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extraverted
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. If the main corridor 
was public, if a 
threshold leading to the 
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YES & NO
. Diversity indoor but 
not outdoor

MAYBE
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accessed through the 
main corridor were more 
porous, intersected 
more
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. Everyone has equal 
access to everything in 
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gaupenraub+/- 
2013
Vienna, Austria
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NO 
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. On the roof
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street were not like cells

YES
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conditions (of light and 
air) 5
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equal opportunity 3.5
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ROUND EARTHEN 
DWELLING 
1905
Hongkeng, China 

NO
. Intended to be 
introverted, very 
hermetic because of 
blind wall and hidden 
access

YES
. Layers of privateness 
vertically and 
horizontally; circle 
divided into 6 circles 
arranged like russian 
dolls
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. But repetitive (a 
quarter of the circle is 
different, as a whole it is 
repetitive)
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. Hierarchy of rooms, 
could pollinate if walls 
had openings or were 
transparent, if circles 
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Moscow, Russia

NO
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be common
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. Building is introverted 
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perspective, but not 
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Zurich, Switzerland

MAYBE
. If central main alley 
was completely open, 
no doors

YES
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2 apartments, quite 
private

MAYBE
. If there were public 
programs easily 
accessible from the 
street; common 
programs combined to 
the passages; if 
courtyards add 
different conditions

MAYBE
. If public and common 
programs were added 
and juxtaposed to 
courtyards and main 
hall

YES
. Same circulation 
patterns and private 
space 3.5
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YES
. Access from street; all 
public programs at 
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. Problems with curious 
starngers taking 
pictures on promenade 
level 10

YES & NO
. Privacy gradient from 
promenade to units
. Visitor problem to be 
adressed through 
architecture (private 
section narrower and 
etc)…

YES
. In plan and section, 
different sizes, shapes, 
used from ground to 
roof

YES
. Mainly through use of 
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NO
. Hierarchical

2
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1992
Barcelona, Spain

MAYBE
. Access to courtyard 
provided, but height (6 
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access could discourage 
public
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. One staircase for two 
apartments
. Clear seperation of 
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. Rich diversity outside 
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