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gated ‘communities’ and retirement villages. The gated community is a highly con-
tentious type designed to protect those who live within one from crime and the
presence of unsavoury characters (Blakely and Snyder, 1997; Minton, 2002; Low,
2003). It is generally associated with wealthy enclaves in the United States, but it is
a highly prevalent type for new middle-income housing in cities such as Seoul and
Shanghai (Miao, 2003; see Figure 7.1). Raleigh Park included here is a half-hearted
example of a gated community. Yet another type is the retirement community
(called ‘silver towns’ in Korea) in which age restrictions preclude the residence of
people under a specific age (usually 55 years). The more radical housing types
include housing cooperatives, and ‘cohousing’.

Cooperatives are multi-unit buildings or estates in which residents have rights
to occupy their units by purchasing stock in the corporation formed to develop
and own the project. The corporation is the client and an architect designs the
project and then the corporation sells the rights to the units. The cooperative is
then run and maintained by an elected board of directors who assign running
costs to the shareholders. Cohousing complexes may or may not be cooperatives.

Cohousing involves the design of a number of houses, usually 20 or 30, to
form a community. The houses are located around a common open space and a
common building. The members of the group may share household activities
such as cooking and child minding. The idea is primarily European, and
Scandinavian in particular, but about 70 cohousing projects have been built in 
the United States since 1990 and at the time of writing (2004) another 70 were
on the drawing boards. Most are designed by a single architectural firm for a single
group. The maintenance and other communal costs are assessed against the resi-
dents. The example reviewed here is Trudeslund in Denmark. Its form is similar
to Kresge College at the University of California at Santa Cruz. I have classified
that as primarily an architectural scheme (see Chapter 6)! The distinction is not
easy to defend but has to do with the permanency of residency, the communality
of decision-making and property ownership. At Trudeslund the community itself
made decisions based on a common social vision. At Kresge College a consulta-
tive design process was used but decisions were made from the outside from the
top down. It is really a single building.
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