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PROLOGUE 

The following passages are distilled from interviews with original buyers of build­ 
ers' houses and combined as a single voice.1 The buyers, as they speak here, are 
reporting their thoughts about their houses soon after they first moved in: 

The house was new, our family had never had a new house before. And it was 

new to us: we had come a distance to live there, and left our earlier families 

and neighborhoods behind. It was all new: bright new paint and floors, a shiny 

kitchen and bathroom with new kinds of machines and fixtures, lots of light inside 

with big windows looking out front and back, a bedroom for each kid or pair of 

kids, easy to move around in. A garage, for the new family car. It seemed new in 

another way too: it seemed right for a whole new time. 

Outside, there were front and back yards where the kids could run free. Of course 

you had to get to know the neighbors from scratch, because everyone was from 

somewhere else. But that didn't take long, and the place was paradise for kids. It 

was paradise for us, too: owning our own house and yard for the first time. The 

house was about 1,000 square feet, a lot roomier than the place we'd been living 

before, and roomier than the places we grew up in too. Or at least it was less 

crowded. There were hardly any stairs to climb; everything was neat and tidy and 

within reach. It was really "modern" in every way: up-to-date, sleek-looking, effi­ 

cient, light and airy, but cozy at the same time. It seemed bigger, too, because of 

the yards. Maybe thirty feet in the front and fifty in the back: you could sit out both 

places, grow some vegetables and flowers in back, have a place, sometimes, to 

hang clothes. And the front yards seemed even bigger than they were, because 

the streets were so wide and quiet: the kids could play there. There was a park; 

soon there would be a new school and a shopping center. 

Sometimes the neighbors would come over for a barbecue in the backyard; 

sometimes there would be block parties on the street and in the front yards. The 

neighbors were pretty interesting: many of them weren't very much like us. They 

had different religions, different kinds of jobs, different upbringing, sometimes 

they came from far away places. But they were about the same age, they had 

about the same number of kids, and they wanted to make a decent life in the new 

place, for themselves and the kids, like us. It was quite an adventure. 
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At the beginning, it was exciting seeing the new house being built: the whole 

family went over every weekend to watch. (The kids would play around on the 

building sites. They liked doing that later, too.) Afterward, we just kept on fixing 

it up. It was home for us. It was a big investment, of course, even with the FHA 

mortgage. But with luck, and hard work, it seemed like we could manage it. And 

then it would last-it would be a place for the kids to come back to. 

CHAPTER 1 

New Houses 
and New Communities 

The recollections excerpted in the prologue describe the dominant ''American 
Dream" of the 1940s and 1950s: homeownership for (practically) everyone who 
wanted it.1 Ownership of a new, well-functioning little house and yard, and the 
opportunity to found a new way of life in a new place. These recollections come 
from people who bought houses during the first postwar years-that is, 1945 to 
1960 or 1965. When prospective owners made their choices about where and 
how to live during these fifteen to twenty years, they selected among radically 
new dwelling designs. American house types, house plans, and housing envi­ 
ronments were utterly transformed in this period. The transformation was 
achieved by "merchant builders," a new type of builder/developer. The builders 
of this era responded to the desires and preferences of the buyers, at the same 
time as they, the builders, helped to shape those preferences. In thousands of 
new suburban communities, a builder erected a few model houses, usually split­ 
levels or ranches, and a family selected the one that suited its members. The 
new suburbs of these years were formed by the multiplication of these actions 
and choices. 

This book examines these builders and buyers: the new house types they 
built during the first two decades after World War II, and the new communi­ 
ties that the houses formed. More than thirteen million of these predominantly 
ranch and split-level houses were constructed after the war, on large "tracts" or 



entered into a period of rapid growth during and immediately after the war: new 
state highways were built during this period, and many metropolitan areas were 
soon encircled, or partially encircled, by "ring roads" that allowed automobiles to 
bypass direct routes through the city. At more or less the same time, vast systems 
of"freeways" (limited access expressways) connected cities with their hinterlands 
and with the new Interstate system. The "journey to work" changed profoundly: 
with an automobile, one could commute to work, relatively inexpensively, over 
great distances, especially during the early years of the highway system, when 
the roads were new and the traffic light. During the same period, the Federal 
Housing Administration (FHA) and the Veterans' Administration sponsored 
mortgages at rates that enabled millions of nuclear families to afford their own 
homes for the first time. Without new roads and cheap money, America's postwar 

1. Visitors to model houses, 
Lokewood, CA, 1950. City 
of Lakewood. 
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2. The George and J. P. 
Kingston House, Worcester, 
MA, ca. 1897, exterior. 
Modem American Dwellings, 
49-51. 

3. Kingston House, Worcester, 
MA, ca. 1897, Modem 
American Dwellings, plan. 
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scae, 1-lG Inch to the Foot. 

Sooond Floor. 

suburbanization would never have happened. And behind these events, a subtler 
shift was occurring: prosperity for the working classes, already high during the 
intense productivity of wartime, continued to increase for many years after World 
War IL Prosperity, new roads, cheap money, and the availability of inexpensive 
single-family dwellings made possible the creation of a new suburban society, 
transforming the American built environment. But history is made by individuals, 
and so it was the decisions and choices of builders and buyers that so dramatically 
transformed the character of American houses and streets. 

The new house designs, in addition to being smaller than the ideal houses of 
the American past, were different in elevation, profile, plan, and interior furnish­ 
ing. An ideal middle-class house of fifty years earlier rose two or three stories 
high (figs. 2, 3, Kingston House). It sat on a deep lawn; one approached the house 
on a walkway to a generous porch. The porch provided an additional reception 
space before one entered the house,' Inside were an entrance foyer, a hall, and a 
number of separate and formal rooms: parlor, sitting room (sometimes called the 
"second parlor"), dining room, and kitchen on the ground floor, with four to six 
bedrooms on the upper floors, and a single bathroom on the second floor. There 
was no garage. With the first floor raised above ground level, the house did not 
encourage in any obvious way a relationship between interior and exterior. The 
house was separated from its neighbors by a fence or hedge. The overall visual 
impression given by such a building was of a vertical-oriented mass, freestand­ 
ing, self-contained, and neither strongly related to its surrounding environment 
nor welcoming to passersby. Its interior plan, sometimes described as a "polite 
plan," was geared to formal reception and entertaining, with the more private 

MODERN HOME No. 111 

areas restricted to upper floors.8 Its most public room, the parlor, was often lav­ 
ishly decorated (fig. 4). These features appeared in the dwellings of relatively 
affluent buyers, as in figures 2 to 4, but also throughout the economic spectrum, 
as in Sears's "Modern Home No. 111" of 1908 (fig. 5). 

The typical tract house or development house of the 1940s and 1950s, in con­ 
trast, was much smaller. It was one or one and a half stories high, and followed 
the contours of the land on which it was built. It sat back from the street, but 
not as far back as many earlier houses of towns and suburbs. The entrance was 
not greatly emphasized, but the garage was prominent, and appeared, from the 
street, to offer the main access to the house (figs. 6, 7). Entry was directly into 

4. Victorian Parlor, ca. 1891. 
English Heritage, National 
Monuments Record. 

5. Sears Roebuck House, "The 
Chelsea," 1908, exterior and 
plan. Sears Roebuck Modem 
Homes, 30. 
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the "living 1·001u," the e:1ting area was not fully separate (in fact it wns often part 
of Uw kitchen), kitchens wore largo and open to other living rn·pas ((\gs. M, 1J)_ 

The kite hon, no longor tho domain of a household servant, formed n signiflcant 
pnrt oftho living space oftho house," Boclrooms were scparato only in tho sens(' 
that they wen' located away from the living room (figs, M, D), A large "picture 
window" gave the living room a powcrlul connection to the street, and win­ 
dow-: 01· sliding doors in the rear gave easy visual access Lo a deep interior back 
vard. Light flooded the interiors through these h1rge windows, Interior finishes 
wr-rc sleek and shiny; furniture was sparse (sometimes built-in) and "modern­ 
looking," appliances lavish for the time (figs. 10, Il, 12). With their baro surfnccs, 
relative absence of historical references, and open and functional planning, Uw 
new houses corresponded in almost every way to what we now think of as "mod­ 
crn" (or "modernist") architecture. (;one wore all the formal clements of lat« 
ninotoonth- and early twontieth-conturv domestic planning: the porch, lbe for­ 
mal entry, the formal reception rooms. Gone was the air of self-sutllciencv that 
i;; vxp1·cssed in the exterior in figure 2. The new houses faced the street inst t'ad 
oft urning away from it, and they were visually related to one another as a result 
of their siting, It is dear from plans and exterior views alone that these \YCr'P 
housos for ,1 new time and for a different lifestyle. 

For an observer st anding on the sidewalk, looking up and down the street, 
the house's, front yards, sidcwalk-, and, frequently, gniss strips c1·eatccl n striking 
nnv puttoru (fig, i::;), The houses were close together: sometimes no more than 
twent:v-ftve foet separated them. From some angles the houses looked almost 
c1m11ccted. No fences or hedges divided the' front yards," and tlwse contained 
liu.l« landscaping: usually low bushes around the base of the house, occasion­ 
ally a li'ee next lo the driveway Front lawns, in the past visually an entryway 
lo 1 lw housc--:1 carpet flanking the walk leading to the entry-now appeared 

8 Cc:mpunell, f\r01l10rs, "1he 
Creal,' Brocklon, \/i/\, 1957, 
plan Rcst01 eel by i"-!oihanoe: 
?oe,se/1 from c1 newspoper 
odvo t1sernent of October 
1958 

9 Rcrlph i:locloi<, S!)irt level 
house. I C1\N1 once Po' k, PA, 
en 1955. olcrn Ncrthuncrel 
Roesch from c1 detrnled 
olcrn 1n the Morpl8 Townsl>,p 
Zoning Office 
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aln\Ost cont inuoLLS nlong the su·ce\, n pnrc1lld vei·gc ,1\ong stn'cb and sir\e,Y,\lkci, 

with c1 cr·oss-p,1l teni (Tl',1tcd by d1·ivcways raUw1· than front \V,dkci. Crn:os strips 
bct,Xl'l'l1 tlw :oidC\\·alk nnd tiw «urb l'orrnecl n t\u'l\wl' cornpknwntnt'Y pnUern, 
punclu,1lc'c\ by t recs.'' The' h\rge front windows invited Uw g,v.c of pacisersby. The 
sl t'l'cts tlwmseln's WL'iT rc'lativdy wide, compared to the local streets of earlier 
suburl». and small towns. Thw; one's ovcrnll irnp1·esciion is of ,\11 excPJnionally 
willP public W,\,\', c·ornpos('d of sLt'l'l'\S, grnss strips, siclc,walks, and lawns (fig. l-l). 
/'u Uw same time, LhL' low profill'S 01· Uw houses crcntL' a sense of opc'nm'ciS, of 
,vick-open spncPs. Tho whole ensc•mhlc' givl'S an impression ,if order combined 

wit h grevrn't·y; il pociscsscs both "rw·nl" and "urban" qualitivs. 

10 "l)un1sh mockc1n' furniture, 
Lokewoocl, CA,, cc, 1950 
C,ty of lokowoocl 

\ l ·1hc "1\/\oscow K1tchori/ 
US Model House h111h1l1on, 
1\/loscow 1959 Not,onol 
A1ch1ves 

1 '.? H F F 1schboch both, oorn 
Horolci Schwortz cles19'1e1, 
\05/2 Gothcno-Sctile,sne1 
Col\ecr1on

1 
l1bro1y of Congiess 

H,1ck :1 J1·ds compk•nwnt cd t h« front bv offering unot her continuous s,1-nth 
ol' gl'cencry: there \\'l't'C few fcnecs or lwclg('s in the rcnr ynt·ch; in Uw enl'ly yc,u·s, 
lJprc the prnperty W!\S deepc'r--pcrhc1ps sixty feet- -iso there was room for plant - 
ing trees ,me\ for some claborution of l'l'Cl'cation areas: ,\ patio and sonwtirncs 
,1 pool, 01· cbildrcn's toys and play equipment. Many householders hung their 
lma1dr~' out to dry het·c as well, before the automnlic dryer became " staple of 
hou:od10ld equipnwnl. Vegd able and flower gardens ( hrgc and small) were ,1bo 
loc,1lPcl at tlw rear. ln having n rclativelv privai:.c t'ecre,1tion urea in the reai·, 
tlw lrncl houses of the first post WHI' decades wen' not very different from the 
suburban houses of tho Lwcnties, but Uw ourlior suburlrnn houses nearly always 
l'cun·d tlw yard. The rent· l'ncndes of the now houses were di(l'crPnt from t lw 
front-- t lH',1· wet·e much less clabornt ed. Back y,\rc\s wcro above all the domni n ol' 
small chil(1ren and barbecues; their nmeh-mlwrtised ''patios" wore often nwrcly 

snwll concT\'le slnbs uutc;\cle tho back door (figs. 1:i, Hi, HJ]).'' 
Thu diswncl' or the houses from U\(' st.l'cd variPd gn•,1tly from phlCP to 

placP and from n•gion to region (they 1wt·e much shallower in Los /\ngeles, 
much dt'cpc1· in Massachusetls), but Liwsc dic'i,ll1C\'ci wen' uniform within c,wh 
community. Togetlwt· with Uw consisLPnl oricnt,\lio11 of the new houses-facing 
tlu: s\ 1·vd--Lmifonn ,wt bucks height(•rn•d the sense of ho1·izo11tcllily along stn•ct" 

Photo by tl1e ou'rho1 
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!Lt S1o i17nc 1 B~,:lders1 

Grce11v10w subd1v1.:,1ot11 
ArlT1:=;ro1• rleignts, !L 
moder n s1roc~ v,ew 

Pl1oro by Jcflothon Lone 

and sidt,,rnlks. Of cou1·sl' Uw si: ing of the houses, t ogdhel' wit h their sun ilaritios 
of clesign. led to ,1 somewhat 1·ppd ii ious nppe:1 rancv, prompting t ho scorn or 
c011ten1pnn11':: l,ost ii(, cd1 ics. YPt n curvinz ::;tn•ct roduces this impression; many 
builders said that this motivated t hoir street. planning. Builders also worked 

nsl tlw nnpca!':mce of unitorruitv bv 1·evo1·sing plans from side to side and 
l)y varying «xtorior materials and colors. Sonwtinws, loo, they :dternakd larger 
and snwllcr models, and intecspct·svd ranchos and splits. Buyers also chose to 
varv their houses by mc1Lc1·i,1ls, colors, and additions, all hough they proved very 

1·duct ant 1 n :.dtei' 1·oufs and street l'ncadr's, 
Tho origins of' sln.'d and l01 lavout wore complex. Thoy wore the work of 

Luildors .uul l heir Pngincers, but the:: 1NCl'l' »lso st rongly nlfz,eLvd by locn l tr.idi­ 
iions and 1·eguinlions. ! .ocal ·;,onin!.; ordinances based on local traditions lie lx-hind 
( he wido ::;l t·eds, grnss strips with tn'es. and uniform set lic\ck::; 1 hat created l he 
now kinds of spac('s ch,mwtct·ist ic of tho now clevelopnwnts. TlWSL' ordinances 
functioned sometimes at the county level (,is in Los Angeles Countv, Orange 
Count>', and Chirngo's Cook Counlv), and somol irnos al the most local level (ns 
in Natick, tvl;\, 01· lsroomall, P!\), Buildpt·s und their et1girn•(•t·s nogotiatcd lot 
sizvs with l(H'Hl z.oning boards, and sometimes rosistod local roquiromcnl.s 
nbout the provision of public space. But they had 1 o bow to local ordinances l ,, 

on S('lbacks, sidowalks, street width, curbs. paving, scwors, :otn,ut lighting, and 
road construction, and tho builder wru- normallv responsihl(• for providing 1 hose 
kinds of infrnst ruct ure. On the other hand, stn-d patterns, 1lw overall layout of 
n subdivision or group of subdivisions, and the posit iouiug of t he houses (within 
tllc limits of setbuck ordinances) c,1mc from Uw builder and Pt1,\!;im'('l'. Tlw:,c• 
feat uros too, though, were sometimes the sttbjcct of nq,;ot int ion, cspPciall:; when 
the local ofTkials aca'pted tho sugg('s\ ions of the FHA about noignborbood anrl 
subdivision planning. Builders (and their ,•ngitwct·s) succeeded rather often in 
11e;.{0Liaiing ch:mgcs in land uso policy, at sevoral levels of govr-rnmont. 

In manv \'a::i('S, ,1 now trar-t house dovolopmont was mlvcrLi::;ed, and per­ 
«oivcd, as 1 bo core of n "new city." The overall arrungomonl of sl l'l'vl s in somo of 
the brgcr dovclopmciu s conformed lo now or quill' t'Pccn1 1wighbol'l10od plan­ 
ning practices, popularized by tho FHA Even when this was not the cnsc, c,t n,cts 
\\"Cl'(' often curvilinear, ditforontiating the subdivision from ::-,u1·1·ournlinµ: gcicb. 
The 1·;_,::-,ulling street views are diffcrr-nt from thm;(' to he found i11 snnll towns, 
c':lrlicr suburbs, or pt·c•w,11· Anwricnn 1'ilics, fn pbn ;rncl t'ol'tl1, in rd:1tionship 10 
01w anotlwt· nrnl to lhv c,Lred :md the' 
:.1 1·eyolutio11ary b1·p;1k f'rnm Uw past. 

Plans of the til'W ::;ubcliYision,; \'m·iccl acconling to Uw ide,\s of' U1c build­ 
('l'S nm! U1Pir l't1gi1w,'rs, hut Uw ,,ize (lf Llll' subdivision itself' was :ilso critirnL 
Su('h ginnt dc\'(!lopnwnts a::-: tlw Levittowm,, Lnkewood, (',tlif'or!li,l, and Park 

lllinoi", could bl' conc,z,ived as wbott, cities in tlwmselvcs. tlecwsv 1t1clll,V 
n·:tekt·s ct,·c l'urnifau· with Lakz,wood nnd the l ,cvittmvns, ;mcl hccausc, mal1) con 
tl•rnporm•ips wen' impn,:-;sed by Park Fore:ot, I makv cornpa•·isons bC't ween the 
litzildet·s l focus on, ,rncl t lw houses all([ plans of Llwsl' three lcll'gc' pbC'es. i\nwng 
liw l'OJYtmunities disnhsc'd in the following drnplers, Panonmrn Cit\, l<.oss- 
1nri01·, Lmvrvncl' l'al'k, Eolling ,\ril',1.dows, Llk Grnw Village, nnd \i\/e:lt }wrsficld at 

lj To11c1,1ce (!\ chddrc-n 
of 

ronch l10,,sc, 1955 /v\1s FC 

16 ~ 1v;; /'-;01 oicl ci, 2ssed 
101 rmter, rcrnch 
hous0, Nm,ck, 195; lvlr LT 

~.~ 
} 

o' ~;- >, 
~, _, 7., ~ 
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sm·1·oundcd. Ou bide Boston and Philadelphia, smaller builders deve loped their 

own curvilinear patterns, which of course did not "Ill" those of tho h1rgcr com­ 

munitios, and did not croal.o a :-;n1:-;e of r-ont inuitv oithor. Quilc soon, as the older 
lacunae were filled, ouch of these metropolitan center::; was surrounded bv at·eas 
that looked fcnturd('s::o to outsiders: t his was tho much-castigntod "c-'pt·m~·L" 

Despite the absence of ronl grconbolts, and despite variations in plan and 
size, there oxistod a surprising souse of common identity among the inhnbi- 
1 ants of each new dewlopment. In the brge1· settlements, a sense of idontitv 
was conforrcd by shared schools and parks, by a common expei·ivnn· of :-'Lreet 
pattern and street life, by a sharod history, and by shared homcownors' associu­ 
tions. Yet even tho smaller dovoloprnonts display n ::;en:-;\' of' idontity, Sonwtinws 
this sense> came (and still comes) simply from the name of' the dovclopmcut, 
which tho n_•sidenls remember and ernpha:-;izl': "We:-:lfield-at-Nat.ick'' is still tho 
\1·ell-i·ernc'rnbe1·c·cl nnmo of one small commlmity outside Bo::;ton. Sonwt.inws 
a :-;cn:-;e of identity came from the "brand name" of the how,\'" ("Cindc,rella 
1 [011w:-;" in Anahoi m), sometimes from the ,·eputation of tho buiklcr-. tlu-msclvos 
("Stoltznet·-huilt" in Arlington 1-kighl:-; outside Chicugo, "the Campi" on n web­ 
si\ c fol' Bosto1H\l'Pc\ fan:-; of' Campanelli ranchos). And tho shared "look" oft he 
houses t.hcnrndvcs confcn·ed a :-;('nsc· of idontitv: this may help to explain \\'h:,', 
dPspit c changing t imos and skyrnckPLing prk-es, additions and modifunt ion:-; to 
most of Llwc-'c houses have occurred ,\t the !'car, thus prcs('J'\·ing the npp(•ann1cc 
of tho c-'tt·cet fa<:,1dcs. 

17 F, 11z B01 ns. \Neswhcsrer 
oreo, Lo~ /~l)t;!E-/0s1 u, 19,~8, 
mode: n st' eot vrev. Photo by 
Jonorhon lone 

Sclrnurnhmg wcr« bt'g(' l'nough to be bused on overall plans; these plans incor­ 
pon1led L'\J1n,1ion open ::;pJC'(':-'. :wd c-;it es for schools. In addition, the engi1wcrs 
who dv:-;igtJed thcst' now devdopnwnts strongly prclcrrcd r-urvilinc.u: street 
patterns (fig:-;. ri. J:~G. J:-n, and others). Togethct· with the engim'C'l'::i, the builders 
also planned for, 01· hoped for, the con:-;truclion of n nearby :-;hopping conter, and 
most nl-.o lx-lievcd that nvw c·omtrnmities t'('quit·ed a new industrial base. BuL the 
builders olthis era seldom «ontrolkxl enough land or financial rcsoLffC'es actually 

to include now induc.try in their plmml'cl communities. 
The largCt' among the new tract house -ommunitics (h\'elve hundred to lour 

thou"and houses) \\TJ'e built on laud ,wquired from largo fanns or c:-;t.nte::;; each 
was c:ur1·0Lrnded by c·ounlry::;ic\e ,1l the start. The original inlwbitants perceived 
(horusclvcs a:,, residing within ,.1 "gn•enbdl," a planning idea that had boon dear 
to tho hearts of' Arnoricun (and Eurnpenn) grn·den city theori:-:ls. Yet there wen' 
no real, legally prntPcll'd greenbdl::;; just Uw rather rnral-aprwnring surround­ 
ings. ;'.\:-; tht• building boorn moved on, as the demnnd fol' new housing continued, 
(•,wh or these "now towns" was "'oon surrounded by smaller dC'vdoprnent:-; built 
by other builders. In some c,rne:-;, in Los Angele:-;, Chirngo, and Ornnge County, 
tho smaller builders laid down new grid plans, following the pattern of the 
older urban core: ph\n:-; that n1 t·dy mc:-:lwd with those of the cmnrnunitic:-; they 

The Evolution of Ronch and Split-Level Houses 

The house'::; built by tract devPlopers cnn be d,•:-;cribcd :,shaving f\vc diffcTen\ 
t:,1ws, t.he first three rnpic\ly ouldistm1cecl by Uw bsl two. The Levitt "Cal)('," 
oi' Lipe Cod coltagl', of W47 (fig. 18) w,1s n ::-,irnple, tiny, box-lik(, affair, with 7;10 
sqt1,ll'e fpct of' living :-;p,ice,1' on a G,000-::-;qu;m'-foot lol (O.IL1 ,\C'l'c,). Two bed­ 
room::;, :\ living rnom, ;me\ ,1 kitdwn occl1picd Uw ground floOi· :-;p,H·c'; nbovc was 
,\ l),ll'tinl nttic Uv11 ow1w1·::; could n•modcl into nn c•xtra rnorn m· two, i1 \\',\C: snid. 
!\s i1, all the Pnrl:: postwar Levitt hon:-:es, the: kildwn was loc,\tcd n1 the Crnnt ' 
an innovntion in hmt::i,' pl;mning, but not onP thnt mo:-:1 builders ,1dopted. Built 
1)l'imai'ily for rental unit:-;, the LPviti Ccipe bo1'l' ,\ :-;trnng n,:-:c·mlihmcc to dw 
sc:hvrnnlic drnwing:-; of the "minimum housp" published in the FllA handbooks 

from rn:m onw:lrd (:-;ec fig. 4-1). 
The Lc>Yit1 s quick\:,· t urm·d lo a diff('n•nt and mm'\' :-;ophisticntcd lrnu:-;p 

clr'c-'igu, ,1 modified Cape that they called :\ "rnnch'' ( UW)-fiO). Tlw house :1g,1in 
had lhc kitclwn at the fronl, lmt so wc1:-; the living rnorn; in pffcct, the plan \1·n::; 

tlwt of llwir ParliPi' Cape, roblC'd nindy dcgTC(':-;, This wn::; the first house built 
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