Unit 7
Living Together for the Greater Good

All Under One Roof

Covering an entire city block, The Collective provides housing for 550 people. Promoting itself
as more than just apartments, it is a “global living movement” and one of a growing number of
“co-living” developments.

Within The Collective, each resident has their own hotel-sized room with a bedroom and
bathroom, while the rest of the space—including kitchen, living room, garden, restaurant, library,
and theater—are shared by everyone. Designers mention that this layout helps to build community
and claim that they are solving the housing crisis by providing shelter at lower-than-usual prices.

But with so many people being “squeezed” under one roof, one former resident believes it's no
way to live. He says he was shocked to see these “boxes” being called rooms. Researcher and
designer Matthew Stewart also doesn't believe that co-living establishments are a long-term solution.
Those living in The Collective are almost exclusively millennials-born within the 1980s to 2000s.
Stewart proposes that living spaces should bring together different ages, generations, and social
classes.

However, The Collective is far from the only idea of what co-living can look like. Marmalade
Lane, for example, is a community that includes 42 homes, ranging from four-bedroom houses to
one-bedroom apartments. There is also a central building where people can eat together and socialize.
Researcher Hannah Wheatley states that while co-living is a way for developers to squeeze profit,
co-housing is about communities being in control of their housing. Indeed, Marmalade Lane is run
and managed by the residents.

Whether attracted by social support, the lower cost of rent, or the feeling of being more
involved in community decisions, those opting for co-living believe it's a good alternative. But many
people still can't agree on the claim that this new type of community is a sustainable way to live.
What do you think?

Please answer the following questions.
1. According to the passage, which of the following match of researchers and their opinions is
more likely to be true?

(A) Hannah Wheatley: Whether co-living is a sustainable way for urban development or not,
residents must take this option.
(B) Matthew Stewart: These boxes are now called rooms. Their design is well-suited for the
use of multi-generation.
(C) Hannah Wheatley: Undoubtedly, there are benefits for both co-living and co-housing.
Residents in the community deal with things all on their own.
(D) Matthew Stewart: Co-living and co-housing are definitely the way for the future. All the
urban planners should take this into consideration.
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2. Michael is running for the mayor of Dragon City, and the televised policy presentation will be held
next week. Among all the aspects of city development, co-living or co-housing policy is considered
the solution to public housing in urban areas. He has found two co-housing examples in the UK, The
Collective and Marmalade Lane. Please help him organize the information about these two British
co-housing examples.

The Collective Marmalade Lane
Housing capacity 550 people 42 homes
1 Four-bedroom  houses  to

Housing choices

one-bedroom apartments

Kitchen, living room, garden, restaurant, )
Shared space )
library, and theater
. 3
Benefits @ Housing crises can be solved with 4

price cheaper than normal.

(A) A building for socializing. (B) A community is formed.
(C) Managed by the community members (D) One bedroom with a bathroom.
layout &5 @ ffifs millennial Tf&E4HY socialize #+%2
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Co-Living: Housing of the Future?

Co-living has sprung up in many major cities around the globe. These establishments promote
co-living as a fun, flexible, and affordable housing option. But what exactly is co-living? And, is it
right for everyone?

Co-living is a type of shared housing in which each resident typically has a private bedroom,
while the rest of the space—which may include a fully furnished living room, kitchen, dining room,
and meeting room—is shared with others. The communal spaces allow individuals to easily come
together for meals, activities, and events. It's a way to meet like-minded people and even develop
business connections. With such an emphasis on community, co-living provides an alternative
housing option for those who dislike living alone or those who are lonely, or are looking for a new
way to meet others.

Another benefit of co-living is the flexibility. Residents can pay month to month, without being
committed to a long-term stay. Furthermore, the owner of the building is responsible for the
maintenance and repairs. These services—as well as the electricity, water, and Internet bills—are
included in the rent. The best thing is that the rent itself is significantly less expensive than
apartments in the same neighborhoods.

While co-living may sound like the perfect setup, there are some downsides to keep in mind.
The private bedrooms can be very small, and the shared spaces can be busy. This may not be the
best option if you're an introvert or prefer privacy. For residents who are working or studying, it
may not be easy to find a quiet spot free from distractions.

Overall, co-living provides an innovative housing option, with each co-living establishment
providing a unique experience for the residents. Whether co-living works for people or not will
ultimately depend on the specific building, its community, and the individual's personality and
preferences.

Lucas is doing a research on co-living. In order to analyze its pros and cons, he decided to make a
SWOT analysis chart to illustrate the strength, weakness, opportunities and threats. Please help
Lucas organize the information in the chart below.

SWOT
Strength Weakness
@ An alternative way of living. @ The space in the private bedroom®
@ Aplace where you'* : @ Communal space is way too busy.
@ No need to promise to stay long. @ Easily®  when studying or working.
@ Servicecharge?




@ The rentis relatively low.

Opportunities

Threats

@ A place you can build business ties.

@ Ahousing optionto® .

@ It is not suitable for an introvert or
unsociable person.
@ Community or building® .

A. make new friends
C. get distracted
E. is not big enough

B. is all covered
D. can meet a lot of friends
F. might not be designed for everyone.

communal A3ty
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