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ABSTRACT
The purpose with this report is to speculate how our neighborhoods 
could look like in the future, looking at modern collective living due to 
the housing crisis is Sweden today. This paper will look att different 
forms of collective housing, to challenge the conventional way of living. 
Connecting sustainability to the act of sharing space and resources, in 
creating a collaborative lifestyle.  

The research methods used in this speculative project looks at three 
case studies of collective housing to analyse and define different levels 
of sharing. During the design process one intervention was executed to 
challenging the norm of ownership, questioning what the act of sharing 
demands.   

The goal of this project is to change assumptions of collective living 
by rethinking space. To create an interlaced community, with hopes of 
becoming more resilient. The research and its findings worked along-
side the report and developed into a zine. The zine was made with key 
insights from the study, as a tool to communicate the design proposal 
and can easily be distributed to the Swedish population.
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The concept of how people live in different spaces and places has 
always fascinated me. I believe it has to do with me living in different 
countries I was younger. My family moved to Germany at different 
stages throughout my childhood, later in life I moved to the US, and 
finally I studied in Växjö. 

During these stages in life I never lived in a collective housing because 
I’ve	always	wanted	to	own	my	own	property.	I	have	always	wanted	to	
have large, open spaces to host people, to be able to relax and be 
private when I feel like it. My view on collective living is taken right out 
of the Swedish movie ”Tillsammans” (2000) directed by Lukas 
Moodysson, where many people from different families move into a 
common	house.	It’s	crowded,	noisy	and	with	something	happening	all	
the time. Based on assumptions I made from the movie, I decided that 
collective living is not for me.

The concept of collective living was not a lifestyle that suited me and 
my personal needs. I started to wonder why that was, and if I could find 
a solution to change my views by changing its form. My passion lays in 
architecture, and therefore I wanted to combine space with my assump-
tions on collective living, to find a way to change my mind and erase 
the negative connotations. I want to redesign the concept of co-living 
making it more modern, getting people (myself included) to open up for 
the idea of a more collective way of living.

Because I believe living collectively is the future, and one big fac-
tor in collective living is the mentality of sharing instead of owning. 
When sharing different things like resources, time or objects we create 
stronger bonds as a community, building on trust. In this report I have 
chosen to connect sustainability to the act of sharing space and re-
sources, in creating a collaborative lifestyle in hopes to create a better 
social sustainability.  

CONCEPT
BACKGROUND
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The amount of woman living alone 2018

64 08615-24

25-34

75-84

85-94

95+

118 850

14 289

174 688

113 328

The amount of men living alone 2018

81 48715-24

25-34

75-84

85-94

95+

190 825

3 435

81 897

35 661

The amount of people living alone in Sweden 2018 according to SCB. 
Looking at the ages of students and the older generation.

The purpose of this project is to study and research shared living 
space, to better understand how we as a people can use each other as 
resources and create a strong sense of community among neighbors. I 
hope to shed some light on the concept of co-living and challenge the 
norm of conventional housing, for a more sustainable way of living.

PURPOSE
Living together might increase our social well-being and contribute to 
solving the housing crisis in Sweden. Despite new buildings and pro-
jects arisin everywhere you look, housing in Sweden is still lacking. 
However,	it	isn’t	the	issue,	but	the	way	we	choose	to	live.	According	to	
an article by Dagens Industri that has compiled information from 
Statistiska Centralbyrån (SCB for short), a large part of the Swedish 
population choose to live on their own. In fact, four out of ten house-
holds in Sweden are single households. For some, living alone is not 
an active choice, but a choice they have to accept due to different life 
scenarios, like growing old, immigrating to Sweden or moving away to 
study.

2



QUESTIONS AT STAKE
Could housing be designed differently to make the 
act of sharing become easier?

How can we develop neighborhoods that promote an 
easy and attractive way to live sustainably?

How can we use each other as a resource, for a more 
sustainable living?

Where do we draw the line of sharing?

MIXED-METHOD APPROACH
This project is based on a mixed approach. I used theoretical studies 
to anchor my project and developed my context from there. I designed 
a small intervention, to try out the act of sharing, and questionnaires to 
understand what people are willing to share. I have studied an already 
existing collective called SällBo developed by Helsinborgshem, an MA 
thesis written by Hanna Östlund from Chalmers school of architecture, 
and a design project from London called ”Participatory City”. I use 
mapping and brainstorming as a method to move forward. 

COLLABORATION
The collaboration with Västra Götalandsregionen (VGR) started with me 
contacting Johanna Lindblad, the coordinator of ”design for a sustain-
able lifestyle in Klimat 2030”, because I saw great potential in collabo-
rating with a large organization with an interest in sustainability. I have 
compiled information supplied by Johanna, and used it as a guideline 
and inspiration throughout my project.  

“Klimat 2030 - Västra Götaland ställer om” is an organisation that is 
run by VGR, the county administrative board in county of Västra Göta-
land, and in collaboration with many other actors. Their goal is to cre-
ate initiatives with the climate in mind, and at the same time facilitate 
conditions for improved health, business opportunities, new jobs and 
increased integration. 
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DELIMITATIONS
I have a passion for housing and how people will live in the future, 
which is the field of design I have chosen for this project. I am not a 
trained architect, and therefore I lack the knowledge to design struc-
tures. I will build on already existing projects and the knowledge of oth-
ers to further develop my own thesis project. I also lack experience in 
sharing a home with people other than my close family, but I believe by 
trying to change my mindset about collective housing, I hope to encour-
age others to do the same. 

I will try to divide my focus on all the three important aspects of sus-
tainability in terms of housing: the social, economic and ecological sus-
tainability. I will touch upon the social sustainability, by creating a more 
closely knit community, and how sharing the tangible or intangible in-
tervenes with both the economic and ecological sustainability, in terms 
of how sharing results in less resources being used and consumed.  

During my studies I lived in an apartment located on Växjö campus, 
where many international students also live. During my early research 
phase and intervention I decided to include all students, Swedish and 
international. As my project developed I decided to focus on co-housing 
in a Swedish context, due to the statistics and information available on 
Sweden’s	housing	situation.

Klimat 2030 is based on the Paris agreement stated on December 12th 
in 2015. The agreement contains an action plan to limit global warm-
ing. VGR has divided these actions into four areas of focus: sustaina-
ble transport, renewable and resource-efficient products and services, 
climate-smart and healthy food, and good climate-smart housing and 
premises	—	which	is	the	area	I’m	working	in.
 



INSPIRATION
LEAVING THE DOOMSDAY NARRATIVES
Per Espen Stoknes is a Norwegian psychologist and politician who, 
in my opinion, makes a fitting description of the sustainability move-
ment, through a Ted-talk on the topic of global warming (TED, 2017). 
The words describing climate change today are big, frightening and are 
sometimes hard to understand. Espen Stoknes leaves the doomsday 
narratives behind and instead tries to create a bond between earth and 
the people living on it. By using small, individually feasible actions, he 
empowers the individuals to want to continue fighting against climate 
change and for mother nature.. 

It should be easy to care for the environment but sometimes it is hard 
to change your mindset on your own, therefore it might take the people 
of a community to create real change. Espen Stoknes goes on to talk 
about how to stop climate change with simple measures, how people 
feel	like	they	don’t	want	to	fight	climate	change	by	themselves,	but	
instead wanting people in their surroundings to do the same, otherwise 
there would be no point in changing at all.

For example, if you see your neighbor drive a fancy old car with 
high fuel consumption that feels amazing to drive, then you probably 
wouldn’t	want	to	drive	your	poorly	designed	small	electric	car	around	
town, with you beeing the only one who is sacrificing someting. So if 
we can change together as a community I believe the impact would be 
bigger, rather than trying to change on your own.
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HANNA ÖSTLUND
Hanna	completed	her	master’s	thesis	at	the	Chalmers	School	of	Archi-
tecture, where she designed a layout of a multi-family housing, where 
new ways of joint use will be integrated. This layout inspired me to 
critically think about the way our homes are designed and how it can be 
developed for the better.

SÄLLBO
An initiative in Helsingborg has just started, with the purpose of coun-
teracting loneliness and exclusion. It is a big collective with small 
apartments, but large common areas where newly arrived immigrants, 
young and elderly will live together. 

Helsingborgshem (Helsingborgshome) does have some demands, in 
order for people to move in. The applicants must pass interviews and 
accept the demand of spending time with their neighbors at least two 
hours a week. In a short news story by SVT (2019) Anna Olsson, busi-
ness developer at Helsingborgshem, states that we (freely translated 
from swedish) “… can contribute to the development and dare to test 
our idea - we do not share lawn mowers in our neighborhoods anymore, 
now we take it a step further”.

Helsingborgshem is calling this way of living ”SällBo”. It consists of 
practical two bedroom apartments, around 36-49m2 in size, with indi-
vidual balconies or patios. 

PARTICIPATORY CITY
Another big inspiration source is called Participatory City, which is a 5 
year long concept to generate ideas that will make daily life better for 
the people living in Barking and Dagenham (London, Borough). In this 
participatory city project they have different areas coming together to 
create social, economic and environmental resilience. By using, for 
example, community kitchens, shared workshop spaces, growing patch-
es and a warhorse for developing businesses. The participatory city 
wants to make Barking and Dagenham a model of sustainable living for 
cities across the world. I thought this way of living had interesting con-
notations to how we used to live in the past, helping each other out with 
different tasks. This was the community spirit I was looking for in my 
project. 
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The tenants also have access to additional 580m2 as common spaces, 
like kitchens, a gym, an art studio, a game room and a library. About 
half of the apartments will be rented to people in their seventies and 
the rest will be rented to the age group 18-25, including ten young 
adults who recently received a residence permit. 

I	will	take	inspiration	from	SällBo’s	way	of	separating	the	public	from	
the private, while still calling it a collective; small apartment and large, 
open common spaces for everyone to share, where you would still have 
the privacy of your own small apartment, but where sharing and the so-
cial activities are happening right outside your front door. It was at this 
point that I realized how the collective way of living had changed to fit 
the	today’s	society.

PARTICIPATORY CITY

SÄLLBO
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1935
Simplified 
household tasks ena-
bled women to work 
outside the house-
hold, for a productive 
effort in business and 
goverment

1956
Hässelby family hotel in 
Stockholm was a service 
house for women who
were employed. They 
would be relieved of 
housework by access to 
service in the house: dining 
room, day care center, 
cleaning help, 
nurse etc. There were also 
facilities for weaving and 
carpentry. This way of li-
ving created strong bonds 
between the 
tenants but was only ac-
cessible by 
privileged people. 

1968
The idea of collective 
housing with 
solidarity, community 
and cooperation 
developed explosively 
when the so called living 
collectives (large fami-
lies) spread through 
Europé s university ci-
ties. 

1970
The movie 
”Tillsammans” 
(2000) tried to 
capture the contem-
porary spirit of living 
in a collective. It ques-
tioned  family norms 
and promoted a sha-
red care of children 
and households alike. 

(End of) 1970
Similar thoughts were 
brought forward in the late 
70’s by a working group that 
called itself ”Bo i gemenskap” 
(BiG) Their philosophy was if 
one cooked food for a larger 
group of people less often, 
one would cook with passion, 
be stimulated by the colla-
boration with others. saving 
time by only having to cook 
once every five to ten meals. 

1979
The first example of a 
collective house from 
the BiG model was 
Stacken, established 
in Bergsjön, 
Gothenburg. When 
they started to dis-
cuss ideas about how 
the collective would 
be run, conflicts aro-
se between the re-
sidents. Which led to 
many moving away.

HISTORY OF COLLECTIVES IN SWEDEN
We have alway been different as induviduals, today is no different from 
the past. I wanted to know how collective living was designed in the 
past to get inspiration of what can be done in the future. 

Extraction from zine, appendix one. 
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70’s by a working group that 
called itself ”Bo i gemenskap” 

one cooked food for a larger 

one would cook with passion, 

boration with others. saving 

once every five to ten meals. 

(Early) 1990
A model of collective hou-
sing was developed ”for 
the second half of life”, ie 
for people over 50 with 
adult children. One of the 
aims was to support each 
other for a longer period 
of aging. 

TODAY
Collective housing forms 
today are rare and 
unusual which contribu-
tes to few people knowing 
about this type of 
accommodation.

MY THOUGHTS 
After watching ”Tills-
mmans” I came to the 
conclution that collective 
housing was unsuitable 
for me without knowing 
that the concept had been 
developed further since 
the 1970’s. 

(December 1st) 2019 
Near future: SällBo is a new way 
of living were you choose to live 
with many people surrounding 
you. With focus on having fewer 
square meters per person and 
sharing bigger common spaces, 
both young, old and newly im-
migrated people have a chance 
to try this new way of living. 
This creates a unique accommo-
dation, where generations and 
cultures meet and social life is at 
the center. 9



DESIGN PROCESS
REFLECTION - SPACE
The society of today demands smart storage solutions, and I believe 
swedes to be the best in meeting those demands in a creative way. But 
what	if	we	didn’t	have	all	those	storages	to	put	away	all	of	our	things?	
Then we would probably reflect a lot more of what we actually need and 
don’t	need.	I	believe	a	larger	living	space	leads	to	larger	consumption	
and collections of things. For example, the first thing I bought for my 
22m2-apartment, was a vacuum cleaner. At the time I found it obvious 
to have a vacuum cleaner when you had your own home. After a while, 
I found it much easier to swab my floor instead of dragging the vacuum 
cleaner around the tiny space. This revelation made me exclude my 
vacuum cleaner in my cleaning ritual. This scenario made me reflect 
on my behavior towards ownership and what the alternatives could be 
instead. Because I believe one should not measure the wealth of how 
many things you own, but how much you would not exchange for 
money. 

INTERVENTION 
It	might	be	a	clichéed	expression,	but	money	can’t	buy	friends	nor	fam-
ily. The latter are both very important to me, and I have always been 
a social person, making friends along the way. But in Växjö I had only 
made friends in the program I was studying, and during my three years 
I	still	didn’t	know	people	in	my	apartment	building.	That	might	have	to	
do with people minding their own business, and viewing the common 
area in the apartment as nothing more but empty space. Nothing is 
entices people to stay there for longer than they need to, which means 
people	don’t	have	the	opportunity	to	bump	into	each	other,	or	a	reason	
to start talking.

Therefore I created an intervention with hopes to meet new people and 
create new friendships. I decided to share my vacuum cleaner with 
people in my apartment building who might need it more than myself, 
as an attempt to change a behavior around sharing, ownership and 
consumption, and also opening up for conversations around the top-
ic sharing. I put up two posters in the common area in my apartment 
building, one in swedish and one in english.
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The poster gave a short description of myself, why I was sharing my 
vacuum cleaner, how to reach me and a few simple rules of conduct. 
This was also an experiment to see if the international students would 
be more open to this kind of sharing exercise than the swedish stu-
dents, or if I would get any response at all. 

I wanted to explore the possible scenarios around sharing, if there 
would be a possible demand for sharing, and at the same time under-
stand what sharing my vacuum cleaner demanded from me.
 

THE NOTICE-BOARD IN MY BUILDING
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INTERVENTION RESULTS
After the poster had been up for a week, I received a text message 
from a girl who wanted to borrow my vacuum cleaner. I was not at 
home when I received the message and had to run home in order for 
her to get a hold of it. I was introduced to Sofia, as her name was, in 
the common area of our building and immediately started a conversa-
tion.	Sofia’s	vacuum	cleaner	recently	broke	and	therefore	she	was	in	
need to borrow mine. We agreed for Sofia to text me when she was 
done, and would meet up again for her to return the vacuum cleaner. 
When we met up again, Sofia thanked me and I told her if she ever 
needed it again she could send me a text, and we parted ways knowing 
a little more about the one another.

I realize that sharing demands time, planning and good communica-
tion between the lender and the person borrowing the object. During 
my intervention I had to stop what I was doing, in order for Sofia to be 
able to borrow it. I found it very hard to constantly be available, never 
knowing when a text might come, or what the borrower expected from 
me. In this case I was the owner of the object, it was in my possession 
and therefore my responsibility. The scenario might play out differ-
ently if neither of us was the owner and there would be easy access 
to a shared space for co-owning. But at the same time, the important 
interactions between neighbors might disappear due to the potentially 
shared space.   

This intervention had one participant, which only created one meeting. 
From not knowing anybody in my apartment building, to knowing one 
girl named Sofia who is the owner of a beautiful dog. If I would meet 
her in the laundry room I could imagine we would stop and chat for a 
while, which is just the result I was hoping for. 

REFLECTION - SHARING
Having found examples of collectives like SällBo and an interconnect-
ed city like in the “Participatory City”-project, where sharing is at the 
center of the community and everyone is committed all the way, where I 
in my intervention found it very challenging to be available all the time. 
Maybe some days it is easier to fully be committed to sharing, and oth-
er days it is harder.
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SOFIA USING MY VACUUM CLEANER

During this project I keep reminding myself of how different we are as 
individuals. We all have different needs and wants as individuals or as 
a family, but might want to contribute with what we have. Thus, I be-
lieve designing for different levels of sharing is important. For some, 
sharing a kitchen is fine, and for some sharing a lawn mower is their 
limit, and where they are most comfortable.

13



COMMUNITIES OF 
PRACTICE
As an outcome of my reflection, I looked at already existing construc-
tions with elements of sharing. I questioned which levels of sharing that 
could happen within these buildings and explored scenarios by making 
prototypes, where the black spaces represent areas of sharing. I found 
it important to think about realistic needs and wants, and the distribu-
tion of space between public and private areas when creating these 
models.

In this neighborhood the residents would share things they seldom use, 
like a lawn mower, a ladder, or maybe a screwdriver. Also, this commu-
nity can grow its own vegetables, and by doing so, exchange knowl-
edge. I wanted to convey the mindset that “no one can do everything, 
but everyone can do something.”

SHARING ACROSS NEIGHBORS

In this building, each family has their own apartment, but also a com-
mon floor on which to socialize, play games and perhaps create new 
friendships. In the process of making this model I reflected upon how 
much space one really needs. Does one need a spare bedroom for 
possible guests coming over, or could one change that with a common 
shared apartment for guests?

THE APARTMENT BUILDING

THE COLLECTIVE
In this collective you have the privacy of your own room, but share 
everything else in the house. When feeling down or alone, one can al-
ways	knock	on	someone	else’s	door	and	have	a	chat.

I’ve	never	lived	in	a	collective,	but	I	do	know	what	it’s	like	to	share	a	
kitchen with other students. I believe there must be clear instructions 
on who is doing what in the household, to prevent friction and conflicts 
among each other.
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SHARING ACROSS NEIGHBORS

THE COLLECTIVE

THE APARTMENT BUILDING



During my manufacturing of the models, I reflected upon what the ide-
al living situation would look like. As individuals, we go through life in 
different stages; living with family, moving to a first home (single house-
hold), perhaps moving again to study, moving in with a love, moving 
again to starting a family life, moving to an elderly home, and so on. 
By making these models I understood that during each stage in life we 
have different needs and wants. I believe the ideal living situation var-
ies in terms of what stage of life you are in. The concept that developed 
from the model making was that whether it is your first home or your 
last, you would be able to engage with others, with the time and energy 
that you have available. To ease into the mindset of a sharing commu-
nity and to experience the benefits of sharing instead of only seeing the 
sacrifices.

REFLECTION - MODEL MAKING
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SHARING RESEARCH
LIMITS OF SHARING
Perhaps one feels that they sacrifice their personal individual freedom, 
privacy and authority for the act of sharing. We teach children how to 
share, which is a big part in their upbringing, when it comes to adults 
themselves it becomes a controversial concept. We are fine with shar-
ing our roads, parks, schools, and other public places, but when shar-
ing intrudes on our privacy, we often draw the line.

Rachel Botsman writes, consults, and speaks on the power of collab-
oration and sharing, and on how it can transform the way we live. She 
received her BFA (with honors) from the University of Oxford and un-
dertook her postgraduate studies at Harvard University. Roo Rogers 
is an entrepreneur and the president of Redscout Ventures, a venture 
company in New York. He received his BA from Columbia College, and 
his Masters in Economic Development from University College London. 
Together	they	have	written	the	book	”What’s	Mine	Is	Yours”	in	2010,	
which discusses the topic of collaborative consumption. According to 
Rogers & Botsman (2010), words associated with sharing include “co-
operatives”, “collectives” and “communal structures”, all of which tend 
to be loaded with stigmas and negative connotations. 

We all have limits when it comes to sharing; some might not like shar-
ing at all, and others would share everything they own given the oppor-
tunity. I wanted to know what people in my surroundings were okay with 
sharing, and therefore I created a survey. I was interested in finding 
out which rooms they would be willing to share, which tangible objects 
were most important to own, and if people could imagine themselves 
co-living. This survey was written in english and was sent out via social 
media (Facebook and LinkedIn). I received 28 participants in total.
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SURVEY ABOUT SHARING
Here are the questions I wanted answered. The answers are included 
in the appendix “Sharing is caring”.

Would you like to live in a collective?

Would you like to live in a co-housing? 

Would you like to live in a sharing community where some 
things	are	shared	with	another	household	you	don’t	know?	

Would you like to live in a sharing community where some things are 
shared	with	another	household	you	don’t	know?

Would you like to live in a community where everything is private?

Which parts of the home would you like to share with others?

Which parts of the home would you NOT like to share with others?

What objects are most important to own?

What objects in your home would you like to share with others?

What would be the most important aspect for you to become 
part of a collective or a sharing community?

SURVEY ANALYSIS
Because this was an anonymous questionnaire I did not get an idea of 
who these individuals were, or their previous backgrounds in regards to 
collective living. It would have been interesting to compare their back-
grounds to what they might have answered. I received a comment on 
Facebook, where I posted the survey, from a student at Linnéuniversi-
tetet. It reads like this; 

”I’d like to give you some pointers based on my experience of living in 
communities in case it helps! If this survey is for people with no experi-
ence of community living, it paints a certain kind of picture.



Like, sharing things with a household you don’t know: I imagine that 
would sound scary to people with a regular experience of community 
living but in reality you get to know each other.

And listing sharing as a binary that comes across as all or nothing 
might also skew your results. It often works out that you share some 
food, and also have some private treats for yourself. Or I don’t mind 
sharing my room but not all the time permanently with someone I’m not 
already familiar with.

The lack of experience in community living is super common as often 
when I briefly describe places that I’ve previously lived in people will 
tell me that they could never do that because “they need their personal 
space”. There’s a lack of understanding that a community that doesn’t 
allow you personal space is, in my opinion, a failure in itself.

This isn’t to put down what you’re researching but to suggest that in 
order to get more meaningful results that better reflect the possibilities 
of living in a community that people perhaps might not naturally under-
stand, you could rethink some of your questions. Good luck!”. 

I realized from this comment that I had been too quick to send out this 
survey. Because just as this person states, lack of experience and 
knowledge about the topic is a factor. This survey could have been de-
veloped in better way then it was, achieve my desired outcome. It took 
time and research for me to understand that “collectives” today are not 
the same as “collectives” back in 1970s, which is information that par-
ticipants	wouldn’t	get	access	to.	If	I	would	send	out	the	survey	again	
I would share the research that I have done on the current models of 
co-living. The answers received from the survey as a whole strengthen 
my vision of designing for different levels needs and wants, because 
the answers vary a lot. I would also include a question about time, 
connecting to the stressed lifestyle many of us are living in, because 
I’m	curious	to	how	people	feel	about	giving	their	time	to	other	people,	
referring to the SällBo concept of having to spend time with the neigh-
bors at least 2 hours a week.
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PRINCIPLES OF SHARING
The concept of sharing extends beyond tangible things like vacuum 
cleaners, clothes or even space. Skills, knowledge, interests and time 
can be shared in a community, in what is known as “collaborative life-
styles”. 

In a collaborative lifestyle, collaborative consumption is the core, sup-
ported by four critical underlying principles: critical mass, idling ca-
pacity, belief in the commons and trust between strangers (Botsman & 
Rogers, 2010).
 
The first principle of critical mass is a sociological term used to de-
scribe the presence of sufficient momentum in a system to make it 
become self-sustaining. When shopping we are constantly making 
choices related to our search for satisfaction and convenience. For col-
laborative consumption to compete with conventional shopping, there 
must be enough choices to be able to satisfy the customers. 

The second principle is that of idling capacity, which is a term used to 
identify the unused potential of an item when it is not used. Like the un-
used spare bedroom, or the evening dress that waits for the right occa-
sion. The heart of collaborative consumption is the realization of how 
we can redistribute this idling capacity in a more efficient manner.

The third principle is the belief in the commons, which is a new mind-
set for creating value and organizing a society with shared interests. 
Collaborative consumption is linked to how these principles are being 
applied to other parts of life, like the ”network effect”. In short, it takes 
two to tango: a phone is useless on its own, but when there are more 
people buying into this network, its value increases. 

The last principle is that of trust between strangers. On different plat-
forms, the hierarchical top-down approach of ”command and control” 
is removed and replaced with lateral peer-to-peer exchange, creat-
ing transparent communities in order to form and build trust between 
strangers. Because peer-to-peer trust is relatively easy to create and 
manage, most of the time the trust is strengthened, not broken. (Bots-
man, Rogers, 2010)
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DESIGN PROJECT
I	see	today’s	society	getting	increasingly	isolated,	with	people	closing	
their doors with no intention of interacting with others. That might have 
to	do	with	pressure,	which	is	also	present	in	today’s	society;	the	feeling	
of needing to be extraordinary at everything we do can lead to longing 
to shut the door and only care about oneself. But it is often by interact-
ing with others that one learn something new, and it is by conscious 
knowledge that we understand how our present actions affect us in the 
future. 

SPECULATIVE NEIGHBOURHOOD
I want to create a neighborhood where citizens use each other as re-
sources for a more social sustainable living. A community where citi-
zens take care of and look after each other. I have a vision of incorpo-
rating the four principles of critical mass, idling capacity, belief in the 
commons and trust between strangers from Botsman & Rogers (2010) 
to create an interlaced community, where there are different levels 
of	sharing	accommodation	available,	to	fit	everyone’s	needs.	There	
needs to be a focus on an inclusive approach, because I believe that 
conscious mindfulness of sustainability is something that most peo-
ple	want	to	achieve,	but	some	don’t	know	where	to	start,	while	others	
know exactly what the next step would be. I see this neighborhood as a 
community that creates change together, helping each other in different 
parts of life, for a more resilient future. 

MANIFESTO
I created a manifesto on how I envision people living in my speculative 
neighborhood, elaborating on the mindset, rules and quality of life they 
should have as a community. It also made it very clear to me on what 
I was intending with this speculative community; creating a context 
where the story of this neighborhood plays out.
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EXCESS
HAS BECOME
THE
N O R M

THE CULTURE THAT 
WE LIVE IN HAS 

TAKEN IT TOO FAR

OUR HOMES HAVE BECOME 
MANSIONS INSTEAD OF SHELTERS 

AGAINST NATURE

MATERIALISM HAS 
REPLACED NECESSITY
OUR DAILY ACTIONS WILL AFFECT THE 
HERITAGE WE LEAVE BEHIND
WE NEED TO BE MINDFUL
BECAUSE THERE IS 

P L A N E T
N O

B



IN OUR COMMUNITY WE 
BELIEVE THERE IS ENOUGH 

IN THE WORLD FOR 
EVERYBODY’S NEED 

BUT NOT FOR 
EVERYBODY’S GREED

WE RISE BY LIFTING 
OTHERS

WE LAUGH LOTS 
WE SHOW GRATITUDE
CREATING OUR OWN REALITY 
WE FOCUS ON THE POSITIVE

SEEKING ANSWERS THAT 
MOVE US FORWARD

WE WILL
MAKE THE

WORLD 
STRONG
ER

YES,

THAN IT WAS WHEN WE FOUND IT

WE ARE OPEN-MINDED, 
ACCEPTING, 

TOLERANT, WE LOVE: 
WE FORGIVE

WE ARE ALWAYS CURIOUS



WE LEARN, EXPLORE, 
AND PUSH FORWARD

CURIOSITY, IMAGINATION, 
AND TRUST MATTERS HERE

LIFE IS BEAUTIFUL
LIFE IS SIMPLE

LIFE IS ABOUT THE
PEOPLE YOU MEET 
AND THE THINGS YOU 
CREATE WITH THEM

TOGETHER WE 
BECOME RESILIENT

BECAUSE IF WE DON’T 
LIKE SOMETHING, 

WE CHANGE IT

BUT IT IS OK
BECAUSE AMAZING 
PEOPLE LIVE HERE  

V
U
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ER

A
B
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BE
AU

TI
FU

L 
CR

EA
TI

VE
 

HUMAN BEINGS 
HELPING ONE ANOTHER 

BECOMING OUR BEST SELVES

AT THE TIME

IT IS ONE 
TINY S

T
E
P



LEVELS OF SHARING
When speculating what these levels of sharing could look like, I again 
needed to be mindful of that everybody has their own limit of sharing. 
I wanted to create a community where everybody felt welcome despite 
their way of living. I did not want to turn somebody away just because 
they had the need of living in a conventional accommodation, but felt 
like they wanted to contribute the community. In this neighbourhood 
there are three ways of accommodation, my vision with the three levels 
is that depending on how the family constellation is changing the hous-
ing accommodation can easily be adjusted to the level one see fit. 

If one family has many family members, maybe a house (level one) is 
the best option for them, as long as all the children are living with their 
parents. When the children decides to move out, the parents can also 
switch level. The whole family might move in to a collective housing 
accommodation with separate apartments (level two), for the family to 
still be able to live close to each other, but having their own space and 
privacy. As the years go by, they might end up staying in level two or 
they could move to a larger sharing apartment (level three) where one 
child and its family could co-live with their now very old parents, to give 
them the best care possible.  

Down below are the descriptions of each level, how I define the three 
levels of sharing and who is living where. 

A UTOPIAN SCENARIO



You want to contribute to the community, But the need of privacy is a 
big	part	of	your	life	that	you	can’t	let	go	of.	You	want	to	be	a	part	of	the	
neighborhood and join the activities available around you. You want to 
give and to receive knowledge by communal practices, with hopes to be 
able to create a strong sense of community. 

BEDROOM

BEDROOM

BEDROOM

OFFICE

BATHROOM

BATHROOM

LAUNDRY
ROOM

LIVING
ROOM

KITCHEN

HALLWAY

DINING
ROOM

LEVEL ONE
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You are willing to share everydaylife with people who are not 
related to you. You let people come close to you. You still have 
the privacy of your own small apartment, but you share the big 
common spaces with other tenants in your shared living spa-
ce. This way of living allows people to create new friendships, 
challenge perspectives and develop new skills. All of this in one 
building, for a more social way of living. Inspired by Helsing-
borgshem, SällBo.

SHARED 
KITCHEN

SHARED 
LAUNDRY

ROOM

SHARED 
COMMON

SPACE

BEDROOM

BATHROOMKITCHEN HALLWAY

LIVINGROOM

BALCONY

LEVEL TWO

You share the apartment with one other family. You each have 
one apartment, and mutually agree what will become the com-
mon space for both families. This apartment is designed to fit 
the needs of two families, which can vary over time. Sharing a 
space like this can become very intimate. Who knows: maybe 
over time you may have gained an extended family who can 
help out in different situations. Inspired by Hanna Östlund.

LEVEL THREE

BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM

BATHROOM

KITCHEN KITCHEN

HALLWAY HALLWAY

SHARED 
SPACE

SHARED 
SPACE

SHARED 
BALCONY

BATHROOM
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FACILITES
Within this speculative community shared facilities of numerous sorts 
are available. This includes specially-equipped kitchens for fermenta-
tion, baking, or cooking for a large number of people; repair workshops 
that encourage reusing thing instead of throwing it away; a tool library 
for home improvements (a concept where one could borrow tools for 
doing adjustments at home, without having to buy the tools yourself); 
a second hand shop for encouraging a different kind of consumer 
behavior, and finally a communal garden a place to grow greens to-
gether, share knowledge and plants. I see these facilities as a start, 
and I believe that if this would be put into practice the social aspect of 
people will play a big part. There is a big part left out for systems or 
services to be created among neighbors. As an example, there might 
be a someone offering to water your plants if you are away for a longer 
period of time; who knows what exchanges might arise?

TOOL LIBRARY

SECOND HAND 
SHOP

SHARED 
KITCHEN

COMMUNITY 
GARDEN

WORKSHOP SPACE

LEVEL THREE

LEVEL TWO

LEVEL ONE
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CURATING CARE
FROM INTANGIBLE TO TANGIBLE
How does one visualize something intangible, like a collaborative life-
style or the act of sharing? Throughout my project, the definition of 
sharing has developed from sharing objects, to sharing time, to sharing 
space, to sharing resources. When reflecting upon my process, I see 
that the core is the space due to the collaboration with Västra Göta-
landsregionen, which is followed by the rest of the sharing definitions, 
all stemming from shared space. That is why I decided to build models 
of my concept (”Three levels of sharing”) for our exhibition “Re”, to tell 
the story of my speculative community in a thoughtful, playful and inter-
active way, by using the models as a starting point when explaining the 
collaborative lifestyle and the act of sharing. 

I personally view the models as future concepts, something that is 
speculated around and could be developed when agreed upon. It was 
important to remember that my models were built for an exhibition 
setting and not developed simply to pitch an idea to a developer. It had 
to spark curiosity and joy within the visitor, making the audience stay 
for longer. I had to find creative ways of explaining my project in detail, 
without becoming verbal to the point of boredom.  

I began to think about levels of information, not wanting to give 
everything away at first glance, but to instead reveal little by little, 
keeping the audience wanting to know more. I have always been inter-
ested in details and driven by curiosity and clever solutions to prob-
lems. Therefore I started to question what would draw the attention of 
the visitor and spark the curiosity that would make the visitor want to 
interact? I came up with the idea to not reveal the floor plans of the 
houses, but instead hide that part, in addition to making it interactive. 
The visitor would lift the tabs attached to the roof of the buildings, re-
vealing the inside, together with a short explanation of the level. This 
action would be repeated for all three levels of sharing together with 
the shared facilities (shared kitchen, repair workshop, a tool library, a 
second hand shop and a community garden) around the neighborhood. 



By making the exhibition interactive, freestanding and accessible from 
all angles I hope to have engaged at least few visitors, and making my 
audience understand that change can happen on many levels, on a 
small or big scale, together or alone. Change is not the result of having 
to sacrifice things in your life, but a matter of rethinking old habits. We 
need to change the pattern of individualism that we have been living 
according to for so long, and create something better together. During 
my project I have identified caring for resources as a key insight in this 
process. Whether it is taking care of people, the planet or private/public 
belongings, by sharing knowledge, space and resources we could learn 
how to become resilient as a community.
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At the finishing stage of my thesis, I discovered the term ”communi-
ty-care”, which I find to be very descriptive of my project. Communi-
ty-care is the opposite of self-care, and involves more than one person. 
It can include two, three, or possibly hundreds of people, and exists to 
help other people in their lives, replacing individualism with collectiv-
ism. It includes any type of care provided by a single individual to ben-
efit other people in their life. Yet this type of care is not entirely unself-
ish, because there is an unwritten rule that those who provide care for 
others will receive care back when they need it, according to Nakita 
Valerio (a community organizer and researcher) in an article posted on 
mashable.com. 

I see the term “community care” working as a top layer, which is followed 
by the levels of housing accommodation, and the shared space within the 
neighborhood.	It	doesn’t	matter	what	level	you	are	living	in,	community	
care works as the glue to keep all the people together, to create better 
social sustainability and a better environment to live in. It could result in 
small actions of kindness; if someone needs help getting groceries, for 
example, due to a sickness or a disability, community care will step in, 
resulting in neighbors taking turns helping out.

COMMUNITY-CARE
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REFLECTION - FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

A critical side to community care could be helping out as a very self-
less but yet innocent act, to serve a very selfish idea; keeping track of 
who helped who, to make sure that the favour would be returned when 
the need arises. Or it could be a completely unselfish act, via spend-
ing time with people who have no friends or family, making them feel 
better. According to Brian Wahl, (assistant scientist at the Johns Hop-
kins Bloomberg School of Public Health) minimizing social isolation 
and turning to a community for support is a critical ingredient in mental 
health. This is something that I believe becomes easier when you have 
space that allows and encourages people to live and work as a commu-
nity, opening up for interactions between neighbors.

It is precisely those interactions where I hope trust is built between 
strangers, which is something I have been lacking in my own residence 
and with my own neighbors. At the same time, what have I done to ini-
tiate a close relationship? Yes, I have made small conversations in the 
laundry room, but nothing significant. Friendship is a two-way street, 
and	if	I	don’t	know	my	neighbors,	they	probably	don’t	know	me	either.	
This leaves a big question: what could I have done differently? Another 
intervention, another poster? I will leave that for further development in 
the future. 
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THE MAKING OF AN EXHIBITION
Instead I will focus on the collective collaboration we have done togeth-
er as a class, working towards the same goal of the final exhibition. 
Something that I had to learn very quickly when working with over 30 
people was to set aside my own personal esthetics for the sake of the 
collective. As Raqs media collective explains what working as a collec-
tive producing art is like: ”we disagreed, when necessary, and agreed, 
when possible”. I agree, this way of working is beneficial when trying 
to move forward but still keeping everybody on the same page, but in 
our case there were too many individuals to consult everyone in every 
matter. Sometimes, I had a hard time coping when key decisions were 
made without the majority having a say. It might not be easy letting go 
in the moment, but when creating some distance between myself and 
the exhibition, I chose to accept the things others decided and be ok 
with it; make it work! That has been a standard phrase during these 
three years at design + change, which increased in prevalence during 
our thesis processes.

One interesting thing about the process was how we as a class discov-
ered how similar our projects became in the end. Eventhough we tried 
to stand out as individuals, we all had the same core belief of care. 
We cared for the environment in many different and unique ways, but 
we also cared deeply for our individual projects. In the end I believe I 
have curated an exhibition of care, and it just so happens that the word 
“curating”, according to Hans Ulrich Obrist (2014), comes from the Latin 
word curare, meaning to take care; and with this degree in sustainable 
design I believe it is hard not to care. 
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RESULT
I believe the act of sharing would become easier, due to a more prac-
tical use of space. If I could move into this community today, I would 
move into the level two accommodation. As time goes by my parents 
would have become older, and with hopes that my family would become 
larger I see us as a big family moving into the accommodation three. 
In order to spend more time with my parents and to better take care 
them, while they could help me/us in appropriate ways like babysitting 
for example. I believe this way of living could become more stress-free 
when we give and receive help from each other, by using each other as 
resources. 

By speculating how we best could use each other as resources I also 
found it very important to understand that we all draw the line of shar-
ing at different stages. Therefore I created three different variations 
of sharing, where one can move in between to accommodate for the 
specific need, at a specific time. By creating this neighborhood I under-
stand that choosing to live in this sustainable community one can make 
chooses (not related to collective living) that promotes an unsustainable 
life. But by moving in to this community and being surrounded with peo-
ple wanting to do the best for the planet, I hope that this way of living 
will rub off on those who are thinking otherwise. 
 
This project was inspired by Västra Götalandsregionen and Klimat 2030 
for the purpose of speculating how our future neighborhoods could look 
like. Because new sustainable neighborhoods in Västra Götalandsre-
gionen will be built in the near future, I saw this as a great opportunity 
to contribute to new ways of looking at co-living. 

As part of my design project I have created a zine* to convey the key 
points of this paper in a creative way. This zine will be handed out to 
my collaboration partners Johanna Lindblad, coordinator of ”design for 
a sustainable lifestyle” at Västra Götalandsregionen, and Dragana Cu-
rovic, developer at Helsingborgshem, Sällbo. I want to put forth a differ-
ent way of looking at neighborhoods and how they could be designed 
in the future, creating an alternative way of living. With this speculative 
project I want people to start reflecting on their current living situation, 
and how they act in terms of creating a collaborative lifestyle. I hope to 
shed some light on the modern way of co-living and to encourage more 
people to choose this way of living. 

*A	zine	(/ziːn/	ZEEN;	short	for	magazine	or	fanzine)	is	a	small-circulation	self-
published work of original or appropriated texts and images, usally reproduced via 
potocpoier.
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CONCLUSION
Before starting this thesis project, co-living was not something that I 
wanted to try, and I had a hard time picture myself living in. It was not 
until later that I understood, through my research, how co-living and 
collective living have developed a lot since the 70s, and that my as-
sumptions needed to change. Co-living has shifted from family houses, 
to large buildings with resources to create strong bonds between young 
adults, elderly and newly arrived immigrants. In this project I wanted 
to better understand how we can use each other as resources via al-
ternative forms of sharing different accommodation, instead of living 
an isolated lifestyle. My hopes with this speculative neighborhood is to 
create a future where trust is built between initial strangers, creating a 
strong sense of community amongst neighbors, which is something I 
have been lacking in my own residence. 

This project started in the field of housing, but towards the end of this 
project	I’ve	instead	started	to	question	the	way	we	live	as	individuals,	
the society, and our actions associated with these topics. Our behav-
iors toward each other needs to change, in combination with developing 
a more keen sense of providing assistance where assistance is need-
ed. By replacing individualism with collectivism, one can create a mind-
set where we start to think in terms of a community. Sweden is soon 
running out of places to build accommodation, and soon sharing will 
become	a	necessity.	But	I	don’t	see	that	happening	unless	we	change	
our lifestyles, mindset and actions first. Therefore I have created a 
speculative community where different levels of shared accommodation 
are available, with each level aiming to provide for the requirements of 
each individual. A space where actions speak louder than words, where 
sharing is something one practices routinely, creating new ways for 
people to meet by sharing space, objects, skills, knowledge and time, 
resulting in a more collaborative lifestyle. Because life is about the 
people you meet and the things you create with them.

As a result from this speculative futures of sustainable communities I 
have	come	to	change	my	assumptions	on	collective	living.	I’m	excited	
over this neighborhood, because I see it as a way to both give help to 
my parents, but also receive help from them in different periods of life. 
This would be an opportunity for me to both share my resources that I 
have, gain new knowledge and friendship through collective living that 
could be helpful in the future. Since we would have the common spaces 
where people would gather. 
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SHARING IS CARING
A survey about sharing 

space and objects

APPENDIX



Would you like to live in a collective (with two or more people who are 
not your family)?

5 10 15 20 250

1

Would you like to live in a co-housing (a building with smaller apart-
ments and common areas such as kitchen and lounges)?

5 10 15 20 250

2



Would	you	like	to	live	in	a	sharing	community	with	people	you	don’t	
know (where you have a private residence but some rooms/features/
things is shared with other households you know)?

5 10 15 20 250

5 10 15 20 250

Would you like to live in a sharing community where some things are 
shared	with	another	household	you	don’t	know?

3

4



5 10 15 20 250

Would you like to live in a community where everything is private?5



Which parts of the home would you like to share with others?

5 10 15 20 250

Kitchen
Living room

Bed room
Dining room

Tv-room
Play room

Hobby room
WC/Bathroom

Laundry
Garden
Balcony
Hallway

*This question was skipped by one person. That makes the total of people answering 
this question 27.
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5 10 15 20 250

Kitchen appliances

Tableware
Sewing machine etc

Tools
Toys
Food

Computer
TV

Furniture
Vacuum cleaner/

cleaning products

What objects are most important to own (that is not to be shared 
with others)?8



Which parts of the home would you NOT like to share with others?

5 10 15 20 250

Kitchen
Living room

Bedroom

Dining room

Tv-room

Playroom

Hobby room
WC/Bathroom

*This question was skipped by one person. That makes the total of people answering 
this question 27.
*The Laundry, Garden, Balcony, and Hallway unfortunately fell out. 
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What objects in your home would you like to share with others?

5 10 15 20 250

Kitchen appliances

Tableware
Sewing machine etc

Tools
Toys
Food

Computer
TV

Furniture
Vacuum cleaner/

cleaning products

*This question was skipped by one person. 
That makes the total of people answering this question 27.

9



What would be the most important aspect for you to become part 
of a collective or a sharing community? 

5 10 15 20 250

Social
Environmental

Economical
 Neither
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TO DOOR 

FROM DOOR 

SPECULATIVE FUTURES 
OF SUSTAINABLE 

COMMUNITIES 



DESPITE NEW 
BUILDINGS AND 

PROJECTS ARISING 
EVERYWHERE YOU 
LOOK, HOUSING IN 
SWEDEN IS STILL 

LACKING. HOWEVER, 
IT ISN’T THE ISSUE... 

..BUT THE WAY 
  WE CHOOSE TO        

LIVE.



SOMETIMES I GET LONELY 
INSTAGRAM, TWITTER, FACEBOOK 
ALWAYS CONNECTED BUT NOT CONNECTED 

SOMETIMES I GET LONELY
LOOKING FOR THE FUTURE 
FORGETTING TO BE IN THE PRESENT 

SOMETIMES I GET LONELY
THINKING SOMEDAY, ONE DAY
NEVER RIGHT HERE RIGHT NOW

SOMETIMES I GET LONELY
JUST WAITING...
ALWAYS WAITING...



TRYING TO TACKLE EVERYTHING ON 
OUR OWN IS NOT AN EASY TASK.

TRYING TO BE SOME SUPERHUMAN, 
FIGHTING STRESS - THE VILLAIN. 

SO, INSTEAD OF DOING EVERYTHING 
ON OUR OWN

HOW CAN WE USE 
EACH OTHER AS 

R E S O U R C E S 
FOR A MORE 

SUSTAINABLE LIFESTYLE?



SCRATCHING INDIVIDUALISM 
AND REPLACING IT WITH 

COLLECTIVISM.

S T O P ! 

MAYBE WE SHOULD TAKE A LOOK 
AT AN ALTERNATIVE WAY OF 

LIVING. 



1935
Simplified 
household tasks ena-
bled women to work 
outside the house-
hold, for a productive 
effort in business 
and goverment

1956
Hässelby family hotel in 
Stockholm was a service 
house for women who
were employed. They 
would be relieved of 
housework by access 
to service in the house: 
dining room, day care 
center, cleaning help, 
nurse etc. There were 
also facilities for weaving 
and carpentry. This way 
of living created strong 
bonds between the 
tenants but was only 
accessible by 
privileged people. 

1968
The idea of collective 
housing with 
solidarity, community 
and cooperation 
developed explosively 
when the so called living 
collectives (large fami-
lies) spread through 
Europe ś university 
cities. 

1970
The movie 
”Tillsammans” 
(2000) tried to 
capture the contem-
porary spirit of living 
in a collective. It ques-
tioned  family norms 
and promoted a sha-
red care of children 
and households alike. 

(End of) 1970
Similar thoughts were 
brought forward in the late 
70’s by a working group that 
called itself ”Bo i gemenskap” 
(BiG) Their philosophy was if 
one cooked food for a larger 
group of people less often, 
one would cook with passion, 
be stimulated by the colla-
boration with others. saving 
time by only having to cook 
once every five to ten meals. 

1979
The first example of 
a collective house 
from the BiG model 
was Stacken, esta-
blished in Bergsjön, 
Gothenburg. When 
they started to 
discuss ideas about 
how the collective 
would be run, con-
flicts arose between 
the residents. Which 
led to many moving 
away.



(Early) 1990
A model of collective hou-
sing was developed ”for 
the second half of life”, ie 
for people over 40 with 
adult children. One of the 
aims was to support each 
other for a longer period 
of aging. 1

TODAY
Collective housing forms 
today are rare and 
unusual which contribu-
tes to few people knowing 
about this type of 
accommodation.

MY THOUGHTS 
After watching ”Tills-
mmans” I came to the 
conclution that collective 
housing was unsuitable 
for me without knowing 
that the concept had 
been developed further 
since the 1970’s. 

(December 1st) 2019 
Near future: SällBo is a new way 
of living were you choose to live 
with many people surrounding 
you. With focus on having fewer 
square meters per person and 
sharing bigger common spaces, 
both young, old and newly im-
migrated people have a chance 
to try this new way of living. 
This creates a unique accom-
modation, where generations 
and cultures meet and social life 
is at the center. 2



LIVING TOGETHER
 IS A NECESSITY TODAY 

BECAUSE WE ARE 
OUT OF SPACE 

TO BUILD.



TO CHALLENGE TODAY’S 
NORMS OF LIVING. 

WITH HOPES TO CREATE 
STRONGER BONDS 
BETWEEN PEOPLE, 

FOR A MORE RESILIENT 
COMMUNITY. 

THEREFORE I HAVE TAKEN IT 
UPON MYSELF TO DESIGN 

A CO-SHARING NEIGHBORHOOD 
WITH DIFFERENT

 LEVELS OF SHARED SPACE 
WITHIN THE NEIGHBORHOOD. 



MANIFESTO 
OF ONE SPECULATIVE  

NEIGHBORHOOD

A

APRIL

08
2019



EXCESS
HAS BECOME
THE
N O R M

THE CULTURE THAT 
WE LIVE IN HAS 

TAKEN IT TOO FAR

OUR HOMES HAVE BECOME 
MANSIONS INSTEAD OF SHELTERS 

AGAINST NATURE

MATERIALISM HAS 
REPLACED NECESSITY
OUR DAILY ACTIONS WILL AFFECT THE 
HERITAGE WE LEAVE BEHIND
WE NEED TO BE MINDFUL
BECAUSE THERE IS 

P L A N E T
N O

B



IN OUR COMMUNITY WE 
BELIEVE THERE IS ENOUGH 

IN THE WORLD FOR 
EVERYBODY’S NEED 

BUT NOT FOR 
EVERYBODY’S GREED

WE RISE BY LIFTING 
OTHERS

WE LAUGH LOTS 
WE SHOW GRATITUDE
CREATING OUR OWN REALITY 
WE FOCUS ON THE POSITIVE

SEEKING ANSWERS THAT 
MOVE US FORWARD

WE WILL
MAKE THE

WORLD 
STRONG
ER

YES,

THAN IT WAS WHEN WE FOUND IT

WE ARE OPEN-MINDED, 
ACCEPTING, 

TOLERANT, WE LOVE: 
WE FORGIVE

WE ARE ALWAYS CURIOUS



WE LEARN, EXPLORE, 
AND PUSH FORWARD

CURIOSITY, IMAGINATION, 
AND TRUST MATTERS HERE

LIFE IS BEAUTIFUL
LIFE IS SIMPLE

LIFE IS ABOUT THE
PEOPLE YOU MEET 
AND THE THINGS YOU 
CREATE WITH THEM

TOGETHER WE 
BECOME RESILIENT

BECAUSE IF WE DON’T 
LIKE SOMETHING, 

WE CHANGE IT

BUT THAT IS OK
BECAUSE AMAZING 
PEOPLE LIVE HERE  

V
U

LN
ER

A
B

LE
 

BE
AU

TI
FU

L 
CR

EA
TI

VE
 

HUMAN BEINGS 
HELPING ONE ANOTHER 

BECOMING OUR BEST SELVES

AT THE TIME

IT IS ONE 
TINY S

T
E
P



SHARING IS A CONTROVERSIAL CONCEPT FOR 
ADULTS, BUT IS PREACHED TO CHILDREN. 

WHEN SHARING INTRUDES ON OUR PRIVATE LIFE 
WE USALLY DRAW THE LINE. 

I HAVE INVESTIGATED THREE POSSIBLE 
WAYS ONE COULD CHOOSE 

TO LIVE IN THIS SPECULATIVE
NEIGHBORHOOD. 

DESIGNING FOR REALISTIC NEEDS. 

Levels of sharing 



Level one 

YOU WANT TO GIVE AND TO 
RECEIVE KNOWLEDGE BY 

COMMUNAL PRACTICES, WITH 
HOPES TO BE ABLE TO CREATE A 
STRONG SENSE OF COMMUNITY. 

YOU WANT TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE 
COMMUNITY, BUT THE NEED OF 

PRIVACY IS A BIG PART OF YOUR LIFE 
THAT YOU CAN T́ LET GO OF.

YOU WANT TO BE A PART OF THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD AND JOIN THE 

ACTIVITIES AVAILABLE AROUND YOU. 



Level two 
YOU ARE WILLING TO SHARE EVERYDAYLIFE WITH 
PEOPLE WHO ARE NOT RELATED TO YOU. YOU LET 
PEOPLE COME CLOSE TO YOU. 

YOU STILL HAVE THE PRIVACY OF YOUR OWN SMALL 
APARTMENT, BUT YOU SHARE THE BIG COMMON 
SPACES WITH OTHER TENANTS IN YOUR SHARED 
LIVING SPACE. 

THIS WAY OF LIVING ALLOWS PEOPLE TO 
CREATE NEW FRIENDSHIPS, CHALLENGE 
PERSPECTIVES AND DEVELOP NEW SKILLS. 
ALL OF THIS IN ONE BUILDING, FOR A MORE 
SOCIAL WAY OF LIVING. 

(WHEN YOU FEEL LIKE IT)



Level three 
YOU SHARE THE APARTMENT WITH ONE OTHER 
FAMILY. YOU EACH HAVE ONE APARTMENT, AND 

MUTUALLY AGREE WHAT WILL BECOME THE 
COMMON SPACE FOR BOTH FAMILIES

THIS APARTMENT IS DESIGNED TO FIT 
THE NEEDS OF TWO FAMILIES, 
WHICH CAN VARY OVER TIME. 

SHARING A SPACE LIKE THIS CAN 
BECOME VERY INTIMATE. WHO KNOWS: 

MAYBE OVER TIME YOU MAY HAVE GAINED 
AN EXTENDED FAMILY WHO CAN HELP OUT 

IN DIFFERENT SITUATIONS. 



SECOND HAND SHOP
ENCOURAGING DIFFERENT 
CONSUMER BEHAVIOUR, 
MAKING IT EASY FOR THE 
OBJECTS TO LIVE LONGER. 

SHARED KITCHEN
A SPECIALLY EQUIPPED KITCHEN 
FOR BAKING, FERMENTATION OR 

THE CAPACITY TO COOK FOR 
MANY PEOPLE. 

COMMUNITY GARDEN
A PLACE TO GROW GREENS 

TOGETHER, SHARE KNOWLEDGE 
AND PLANTS.  

FACILITES AROUND THE NEIGHBORHOOD 



TOOL LIBRARY
IT IS JUST WHAT IS SOUNDS LIKE. 
A LIBRARY WHERE YOU CAN LEND 
TOOLS FOR DOING ADJUSTMENTS 

AT HOME WITHOUT HAVING
 TO BUY ALL THE TOOLS 

YOURSELF.  

WORKSHOP SPACE
A SPACE WHERE ONE CAN REPAIR 
THINGS THAT HAVE BROKEN OR 

REFURBISH OLD THINGS. ENCOUR-
AGING REUSING THINGS INSTEAD OF 

THROWING THEM AWAY.    



THIS PROJECT WAS INSPIRED BY VÄSTRA 
GÖTALANDSREGIONEN AND KLIMAT 2030, 

SPECULATING ON WHAT OUR FUTURE 
NEIGHBORHOODS COULD LOOK LIKE. I HOPE 

TO SHED SOME LIGHT ON MODERN 
COLLECTIVE ACCOMMODATION, 

TO ENCOURAGE MORE PEOPLE TO CHOOSE 
THIS WAY OF LIVING, NOW AND IN THE FUTURE. 

MY SPECULATIVE PROJECT WAS DESIGNED 
AS A WHOLE NEIGHBORHOOD, BUT IT COULD 

BE PULLED APART AND USED SEPARATELY 
ON EXISTING OR FUTURE BUILDINGS. 

INSPIRATION   



SARA LARSSON  



I WANT TO THANK MY COLLABORATIVE 
PARTNERS FOR INVESTING TIME AND EFFORTO HELP

 ME DEVELOP MY SPECULATIVE NEIGBORHOOD. 

JOHANNA LINDBLAD, 
COORDINATOR OF ”DESIGN FOR A SUSTAINABLE 
LIFESTYLE” AT VÄSTRA GÖTALANDSREGIONEN.

DRAGANA CUROVIC, 
DEVELOPER AT HELSINGBORGSHEM, 

SÄLLBO.

THANK YOU!   
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