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Case Study of Follow-up Supporting Issues for Affordable Housing

Community: An Example of W Affordable Housing Community
Wu Tao Miao Miao

Abstract: The report of 19th National Congress pointed out that house is used to live instead
of to use for speculation. We need to speed up the establishment of a housing system with multi-
subject supply. multi-channel guarantees and rent-purchase measures. What’s more, in accord-
ance with the value orientation of people-centered improvement of housing security measures,
common people’s livelihood and work will extend beyond housing problems to follow-up support-
ing issues such as employment, education and medical care in affordable housing communities.
Our paper takes the W affordable housing community as an example to study employment, medi-
cal care and other follow-up support issues in this community. Based on investigation research,
we propose some advices which include that we should focus on the coordinated economic as well
as social development of affordable housing communities with systematic thinking and catalyze the
aggregation effect of affordable housing communities’ development. In addition, we should also
do dynamic research on the population size structure and entrance requirements for affordable
housing communities so that we can rationally guide residents’ proximity to schooling, improve
the basic medical service level of affordable housing communities, scientifically guide residents’
medical concepts and habits, as well as improve medical service satisfaction and gains.
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