
actively in student organizations, and interacts frequently with faculty members and 
other students. Conversely, a typical uninvolved student neglects studies, appends 
little time on campus, abstains from extracurricular activities, and has infrequent 
contact with faculty members or other students (p. 518). 

 
Also in Astin’s theory of  student involvement, he claims that place of  residence has 
influence on student involvement. Students who live in campus have more active and 
abundant involvements on campus than those commuters (who live far away from campus 
and have to take bus or train to commute to campus). These residents are more likely to 
involve in school faculty/ students organization, take part in all kinds of  athletic activities, 
and have a frequent communication with other students or teachers. On the contrary, those 
commuters could spend less time to pay attention to these school businesses due to they 
do not place themselves on campus every day. Besides, living on campus is positively 
associated with academic performance. It facilitates students to persist in their studies in 
pursuit of  a graduate degree because it is convenient to attend to classes and other 
academic forums. Instead, those commuters might be absent from classes or miss the 
academic forums when they are faced with problem of  distance from accommodation to 
campus.  

3.5 Housing preference and satisfaction 

In Gifford’s terms of  housing preference and satisfaction, people’s housing preferences 
depend on such personal factors as different phases in life, social and cultural background, 
financial situation, expectations, and on the architectural characteristics of  a building or a 
dwelling (Gifford, 2002). Housing satisfaction is one feeling resulting from the perception 
of  a positive balance between preference and choice in relation to one’s dwelling (Gifford, 
2002). In brief, if  housing preferences and actual housing situation differ greatly, people 
are likely to be dissatisfied with where they live. Everyone would like to get housing 
satisfaction to a greater degree only if  the actual situation matches their housing preference, 
and students are no exception. Choi (2004) states that collective housing (like student 
dormitory) has gained popularity in the housing market because it promotes social, 
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economic and environmental sustainability and contributes to a better quality of  life. In 
Verhetsel et al. (2017) study about housing preference among students, findings show a 
high preference for private facilities. Students like to live within easy walking distance of  
their university in order to keep travel costs low (Rugg et al., 2004). Also, the closer a 
student accommodation is located to the campus, the more intense studentification is 
thought to be (Garmendia et al. 2012). Undoubtedly, when temporary housing will be 
constructed for college/university students, what matters is to focus on the opinions of  
the student groups. The rents and location are not only related to students’ financial strain 
and student involvement, but also counts in students’ housing preference.  
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4. Methodology 

The employment and description of  methods in this paper are following and referring a 
guiding textbook Social Research Methods, written by Alan Bryman (2016). In other words, 
structure and terminology of  this chapter are based on Bryman’s definitions and 
explanations. 

4.1 Research hypothesis 

As what presented in the section of  problem definition and aims. The idea of  temporary 
housing as student housing is a result of  housing shortage that occurs in both student 
housing and the total housing stock in Nordic countries. Then temporary housing is 
designed as student housing with an affordable or acceptable price, a close distance to 
campus, and a satisfying housing type, that are related to the theoretical framework.  
 
Since the research has focused on Halmstad municipality in Sweden, research hypotheses 
need to be stated and tested according to facts in Halmstad so as to examine if  temporary 
housing is feasible for students from Halmstad University.  
 

1) Students who have studies currently in Halmstad University are faced with housing 
shortage. 
 
2) Students current housing expenditure (rents) has aggravated their financial strain.  
 
3) Students current housing location has influence on their involvement on campus. 
 
4) Students would like to live in one apartment without shared facilities, instead of  
youth hostel with some shared facilities. 
 
5) Students will support for the idea of  temporary housing as student housing in order 
to get a good price, a close location to campus, and their preferred housing type.  

4.2 Research design  

Bryman has made clear definitions on research strategy, research design, and research 
method. In Bryman’s terms, quantitative research is represented as a research strategy that 
“emphasizes quantification in the collection and analysis of  data” (2016, p. 32); a research 
design “provides a framework for the collection and analysis of  data” (2016, p. 40); a 
research method is “simply a technique for collecting data” (2016, p. 40). Consequently, 
this paper is employing a cross-sectional design with case study elements in a quantitative 
research strategy. Besides, self-administered questionnaire is used as a research method to 
collect data. Here, it will be argued in detail why it is a cross-sectional design with case 
study elements in a quantitative research strategy. However, how the research method of  
self-administered questionnaire has been conducted will be described in following part of  
“data gathering”.  
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A cross-sectional design entails the collection of  data on a sample of  cases and at a 
single point in time in order to collect a body of  quantitative or quantifiable data in 
connection with two or more variables (usually many more than two), which are 
then examined to detect patterns of  association (Bryman, 2016, p. 53). 

 
Design of  questions in the questionnaire is aimed at testing the five research hypotheses 
that where presented in the previous section. Cross-sectional design will be argued in 
connection with questionnaire, and according to Bryman’s definition of  cross-sectional 
design what quoted above as well. In terms of  a sample of  cases, students who have an 
ongoing studying program at Halmstad University have been designated as population in 
this research since students have to have a stable housing condition in or near Halmstad 
when they have started their studies at Halmstad University. But these students still have 
different housing condition, such as housing expenditure (rents) and housing location, 
what are also focused as independent variables in this research. When self-administered 
questionnaire is conducted, answers are received at a single point in time, not only for a 
mass of  variables in one individual’s questionnaire but also for many individuals in a sample. 
It is a prominent feature differently from longitudinal design or experimental design. 
Meanwhile, it implies one defect due to a single point in time. Housing preference, for 
example, can vary as people have different cognitions about aesthetics, architectures at 
various life phases, let alone there are always new students coming to Halmstad every year. 
It may be at a discount for students who are coming next year when a temporary housing 
is constructed according to this research results. Furthermore, quantifiable data is collected 
in order to analyze the relationship between variables (patterns of  association), that means 
a quantitative research strategy in which quantification is emphasized, not a qualitative 
research strategy. The above descriptions are related to cross-sectional design. But why 
does this design have case study elements? 
 
Once students from Halmstad University have been selected as study population, case 
study elements have been attached as well. When temporary housing is expected to be 
constructed for students in Halmstad, the first issue is to examine if  students from 
Halmstad University are faced with housing shortage. This housing condition has 
influenced intensely by local settings relative to local population, economy, housing policy, 
and so on. At the same time, students’ housing expenditure and housing location also have 
something to do with local settings. That is to say all of  the results about housing situation 
are obtained based on Halmstad’s facts without generalization, so that the research also 
looks like a case study. But when analyzing relationship between variables and students’ 
housing preference, it could be on behalf  of  students’ perspective because it roots in 
students’ own attitude and opinion. In short, this research design is a cross-sectional design 
with case study elements in a quantitative research strategy.  
 
The quantitative research strategy brings along a deductive study that emphasizes both 
positivism on epistemological orientation and objectivism on ontological orientation. 
Bryman (2016, p. 21) states that a deductive study represents “the commonest view of  the 
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nature of  the relationship between theory and social researcher, whereby the researcher 
draws on what is known about in a particular domain and on relevant theoretical ideas in 
order to deduce a hypothesis that must then be subjected to empirical scrutiny”. The 
relationships between the two groups: students’ housing expenditure and perceived 
financial strain, students’ housing location and student involvement on campus, has been 
explained and built in the chapter of  theoretical framework. Then it needs to be further 
tested in the chosen case—students from Halmstad University. The process of  data 
collecting, processing and analyzing is in a way of  value free, while the results are based on 
the facts and regarded as new material to develop knowledge of  student housing or 
temporary housing. These are the result of  positivism when considering an epistemological 
issue. Objectivism is usually considered as an ontological position in a quantitative research. 
This research is no exception. Housing market is a constraining force that acts on students 
to take any action related to housing. Housing situation what students are confronting as 
one kind of  social phenomenon is an independent existence from social actors. This social 
phenomenon is an external and objective reality.  

4.3 Sampling 

Stratified random sampling is employed in the research with help of  Halmstad University’s 
email system. There are 25,637 user accounts, students, course teachers, and administrative 
staff  are included, showed in the email system during Spring semester in 2018. All the 
users are stratified into 26 strata on the basis of  users’ initial of  last name, where names 
begin with Ö are classified into those begin with O, and names beginning with Ä or Å are 
classified into those beginning with A, and the same way for other special letters, such as 
É, Ü, and so on. This is to explain there is no omissive user in this sampling way. Then 
sample size is counted in every stratum according to ratio of  parallel stratum to study 
population. For example, the number of  names beginning with A is 3,121, when the whole 
sample size is 1,000, then the sample size in A stratum is 1,000 * (3,121/25,637), i.e., 122. 
In the same way, other sample sizes are counted in every stratum (see Table 4). The next 
step is to select the first 122 valid student accounts1 in A stratum. In the same way, the 
rest of  valid student accounts are selected in every stratum. After the 1,000 valid student 
accounts have been chosen, they constitute study sample, then the self-completion 
questionnaires are delivered to the sample via this email system.  
 
  

																																																								
1 Because all of  staff  who are from Halmstad University are using this email system, the 
important step is to select valid student accounts after sample size has been decided. One 
valid student account consists of  shortened version of  one’s name and the enrollment year 
as an ending, such as< jincon17@student.hh.se>. 	
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Table 4 1 
Sample size in every stratum 

Stratum A B C D E F G H I 

Population 3,121 389 1,462 676 2,117 843 396 1,023 528 

Sample 122 16 58 26 82 32 16 40 20 

Stratum J K L M N O P Q R 

Population 2,665 968 1,528 3,217 675 342 804 21 817 

Sample 104 38 60 124 26 14 32 2 32 

Stratum S T U V W X Y Z Total 

Population 2,166 741 178 436 125 47 219 133 25,637 

Sample 84 28 6 18 4 2 8 6 1,000 
 

4.4 Data gathering 

Self-administered questionnaire is employed as research method in this research. 
Technically, how the self-administered questionnaires are carried out can be answered as 
one kind of  web surveys in which the questionnaires are placed in a website and then 
found and completed online by those invited respondents. In this case, the design of  self-
administered questionnaires is supported by Google Form, the delivering technique is via 
Halmstad university’s email system which has been introduced in foregoing part. A link of  
questionnaire was sent to the sample in the email system, and then students can complete 
the questionnaire by entering this link. It means that students do not need to reply via 
email with consideration of  anonymity. Finally, the data were received in Google Form. 
Unsatisfactorily, there were only 184 valid questionnaires in 185 responses. The low 
response rate results from two technical reasons. One is explained by consulting Service 
Center at Halmstad University, that a part of  exchange students who enrolled at autumn 
semester in 2017 but had left at the beginning of  2018. In these cases, their student 
accounts are still showed in the email system, however, no one knows how many students 
who have left Halmstad University are selected in the sample. Another reason has been 
forecast due to it is a disadvantage of  online social surveys. People often tend to neglect 
this kind of  survey email and people would not read email again if  they did not click the 
link of  questionnaire when they received the email the first time. Nonetheless, it is still 
worth expecting that the 184 valid responses could come into reliable and sound results.  

4.5 Data processing and analysis 

Google Form, a web survey technique, play the one and only role at data collection. A 

																																																								
1 The figures of  population are showed in email system. The figures of  sample are 
rounded to the integers. 	



	 18	

simple summary for the answers could be displayed in Google Form. But more precisely, 
SPSS has been employed here to proceed to data analysis in order to test every research 
hypothesis. Then the data are coded and input into SPSS for further analyzing. The types 
of  variables in the questionnaire are mainly ordinal variable and nominal variable. The 
ordinal variables are principally used to describe students’ degree of  agreement to some 
statements, for instance, numbers 1-5 represents the degree of  disagree or agree. The other 
small amount of  ordinal variables refers to a diverse range of  rents. These variables could 
be regarded as interval variables in the analysis process in order to get an average level of  
rents. The nominal variables are mainly related to the part of  housing preference on 
temporary housing, such as building materials, room type, and so on. In the end of  the 
questionnaire, two open-ended questions are attached to collect students’ other specific 
opinion about the topic of  this study.  
 
The nature of  answers to the questionnaires are based on two aspects: one is from students’ 
feelings and opinion which are more subjectively, and another nature comes from the real 
situation which are more objectively. The examples are that students’ perceived financial 
strain are more subjectively, instead, their current housing expenditure and affordable rent 
are more objectively. Such data within these two natures have become basic support for 
final results. Moreover, the relationship between students’ feelings for one certain case and 
the real situation would also be analyzed. Accompanying example is that we are going to 
examine the relationship between students’ perceived financial strain from current housing 
expenditure and the ratio of  housing expenditure to affordable rent, because students 
might be willing to pay the high rents for a better housing condition even though the 
chargeable rent is beyond affordable rent.  
 
As a result of  the coexistence of  both digital data and text data, analysis methods vary. In 
terms of  the digital data, there are no too complicated analysis methods in this study, 
univariate analysis and bivariate analysis instead. When using methods of  univariate 
analysis, frequency tables, diagrams (mainly bar chart), and measures of  central tendency 
are employed frequently in every research part. Because these simple univariate analysis 
methods can express directly and clearly students’ views on every question. While using 
methods of  bivariate analysis, contingency tables, scatter diagram, and Cramér’s V are the 
major analyzing methods so as to figure out relationships between variables. The text data 
that collected from the last two open-ended questions are analyzed via a quantified way 
where respondents’ answers are classified according to different attitudes. Differently from 
the closed-ended questions in the self-completion questionnaires, the two open-ended 
questions have not been responded perfectly. Among the 184 valid responded 
questionnaires, only 61 respondents gave their answers to the two open-ended questions. 
Consequently, the text data is quantified manually, instead of  the computing software. As 
last, it will be introduced concretely in different research parts what analysis methods used. 
In addition, the process of  data analyzing is following five research hypotheses so that the 
chapter of  results and analysis are presented in five parts which are parallel to five research 
hypotheses.  
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4.6 Ethics 

Bryman (2016) states that ethical considerations should pay close attention to the 
participants who have been implicated in the research conducting. Researchers ought to 
know the relations with every participant. In terms of  ethical principles, Bryman refers 
four main areas which broken down by Diener and Crandall: harm to participants; lack of  
informed consent; invasion of  privacy; and deception (Diener & Crandall, 1978, referred 
in Bryman, 2016). Following a quantitative research strategy gains an advantage in the issue 
of  anonymity when a web survey technique in employed at the same time. Although 
participants in this research were invited to complete self-administered questionnaire via 
email, they did not need to reply this email, but a link of  questionnaire instead. 
Consequently, the data were collected in the web survey terminal, Google Form, and the 
process of  data collecting was in an anonymous way. Individual’s information and data 
would not be identified in this research. Meanwhile, with consideration of  confidentiality, 
only one and primary researcher was engaging in the whole process of  data processing and 
analyzing. Hope the two considerations could minimize harm to participants. This research 
has also tried the best in the issue of  informed consent. It has been clearly informed about 
research’s name, the aim of  this research, and the usage of  collected data both in the body 
of  email and at the beginning of  the questionnaire. Those invited always feel free to enter 
in the webpage of  questionnaire. Those who have accessed this webpage and completed 
the questionnaire are presumed to express consent on this research.  
 
In addition, the third ethical principle of  privacy has also been taken into account. Every 
question in the self-administered questionnaires has not been set as required fields so that 
participants have rights to skip over those questions what they do not want to answer. This 
explanation depends on participants’ decision. Another explanation for privacy is the 
issues of  anonymity and confidentiality what discussed above. Researcher has protected 
participants’ privacy once the issues of  anonymity and confidentiality have been 
considered. As far as deception is concerned, it seems to be an issue of  self-consciousness. 
It is related to various relationships between researcher with supervisor, participants, and 
even the data, and whoever or whatever the research has met. It can be guaranteed that no 
deception in this research within a controlled range.  
 
Bear these four ethical principles in mind, it is attached with high expectations that there 
is tiny harm to participants, little or no lack of  informed consent, minimal invasion of  
privacy, and almost nothing about deception in this research.  
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5. Results and analysis 

This chapter is divided and presented in five sections according to the five research 
hypotheses. All the tables and charts in this chapter are either exported directly from IBM 
SPSS or drawn by the original results what are showed in IBM SPSS, as well as explained 
in the body text. 

5.1 Housing shortage in student’s level 

In terms of  the first two research hypotheses, analyzed samples are those who are living 
in a rental housing because those who are living in parents’ or relatives’ dwellings or who 
are homeowners did neither need to find a new accommodation when they started studies 
at Halmstad University nor pay monthly rent for their accommodation. The samples in 
this case are selected on the 8th question, ‘do you need to pay rents for your 
accommodation? (see Appendix 1). The number of  such samples in this case is 134. Here 
description of  situation of  housing shortage in Halmstad results from students’ 
assessment in which they were finding accommodation when they started studies in 
Halmstad University. From a holistic view, among these 134 students, about 74 percent of  
students did not think that it was hard to find an accommodation during their studies (see 
Table 5 below). This could be to say that students from Halmstad University are not 
subjected to housing shortage. Nevertheless, when taking students’ citizenship as another 
consideration, different results between Swedish students and non-Swedish (also called 
international students) appeared. Compared to international students, Swedish students 
did not agree that it is very easy to find an accommodation. The reason could be that 
student dormitory which distributed by Student Union of  Halmstad University could be 
international students’ first choice. On the contrary, Swedish students are more likely to 
find an apartment in housing market instead of  student dormitory. In discourse of  Ford 
et al.’s (2002) housing pathway, Swedish students seem not to be on the way of  student 
pathway, but go through the cruel housing market. Fortunately, housing market in 
Halmstad might be kind of  merciful for students because the number of  Swedish students 
who voted for easy box (including very easy and easy) is approximately equal to the number 
of  Swedish students who voted for hard box (including hard and very hard) (see Table 5 
below). It could be regarded as housing balance in housing market in Halmstad, but from 
students’ angel. To sum up, students from Halmstad University are not suffering from 
housing shortage. Even though it is a gratifying result, however, the unknown is: are the 
current rents for housing affordable and acceptable for students? The answer will be 
presented in the next research hypothesis. 
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5.2 The relationship between students’ housing expenditure and perceived financial strain 

After analyzing housing shortage and before analyzing students’ perceived financial strain 
from housing expenditure, situation of  affordable housing would be tested by comparing 
students’ current housing expenditure (rents) with their affordable rents. The affordable 
rent is not defined by a quantified figure but a self-estimated price instead. It might not be 
an objective figure in this way to get affordable rent, however, almost no students have an 
economic view to find a residence. The results of  affordable rents in this part are based 
on student’s own subjective judgments. 
 
Although the variables related to money (e.g. current monthly rent) are designed as ordinal 
variables, for calculating purposes, these variables are turned into interval variables (such 
as, in variable of  “current rent”, encoding “> 6,000 SEK” into “1”; encoding “6,000 ~ 
5,500 SEK” into “2”, and so on, but it is not the same codes in variable of  “affordable 
rent”). In comparison between these two variables, students whose current rent is higher 
than affordable rent are considered as those who have not gotten an affordable housing. 
By computing in SPSS, both the percent of  students who get an affordable housing and 
the percent of  students who do not get an affordable housing are nearly half  and half  (see 
Table 6 below). It is not a good scene where nearly half  of  students have not gotten an 
affordable housing. In addition, Table 7 shows mean and median of  students’ current rents 
and affordable rents when calculating these two variables as interval variables. It can be 
interpreted that mean and median of  current rents are in box of  “4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK”, 
and mean and median of  affordable rents are in box of  “3,500 ~ 3,000 SEK”. It manifests 
that the level of  students’ current costs on rents are higher than the level of  their affordable 
price. As a result, a lower rent is necessary for students.	  

Table 5 
Was it hard when your were finding accommodation when you started your studies in 

Halmstad University? 

 
Citizenship Total 

Swedish Non-Swedish  
Very easy Count 20 38 58 

% within Citizenship 29.4% 57.6% 43.3% 
Easy Count 10 14 24 

% within Citizenship 14.7% 21.2% 17.9% 
Normal Count 9 8 17 

% within Citizenship 13.2% 12.1% 12.7% 
Hard Count 21 0 21 

% within Citizenship 30.9% 0.0% 15.7% 
Very Hard Count 8 6 14 

% within Citizenship 11.8% 9.1% 10.4% 
Total Count 68 66 134 

% within Citizenship 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
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Table 6  
A comparison between students’ current rents and affordable rents 
 Frequency Percent 

Current rents > Affordable rents 62 46.3% 
Current rents <= Affordable rents 72 53.7% 
Total 134 100% 

 
Table 7 
Mean and median of  current rents and affordable rents 
 Current rents Affordable rents 
Mean 5.9 (appr. 6) 

4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK 
4.6 (appr. 5) 

3,500 ~ 3,000 SEK 
Median 6 5 

 
When asked if  the proportion of  monthly rent in total monthly expenditures is acceptable, 
the result is almost a normal distribution in Figure 1. The ratio of  students’ monthly rent 
to total monthly expenditures maintains within an acceptable range, which means that 
students think their monthly rent takes up an acceptable ratio in the total monthly 
expenditures. However, when asked if  their current rent aggravate financial strain, more 
students agree with that (see Figure 2), which means that most of  students have perceived 
financial strain from current rents. That provides justification to make students’ current 
housing expenditure become a reason of  their financial strain. In a short summary of  
Figure 1 and Figure 2, at the overall level, students have perceived financial strain from 
current rents but they could accept the ratio of  monthly rent in total monthly expenditures. 
Combining Figure 1 and Figure 2, it can not be known that students could not accept the 
ratio of  monthly housing expenditure in total monthly expenditures if  they have been 
aware of  the financial strain from housing expenditure. It also means that students have 
possibility to accept this ratio even though they have received financial strain from the 
housing expenditure because they have to get a dwelling to live. Nevertheless, while 
analyzing correlation between these two variables, an expressive scatter diagram in Figure 
3 distinctly indicates that students would receive more financial strain from housing 
expenditure, when they realize that housing expenditure account for an unacceptable 
proportion in total monthly expenditures. Hence, it can be asserted that current rents are 
somewhat high for students, so that students have perceived financial strain due to the 
high rents.  
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Figure 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2 

Figure 3 Students’ perceived financial strain because of  rents 
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5.3 The relationship between students’ housing location and student involvement 

In this research part, all the 184 samples are analyzed. The first step is to test students’ 
attitudes about impacts of  their housing location on their involvement on campus, 
including class attendance, communication with teachers and other students, and sense of  
belonging to college community. In terms of  housing location, students’ daily traffic 
modes and time spent are used to measure distance of  their accommodation to campus. 
It is considered as living around campus if  students walk or bike to campus. And it is 
considered as living far away from campus if  students have to take bus or train to campus 
for more than 15 minutes. Of  course the former shows a good housing location. Because 
all of  students who take bus or train to campus need to take more than 15 minutes (see 
Figure 4). The following analysis in this part has take students’ daily traffic mode as only 
independent variable. 
 
Figure 4 
Students’ traffic modes and time-spent 

 
In Figure 4 it can be also found that a vast majority of  students have a good housing 
location as the columns of  walking and biking take up a higher proportion. However, 
whether or not these students have a higher level of  student involvement than those taking 
bus or train, it requires more evidence. When asked if  their current housing location has 
influenced their class attendance, and communication (face to face) with teachers and other 
students, and sense of  belonging to college community, there is not an intense strength of  
the relationship between housing location and these three variables of  student involvement, 
according to Cramér’s V computed in SPSS, see Table 8. It is said in an overall view that 
studnents’ involvement on campus hardly influenced by their housing location. But if  
paying attention to those who agree that housing location influenced their involvement on 
campus, more cases appear on those taking bus or train (see Table 9). For those students 
taking train or bus to campus, their class attendance and communication with 
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teachers/other students are more likely to be influenced due to the long distance from 
accommodation to campus, compared with those students walking or biking to campus. 
As a result of  the not bad picture in Figure 4 where most students are living around the 
campus, the design of  temporary housing seems to draw those students living far away 
from campus over into the close-by region near campus.  

	

Table 8  
The value of  Cramér’s V 

Traffic mode by 
student involvement Class attendance Communication Sense of  belonging 

Value 0.319 0.293 0.263 
 
Table 9 
Relationship between traffic modes with three variables of  student involvement 

 Variables 
Strongly 
disagree Disagree Normal Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Total 

Walking 

V 1 
 

61 
(65.6%) 

12 
(48.0%) 

19 
(76.0%) 

16 
(57.1%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

108 
(58.7%) 

V2 63 
(71.6%) 

12 
(48.0%) 

17 
(65.4%) 

13 
(39.4%) 

3 
(25.0%) 

V3 13 
(28.9%) 

14 
(60.9%) 

53 
(69.7%) 

16 
(72.7%) 

12 
(66.7%) 

Biking 

 
V1 

8 
(8.6%) 

5 
(20.0%) 

2 
(8.0%) 

3 
(10.7%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

18 
(9.8%) 

V2 8 
(9.1%) 

5 
(20.0%) 

5 
(19.2%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

V3 
8 

(17.8%) 
0 

(0.0%) 
5 

(6.6%) 
3 

(13.6%) 
2 

(11.1%) 

Bus 

V1 4 
(4.3%) 

3 
(12.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

5 
(17.9%) 

0 
(0.0 %) 

12 
(6.5%) V2 

4 
(4.5%) 

3 
(12.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

5 
(15.2%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

V3 
3 

(6.7%) 
5 

(21.7%) 
4 

(5.3%) 
0 

(0.0%) 
0 

(0.0%) 

Train 

V1 
20 

(21.5) 
5 

(20.0%) 
4 

(16.0%) 
4 

(14.3%) 
13 

(100.0%) 
46 

(25.0%) V2 
13 

(14.8%) 
5 

(20.0%) 
4 

(15.4%) 
15 

(45.5%) 
9 

(75.0%) 

V3 
21 

(46.7%) 
4 

(17.4%) 
14 

(18.4%) 
3 

(13.6%) 
4 

(22.2%) 
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5.4 Students’ housing preference on temporary housing 

In this research part, one previous concern about exterior appearance of  temporary 
housing has turned out to be needless since no student cares only for exterior appearance. 
What’s more, contemporary art design is certain to paint a good-looking temporary 
housing as such cases what presented in the background chapter. Then the highlight of  
this research part is to summarize the most popular temporary housing according to 
students’ housing preferences. The first two attributes—building materials and internal 
structure—can be figured out obviously in the frequency table, see Table 10. The choice 
of  module housing in building materials gains an overwhelming superiority against 
container housing. And the same luck comes into studio apartment compared to youth 
hostel. As a consequent, a studio apartment built with prefabricated modules is definitely 
popular among students from Halmstad University.  
 

Table 10 
Students’ housing preference on building materials and internal structure 

 Frequency Percent 

Building materials 
Module housing 140 76.1% 

Container housing 44 23.9% 

Internal structure 

Studio apartment 85 46.2% 
Youth hostel 3 1.6% 

Any kind 49 26.6% 
Depending on 
other facilities 47 25.5% 

Total 184 100% 
 
It does not seem effortless to get a perfect result when analyzing housing type: which 
private space is necessary for students? It is not difficult to see in Table 11 that the vast 
majority of  students consider bedroom and bathroom as necessary private room, but only 
34.8 per cent of  students vote for kitchen. Next, one might be thinking that both a studio 
apartment without shared facilities and a studio apartment with shared kitchen could be 
taken into account. Unexpectedly, the latter option does not get as too much likes as hoping, 
only 37.0 % (see Table 12). But not surprisingly, the former option enjoys the highest level 

Total 

V1 93 
(100.0%) 

25 
(100.0%) 

25 
(100.0%) 

28 
(100.0%) 

13 
(100.0%) 

184 
(100.0%) V2 

88 
(100.0%) 

25 
(100.0%) 

26 
(100.0%) 

33 
(100.0%) 

12 
(100.0%) 

V3 
45 

(100.0%) 
23 

(100.0%) 
76 

(100.0%) 
22 

(100.0%) 
18 

(100.0%) 
“V1”	refers	to	answers	of	question	“housing	location	influences	class	attendance”.	
“V2”	refers	to	answers	of	question	“housing	location	influences	communication	with	
teachers/	other	students”.	
“V3”	refers	to	answers	of	question	“feel	like	a	part	of	college	community”	
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of  support. Therefore, a studio apartment without shared facilities remains, oppositely, a 
studio apartment with shared kitchen has been selected out as a result of  Table 12.  
 
Table 11 
Students’ necessary private room 

 
Responses 

Percent of  Cases N Percent 
Private space Bedroom 161 42.8% 87.5% 

Bathroom 151 40.2% 82.1% 
Kitchen 64 17.0% 34.8% 

Total 376 100.0% 204.3% 
 
Table 12 
Students’ housing preference on room type 

 
Responses 

Percent of  Cases N Percent 
Studio apartment without shared 
facilities 

136 48.6% 73.9% 

Studio apartment with shared kitchen 
and private bathroom 

68 24.3% 37.0% 

Studio apartment with shared kitchen 
and shared bathroom 

4 1.4% 2.2% 

Single bedroom in hostel with shared 
kitchen and private bathroom 

58 20.7% 31.5% 

Single bedroom in hostel with shared 
kitchen and shared bathroom 

14 5.0% 7.6% 

Shared bedroom in hostel with 
shared kitchen and shared bathroom 

0 0.0% 0.0% 

Total 280 100.0% 152.2% 
 
The variable about desired rents is also analyzed as an interval variable, such like the same 
way in the research part about current rents and affordable rents. The mean and median 
of  desired rents are computed and referred to figure out an ideal rent for the temporary 
housing as what has been designed as a studio apartment without facilities in a module 
housing. The first figure of  mean and median is counted within the group who selects the 
option “studio apartment without facilities”, since the studio apartment without facilities 
has been selected as one popular room type. The number of  such selected cases is 136. 
Nonetheless, the second figure of  mean and median is also indispensable that counting 
within the whole 184 samples. The figures are showed in Table 13, in which the four 
numbers in the table settle in the fourth option “4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK”. The result is equal 
to students’ current rent which is “4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK” but a little higher than students’ 
affordable rent which is “3,500~ 3,000 SEK”. The crux of  this dilemma is that the room 
type is a studio apartment without facilities. In fact, this price “4,000 ~ 3,500” apply only 
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to a single room in youth hostel or a shared apartment in terms of  Halmstad’s housing 
market. On the other hand, the result may imply that students are more inclined to choose 
a satisfying accommodation even though the rents are a little high for their financial 
situation. Even back to Figure 1 and Figure 2, this result might explain why students felt 
strong financial strain from current rents but they did not think the proportion of  current 
rents in total expenditures was unacceptable. Because they are willing to pay for it. As a 
consequence, this result “4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK” is not required to make compromise.  
 

Table 13 
Students’ expected rents on temporary housing 

Valid 136 184 
Mean 4.04 (appr. 4) 4,000 ~ 3,500 

SEK 
 

4.26 (appr. 4) 4,000 ~ 3,500 
SEK 

 Median 4.00 4.00 

 
The final attrition is housing location that is counted with walking time. The Figure 5 
shows students’ preference on walking distance from accommodation to campus. While 
struggling with 10 minutes or 15 minutes, the third research part gives a good support. 
The results from the third research part indicates that student involvement on campus 
among students from Halmstad University does not seem to be influenced by their current 
housing location, and 108 students choose to walk to campus. This set of  data from the 
108 students could have referential meaning. The mean and median of  this set of  data are 
both located in the fifth option in that question, “15 ~ 10 minutes”. Combining Figure 5, 
“15 ~ 10 minutes” can be a decent answer. But it is better within a 10-minute-walking 
distance because it can further both enhance students’ involvement on campus and satisfy 
the needs of  more students.  
 
Figure 5 
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In conclusion, the popular temporary housing should be a module housing that is designed 
as a studio apartment without shared facilities. Among those practical cases of  temporary 
housing in Table 3, Picture 3 below from project “SNABBA HUS” might be one 
corresponding example to describe this kind of  temporary housing. The rents should be 
controlled in “4,000 ~ 3,500 SEK”. The location should be close to campus with no more 
than 10 minutes’ walking distance.  
 
Picture 3 
A pattern of  module housing from “SNABBA HUS” 

 

5.5 Students’ view of temporary housing 

Questions in this research part about students’ view of  temporary housing are still inquired 
in the level of  agreement or disagreement with several statements that are about rents and 
housing location. Two open-ended questions are also added in the end of  the questionnaire 
in order to collect students’ specific opinion about this study. The purpose is to test 
whether or not the aim of  this research could match students’ view of  temporary housing 
as student housing. On the questions of  rents, 85.9 percent of  students declare that student 
housing should offer a cheap price for students (see column of  Q1 in Table 14), meanwhile, 
21.7 percent of  students can accept that private housing companies make big profits on 
student housing (see column of  Q2 in Table 14). As a number of  respondents reply in the 
open-ended questions, affordable housing is necessary for students during their studies 
since there are teenagers can not access to college/university due to housing problem. In 
addition, there are approximately 12.5 times as students whose financial strain will be 
alleviated when they get a lower rent as students who do not think so (see column of  Q3 
in Table 14). It is imperative to control a reasonable price within a range of  students’ 
acceptance. 
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Table 14 
Students’ view of  temporary housing as student housing 

 Frequency (percent) 

Q22 * Q23 * Q24 * Q25 * Q26 * Q27 * 

Strongly 
disagree 

4 
(2.2%) 

70 
(38.0%) 

7 
(3.8%) 

27 
(14.7%) 

36 
(19.6%) 

27 
(14.7%) 

Disagree 0 
(0.0%) 

30 
(16.3%) 

3 
(1.6%) 

23 
(12.5%) 

22 
(12.0%) 

19 
(10.3) 

Normal 22 
(12.0%) 

44 
(23.9%) 

49 
(26.6%) 

38 
(20.7%) 

30 
(16.3%) 

39 
(21.2%) 

Agree 25 
(13.6%) 

17 
(9.2%) 

67 
(36.4%) 

28 
(15.2%) 

40 
(21.7%) 

57 
(31.0%) 

Strongly 
Agree 

133 
(72.3%) 

23 
(12.5%) 

58 
(31.5%) 

68 
(37.0%) 

56 
(30.4%) 

42 
(22.8%) 

Total 184 (100.0%) 

* Q22 - Q27 represent six questions in the same sequence number in questionnaire, 
see Appendix 1. 

 
Moreover, students’ answers to those questions about student involvement, such as class 
attendance, communication with teachers/other students, and sense of  belonging to 
college community, seem to endorse the slight correlation between housing location and 
student involvement. This is because their attitudes to these questions are not as too one-
sided as on questions of  rents. Looking at the three column of  Q4, Q5, and Q6 in Table 
14, those students who agree that they can improve their class attendance and 
communication with teachers/other students, and feel like strongly a part of  college 
community share a higher ratio than those students who disagree these statements, but not 
an overwhelming preponderance. Nevertheless, it is still a positive correlation between 
students’ housing location and their involvement on campus, they can increase 
involvement on campus when they live closer to campus. On the other hand, there are 51.6 
per cent of  students are in favor of  “closer to campus” as an important feature of  student 
housing (see Table 15). Meantime, in the same question, 79.9 percent of  students vote for 
the first option “cheaper” and 47.8 percent of  students support for the third option 
“student environment”. As some of  respondents in the open-ended questions write, 
“student housing creates a studying atmosphere when living with schoolmates and living 
near the campus”. 
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Table 15 
Important features about student housing 

 
Responses 

Percent of  Cases N Percent 
Features Cheaper 147 44.5% 79.9% 

Closer 95 28.8% 51.6% 
Student environment 88 26.7% 47.8% 

Total 330 100.0% 179.3% 
 
In terms of  the last two open-ended questions, the answers are assembled and classified 
according to respondents’ attitudes. As a result of  the long questionnaires, participants 
would not like to reply to the open-ended questions. Fortunately, respondents who typed 
answers on the first open-ended question also continued to type answers on the second 
open-ended question, which means that there were no missed values for the two open-
ended questions in the sixty-one responses. For the first open-ended question, respondents 
expressed their opinion about temporary housing or student housing. There are thirty-
eight respondents who gave the answers what centered on temporary housing, in which 
two respondents stated that “they did not need the temporary housing as their 
accommodation due to they preferred the traditional housing”. On the contrary, thirty-six 
respondents made a positive voice to the idea of  temporary housing, in which they all 
stated, such like, “it is a good idea/ possibility”; “we need more temporary housing not 
only for students but also for other adults without good fiscal means”. Also twelve 
respondents worked around with student housing, where the affordable rent for students 
and the stock of  student housing are emphasized. Sample comments are “it is necessary 
to increase the amount of  student housing and with a lower cost”, and “affordable student 
housing should be one part of  education filed in the welfare states”. The other eleven 
comments are constructive suggestions on how to design the temporary housing as 
student housing. All the eleven comments have mentioned the basic facilities for 
temporary housing, for instance, “temporary housing should be constructed with all kinds 
of  basic facilities as the traditional housing have done”, and “I hope I have further 
possibility to transform the interior structure if  I would live in the temporary housing”. 
Among the eleven constructive suggestions, there are also five suggestions about the 
sustainability of  temporary housing. On the one hand, social sustainability was pointed out, 
such as that “temporary housing can facilitate inclusion among students when it becomes 
one easy way to get an accommodation during studying period”. On the other hand, 
respondents also paid attention to environmental sustainability, for example, “the housing 
developers should have a perfect plan on how to utilize sustainably the shipping containers 
or prefabricated modules if  these building materials could be moved into another city”. 
 
The second open-ended question is about the costs of  studying at university in a welfare 
state. In terms of  this question, it is transparent to get a picture that how students consider 
the education issue in the welfare states because all sixty-one respondents reached an 
agreement on that everyone should have equal chance to access to university and with low 
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costs. Sample comments are that “everyone should have opportunity to study at university 
despite the personal economy”, “even if  one person is poorer than another person, they 
should still feel that they can study at university and without financial strain”. Also some 
respondents have discussed deeply this topic related to the knowledge society and educated 
society. The representative comments are that “knowledge are free for everyone in the age 
of  knowledge society”, and “a welfare state should have a good education system to 
guarantee everyone who has thirst for knowledge to get access for education”.  

5.6 Summary of results 

Fortunately, students from Halmstad University are not suffering housing shortage. They 
had experienced a smooth way of  finding an accommodation when they started studies at 
Hamlstad University. A balance condition on student housing in Halmstad what was 
painted on Map 1 might contribute to this gratifying result. But the current rents are higher 
than students’ affordable price which is in a range of  3,000 ~ 3,500 SEK. What is 
noteworthy is that students’ willingness to pay for their dreamt temporary housing is in a 
range of  3,500 ~ 4,000 SEK which is higher than their affordable price. The interesting 
results seem to draw a distinction between affordable price and willing-to-pay price. The 
results also show a positive correlation between students’ perceived financial strain from 
housing expenditure and the ratio of  monthly housing expenditure to total monthly 
expenditures. This is to say, students perceive more financial strain from housing 
expenditure when they realize that monthly housing expenditure occupy an unreasonable 
proportion in total monthly expenditures.  
 
Afterwards, students’ housing location also has influence on student involvement on 
campus, but not in a strong relationship. It can not be ignored because of  a mild 
relationship. Consequently, combing the purpose of  enhancing student involvement with 
students’ desired distance to campus, 10-minute-walking distance from student housing to 
campus is an ideal result.  
 
Even if  students have a variety of  needs on housing, the popular temporary housing 
should be a module housing that is designed as a studio apartment without shared facilities. 
At last, respondents express their agreement on the aim of  this topic. The affirmative voice 
makes temporary housing more necessary as student housing.   

6. Discussion 

In this chapter of  discussion, the findings of  research results will be discussed in 
connection with the main research problem and theoretical framework. Discussing 
realistically, the Nordic welfare context is also emphasized. Furthermore, research methods 
are of  the essence so that four criteria—validity, reliability, generalization, and 
replication—will be discussed in this chapter. 
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6.1 Discussion on results and analysis 

The study is unfolded and expanded by two triggers: a realistic trigger and a theoretical 
trigger. Starting with the realistic trigger which is housing shortage in Nordic countries 
because this realistic trigger has made an impact on the theoretical trigger that brings about 
fresh reflection on theory of  health lifestyle. Coping with housing shortage is the starting 
point why temporary housing is introduced at a realistic angel in the study. It also becomes 
the first criterion to weigh the necessity of  building temporary housing. When students 
from Halmstad University are selected as case group in the study, the first research 
hypothesis is investigating whether or not students from Halmstad University are suffering 
housing shortage. The results show that students do not think it was hard to find an 
accommodation when they started their studies in Halmstad University, even prone to easy. 
But those 31 students who are living with parents or relatives are not taken into 
consideration. One possibility is that some students in this case might due to they could 
not find an accommodation in Halmstad. Compared to the 134 students who are living a 
rental accommodation, it might not change too much for the result. However, one point 
has not been examined that how many students have involved in the student housing 
market where the students are lucky to get into a “student pathway” that is a fortunate 
housing pathway for young adults or the private housing market what is described as a 
“youth housing market” with insecure conditions by Ford et al. (2002). The comforting 
result seems to own to the balance situation on student housing in Halmstad that is 
depicted in Map 1 in chapter of  background. Even though housing shortage does not exist 
on students’ level in Halmstad, another criterion—housing expenditure—will become the 
primary factor what causes students to fall into either a “chaotic pathway” or a 
“constrained pathway” when students could not afford the rents. Students should rent an 
accommodation within their affordable ability. The results denote that students’ average 
monthly rent is “3,500 ~ 4,000 SEK” which is higher than students’ average affordable 
price “3,000 ~ 3,500SEK”. A lower rent for students seems to be necessary. However, in 
research part about students’ housing preference on temporary housing, students are will 
to pay “3,500 ~ 4,000 SEK” to rent a single apartment. Actually, according to charging 
standard of  student housing announced by Student Union at Halmstad University, this 
price “3,500 ~ 4,000” is parallel with either a shared apartment or a single room in youth 
hostel which with shared kitchen. What is unexpected is that students’ willingness-to-pay 
price is higher than their affordable price, but equivalent to current rent. This is to say that 
students are willing to pay a little high rents to get an accommodation what they like, even 
if  the rent is over their affordable ability. Keep this result in mind, temporary housing is a 
good plan to offer a great price for a single apartment because those conventional housing 
can not emerge abruptly in a lower price.  
 
The result of  seeking for own single apartment is not far to understand. As some 
respondents wrote on the open-ended questions, “it is great if  everyone can get an own 
apartment in student housing”. It has verified Verhetsel et al. (2015) study which shows 
students’ high preference on private space. Students always feel like with other students 
together and have own personal life space. They feel free to devote to no matter what it is 
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a student environment or a private space. Another discussion about housing preference is 
a risk of  being stigmatized related to an ugly exterior appearance, what proposed by 
Bhuiyan et al. (2016). In this research, no student only care about exterior appearance, and 
no student states this problem in the open-ended questions. Even it could be proved in 
those practical cases about temporary housing, that exterior style and design are more 
interesting and attracting than conventional housing. There is no need to worry about this 
problem. 
 
The rest of  the discussion on results and analysis is following the second trigger—theory 
of  health and lifestyle. A structural variable—living condition—in health and lifestyle 
theory of  Cockerham is challenged by housing crisis where finding an affordable 
accommodation is not an easy thing in Nordic countries due to housing shortage. The first 
step is to get access to affordable housing, then one could consider quality of  housing, 
basic facilities and neighborhood facilities, and personal safety which are regarded as three 
criteria to assess living condition in Cockerham’s theory of  health and lifestyle. Temporary 
housing is expected to be a helpful access to affordable housing. The main difference 
between temporary housing and conventional housing is the building materials. Temporary 
housing could reach to the same level of  interior design to conventional housing so that 
temporary housing could have great quality, adequate basic facilities and neighborhood 
facilities, and personal safety. That are what students suggest in open-ended questions, that 
“temporary housing should have the basic facilities with an affordable price”. It is not 
researched how the temporary housing could be constructed in this study. But in such 
projects of  temporary housing, developers present it with the goal of  as the same living 
condition as conventional housing.  
 
Focusing on students’ living condition, it must have something to do with students’ 
welfare. Students’ housing expenditure is related to perceived financial strain, and students’ 
housing location is associated with student involvement on campus as well. The paradox 
in the research result about first relationship is that students have perceived financial strain 
from the current rents but they can accept the ratio of  their monthly housing expenditure 
in total monthly expenditures. It is also echoed by the result in which willingness-to-pay 
price is higher than affordable price. On the opposite way, students are sure to be aware 
of  financial strain once they realize their monthly housing expenditure occupies an 
unreasonable proportion in total monthly expenditures. Consequently, a single apartment 
without shared facilities in rent of  “3,500 ~ 4,000” is reasonable and acceptable in 
students’ eye. The second relationship is between housing location and student 
involvement on campus. Although the results show a slight correlation between these two 
variables, it can not be ignored as long as the influence of  housing location on student 
involvement exists. And it should be taken into consideration when analyzing an ideal 
housing location in connection with students’ preference. As expected, 10-minute-walking 
distance from student housing to campus is almost perfect because it not only meets the 
needs of  95 percent of  students but also has a beneficial push on student involvement. 
However, 15-minute-walking distance is also a good plan if  10-minute-walking distance is 
hard to come true.  
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All in all, this study on temporary housing is different from mainstream in the academic 
field of  temporary housing where it is placed in the exceptional events or crisis. Instead, 
this study considers temporary housing as housing stock in student housing. Another 
particular feature in this study is that students’ welfare gets attention and becomes basis to 
measure an ideal temporary housing for students, rather than market principle on housing 
market. That is also why the affordable price is not applied in an economic indicator, but 
students’ self-estimate indicator instead. The acceptable price is also a students’ self-
estimate indicator but higher than affordable price due to students can get pleasant housing 
with this acceptable price. The research findings show that temporary housing is the 
solution to get a satisfactory housing at the lower price than conventional housing. The 
measurement of  housing location what associates with student involvement on campus is 
one originality in the housing research field because school business should be students’ 
working centrality. Meanwhile, temporary housing, compared to conventional housing that 
is not easy to get a good area to be constructed permanently, is a good project to provide 
housing for students around campus as a result of  the removable building materials. As a 
consequence, temporary housing could be a new and feasible product to deal with students’ 
housing problem.  

6.2 Discussion on methods 

This section can be treated as evaluation of  research methods. Reliability, validity, 
generalization, and replication are four prominent criteria for the evaluation of  social 
research no matter what is a quantitative research or a qualitative research. This section 
about discussion on methods is on the basis of  Bryman’s context about these four criteria. 
 
Bryman (2016, pp. 156-158) suggests three meanings of  reliability: “stability, internal 
reliability, and inter-rater reliability”. Stability in this research might be not in a high degree 
since most of  questions in the questionnaire are based on respondents’ current feelings 
and thoughts. It has not gotten a high-level stability because people’s feelings could change 
over time, and students come and go in Halmstad. When the second research are 
conducted in Halmstad in five years, for example, the time has changed and the students 
have varied. However, internal reliability and inter-rater reliability have gained enough 
warranties. One question is related to one indicator. There is no need to accumulate 
multiple scores to an overall score. One special case is that student involvement is 
examined by three indicators which are class attendance, communication with 
teachers/other students, and sense of  belonging to college community. But every question 
could be regarded as one separate indicator. The overall conclusion on student 
involvement is a low level because the three parts all show a low level so that there is no 
aggregation on the three indicators. The inter-rater is also in a perfect level due to only one 
researcher has involved in the overall process from the design of  questionnaire to the 
processing and analyzing of  data. There is no lack of  consistency no matter in the 
application of  methods or in the understanding of  data.  
 
Validity seems to be more complicated to evaluate than reliability when Bryman (2016) 
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outlines five different ways of  testing measurement validity. But they are not very 
applicable to evaluate this research because the most of  variables here are either ordinal 
variables or nominal variables, instead of  interval variables. Therefore, evaluation of  
validity in this research can rely on the definition of  validity. In Bryman’s term, validity 
refers to “the issue of  whether an indicator (or set of  indicators) that is devised to gauge 
a concept really measures that concept” (2016, p. 158). The answer is yes in this research. 
The reason is that answers to questionnaire are respondents’ subjective judgments of  their 
housing conditions. Take housing shortage as an instance, the researcher did not devise an 
indicator (or indicators) (like the number of  housing stock, the number of  spare housing) 
to measure housing shortage, but ask respondents that if  it was hard to find an 
accommodation. Respondents’ subjective judgments are the direct indicators. As a result, 
validity in this research is assured. 
 
The issue of  generalization involves two aspects: one is that if  the sample in the research 
is a good representative of  the case group; the second one is that if  the findings from the 
sample could beyond the case. The first problem is usually solved by employing a 
probability sampling. Without doubt, this research is in the way of  probability sampling 
which has been presented in the chapter of  methods. And the employed sampling method 
here has nothing to do with housing problem so that the sample is as representative as 
possible. The findings from the sample could extend to the case group. However, the 
second problem might not be settled when this study has case study element attached. 
Especially in terms of  the first research hypothesis in which the result of  housing shortage 
is only the fact in Halmstad. Other results might have some symbolic meaning among 
student group. But strictly speaking from the sampling theory, any result from sample can 
reach to the population which the sample is selected, but can not beyond this population. 
 
Replication in a research could be understood that to what extent the researcher describes 
the real social problem. Researchers’ own biases and value should not be attached to 
research process for the sake of  one hundred percent of  objectivity. The only problem 
which could influence replication of  this research is that if  respondents and researcher 
have the same understandings on the statements of  questions in the self-administered 
questionnaire. No respondent replied the email to further inquire the meaning of  any 
question. But it can not be ensured that every respondent has clearly understood every 
question. Nonetheless, the process of  data processing and analyzing is strictly based on 
those collected data. As for the last two open-ended questions, those statements which 
have ambiguous expression are not cited in the results. 
 
At last, bear these criteria in mind, this research is seeking for a high-level reliability, validity, 
generalization, and replication as far as possible. 

7. Conclusion  

Five research hypotheses has been figured out in the chapter of  results and analysis. After 
discussion on results and analysis, it does not make sense if  temporary housing is feasible 
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as student housing when paying attention to the case study in Halmstad, due to the facts 
could vary as the case city/town changes. Hence, the results could be concluded from two 
aspects to response that if  temporary housing is feasible as student housing. The first 
aspect is focusing on the case organization—Halmstad University. First, it is not necessary 
to construct temporary housing in Halmstad if  the goal is to fill in the housing stock in 
Halmstad, on account of  that the results show housing shortage is not faced to students 
from Halmstad University. Whereas, if  the goal is to provide a pleasant student housing 
with an acceptable rent to students, then the temporary housing could be feasible to 
achieve this goal. Here, the plan of  temporary housing is a module housing which is 
designed as a single apartment without shared facilities. The monthly rent should be in a 
range of  “3,500 ~ 4,000 SEK” and the housing location should be no more than 10-
minute-walking distance to campus. The second aspect is concentrating on student 
housing. Thinking back to the departure point of  the plan of  temporary housing as student 
housing, that is students have involved in the impact of  housing shortage on the whole 
view in Nordic countries. Although there is no housing shortage for students at Halmstad 
University, students’ preference on temporary housing may have some referential 
significance to those university towns/cities which are subject to housing shortage.  
 
The study is following a down-up perspective which means that the results come from 
students’ view because they are the occupants when temporary housing is built as student 
housing. On the contrary, an up-down view from a good deal of  stakeholders, such as any 
government agency relating to housing or student education, any housing developer no 
matter what is a private company or a municipal one, is worthy to be further studied. One 
suggestion about housing company is that how the housing company meet students’ needs 
as well as gaining deserved benefits. Another suggestion about government agency is that 
how the government agency support and regulate temporary housing. Then there could 
be an integrated and comprehensive view to consider what is a good temporary housing 
for students. In addition, in terms of  research methods, more methods need to be 
employed in future study. For instance, interviewing in qualitative research can be a forceful 
method to request more information from participants. Because the temporary housing is 
a new product for people, there are plenty of  unknowns about it. Researchers can have a 
better communication with participants and discover more ideas from participants. Also a 
mixed research method can be recommended in future studies. 
 
All in all, an ideal temporary housing has been designed in this research according to 
students’ view, and it will call for any other examinations from various perspectives. An 
abundance of  vacancy about temporary housing need to be filled up in academic discipline, 
as it is a new product as student housing, even also in the overall housing field.  
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