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ABSTRACT 

 
This project is to Shared Housing for Millennials in affordable rent rates, at a proximity 

to maximum facilities, engage them in activities that feels like home to every user. 

Shared Housings are small but a good design can make them an ideal place to live, 

through accurate measure of architecture, furniture and material selection and cohesive 

space plan.  

There is a lot to think about a life in the city, as you can have everything that you need 

and want exact on your doorstep. But there are challenges. City real estate can be very 

expensive, and sometimes that means living in a smaller space. A good design must 

come to the rescue. And that is exactly the case with Shared Housing for millennials. 

In the current day urbanization these shared housing apartments act as a solution to 

overcrowding and urban sprawl. 

Millennials are generation born between1980-2000; they are the first generation of the 

digital natives, they are self-ambitious and one of the best educated generation. 

India has one of the largest Millennial population and estimated as 426 million 34%  

of Indian population who stays in hostel and paying guest which creates a massive 

demand for millennials shared housing accommodation. 

The Project satisfies a Millennials need in a smaller area at affordable rent rates with 

all amenities also create interaction between them and forms a community for them. 
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CHAPTER 1  

 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1. AIM 

The Aim of this project is to create a community that lets anyone from millennials like 

Students, Young Professionals and other individuals relocating to mount their lifestyle 

with people sharing a common thread. 

1.2. NEED FOR PROJECT 

As a lot of Millennials gather to Urban Living in pursuit of Enhanced Lives and 

Occupations, there is an alteration in the way we live, work and engage. Nowadays 

more than half the population of the world lives in cities. The Century has Perceived a 

Dramatic Population Move from rural to urban. The Housing stock is not increasing as 

fast as their migration and henceforth there is a need of Shared Housing. It is an 

Intentional Community contributing in an increasingly shared economy and 

affordability of a suitable housing solution. 

1.3. DESIGN PROGRAM 

The Housing Community includes individual and shared living units with shared 

functions and facilities that promotes complete living and wellness. It also includes 

different Public spaces for the Millennials. Exemplary Common Spaces like reading 

areas, meditating area, sports facilities, Open Air Theatres and etc. 

CHAPTER 2 

COST EFFECTIVE MATERIALS 

 

 
The Building Construction field contributes up to 22% of our nation’s total annual CO2 

emissions. 

Unfired earth – Building material is the very soil the structure stands on  

Earth is widely used material for construction. 
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The Common methods used for earth construction are cob, wattle and damp, rammed 

earth, adobe and cut blocks. Approximately 35% of all Indian homes still use raw earth 

for walls. 

Even today, earth is extensively used as building materials. Among other benefits of 

using earth for construction: one is – it’s thermal insulation value, easy availability and 

aesthetic value. 

2.1. COMPRESSED STABILIZED EARTH BLOCKS 

Compressed earth blocks are made from a mechanical press to form blocks from an 

appropriate mixture of fairly dry in-organic sub soil, non-expansive clay and aggregates. 

If the blocks are stabilized with a chemical-binder such as Portland cement, they are 

known as compressed stabilized earth block CSEB or stabilized earth block SEB. 

The CSEB does not require firing or baking like conventional fired bricks. 

99% Buildings in India are made with fired bricks which leads to depletion of fertile soil 

underneath and it’s a highly polluting industry. 

2.2. ADVANTAGES OF CSEB 

Minimizes Shipping Cost 

Increased Efficiency and Sustainability 

Process Time is Minimal (Short drying Period) 

Minimizes or eliminates mortar- Reduces labor and material costs 

Blocks are strong, stable, water resistant and long lasting 

A single mechanical press can produce 800 to 5000 blocks, enough to build 

(1200sq.ft/110sq.m) 

A High performance CEB press can produce 6000 to 17000 blocks. 

Exteriors looks like Convention Stucco houses 

Strength exceeds the Standard Concrete Blocks (1900psi) 

Non-Toxic and completely natural. 

Sound resistant, important feature in high density neighborhoods, residential areas 

adjacent to industrial zones. 

Fire resistant, earth walls do not burn. 
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CSEB with cement stabilization – observed compressive strength at 28 days of aging 

with 9% cement stabilization 

2.3. FINISHING OF CSEB 

Completed walls need either a reinforced bond-beam/ring-beam on top/between floors. 

Plaster Finish- Stucco Wire/Stucco Cement/Lime Plaster/ Left Exposed 

Polycarbonate Varnish is used to provide an added layer of wet-weather protection 

2.4. FOUNDATION OF CSEB 

Standards for foundation are similar to brick walls 

CEB walls are heavy. Footings must be at least 10-inches thick, with a minimum width 

that is 33% greater than the wall width. 

Rubble Filled foundation trench designs with reinforced-concrete grade beam above 

are allowable to support CSEB construction. 

CHAPTER – 3 - CASE STUDY 

3.1. CHACO CHAPELTOWN  
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3.2. INNER PORTLAND INFILL SITE  

 

3.3. THE COLLECTIVE OLD OAK – LONDON UNITED KINGDOM 
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3.4.  LUCIEN CORNIL STUDENT RESIDENCE 
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3.5. STUDIO DARLINGHURST 
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CHAPTER 4–STANDARDS 

4.1 ANTHROPOMETRICS 

 

4.2. SPATIAL REQUIREMENTS 
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4.3. KITCHEN AND BATHROOM STANDARDS 
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4.4. FURNITURES 
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4.5. BEDROOM 

 

4.6. MEZZANINE FLOOR, LEDGE/LOFT, STAIRCASE AND SHADING DEVICES 
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4.7. LIGHTING AND VENTILATION 
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CHAPTER 5–SITE ANALYSIS 

5.1. CONTEXTUAL ANALYSIS 
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5.2. MACRO LEVEL ANALYSIS 

 

5.3. CLIMATE ANALYSIS 
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