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Tallest buildings (13th century—1901) [edi] n 1 -l x II J -I -I ﬂll -‘ 1 N
Churches and cathedrals [ edit | Main article: Farly skyscrapers
. ) o In the 19th Century. a new kind of structure was developed in Chicago using an iron or steel internal structure (instead
From the 13th century until 1901, the world's fallest building was always a church or cathedral. In the 13th cg weight. The taller of these buildings are called skyscrapers. Chicago's Home Insurance Building, with its innovation in u: n 1 1 J 1 l l N n
completed. Completed in the early 14th century, the central spire of Lincoln Cathedral surpassed it In 1349 1 the world's first skyscraper. This design feature would become standard in skyscrapers all across the world. 1
Church in Stralsund the world's tallest building. In 1647, the bell tower of this church burned down, thus makif 4, buildings that were the tallest skyscrapers — but still shorter than the tallest church or cathedral — were:
tallest building. It was not until the completion of the Uim Minster in 1890 that the world's tallest building was g 1L buildi i th 1
Years tallest [N Locat Height | i
original configuration of Lincoln Cathedral cars HEles ame ocation = ne| Tallest buildings in the world fed]
- — T e e e ) U==D Gyl iy, AT e (==] GBI This list includes all buildings (completed and architecturally topped out) which reach a height of 300 metres (984 ft) or more as assessed by their highest
ears talles! ame ocation el ’
g 1890-1894 New York World Building B= New York 94 metres (308 fi) 136] architectural feature. As of 2015, seven of the last eight buildings to have held the record as 'tallest building in the world' are still found in the list, with the North
13th century—1300 | Old St Paul's Cathedral® =8 London 140 metres (480 )| |1804-1895 Manhattan Life Insurance Building | BES New York 100 metres (330 ) 714 Tower of the original World Trade Center being the exception after its destruction in the September 11 attacks of 2001
1300-1549 Lincoln Cathedral* == Lincoin 159.7 metres (524 1| |1895-1899 Milwaukee City Hall B= Milwaukee 108 metres (324 ft) 7.27 bold | + Denotes building that is or was once tallest in the world
1549-1625 st Olaf's church Tallinn 159 metres (522 m 18981901 Park Row Building = New York 119 metres (390 ft) 101
s ilding ~I(°! : i s ion ¢ | Hei Fl'e | Hei s ¢ Built ¢
16251647 St Mary's Ghurch “ RN 151 metres (495 1) Tallest buildings (from 1001) (<ot Rank Building city Country/region Height (m) Height (ft) ¢ Floors ¢ Built
g 9 [edit ] 1 Burj Khalifat Dubai = UAE 828 m 27T R 163 | 2010
16471874 Strasbourg Cathedral Strasbourg 142 metres (466 ft) - i i .
,:t 16?)m;lers.1tg;1?:1 Ph\l‘z‘det\p‘r:\atctl’ty‘:an \A:‘S ta:\er lh?)n Uim Mmstler ar:; thus the tallest building of any ki 2 Shanghai Tower Shanghai - China §32 mi10] 2073 R 128 2015
18741876 Church of St. Nicholas — b 147 metres (482 ft ower). since . the world's tallest building has always been a secular skyscraper. -
— g ( ) 3 Abraj Al-Bait Clock Tower Mecca B Saudi Arabia | 601 ml'"] 19711t 120 | 2012
Years tallest Name Location Height Increa| =
18761880 Rouen Cathedral I I Rouen 151 metres (495 ) 4 Ping An Finance Centre Shenzhen | [l China 500 m 1,065 ft 115 | 201608
— 1901-1908 Philadelphia City Hall == Philadelphia 167 metres (548 ft) - -
1880-1890 Cologne Cathedral = COlOgNE 157.38 metres (516 5 Goldin Finance 117 Tianjin il china 596.5m 1,957 fi 117 | 20168
1908-1909 Singer Building 186.57 metres (612.1 ft) 11.72
1890-1901 Ulm Minster® = UIm 161.53 metres (530 - 6 One World Trade Center New York City | B&S United States | 541.3 m 1776 1 104 2014
1009-1913 Metropolitan Life Tower 21336 mefres (7000 ft)  |14.36 . .
7 CTF Finance Centre Guangzhou | [illl China 530 ml'2l 1,740 ft 111 | 2016[E
1913-1930 Woolworth Building 241 metres (791 ft) 12,95
A I . 113
1930 Bank of Manhattan Trust Building | BES New York 283 metres (928 ft) 17.43 g LELE O e - TELLED oo Aol 0] A
19301031 Chrysler Building 319.9 metres (1,050 t) 1304 |2 Shanghai World Financial Center Shanghai Bl China 492 m 1.614 fi 101 2008
LLII'L“ L% bi ' ’ P Empire State Building 381 metres (1,250 f) 1012 |10 International Commerce Centre Hong Kong Hong Kong 484 m 1,588 ft 118 2010
l]rll 4 @ [ ) 1972-1074 World Trade Center 417 metres (1,366 1) a459 |11 Petronas Tower 11 Kuala Lumpur | BE Malaysia 452 m 1,483 ft 88 1098
J.LLL = B £ 1074-1008 | Sears Tower == Chicago 442 metres (1450 ) 6% 12 Petronas Tower 2} Kuala Lumpur B Malaysia 452 m 1.483 fi 88 | 1098
LLJIL ; =1 5 T (3 Zifeng Tower Manjing Bl china 450 m 1,476 ft 80 2010
A v :-;f 14 Willis Towert (formerly the Sears Tower) Chicago B= |nited States 442m 1.451 107 1974
BUU Khalifa 15 KK100 Shenzhen il china 442 m 1.449 ft 100 | 2011
2 7] 7 ft 16 Guangzhou International Finance Center Guangzhou Bl China 440 m 1.440 ft 103 2010
’ -
17 Wuhan Center Wuhan §ll China 4386 m 1.437 1t 86 2016[F]
=

Shanghai Tower
2,073 1t

Mekkah Clock
‘ 1971 ft One World
g 1876 ft

[¥] 8

Taipei 101
1,740 ft

Shanghai WFC
1,670 ft

¥ L
5

HK Center Petronas Tower
1,614 it 1483 ft Zifeng Tower
1 LA 1,476 ft
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5,. Y IF YOU WANT TO SEE WHAT A SOCIETY
S JOSEPH CAMPBELL REALLY BELIEVES IN, LOOK AT WHAT

THE BIGGEST BUILDINGS on THE
HORIZON ARE DEDICATED TO.
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When people can see and be seen,

~——» VIEW FROM WINDOWS

SOCIAL SAFETY:

Little natural surveillance.
Few eyes, little activity.

SOCIAL SAFETY:

Maximum natural surveillance.
Active street, present community.

SOCIAL SAFETY:

Partial surveillance.
Less naturally overlooked spaces.

FACTORS THAT STRENGTHEN SOCIAL SAFETY
|

DESIGN FOR PEQ)
NOT FOR SURVEI

Anonymity and isolation

of care and responsibility. —> VISUAL CONNECTION
(TWO-WAY)
THE FOUNDATION OF SOCIAL SAFETY Eyes on the street, not cameras.
s LOW DENSITY MEDIUM DENSITY 0 MEDIUM-HIGH DENSITY TOWERS
T (HOUSES / VILLAS) (2-5 STORIES) (6-9 STORIES) (10+ STORIES)
A [TITTTER T
) P& iR 1R EE HIEIE
4 | 0 P M ininini = iminin
y /1 e
/% 0 / | (OO
/ gy o
/ 5NN
4 1 8 O & VT o
L I TTET
// /r 3 D /// /’ LTSI T
Al /o [
N A N 7177 ¥ A1
{7 / o / ] ﬂﬁ i i
i T
e - FA T Jan Ge
(™ 4 g LTI
!ﬁ. Pairey y O LIFE BERWEEN BUILDINGS
3 j& j!\ &5 LTI " s
: : 5 Using Publig@@pace
Few windows on the street. Direct, continuous relationship. Gieater distance: Distance and height break the relationship. ~ STREET
Weak and discontinuous relationship. Many eyes on the street, lesewictal interactionwithithe strest: The street disappears from the
natural interaction. visual field.
SOCIAL SAFETY:

Depen

' 4
—

Jan Gehl, Life Between Buildings (2011)

. Cameras don't create
CAMERAS DON'T il x -
BUILD COMMUNITY. Urban safety comes ﬁ @@ +* + ! ’ Q (. ,,_ + ﬁ@ﬁ] = O\_ M°"’e humane, de'zr}s
PEOPLE DO. from an active presence “ R A= LB cities are safer citie -
of people and the quality USES AND GREEN SPACES HUMAN-SCALED COMMUNITY AND  NATURAL Because people wh
ACTIVITIES AT AND CARE STREET PARTICIPATION LIGHT use a place every d
SECTIONS best form of protec} ;

of our public spaces.
GROUND LEVEL
\
LET’S TAKE BACK CONTROL 3
BETTER STREETS. STRONGER] ) X

OX

“ The eyes of the street, belonging to those we might call its natural proprietors,
are more effective than an expensive system of police and cameras.. - Jane Jacobs
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{ pon completion. the superscrapers will transforn Widtown Wanhattan.

- Heres alook at how they U stack up

225 West =

57th Street
L | -
432 Park
eg Avenue
will be hest o
rossdential building
inthe US.

=
220 Central

Park South P_I_.':T West - - Height: 700 feet.
Height: 920 feot. 57th Street o '."."‘r‘d‘;:'::_ﬂ The upcomning 31-unit
This upcoming tower 3 ", ol i i
is designed by hie first of " Helght 1,050 feer, el
\Q' Robert A. M. Stern ng Pritzker Prize amo L
Architects. u aure at
break ground is behind cre
n 1 1 n 1 1 n J n * and be occupied modern design

520 Park
Avenue
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Children S 4

Behaviour Development

1. Ineichen & Hooper (1974): Found that childrenin 1. Early Reviews: Conway & Adams (1977) and
high-rise buildings exhibited twice as many Cooper Marcus & Hogue (1976) suggest that
behaviour problems compared to those in non-high-  high-rise living is unsuitable for families with
rise buildings, including bedwetting and temper small children due to inadequate attributes of a
tantrums. single-family house.

Conclusions

2. Gillis (1974): Indicated that juvenile delinquency is 2. Recent Israeli Studies: Broyer (2002) and Landau S -« . . .
predicted by living in multiple-unit dwellings, and (1999) found that raising children in high-rises, L £t . Mld-rlse apa rtments can be Just as dense as
this prediction is even stronger than population especially on higher floors, poses problems, such - r
density. as difficulty in supervision during play. ! high_rise housi ng
<> .
3. Richman (1974): Reported no differences in 3. Child Development Issues: Multiple studies ‘ .

behaviour problems among children living in high- indicate delayed development in infantsrafsed

rises, low-rises, and single-family dwellings. above certain floors, slower development of
skills, and less outdoor play among childrenon

. Taylor, Kuo & Sullivan (2002): Found that access to higher floors.

green space may mitigate behaviour problems

associated with high-rise living, particularly in girls, 4. Educational Impact: Cohen, Glass & Singer

where a more natural view from home correlated (1973) found that children in lower-level

with better self-discipline. apartments exposed to higher traffic noise had
poorer reading skills compared to these on

, * Many, but not all, residents are more satisfied
ﬂ"i by low-rise than by high-rise housing.

N * High rises are more satisfactory for residents

>

5. Richman !‘1_977); shawel:_tktr;az :hhildren in high-rises higher flogks:
were significantly more likely to have severe : H
behaviour problems compared to those in other 5. Play and Motor Abilities: Parents in high-rises When they a l'e mOI'e eXpenSIVE, |0C3t€d In better
housing forms, even after matching for gender and tend to keep children indoors or allow them T . . . .
economic well-being. outside unsupervised, leading to restricted play ) nelghborhoods' and resldents chose to I|ve n
and lower motor abilities in high-rise-raised N q 0R
6. Saegert (1982): Reported that boys living in 14- children. N P = e them
storey buildings exhibited more behavioural . 4 =y - . | : .
problems, such as hyperactivity and hostility, 6. Bathroom Accidents: Younger children living far
compared to those in 3-storey buildings, as rated by from home bathrooms in high-rises have been —
their teachers. reported to have more bathroom accidents in

o * Children are better off in low-rise housing; high
rises either restrict their outdoor activity or
leave them relatively unsupervised outdoors,
which may be why children who live in high rises
have, on average, more behavior problems.

elevators and hallways.

* Residents of high-rises probably have fewer
friendships in the buildings and help each other
less.

Within-Dwelling Relationships Relationships Among Neighbors

o
1. Korte & Huismans (1983) suggest that high-rise b Michelson (1977) observed that high-rise apartment dwellers
residents have poor social relationships within their tended to choose friends outside the building.
dwellings.

* Crime and fear of crime are greater in high-rise
buildings.
2. Ginsberg & Churchman (1985) reported that high-rise residents
interact more with neighbors on their floor than on other floors.

3. Boyd, Morris & Peel (1965) and Stevenson, Martin & O’Neil 4
(1967) found that residents of low-rises reported having more
friends in their building compared to high-rise residents.

* A small proportion of suicides may be attributed
to living in high rises.

2 Schiffenbauer (1979) found that roommates on
higher floors got along better than those on lower
floors.

3. Edwards, Booth, and Edwards (1982) concluded that
high-rises are associated with greater marital discord.

4. Saegert (1979) and Zalot and Adams-Webber (1977) found
~ .
Strain
1. Fanning (1967): Found British military families in walk-ups had a higher rate of neurosis
compared to those in detached houses.

(]

Suicides

Pro Social Behavior

>
1. Nadl@r, Bar-Tal & Drukmat (1982): Found that studets in low-
rise buildings were more willing to offer and seek help compared
*to those in high-rises.

. Marzuk et al. (1992): Examined suicide rates across the five
boroughs of New York City. Despite difference:
t or age, gender, and method variations,
boroughsiShowed similar rates for suicide methbd
equally accessible. The authors concluded that differ

N

. Mitchell (1971): Suggested emotional strain in Hong Kong high-rise residents was influenced
more by dwelling density and family kinship than building height.

w

McCarthy & Saegert (1978): Showed that Bronx high-rise residents felt more crowded and 2. Bynum & Purri (1984): Investigated sense.of community in low-

Crime and Fear of Crime

N

. Sommer (1987): Compared crime rates in two student dormitories in California, revealing that
the high-rise dormitory had more crime than a nearby low-rise dormitory, suggesting that

within any given income group, more crime per capita may occur in high-rises.

Newman & Franck (1982): Found that building size strongly increased fear of crime among
residents of moderate- and low-income housing projects in the U.S., with a more modest
effect on personal crime itself, indicating that building size could be a factor in crime

perception.

while fewer crime fears were expressed in low-rises.

Normoyle & Foley (1988): Studied 900 elderly residents of public housing sites in the U.S.,
revealing that residents of taller buildings reported less fear of crime than residents of row

houses and walk-ups.

B

. Newman (1975): Demonstrated that the number of felony crimes increased with the height of
the building, with crimes occurring at about the same rate in low- and high-rises inside the
apartments, but more frequent in exterior grounds and interior public spaces of high-rises.

. Dubrow and Garbarino (1989): Interviewed poor Chicago mothers living in high-rises or low-
rises, where crime and fear of crime were severe in high-rises, resembling wartime conditions,

»

o

o

neighborhoods in Nashville.

N

©

related to location than building form.

reported lower control and social support compared to low-rise residents.

. Goodman (1974) and Hannay (1979): Reported higher rates of mental iliness and
psychological symptoms among high-rise residents.

Dasgupta & Bhattacharyya (1992): Suggested that elderly residents in India struggled with
stress in high-rise buildings due to factors like noise and lack of security.

Husaini, Moore & Castor (1991): Found higher incidence of depression, schizophrenia, and
phobias among African-American high-rise residents compared to those in low-rise

Gillis (1977): Investigated strain in public housing projects, revealing gender differences in
strain levels, with women experiencing more strain on higher floors. °

Edwards, Booth & Edwards (1982): Examined strain symptoms and family conflict among
families living in different housing types, finding higher strain levels in apartments.

P. McCarthy, Byrne, Harrison & Keithley (1985): Explored distress levels in relation to
building height and location, noting correlation with height, but suggesting distress was more

rates were mostly due to the availability of methods;
including falls from heights. Suicides in Manhattan oecurre
as frequently as in other boroughs for equally available
methods,indicating that Manhattan’s tall buildings

contributed to its higher total rate.
. o

o, >
. Lester (1994): Conducted a stUd! in Singapore, v’vhffe the

ercentage of the population living in hi h-rl's_ eased
From 9% to 51% from 1960 to 1976. Dpﬂgng jsperiod, the
per capita suicide rate by leaping from tall ildings .
increased fourfold, while suicide by othepfneans declined.
This suggests that the availability.ef tall buildings may lead to
more suicides by providing of unities to leap from them.

yr

N

3

rise and higﬁ-rise university dormitories, revgaling no significant
differences in willingness to help each other, bu students in high-
ises reported knowing fewer others Vroni‘«@oni they could ask a
or. ~ <

‘Bickman ébal. (1973): Conducted a study placing stamped,
aBd_ressed lefters in college dormitories of varying heightspfinding
that letters,wer® mailed in inverse proportion to building.height,
indicating more prosocial behavior in low-rise.buildings. .

ilcox & Holahan (1976); Reported similarfindings in a college
mitory study, itrdicating that perceived social supportand,

invc]vpmerﬂ?g;lr:d with Building height.
. Husaini et al. (3890): Found lower social support amdng elderly

African-Americans in highise buildings compared to those in
nearby lowstises, although other factors.might have influenced

the results.
N ~
b N




Children

Behaviour

. Ineichen & Hooper (1974): Found that children in

high-rise buildings exhibited twice as many

behaviour problems compared to those in non-high-

rise buildings, including bedwetting and temper
tantrums.

. Early Reviews: Conway & Adams (1977) and

Development

Cooper Marcus & Hogue (1976) suggest that
high-rise living is unsuitable for families with
small children due to inadequate attributes of a
single-family house.

Npzon

2. Gillis (1974): Indicated that juvenile delinquency is 2. Recent Israeli Studies: Broyer (2002) and Landau o~ ’ . s % x
dicted by living i Itiple-unit dwellings, and found th: isi hildren in high-rises, - o
T e e ht = = - F , nIn? N7t (Mid-rise) N1 022 NN'T .
density. as difficulty in supervision during play. . h . |7
- 1 1 1
3. Richman (1974): Reported no differences in 3. Child Development Issues: Multiple studies - ’ . ( H Ig rlse) D Txnn -] I -r In) I7I -I-J' n I 9 I DX

behaviour problems among children living in high-

indicate delayed development in infantsrafsed

rises, low-rises, and single-family dwellings. above certain floors, slower development of ~ I7 I7
. % - — (: 3 1 1 1" 1 o
4. Taylor, Kuo & Sullivan (2002): Found that access to :,l:;:‘se'f;;:olzs e T T T = ~ - - : -1]1 I D X I-‘n D 1 Tn n y D ID N -]N y D 3.-1
green space may mitigate behaviour problems '
associated \vilh‘fhig;vrisg lving, particularly i girs, 4. Educational Impact: Cohen, Glass & Singer g | b i ! I .0D"IANn l'7'|'2n1 AYNN NDIN] N1 DMIANN
where a more natural view from home correlated (1973) found that children in lower-level
with better self-discipline. apartments ‘exposed to higher traffic noise had i 8 ? : 3
5. eman 157 shong s e AR — Ml === — DN WK NI DT NN D'790N D'7Tan *
were significantly more likely to have severe : — b
behaviour problems compared to those in other 5. Play and Motor Abilities: Parents in high-rises ———— -
housing forms, even after matching for gender and tend to keep children indoors or allow them . : ™~ ™ ,1]‘] | - n |3.| U n I] I)wl D b n I? I n n ,1]‘] I z Dlj |7l
economic well-being. outside unsupervise‘d, Ieafhng to 1gs!ric!ed play e s 2 N
6. Saegert (1982): Reported that boys living in 14- :::;:::_er Rl L e MAAARE oo . D n: 1 I;‘I7 I‘I] n:. D -1 -rn 1wNDI
storey buildings exhibited more behavioural |
problems, such as hyperactivity and hostility, 6. Bathroom Accidents: Younger children living far - —
compared to those in 3-storey buildings, as rated by from home bathrooms in high-rises have been

their teachers. reported to have more bathroom accidents in

elevators and hallways.
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2 orte & Huismans (1983) suggest that high-rise L Michelson (1977) observed that high-rise apartment dwellers
residents have poor social relationships within their tended to choose friends outside the building. - ~ D Il7'r;‘n
dwellings. '

2. Ginsberg & Churchman (1985) reported that high-rise residents
interact more with neighbors on their floor than on other floors.

3. Boyd, Morris & Peel (1965) and Stevenson, Martin & O’Neil
(1967) found that residents of low-rises reported having more
friends in their building compared to high-rise residents.

4 Saegert (1979) and Zalot and Adams-Webber (1977) found

Strain i : Pro Social Behavior

L

2 Schiffenbauer (1979) found that roommates on
higher floors got along better than those on lower
floors.

3. Edwards, Booth, and Edwards (1982) concluded that
high-rises are associated with greater marital discord.
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1. Fanning (1967): Found British military families in walk-ups had a higher rate of neurosis
compared to those in detached houses.

>
1. Nadl@r, Bar-Tal & Drukmat (1982): Found that studets in low-
rise buildings were more willing to offer and seek help compared
*to those in high-rises.

; 4 . Marzuk et al. (1992): Examined suicide rates across\t\ﬁe_ five
2. Mitchell (1971): Suggested emotional strain in Hong Kong high-rise residents was influenced ST - boroughs of New York City. Despite dlfferences':l!g basie !ﬁtesl

. 5 SR g = ustingfor age, gender, and method va ns, @
more by dwelling density and family kinship than building height. boroug 9-shmd sﬁniér tatesfor stijcide methbdso * Were
equally accessible. The authors concluded that differ: in
rates were mostly due to the availability of methods; .
including falls from heights. Suicides in Manhattan oecurre "N\
as frequently as in other boroughs for equally available \
methods,indicating that Manhattan’s tall buildings
contributed to its higher total rate.

2 %
. Lester (1994): Conducted a stUtly’in Singapore, Whfe the
Fercentage of the population living in high-rfsq,y{gcreased
rom 9% to 51% from 1960 to 1976. Dyring this\period, the =+
per capita suicide rate by leaping from tall ildings . N
increased fourfold, while suicide by othepfneans declined.
This suggests that the availability.ef tall buildings may lead to
more suicides by providing of unities to leap from them. *

3. McCarthy & Saegert (1978): Showed that Bronx high-rise residents felt more crowded and

2. /Bynum & Purri (1984): Investigated sense.of community in low-
reported lower control and social support compared to low-rise residents.

rise and higﬁ-nse university dormitories, revgaling no significant
differences in willingness to help each other, uz‘students in high-
rises reported knowing fewer others Vroni'w\hvom they could ask a

Crime and Fear of Crime

4. Goodman (1974) and Hannay (1979): Reported higher rates of mental illness and
psychological symptoms among high-rise residents.

. Sommer (1987): Compared crime rates in two student dormitories in California, revealing that
the high-rise dormitory had more crime than a nearby low-rise dormitory, suggesting that
within any given income group, more crime per capita may occur in high-rises.

or. \
\ 3 ckman ébal. (1973): Conducted a study placing stamped,

addressed lefters in college dormitories of varying heightsyfinding

5. Dasgupta & Bhattacharyya (1992): Suggested that elderly residents in India struggled with
stress in high-rise buildings due to factors like noise and lack of security.

2. Newman & Franck (1982): Found that building size strongly increased fear of crime among
residents of moderate- and low-income housing projects in the U.S., with a more modest
effect on personal crime itself, indicating that building size could be a factor in crime S “ sy i 2 A
perception. 6. Husaini, Moore & Castor (1991): Found higher incidence of depression, schizophrenia, and

phobias among African-American high-rise residents compared to those in low-rise

neighborhoods in Nashville.

that letters.were mailed in inverse proportion to building.height,
indicating more prosocial behavior in low-rise.buildings. "% .

B

3. Newman (1975): Demonstrated that the number of felony crimes increased with the height of
the building, with crimes occurring at about the same rate in low- and high-rises inside the
apartments, but more frequent in exterior grounds and interior public spaces of high-rises.

ilcox & Holahan (1976); Reported similarfindings in a college

F e d ¢ ‘mitory study,\dicating that perceived social support and,
4. Dubrow and Garbarino (1989): Interviewed poor Chicago mothers living in high-rises or low- <115 . T (P A i + § I 1 . _ ; \ . T ) ~ .
rises, where crime and fear of crime were severe in high-rises, resembling wartime conditions, 7. G'""s (1977): quesnga‘ed strain .'n pf.lth housmg.pmJech, revealing gender differences in invelvementideclined with Building height.
while fewer crime fears were expressed in low-rises. strain levels, with women experiencing more strain on higher floors. ° N 5 " b \
5. Normoyle & Foley (1988): Studied 900 elderly residents of public housing sites in the U.S., . Husaini et al ): Found lower, social support among elderly

revealing that residents of taller buildings reported less fear of crime than residents of row
houses and walk-ups.

8. Edwards, Booth & Edwards (1982): Examined strain symptoms and family conflict among

African-Americans in highise buildings compared to those in
families living in different housing types, finding higher strain levels in apartments.

nearby lowsrises, although o

9. P. McCarthy, Byrne, Harrison & Keithley (1985): Explored distress levels in relation to the results.

building height and location, noting correlation with height, but suggesting distress was more
related to location than building form.
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Condo owners sue over New York skyscraper they
say is riddled with ‘thousands of severe cracks’

MAY 15, 2025

By amm Holland

Engineering expert weighs in on
structural concerns at Clearwater
condominium

Dozens of residents have been evacuated after cracks were found in
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Denver news

Builder says new condo tower won’t
collapse, despite dire warnings in lawsuit

The legal battle started with a dispute between the developer and subcontractor over allegedly
defective work.

‘a Andrew Kenney Aug.27,2025,11:53am 4min. read
b |
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BOSTON=)

KAREN READ TRAFFIC

Fears of Cambridge condo
building collapse prompt
Memorial Drive lane closure

City officials ordered the building’s demolition last month,

a support column, police said. declaring it “currently in a condition that is unsafe and

dangerous to life and limb.”
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The Beauty Premium: How Urban Beauty bl

[} [} , | |
Affects Cities’ Economic Growth
A study finds that the more beautiful a city is, the more successful it is at 1 1 )
attracting jobs and new residents, including highly educated and affluent ones. ClaSS!CaI or N,IOdern ArChlteCture - For
_ | Americans, It’'s No Contest
By Richard Florida +Follow
May 15, 2019, 7:41 PM GMT+3 In a poll, traditional buildings soundly beat modern-looking ones, regardless
of age, geography or political preference. Should that matter?

By Kriston Capps +Get Alerts
October 14, 2020, 9:25 PM GMT+3 Updated on October 15, 2020, 6:50 PM GMT+3
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ARCHITECTURAL UPRISING GROUPS

Architectural Uprising has becunemummdnmmnem.ﬁndyurbalgoup
on Instagram or Facebook - or found a new one yourselfl
City” - webpage by Ruben Hannsen for full list of active groups [1].
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