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Ahstruc:t 

Housing typologlcs ha~cd on the IJadll1on,11 1,l1nJl~ no longl'), ~,IlI';ry thl' nl'l'tb 01 thl' 1I1a101lt) 

of households. \\'oman-Ied famJlics ;I\e impl'dL'd 111 thel), se.l\ch 101 .Ippwpllall' hOIl~l\Ig hy 

their low wagcs and family le~ponsibJlIlIL'S, compollnlll'd hy the hlindlll'ss 01 hOllslIlg-poh\.'y 

makers to their eXIstence. Hisloncal nllldeb nI l'lllkclIye dwdllllgs are stccpl'd IJI the illl'ology 

of the period and yield fcw direct PI,H:tH:al ~ollltion~ to the CUITelll (hlcmma 'l'hl' lidl1l\.'~~ 01 

this housing, howcvcr, which cvolveLl dllllllg a tlme 01 dramatic ~ocial ch.lIlge 1IIldCI~l'OJl'~ tlll' 

blandness of CUlTcnt housing SOIUIIOlI~. Ft'1l1il1lst~ II1sist that hOll~lIlg and tllh.\II dl'Slgll 

solutions should challengc the gel1tll'r deI JI1et! lok" nt "holllcmah'r" and "c1uldrall' gIVCI" 

and the restricted mobility 01 wornen in CltlC~ amI 'uhulh .... Thc endOI~CIlll'nt 01 nl'W hOll ... lllg 

typologies must bc translated into thell Icallsatlon a III 1 ~uh~eqlll'nt ,lIlaly:-.is. 

Résumé 

Les typologies d'habitation conçuellt pour favori,er les fall11lks nucléaires lit:: répOlldl"llt 

plus aux besoins de la plupart des ménage'i. Lc~ faIbles revenus ct IL-s rcspollsahilitcs 

familiales des femmes chef de falmllcs, aggravé ... par une politique d'hahltatlon (1111 ignO/c 

leur situation actuelle, leur emp'Schcnt d' accèdl:r li des logements convenabk~. Blell que 

l'habitation en commun du dix-neuvièmc !:ilècle l'lit baignée dans l'idéologlC ct Ill! donnc 

que peu de solutions praticables à la situation actuelle, la richesse de ces modèles, qUI 0111 

évolué au cours d'un temps de transformation sociale importante, ~oulIgne la pauvreté 

d'expression archItecturale dans l~s Iypologil:s d'habitation courante. Les lérnilllstes 

soulignent surtout que le de~ign de l 'habitation ct de l' urbanismc doit mettre ell questioll les 

rôles engendrés de "femme de maison" ct "mèl e de famille" qUI restreindent la rnohJlité des 

femmes en ville et en banlieu. Il ne sul fIt plus dc préconiser il maintcs rcpnsc~ unc 

habitation sensible à la famille moderne. Le moment est arrivé pour achever de nouvelles 

typologies et de vérifer les résultats . 
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Preface 

Collective dwellings for single-parent households present two areas of interest for 

me. The first is the nature of community and the second is the implications of gender. For 

over a dozen years 1 have worked on social justice issues with a community of people who 

resolved ail questions through discussion and consensus. Often during these years, we 

considered the possibility of actually living together as a community. It would have been 

the United Nations of the family, since we represented virtually every permutation. But, 

despite deep respect for one another, affinity of ideas, and more or less financial solvency, 

we never acted on our numerous discussions. We did, however, manage to start up and to 

assist several group home projects in the interim. At the time, the history of collective 

housing and its CUITent manifestations were virtually unknown to me. My private view of 

collective housing, which undoubtedly was shared by others of the groups, was that it 

represented a loss of independence and privacy. This research has opened up new 

possibilities and broadened this narrow view of the concept. 

The implications of gender were also not uppermost in my mind when 1 started this 

research. Although 1 graduated from architecture school when there was a significant 

numbcr of women in the program at my university, 25 percent, gender in the built 

environment was never considered. Even as a practicing architect, gender was rarely 

discussed. In fact, 1 only remember it in terms of salary and promotion issues and the 

relative size of the male and female locker rooms for an exclusive country club design. 

Although 1 designed numerous low-cost housing projects and nursing homes, the majority 

of whose occupants are female, 1 did not consciously consider this factor or its implications 

in the planning. 1 have experienced the pain of discovery and am anxious to implement this 

new-found awareness in my future design work . 
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II 
Illtroduction 

Turning Space illto Community 

And how does the liberated self emerge fllCll is îelflClhlc 
of wrning lime inlO life .. \1Jace inlo COItuI/Wllty, 

and Iwman relatlOns/ll!,s into the ItUlrv('[ous',1 
Murrny Uookchin 

Murray Bookchin' s poetic words ~lbout the struggles of daily life, exprcsscd in 

terms of an "identifiable self' rather than as sim ply "one of the masses," evokes many 

possibilities and has helped focus my conflicting thoughts on the scope, desirability, and 

form of collective dwelling for single-parent households. It is, after ail, the individu"l who 

ulümately must confront these dilemmas and adapt. 

In a related footnote Bookchin mentions Charles Fourier, an early ninetccnlh 

century French philosopher and advocate of collective dwelling who spent a lifetime lrying 

to realise his vision for a new social world in which competition was obsolete and human 

suffering, inconceivable. Various attempts to implement collective housing have shown thal 

the principle cannot be universally applied, althollgh its attributes make it a sllitablc hOllsing 

form for many groups. The definition of collective dwelling nccds to evolvc in order 10 

increase its applicability. The concept, in terrns of this thesis, is holistic and not limited te> a 

building type and the services offered within ilS periphery, but includes the neighbourhood 

and the urban context. 

1. Murray Bookchin, Post-Scardty Anarchi.\m (1971: Montreal: Black Rose Books, 1977) 44 . 

The [de%gy of Gender and Communily Turning Space ioto Commun Il)' 
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Collective Housing and Town Planning 

At the outset, my research focused on collective housing for the homeless, based on 

the single-room-occupancy model with private bedroom and shared living room, kitchen, 

and bath. Realising through my initia! research that women with children make up the 

fastest growing segment of the /wmeless and "under-housed" population and that 

affordable housing needs to be combined with service5. to be viable for this group, 1 

rcduced the scope of my thesis to "women-focused housing" and broadened it to include a 

variety of collective models. 

The objectives of collective dwellings today are multifaceted. The primary intent is 

to cnhance the options available to groups that are inadequately served by the bulk of 

cxisting housing. A second is to give residents security of tenure anù greater control over 

their housing. A number of considerations neeJ to be addressed to achieve this. The 

planning of neighbourhoods and dwellings should facilitate access to child care, public 

transportation, employment, and shopping. The dwellings should be grouped-both to 

make housing more affordable by the efficient use of land and resources and to allow like­

minded people to get to know each other and to cooperate inforrnally. 

The intent here is to examine collective dwellings for single-parent househùlrls a~ an 

alternative to the independent suburban home. The single-family home is the predominant 

typology in North America, and the model aspired to by the majority of households. The 

rensons for this love affair, although relevant, cannot be adequately considered here, but 

the allure of the single-family detached house persists despite empirical data that 

demonstrates a high level of user dissatisfaction with many of its elements.2 

']. Susan Saegcrt and Gary Winkel, "The Home: A Critical Problem for Changing Sex 1<oles," New Space 
far Women. cd. Gerda R. Wekcrle, Rebecca Pctcrson. and David Morley (Boulder Colorado: Westview 
Press, 1980) 55-58. Lcslie Kanes Weisman, Discrimination by Design: A Feminisi Critique of the Man­
M(l(lc Environment (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1992) 129-31 discusses the allure of the single­
family home . 

The [dc%gy o/Genclcr ancl Community 2 Tuming Space ioto Community 
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Government policies have encouraged changes in the predominant housing 

typologies at various intervals in the past, generally to meet some political or social agenda. 

and often with negative ramifications for women,3 In proposing new typologies, the 

dilemma is to ascertain how best 10 reorganise the built environment to cnhancc the 

situation for a particular group (in this case, women-Ied households) without pcrpctuating 

the burdensome stereotypical roles for women or other segments of the population within 

society and in home.4 

COllsiderùlg Gellt/l'r 

Often times when gender issues are introduced into a topic not consideree! 

"women 's studies," a segment of the audience (not necessarily ail male) roll thcir cycs 111 

exasperation at being forced to listen, once again, to women 's "whining" about injustice. 

The introducticn of racial issues often has this same effect. When the statistics arc 

examined, however, (as will be done below) they sturningly justify such analysis. 

The 1989 Oxford Ellglish Dictionary defines "feminism" as "Advocacy of the righls 

of women (based on the theory of equality of the sexes)."'> But "feminist" and "feminism" 

are rarely perceived in such neutral terms, as anyone who has used them to dcfïnc thcir 

position readily understands. Feminists are also not a homogeneous group and orten 

ascribe to conflicting ideologies on the nature of male··privilege as biologically-or 

traditionally-driven and on the definition of the desired "equality." 

3. Suzanne Mackenzie, "Building Women, BUlldmg CI tics: Toward Gender Sensitive Theory in the 
Environmental Disciplines," Llfe Spaces: Gender, J/ousehold, Employment, cd. Carol me Andrew and Beth 
Moore Milroy (Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press, 1988) 13- 14. 

4. Barbara McFarlane, "Homes Fit For Hemmes: Housing ln the Twentics," Maktng Space Women and 
the Man-Made Environment. cd. Matrix (London: Pluto Press, 1984) 36 

5. "Fcminist," Oxford English Diclionary, 2ncl cd., 19H9 . 
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ln the early years of feminist awareness the home and women's role as unpaid 

workers were critical issues; later the focus was on women' s access to education and 

gainful employment. The social moderate wing of the feminist movement, after the initial 

wave of euphoria and subsequent soul-searching, has moved on from the eartier 

achievements to analyse and to challenge the gender aspects of women 's inequality.6 

Feminists have been concerned with a lack of synthesis in the discussion of housing and 

urban planning issues that reinforces the separation of the private from the public realm. 

The cmphasis now is on realising the financial equality of women in the workplace in 

tandem with men 's integration in the home. The latter, unfortunately, cannot be 

installlaneously achieved, whereas. the issue of women 's vulnerability in the housing 

market is a reality and, as : S shown below, cannot be resolved by the simple provision of 

affordable housing. 

The home may be a place of lei sure and retreat for men, but this is not the case for 

most women. Although many men are more supportive today and "share" family duties, 

studies show thut it is women who have the primary responsibility for child care and 

hOllsehold tasks, even W',1en they work outside the home. 7 Women (or men for that matter) 

who mise their children alone still need time to pursue other interests. The use of 

community facilities (shopping, restaurants, classes, sports facili ties, etc.) by women 

increases as their children grow older and attend school. 8 The location of most housing 

does Ilot allow for easy access to these facilities nor does it allow suburban women who 

6. Marion Robert, LIving in (l Man-Made World: Gender Assumptions in Modern lIousing Design 
(London: Routledge, 1991) 2-3, 

7. Sarah Fcnstermaker Berk, "The Household as Workplace: Wives, Husbands, and Children," New Space 
for Women. cds. Gerda R. Wekerle, Rebecca Peterson, and David Morley (Boulder Colorado: Westview 
Press, 1980) 73-75. 

R lie ne M. Kaplan, "Family Life Cycle and Women 's Evaluations of Community Faciliues," Building for 
n'omen, ed. Suzanne Keller (Lexington Massachusetts: Lexington Books, 1981) 85 . 
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have raised their children a convenient transition from full~til1lc care giver to part 01' full-

time worker. Restrictive zoning laws prevent the inclusion of approprialc non-rcsidcntial 

uses in family-housing zones, thereby crcating neighbourhoods that are hostile to the m~cds 

ofmany households. Single-fllnction suburbs are d~signed to accommodate full-limc WIVCS 

and mothers and commuting hllsballlis. 

M l'Ihodology 

The historical perspective of collective dwelling as weil as the CUITent situation me 

considered in this thesis. Vnder these two headings, gender issues ure lInd(~rlincd in onkr 

to situate the need for appropriately designed housing within the larger contcxt or an 

environment where women's place has becn traditionally defined:> Sillcc social 

arrangements are more fluicl th an the physlcal environmcnt, new hOllschold groupings have 

emerged and even predominate. 10 However, hOllsing typologies thm reflect current social 

realities in terms of the role of wornen, the make-up of the typical family unit, and the 

increased need for services have been slow to evolve. 11 Th(~ presencc of children nlso has 

important ramifications, however, becallse of time and spaœ constraints, this faccl or the 

issue is not given the comprehensive tl'ealment il would warrant in a longer WOl'k.12 

9. Susana Torre, "Introduction: A Parallel Hislory," Women in American Architeclure: A 11i.\lOric and 
Contemporary Perspeclive, ed. Susana Torre (New York: Whilney Llbrary of Design, 1977) 11-12 diSCII'lSC'l 
tradition/culture using Vincent Scully's delintl10n of "tradition." 

10. Gilles Barbey, Evasion domestlque: Essm .Iur le.1 re/allOns d'affeclivllé au logIS (Lausanne: Presscs 
polytc<:hniques et universitaires romande!>, 1990) 64-65. 

11. Jos Boys, "Women in Public Space," Makwg Space Women and Ihe Man-Made Environmenl, cd. 
Matrix (London: P1ulo Press, 1984) 38. 

12. Sarane Spence Boocock, "The Llfe Space of Children," Building for Women, ed. SU/.annc Keller 
(Lexington Massachusetts: Lexington Books, 1981 )93-116 presents empirical data galhered from childten 
on their attitudes towards their homes and neighbourhood environmenL ... Clare Cooper Marcus and Wendy 
Sarkissian Housing as if People Mattered: Site Design Guidelines for Medium-Densily Famtly lIou.ltng 
(Berkeley: Univ. of Cali fornia Press, 1986) J07- 184 presenls data on the design nccds of children . 
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Jn Chapter Two, "Accommodating Women: A Feminist View of Housing," the 

structural implications for women of the built environment are considered within the 

framework of the writings of feminist architects, geographers, and urban planners. Current 

statistics on women-led households are included to underscore the extent of the problem. 

A comprehensive analysis of the literature on collective housing over the past two 

hundred years has been undertaken with the intent of situating the CUITent discussion and 

discovering if there are aspects of these precedents that could be incorporated in the desjgn 

of ncw housing typologies. The early feminist advocates of collective housework conclllde 

Chapter Two; and Chapter Three, "The Dilemma of Reality," mines the rieh communitarian 

tradition of the nineteenth century when the act of building had symbolic implications. The 

cnvironmcnts crcated by these groups underscored their convictions and reinforced the 

cohesion of their communities. The Shakers are highlighted in this chapter firstly, because 

thcir settlements clearly expressed their ideology and secondly, contrary to most sectarian 

groups, the y not only espoused a social structure that recognised women 's equality, but 

irnplemented il (however imperfectly). 

Chapter Four, "A Place for Women: Building Women-Focused Environments," 

presents women-centered housing in Toronto against the backdrop of more sophisticated 

European collective housing examples. Numerous women-focused housing projects are 

analysed from an architectural viewpoint. The social goals of the se projects are 

progressive, but the housing forms and siting lack innovation and adequate communal 

space to support a community. The primary concern of government agencies, which 

provide the major funding for women-focused housing in North America, is to build 

projects that can be easHy converted into traditional dwelling units rather than to promote 

architecturally innovative solutions. The realisation of the projects consumes the bulk of the 

hmr.an resources provided by non-government and volunteer organisations, leaving little 

lime or energ)' 10 evaluate the results. 
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Accommodatillg Womell: 
A Femil1ist View {l HOllSill~ 

'j'o Ilbl'mle womm mt·wl.\ Ilot Oll/y 
ID 0Pl'fI Ihe door.\ 10 the IWlverslly. 

Ih(' court of law.and pariimm'fli (or "/t'm. 
mlher il me(lfIS tofret' "/t'Ift 

[rom cookillg .l'lOve alld wlI.\luub. 
il meclfls cretllmg mSllllllÎofl.\' 

lhal will pemllllhem la rmse ll/t'lr elu/drell 
alld partü:iplIle ill public lift· 

Pctcr Kropotkin l 

In a roundtable discussion on the sUite of hOllsing in 1979, Robert Gutman 

suggested that housing built after World War Il was very responsive to the farnily 

aspirations of returning veterans in its type, quantity, and cost, but thal this modcl no 

longer met the needs of large numbers of the population.2 More than a dccadl! latl!r tlll! 

situation has scarcely changed. Housing rescarchers, geographers, and feminists have 

argued for alternatives to existing housing typologies and urban structures as pan of a more 

inclusive and humane urban and suburban design policy. Notwithstanding housing 

symposiums, books outlining alternative housillg for groups that do not conform to the 

1. Lily Braun, "Women's Work and Housekecping," Se/et:ted Wrliillg.1 011 Femull.\m and S()(;wli.lm. tran<; 
Alfred G. Meyer (Bloomington: Indiana UOlver~lty Prc~~, [9X7) 21 Tran<;. of Frauellarbell und 
lIauswirlschaft (Berlin: VorwârL<; Verlag. 1901). 

2. Mildred F. Schmetz, "Housmg and Communlty Dc~ign for Changing Famlly Nccdl>." B ulldinJ: [or 
Women. cd. Suzanne Keller (Lexington Massachusetts: LcxlIlglOn Books, 1981) 2<B . 
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nmm, and the arguments of feminists for an environment that is sensitive to the needs of 

women and children, housing that is built, and not merely theoretical on the scale that is 

necdcd remains ellisive. HOllsing discussed in tenus other than affordability is far from the 

muinstream and not seriously considered uutside academic and refonn-minded circles. 

Cost considerations are not the only impediment to the development of appropriate 

hOllsing typologies. A crucial issue is the traditional bias that narrowly defines "family" 

and "hollsehold" and which privileges certain segments of the population over others. One 

facet of this limited definition is its effect on women. 

When gcnder is introduced into a discourse where it has not been inclllded, sllch as 

Î n hOllsÎ ng and urban planmng, new questions are provoked and fresh opportunities 

presented. Myra Jehlen in disclissing feminist theory and literary criticism has written that a 

contradiction did Ilot necessarily have to be resolved in order to be deait with; it couid aiso 

be engaged, not to vanquish it, but "to tap its energy."3 The contradictions inherent in the 

discussion of gender and hOllsing are considered in this thesis and, in order to avoid the 

dilemma raised by Sophie Wats.:m of seeing the concerns of women as distinct and, 

thcrefore, considering them separJtely from a substantive treatment of the topic, the 

underlying structural cause of these biases against women in the built environment are 

cxamined.4 By considering the broader community. the potential for the architectural 

expression of an engendered ideology that represents both genders is created. 

Several recent books on housing have taken a more overtly feminist approach to 

hOllsing nnalysis and design than in the past. Marion Roberts, Leslie Kanes Weisman, and 

Sophie Watson, representing work on three continents. have each approached the subject 

3. Myra Jchlcn, "Arc1ulllcdcs and lhe Paradox of Feminist Crilicism," Feminist Theory: A Critique of 
ft/e%gy, cd. Nannerl O. Kcohane, MichclIc Z. Rosaldo, and Barbara C. Gelpi (Chicago: University of 
Chlcugo Press, 1981) 200. 

4. Sopluc WUlson, "Women und Housmg or Feminist Housing Analysis," Housing Studies 1.1 (Jun. 
1986) : 1. 
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of housing and gender from a distinct yet congruent viewpoint.5 Thest' arc not, howevcr, 

radical texts. They caver similar topies: background history, statistics. thc fcw wOlllcn-

focused housing projects that have been built, and the safety and access issues that are of 

concern ta women. Roberts herself notes that she is writing from '''an old-fashiolll'(\' 

feminist viewpoint."6 The fear is that these women architects and gcographers arc only 

speaking ta their academic pcers and are not heard by practicing architccts. The issucs they 

raise are peninent and, evidently, cross cultural and spatial boundaries but thcy arc far l'rom 

being implemented. 

Betty Friedan 's The Feminine Mystique published in 1963 challengcd lhe concept 

of home as the "natural" place for women and posited that women hau becn isolatcd in the 

home through social and economÎc policlCS with the complicity of the advertisclllclll 

industry, ladies' magazines, and home-furnishing manufaeturers. Frieùan also proposcd 

that even if women 's dissatisfaction was li "problem with no name," it noncthelcss hall a 

just cause. 7 A second challenge to the concept of domesticity came with the rcalisalion thal 

the "home" was not necessarily a safe haven for women-domcstic violence was il rcalily 

and eut across racial and socialline~. 

These imputations of the home have Ilot come without cost to the w()m~n 's 

movement. Those women who were stltisfied with their roles of "wife" and "tIloth~r" rclt 

belittled and threatened by this heightened cOllsciollsness and they, in concert with the mell 

who were alarmed by this rebellioll of women, created a backlash against feminism. x 

5. Marion Roberts, Living m a Man-Made World. Gcndcr A.I.lump/lOns III Modern I/ousmg IJC.ltgfl 
(London: Rouûcdge, 1991). Sophie WaL~on, Accommoda/mg Inequalay Gender and I/ousmg (Sydney: 
Allen & Unwm, 1988). Leslie Kanes Wei~mi.\O, DI.lmmmalwn by De.\lgn: A FCfmm.\t Cntique' of llll' 
Man-Made Envlronment (Urbana and Chicago, UnlVl!r'>lly 01 1IIIll00s Prc!><;, 1992) , 

6. Roberts 4. 

7. Betty Friedan, The Feminine My.\llque (New York: W. W. Norlon and C\~" 1963) 19. 

8. Dolores Hayden, The Grand Dome.l/ie Revolution' A lIistory of FemmioH De.ll){m[or Ameru:afl 
Homes, Neighborhoods. and Cilies (1981; Cambridgc: MIT Prc<is, 1985) 303 . 

The [de%gy of Gender and Communay 9 Accomm<x1ating Womcn 



• 

• 

• 

The Form of Housing 

Feminist architects, planners and geographers are completely reconsidering the built 

environ ment and the causes of women' s disadvantaged position within it.9 The financial 

inctjuality of women has been evident for years, but only recently have women understood 

thc ramifications of a structurally-biased environ ment. 

Sirœ the early 1970s when women seeking to escape From abusive domestic 

cnvironmcnts became increasingly visible, other concerned women have networked to 

provide housing and emotional support for them and have organised emergency shelters. 

Thc~c refuges rcsolvc the immediate problem of a roof overhead but do not rectify the long­

standing re1ationship problems that precipitate these crises. An entrenched pattern of abuse 

cilnnot be mitigated in several days or several weeks of haven. These women often have 

insufficicnt personal and financial resources to establish themselves independently in 

appropriate hOllsing. 

This situation has led to the formation of "transitional housing," which often 

includes counseling, child care, and job training and is an intermediate option for women 

who necd more time than shelters allocate 10 reestablish their independence. Thus, for 

fcminists, the question of hOllsing has overlapped with personal safety issues, the need for 

affordable quality child care, and accessible employment opportunities for women. 

The physical environment embodies the social, ideological, and behavioral intent of 

a society. It also encapsulates its economic, environmental, and technologicallimitations, 

although the intent may not al ways be dear 10 those either temporally or spatially outside 

that culture. Although the spatial layout of housing does not necessarily dictate social 

patterns, (providing dwellings perfectly suited to the traditional nuclear family, for 

9. Durbam Oldcrshaw, "Dcveloping a Femmist Critique of Architccture," Design Book Review Summer 
(1992) 25: 7-15. Her article givcs a concise outline of the Amcrican history of this critique, although the 
British input is lacking . 
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example, does not preclude divorce) sOl.'i:1l patterns and the physÏl.'al t'nvironnll'1I1 (llll'Il 

reinforce each other. \0 

Amos Rapaport states that (house) form IS the physical embodimclll of brhaviolii 

patterns and "once built, [theyl affect bchavior and the \Vay of lite."11 Thelcfore, CCllalll 

;lousing typologies may improve or worsen Ihe livability for groups that diverge l'rom the 

family type for which they were designed. Through renovalion and adapla110n, hllildlllgs 

nonetheless maintain a physical viability beyond their symbolic Iife. 

By the same token, old forms may impcdc the dcvelopmcnt of new nHxlc~ 01 ItvlIlg 

if they art! sim ply reused withollt adapttng them 10 the new lime and place . .los Boys also 

argues that, today, architecture only cmbodies meaning in a partial way: Iïrstly hecallsc 

very few people participate in its creation, and sccontlly, becallse buildings can he llscd in 

many different ways. 12 Since formaI changes in housing gencrally lag behtnd dCl110graphlc 

variations, certain segments of the population have orten bcen hOllscd 1Il dwcllings that arc 

badly situated or inadequate or inappropriale in size or layout. 13 Il is nol, however, that a 

single mother cannot live comfortably in a single-family detachcd suburban home, hut that 

its location, cost, and size place it beyond her means. 

The intent is also not to design environments to accommodate women's lamily 

respansibilities in arder to maintain women in a subordinate position, but to addrcss the 

reality of their situation and to continue to work for fundamenlal changes. ObV10lIsly, 

someone has ta care for children, fix meals, and maintain hOllseholds. The enVlf()J\ll1cnt 

created to accompli~h these tasks must be more scnsilive to the nccds of the ultirnale uscr 

10. Daphne Spain. Gendered Spate.\ (Chapel Hill: Ul1lver~lly of North Carohna Pres'i, )lJlJ2) 6. 

11. Amos Rapaport. flouse Form and Culture (Englewood Clilfs. N.J.: Prenlice Hall, 19(1) 16. 
Designing for the nonn of a white middle-class hU'iband, wife. and two c1uldren, Ignores the mllholl'i of 
people "who do not fillhis packagc" 130. 

12. Jos Boys, "Is There a Femml!>t AnaIY!:J'i of ArchItecture'!" fJwll Envmmment J(U' 2. 

13. Schmctz 197- 203 . 
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Women would like income~ equal 10 men, flexible work schedules, access to 

quaIJty child care tn allow them to pllrsue careers, and partners who share equally in family 

œsponsihilities. The evolution of an equitable ~ocial contract will take years, and a built 

cnvironmcnt that recognises the need for change is only a first step. Although aIl women 

arc affccted te> a degree by these biases, mothers with husbands or partners are often 

buffcred from the full negative effects by the male presence, while single-parent 

houscholds Iacking this support fcel the repercusslons more keenly. 

The failings of the environment do not simply materialise; they either evolve or are 

crcatcd. There are few women architects, planners, and developers, and still fewer of these 

arc conscÏolisly aware of the gender blases they help to maintain through the built 

environment. As of 1991, in the United States, 17.1 percent of the 103,000 architects were 

wOlllcn. This is up from 12.7 percent in 1983. Women are better represented in Social 

Sciences and Urban Planning with 46 percent in 1983 and 53 percent in 1991.14 Jane Drake 

asserts in Making Space that the ability of women architects to conceptualise space with "a 

different altitude depends in part on the existence of a feminist movement, and whether the 

movement stresses the problems of wOlllen in gcneral or only those of a limited group." 15 

WOlllcn are educated in the same biased system as men. There are few female professors in 

schools of architecture and planning and even fewer, if any, courses on gender or user-

needs.ln Until this situation changes there is little hope of achieving any real progress in 

th~ profession as a whole. WOI11en will have to provide the impetus and the energy needed 

10 gellerate a respol1sive huilt environment. 

14. U.S. Burt"1lI of the Cen~u~, Stal/st/cal Ab!.tract (!f the V.S : 1992. 112 cd. (Washington, D.C., 1992) 
Tahk 629. 392. Only 2.1 pcrcclll of arChtleCL-; an1l6. 7 p~rccnt of social scientists and urban planncrs are 
AI nnUl-Amem:ans. 

15. Jane Drake. "Wolllcn, Arch,tecL-; and FCllUntSm, Making Space' Women and the Man-Made 
Ellvlr(mment, cd. Matrix (London: Pluto Pres:" 1984) 11. 

16. Drake 12-13 . 
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An Argulnl'Ilt JI)r ('()/ll'CIlI't' !)\l't'/!IJ/,l; 

Collective housing, as stated earlier. cannot be imp\cmcnll'd IIldl'IK'nlklllly l'Will lite 

development of urban and suburban fonl1s that cncol11pass the dil't'rsl' Ill't'ds 01 a/l pl'opk 

This housing environment should b~ more dense 10 reliure land lise and 1Il11.\'illlll'llIll' 

consllmption, which would encourage a sense of wlllll1unily; il should 1K' hl'Ill'i ~111I.l1l'l1 

for ea:,y use of mass transit; be more integrated 10 allow conwllIcnl acù'ss lu d1l1d rail', 

shopping, and employment opp0l1unities; be more tle;..ibJe 10 accolllmodall' Ihl' IIIl'vl!ahk 

changes in family structure; provide security of tenure and a yoicc in Ihe deCl~loll-l11a(,.lll)! 

process; and maintain a safe environment for wOll1cn and thcir dlildtl'n,ll 

Gellder ineqllality, which lil11lts the range of cmploymcnl OppOIIIlIllIIl''i l'nI \\'lIllh'll. 

women's traditional role of mother, which ts tanlamoullt to tOlal-clIIl'-giwt; a Il'el'S'IOII, 

economic restructuring; and in many cases, the added bm'den of racial dISClIIl1ill"IIOIl ftave: 

aggravated the situation for single women with children.lK With generally only ont: "dllii III 

these famiIies there are stresses arising [rom the daiIy nccd 10 coordill:tle child cale . 

employment, errands, and household tasks while Irying to maintain 'iillllly ilnd il social 

life.l 9 Landiords are aiso reluctant tu rent to single mothcrs. whom Ihcy vic\\' :t'i Ie'i' 

reliable than other tenants, and often require large deposits whlch arc dilTicul1 lor thl''il' 

women to provide.2o 

17. Roderick J, Lawrence, "Collective and Cooperallve Hou~mg: A MlIllI-DlllIcn~I()llill Vll~W," ()/I('II 
/louse International 17.2 (1992): 3-4. 

18. Damaris Rose and Paul Villeneuve, "Women Worker~ and the Inner City. SOIllC IllIph( <II HUI'> 01 
Labour Force Restructuring III Montreal, 1971-81," Life $'pares: (J('flder. lIou.\eho/d. Hmfl/oYltu't/I, l'd 

Caroline Andrew and Beth Moore Milroy (Vancouver: UllIversÏly of Bntlsh Columbia Prc,>", I l)XX) <"7 
Exammes the effcct of the feminisaLlOn and bipolart!>mioll of the work lor(.c, which leavc,> WOIIICII 011 Ih\' 
botlom. 

19. Fran Klodawsky and Damaris Rose, Single Parent Famtlies and Canadtan I/()u.\ing l'o//( Il',\: "mv 
Mothers Lose (N.p,: n.p., n.d.) 8-4. Klodawsky adds that acccssibiltty, as an IIIdicalion 01 the COmhlll<lluIII 
of lime spent travelling betwecn daily activIlJes and the stre\s generatcd by that movclTlcnl, 1<; an InlCII"cly 
complex variable, not easlly amenable to standard mca~urc'i, but an cxtrelTlcly Mgnllicalltlactor lor llIally 
single mothers. 

20. Klodawsky and Rose, Single Parent Famllœs and Canadtan I/ou.linx PO/II /C', X-) 
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The Place ofWomen in the Statistics 

The justification for new housing is readily found in current demographic statistics. 

With the increase in the number of single-parent families in Canada and the United States 

due to divorce and changes in the family structure, society's ideal if not paradigmatic 

family, no longer predominates. 21 In the United States in 1991, 21 percent of the 32.4 

million family househoids with children under eighteen, 6.82 million were headed b) 

female Ione parents; 3.6 percent, 1.81 million, households were male-h~aded. In analysing 

the data for minority families, the percentages are even greater with 46 percent of aIl 

African-American families, 3.43 million, and 24 percent of Hispanics, 1.186 million, being 

mainlained by a female single parent. 22 In Canada in 1989, 13 percent of the families with 

children wcre single-parent families representing over 800,000 families, with 84 percent of 

these headcd by women.23 This is up from 9 percent and 500,000 families in 1982.24 

Women-led households are not only much more numerous th an their male 

counterparts, they are also considerably younger, less educated, and poorer. White single­

parent families maintained by men in the United States in 1991 earned $529/week, whereas 

women-Ied families earned $399 or 75 percent of the men's wages. Among African­

American single parents, the difference between the genders is not as striking, with women 

earning 85 percent of the men' s wage. Both groups, however, also earn less than their 

white counterparts with men earning $401/week compared to the women's $339. The 

21. Most sources indicate that the "traditional family" (father working away from home, mOlher at home 
with children) exists in only 10-12 percent of households. Only 34 percent of aU families in the United 
States as of 1991 are two parent families with children at home with one or both parents working. U. S. 
Burcml of the Census 51. 

22. U.S. Bureau of the Census 55. ( Hispanie ineludes ail other races not defined separately.) 

23. Ji1Iian Odcrkirk and Clarence Lochhead, "Lone Parenthood: Gender Differences," Canadian Social 
Trends Wintcr 1992: 16. 

24. Klodawsky and Rose, Single Parent Families and Canadian Housing Policies 4-5 . 
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famity income of married couples is almost twice thal of single mothcrs.~~ ln Canada. the 

discrepancies are even grenier with womcn caming on the average onl} 70 perccnl of 

men' s salaries,:!6 

Richard Weiler. MaryAnn McGlaughlin and Nahid Fagfhoury complclcd a stully in 

]988 in which they attempted 10 evaluate the state of rescarch in Canada on housing for 

people who fall into the category of "special needs" (the homcless hattcrcd womcn. Ihe 

disabled, and adolescent mothers).::!7 They determined lhat the statistieal data in Canada i!:> 

not cross-referenced with respect to gender and marital status to adcquately anal ys\: tl1<,' 

questions. They recommended that a broader range of statistieal information he collccted to 

facilitate this)R 

Women's disadvantaged position is doubly dear when considcring issues surh as 

social or subsidised housing. Although women are the prime uscrs of this housing. thcir 

needs and the implications that arise from their predominance in this scctor arc not 

discussed in housing policy-except by feminists. Women single parents arc second on1y 

to single older women as users of subsidised housing and the least represented group 

among homeowners.:!9 

Single-parent households are not a homogeneous group and consequently their 

housing needs are varied and difficult to resolve. Young single mothcrs tend to he al the 

lower end of the economie scale and need training or more education in order 10 compete in 

'15. U.S. Bureau nlthc Cenc;us. Table 655. 413. Whltc t\\o-parC'nl famIlle, cam on thc a\cragc nfl7/\\Ccl. 
and Alncan-Amcncan lamlhc!- carn $(;:!S/\\ ccl.. 

'16. N.mcy Zukc\\'\ch Ghalam. "Womcn ln thc Workplacc." Cmllllliall.\·()('/(/I 1'rell(/\ Spnng 1(9) () 

'17. RIchard WeIler. Mar) Ann McLaughhn and Nahld Fagl1lOul). SPl't'/(/II-IOIf\;IIg Nt'ed,l: A SV"''','I;' of 
Re.\earC'lI UndertaJ..elllo Date ill C(//I(/d" (Otl<1\\ a: CMHC. 19HX) 36. 

'18. Weiler. McLaughhn and Fagfhour) '19 

'19. Margarct Blakcnc). "Canadlan ... m Sub'ldllcd Hou"lng." ü"'adinll.\·()( iul '/ '('1/(1\ Wmlcr II}<):! :!().:! 1 
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the job market. They often do not drive and are dependent on public transportation to get to 

and from work, shopping, and child care. 

Divorced women want to maintain social and school contacts for their children, 

facilitate the father's involvement, develop a social circle for themselves, have access to 

child care and support networks, and locate themselves to work or pursue job training 

white maintaining their social status and sense of community.3o The economic position of 

women is also greatly reduced after a divorce, whereas men's finances usually improve.31 

According to Gerda Wekerle, older widows from middle and upper-class backgrounds 

somelimes have homes which are too large and often become difficult to maintain, which is 

rarcly considered in the research.32 

"Organised Services Not Pooled Lives" 33 

The approach to collective dwelling is quite different today than it was at the turn of 

the last century, when women first began to challenge the shape of the domestic 

cnvironment. The work of feminists, such as Catharine Beecher (discussed below) and the 

earlier lltopian socialists and communitarians (discussed in Chapter Three) provided the 

philosophie al basis for the emergence of what Dolores Hayden has called "material 

feminism." These women focused on the domestic sphere, its physical environ ment, 

cconomic implications, and integration into society.34 

ln the mid-nineteenth century, domesticity had been presented as a means by which 

women, while sacrificing participation in the outside world, provided stable homes for the 

30. Susan Anderson-Khleir, "Housing Nccds of Single-Parent Mothers," Building/or Women, cd. Suzanne 
Keller (Lexmgton MassachusclIs: Lexington Books, 1981) 22. 

31. Junct McClain wilh Cussic Doylc, Women and /Iousing (Oltawa:The Canadian Council on Social 
Dcvclopmcm wilh James Lorimcr & Co., 1984) 10. 

32. Gerda Wekcrlc, Genderand Ilousing in Toronto (Toromo: n.p., 1991) 21. 

33. Clclllcnûna Black, A New Way of 1I0usekeeping (London: Collins, 1918) 55. 

34. Dolores Hayden, The Grand Domestic Revolution 3 . 
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nation and obtained for themsc1vcs complete hcgcmony over the dOlllestic sphcrc. \~ 

Catharine Beecher published the first scicntific houschold guidl' in 1841. Trt'<ll;", (11/ 

Dome.\tic Economy for the U.\l! of )'oung Ladie.\ tlT /lome ,md llT Schoo/ in which she 

acknowleded that most women did not intuitivcly know ho\\' 10 manage a home, rathl'r, 

they had to learn the basics, as in any olher profession. '(, AmaÎCan l\'nnum'\ Home 

wriUen with her sister Harriet Beecher Stowe in 1869, iJIustratcs ralionali!.ed house dc!.ign .. 

for the Gothie cottage (Fig. 2-1) and tenement (Fig. 2·2). over which thc womcn of the: 

house ministered)7 

Fil. 1-1 Vie\\ and Plans of Gothie Dwelhng from The Am",Ù'an WOII/Rn '\ HO/nt' The \\ JI e \\ a .. ca~t a ... 
the seIr-sacrificing spiritual m'nJstcr of the home and JI;; profc .... Jonal domc .. lJe man.!!!CI WclI·dr~ltmcJ 
mmable fumlturc as",,,ted ln l.ecpmg order ln the compact hout;;(' 

35. Kathryn KIsh Sidar. Catharit/e Beedll'r: A SllIdv 11/ A"'('''t'llI/ nom/'IIII'II\ (1'C\\ HJ\ cn JnJ London 
Yale UnJ\erslI) Pres,. 1973) J 13. 

36. Cathanne E. Beecher, A Trent;\(· on Doml'Ilu' f.r'{)fWlnV for 1111' U\t' of )'011111: 1 Jul/t'\ ml1(1l/1j' 111/1/111 

St'/J(lol, re\. ed. (11<41. Ne\\ York' Harper. 184(}) 

37. Dolof(~" Hayden, "Calhanne Becchcr and Ihe PolttJc!o (lf Hou<;c\\ork,"Wmnm;1I A1nPru (III Arl 11111'/ 111ft'. 

A Hi\loric a"d COlIIempomr\' Penpt'CI;\,(', cd Su~nJ Torre (Ne\\ York Whltnc~ Llbrul') of DC"lgn, }l>771 
44 Cathannc E. Bccchcr and Hamel Bccchcr S\O\\c. Till' AmnÎ('ulI Wmmm'\ Hom/' (\K64. Hartlllrl.l. (~r 
Slm\ ('-da) Found,l\lnn, 1975) 
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Fig. 2-2 Plan of Beecher's tenement house showing four units per fIoor. The front parlor was planned to 
accommodatc the family living space. The bedrooms lack windows and the kitchen is cramped. 

Not aIl women, however, had an interest in maintaining a household. Although 

sorne factory owners in Britain and the United States built housing for their employees, 

many other single or divorced women found it difficult to find appropriate accommodations 

outside of the family home or in domestic service and pressed for housing alternatives. 

As women became more isolated in the home after the American Civil War at the 

end of the nineteenth century, wornen's roles as described by suffragette Elizabeth Cady 

Stanton (1815-1902) "of wife, mother, housekeeper, physician, and spiritual guide" and 

"the chaotic conditions into which everything fell without [their] constant supervision," 

prompted the caU for "sorne active measures ... to remedy the wrongs of society in 

gencral, and of women in particular."38 Or, as Lucy Stone (1818-1893), abolitionist, 

women 's rights leader, and publisher of the Woman' s Journal succinctly stated in a letter 

dated 1874, " ... if only the housekeeping would go on without so much looking after."39 

38. Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Eighty Years and More (1815-1897) Reminiscences of Elizabeth Cady 
Stùnton (New York: European Publishing Company, 1898) 147. 

39. Alice Stone Blackwell, Lucy Stone' Pioneer of Woman' s Rlghts (Boston: LIttle, Brown, 1930) 240 . 
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Prompted by the scarcity of domestic hclp. middle-class womcn in England and 

America suggested that the drudgery of housework could be nlleviatcd if it was executcd 

cooperatively or lf certain tHsks such as laundlY and cooking were centralised under the 

control of women entrepreneurs.40 As noted in the introductory quotation by Kropotkin. 

child care, however, was still seen as the individllal rcsponsibility of mothers. 

Melusina Fay Peirce nnd Charlotte Perkins Gilman in tI'e United States, Elizabeth 

Moss King and Henrietta Barnett in England, and Lily Braun in GenlHlI1y puhlishcd worJ...s 

calling for a revised domestic order to im prove housing for single wOl11cn and thc quality of 

life for married women. In France, cooperative housework existed but was not orguniscd. 

By the end of the nineteenth century, the evollition of the domestic spherc to cncompass 

socialised domestic work seemed logical, and, therefore, inevitable to thcse womcn. 

In "Co-operative Housekeeping," Peirce did not support communal living but saw 

cooperative housework as a means for woman to achieve ecol1oll1Îc indcpcndcnœ hy 

professionalising the, as yet, undeveloped service industry.41 The project was financcd by 

money provided for the maintenance of the hOllsehold by the husbands.42 She suggcstcd 

that women should rearrange neighbourhoods and towns ln Facilitate this cooperation, sincc 

they knew what was needed. 

40. Dolores Hayden, The Grand Domeslic Revolution: A Iltslory of Feminisl Designsfor Amcrimn 
Homes, Neighborhoods, and Cilies (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1981) 10-12. 

41. Mes. C. F. (Melusina Fay) Peirce, "Co-operatlve Housekeeping," Allanlu' Monllzly Nov. IH68: 511· 
524; Dec. 1868: 682-697; Jan. 1869: 29-39; Feb. 1869: 161-171; Mar. 1869: 286-299. 

42. In The Grand Domestic Revolulion 68, Dolores Hayden implies that Peirce would charge hushand'i lor 
housework, which secms improbable even loday. Peirce envisioned thallhc cosl 01 lhe services would he 
based on market rates. The savings achieved through lhe economy of bulk buyi ng, collective c()okmg, and 
efficient management, wou Id be paid to the cooperatmg households as dividends at fixcd inlCrvals. Peirce 
hopcd that men would he indulgentlowards lhelr wlves and allow the womcn to kccp lhcse savings as 
income. She states, however, "if men insisted upon our giving such savings 10 them wc could nol help 
ourselves," based on the premise that, "as men furnish alllhc meuns for our houscwllery, 'iO, if we arc é.lole 
lo save anything, it ought propcrly lo return to them." ThiS IS hardly a bnv.en calI. Wc nllght in the IJghl 
of our own day bccome impatient with such eqUivocaung, but Hayden IS nght 10 asserL that HIIS was a 
revolutionary notion, howcver couchcd in the ntcetics ollhc ninetccnlh cenlury. Mr'i. C. F. PClrce, 
"Cooperative Housekccping," Atlantic Monlhly, Dcccmbcr 1868 : 687 . 
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The (kitchenless) houses instead of being built round a square could be set 
in the middle of it. Every tenth block would contain the kitchen and laundry 
and clothing-house; and for these domestic purposes the Oriental style could 
be adoptcd, of interior court-yards with fountains and grass, secluded from 
the <.;tœet.43 

Charlotw Perkins Gilman, an American feminist who popularised the cooperative 

housekeeping movement in the United States and influenced the movement in England, 

was not a communalist. As a child of a single parent, she had not enjoyed her varlous stints 

in communal hOllseholds and did not advocate it for others, yet as a divorced mother. she 

understood the difficulties of single parenthood. 44 Housekeeping. in her view, should be 

organised communally and performed by trained professionals. She argued that homes 

shollid be reserved for the interpersonal aspects of life and not the necessities.45 She also 

suggested that hOllsing be kitchenless and grouped together in the suburbs or in apartment 

blocks in the cilies to accomplish these ends.46 

Urban collective homes, such as those advocated by Gilman, addressed the issues 

of increased land cost; the concentration of sufficient numbers of residents for collective 

domcstic work to be viable; and the accommodation of addition al services in situ in excess 

of those normally availabJe to the single independent household, such as catering services, 

laundry, and child care. Although it was acknowledged that this type ofimproved boarding 

house was needed for single male and female workers and the elderly, there was a lively 

dcbate in the press about the acceptability of cooperative facilities in family housing. 

The apHrtment hotel, which accommodated diverse households, such as the 

43. Mrs. C. F. Peirce, "Cooperative HOllsekeeping," At/alltie Monthly, March 1869 : 293. 1 imagine this 
"Onrnuli Style" dcscribcd by Peirce refers to the LradiLional court yard house of China where many related 
and extendcd farnilies Iivcd wilhin a court yard and shared communal facilities, and not "oriental" detailing, 
as IIllphed by Haydcn who states in rcfcrcnce to Pelrce's article "Just why she round the "oriental style" of 
the harems of the Middle East ~Ippropnate is unclear." Grand Domesilc Revolullon 72. 

44. lIaydcn. Grand Domesllr RevolutIOn 187. 

45. Charlotte Pcrkins Gilmtm. \Vomen and Economies: A Study of the Economie Relation Between Men 
lInd n'omen as Cl Factor III Social Evolutioll (1898: New York: Harper Torchbooks, 1966) 267-68. 

46. Charlotte Pcrkins Gllman 10-12 . 
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Stuyvcsant St. fat'ility set up by Strphen Prarl Andrews in 1859. rrcei\'rd praise l' Hl III the 

New York rime, as an economical solution. which slH:cccdcd in \\ h:Jt " ... Chark .. Fourier 

and the philosophers of Brook Farm after him Ihadl vainty atll'mptrd to :h..·l·ompli~h" 

Namely, the union of a number of lInrelatcd famities. who livrd inl'\pcnsivrty in the hl'art 

of New York "undcr a single system of rcgulations."-t7 Whl'Il the sl'alldal of fH.'l'-

association emanated from ils \\.'alls. the ",orst sociclal fcars of apartml'nt d\H'lIing wen.' 

confirmed and this type of housing was condemncd as inappmpriate for rr!.pl'l·tahll' 

families.4h The high l'ost of maintaining a single-family home and thl' strain on thl' 

hOllsekeeper from the many flights of stairs in the urban row house noncthclcss guurantced 

that this type of hOllsing would be built:N The conccm for the intcgrity of thr nllclcar 

family. however. restricted the use of communal facilities. 

The English called these Parisian apartments "French Oats" and (,'omplaincd aholll 

poor acoustics and sanitation, potential burglaries, lack of privacy and the destruction of 

family life from too much uncontrolled intermingling between people. Sydney Perk!. abu 

points out in Re.\idential Flat.\ of Ail Cla.\.\e.\ that the English mighl not have fOlllld tIH.'SC 

"catering flats," so disagreeable if they were as weil designed as the French hotel., on 

which they had been modeled.so In facto as Annmarie Adams points out in AfI'hitt'clUrt' i" 

the Family Way, it was the English man who decried thcm. English women saw them quit\.' 

Iiterally as "life-savers." The rooms were ail on one floor, which eliminatcd the do/cm. of 

47. "Pntclu:al Soclu!Jc;m JO Nc\\ Yor~. Rcrl\ul or thc 'Free-Lmc' Mcctlng,,-Thl' ·llnll.ll~ HlllN·/t"ld ... 
New York 1ïme\ Junc 22. IH5M: 5. 

4R "Free Lore: E'\p!.l .. e or the AflaLf'. or lhe laIe 'Unlla~ Hou ... ehold.· Pre Igrl· ... ' and Pn l'pcel .. (II 11ll' I-rt'l' 

Lm er!> .. New for/.. 11111e\ Scplcmbcr 21. I~) 5. Scc al,o. "The UnJl.lr~ H"IN'h(\ld .tnJ the IICl' Lm l' 
S) "lem," New Yor/.. 1111/e\ Scplembcr :!fl. 1 &1() 4 

49. Eh7.abcth Collin'" Crnmlc) , AIOIu' TOI:ell/(',: A JI/\Ion (If Nell' ror~'\ 1 mil Af/II"",,'1I'1 Illh.l,.1 
Comell Um\cn.tt~ Pre ..... , 19(0) IR 

50 S)dncy Pcrk .. , Re.\idelltial FlaI\ of Ali CI(I\\e\ IlIdlldlllr: Ar1I\III/\' 1 )wt'lll/lt:\' A l',m lit ail '{'(lin" 011 

711e" PI(/III11I1~ Will Arrnllgemel1l1 ogelfll'r WII" ClUlfllt'TI (JI! /lIl'/r 1I/\llIn. 1'/111/1/1 /(/1 MIIII,'n. 1 fr • \l'11ft 

NI/llu'rol/\ 1II1I.\lrafUIIl.\ (London B T Bal.,lord, 19(5) 24 and '2.7 
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stairs (the daily scourge of housewife and servant) consequently reducing the overall size 

of the house making them casier to maintain th an row houses, and simplifying the 

supervision of children.51 

The English cottage, rather was the ideal. Communal projects consisting of private 

apartments of varying sizes built around quadrangles struck a middle ground between the 

large apartment buildings and the single-family house. M. H. Baille Scott understood the 

difficulty of balancing privacy and community in attempting to improve working-class 

housing. 

What is gained in convenience and economy may be 10st in privacy and 
comfort; for while, as the copybook maxim says, "union is strength," the 
strength of the community is generally obtainable only at some sacrifice of 
ils individuals, and while the bundle of arrows is not so readily broken as 
the single shaft, their feathers may be sorely ruffled by their close contact 
with each other.52 

In a proposaI for a cooperative house, Raillie Scott suggests that a cluster of units 

be slIrrounded by an ample garden with subdivided plots for the tenants. A central dining 

room with sm aller alcoves "allotted to indlvidllal families" obtained the benefits of 

cooperation while maintaining the advantages ofprivacy (Figs. 2-3 and 2-4).53 Baillie Scott 

implemented these concepts in the design he executed for Henrietta Barnett at Waterlow 

Court, a 50-unit cooperative for single working women which opened in 1909 (Figs. 2-5 

and 2-6). He included cooking facilities in the sitting rooms of the individual dwellings for 

those who wished to cook at home; eating alcoves for those preferring to escape the central 

liining area; and a large numbe r of stairways to increase the privacy of the units while 

rcducing the noise.54 

51. Annmmie Adams. Architecture in the Family Way: lIealth Reform, Feminism, and the Middle-Class 
lIou.l'l' 1II England, 1870-1900, diss .• U. ofCalifornia, Berkeley, 1992 (Ann Arbor: UMI, 1993) 213-16. 

52. M. H. Bmlhc Scou. 1 [ouse.\' and Gardens (London: George Newnes Ltd., 1906) 116. 

53. Baillie SCOll 117. 

54. Lynn F. PC:\rSOIl, The Arclll/eClUral and Sociaillistory of Cooperative Living (London: MacMillan, 
1988) 1 04 -06 . 

Tht' [dea/ogy ofGender and Communay 22 Accommodating Women 



• 

• 

• 

Fig. 2·3 Site plan of communal extenor space for a proposcd cooperative house by Arclutcct M. H. Scott 
Baillie. He suggested that a fourth side of housing cou Id ulso be built to complete the quadrangle, wilh " 
passage left open to access the Interior court yard . 

Fig. 2·4 Entrance front of proposcd cooperative housc by M. H. Scott Badlic. The arcade al the lowcr 
level covered the walkway which led from the indivlduul unils to the communal dinmg space . 
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Fig. 2·5 Partial plan of Waterlow Court, Hampstead Garden Suburb, designed by M. H. Scott Baillie for 
professional working women, 1909. Dame Henrietta Barnett, an advocate of collective housekeeping, 
origmatcd the concept of the Hampstead suburb to preserve the open land adjacent ta Hampstead Heath . 

Fig. 2·6 Acrial vicw of Watcrlow Court. Hampstead Garden Suburb, 1909. The communal dining hall is 
on L'le first floor under thc gable facing the interior cOllrtyard, the kitchen is above, and servants' quarters 
arc 011 the third floor . 
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Meadow Way Green designed by Courtenay M. Crickmer al Letchwol1h Gan.kn 

City boasted communal dining facilities and acc0I11Imxiations for business and professional 

women. It was developed in tWQ phases: the North side was complctcd in 1916 illllllhc 

South side in 1924/25. They \Vere built by Howard Cottage Society Ltd. in COn.lulH:tioll 

with Ruth Pym and S. E. Dewe. The latter two became interestcll 111 llcveloping a 

cooperative-housekeeping project after they visitcd one in Europe as school girls.~'i This up-

scale communal model was too expensive except for the middle-c\ass working wOlllen. 

Lynn Pearson in The Architectural al/d Sociall1istory of Cooperative UVlIIg notes 

that the most successful of the handful of cooperative housekecping projects devdopcd in 

England in the last half of the nineteenth century served professional women, sllch as 

nurses, writers, and artists. It was not feasible to provide this hOllsing for the lower inwlIlc 

populations, although projects were proposcd and designed.56 Even building for WOI1lCll 

with a higher income was problematic, since their resollrccs were never at the levcl of cvcn 

the lowest-salaried male worker . 

It is interesting to compare the plan of the Ladies' Residential Chambcrs by Balfour 

and Turner, Architects, 1893 (Fig. 2-7) wi th the analogolls Baehelors' Cham bcrs, Park 

Lane West designed by A. Waterhollse (Fig. 2-8). Both were classed by Perks as "Class 

No. 4 FIats" and are reproduced at the same senle.57 The scparate bed and sitting roOIllS 

and private bath were common in bachelor fIats, but not in those destined for WOlllcn, 

which were sm aller and generally shared pantry and toilcl. The design of the Lmhcs' 

Residential Chambers nonelheless acknowledged the necd for hOllsing the nllmcrolls single 

working \Vomen in London.58 

55. Pearson 112 

56. Fiflccn are Iistcd as having becn cOllstrucled bctWCCII 1 H74-1 ns. A score more wcrc dcslgned and 
proposcd. Pearson 188-89. 

57. Pcrks 158. 

58. Annmarie Adams, Archlleclure in Ihe Fmmly Way 254 
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Fig. 2·7 Ladies' Residential Chambers by 
Balfour and Turner. Architccts. Only onc bathroom 

for lhe two noors. which served lhirtcen suites. 

This wall so madcquale as 10 draw a rcmark from 

Perks in his analysis of residentiaillal<; . 

l'Ire Ideology of Gender and Communuy 26 

.. " .. "" 
-"-~- .. t' 

Fig. 2·8 Bachelors' Chambers, Park Lane, West 
designed by A. Waterhouse. The rooms are more 

spacious than the ones for women (see Fig. 2·7). 

Perks notes that the tenants appreciated the long 

hal1way which was lined with bookcases. 
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In Gennany, Lily Braun proposed hOl1sing alternarives that rescmhled thosc 

advanced in England and the United States, She rephrased the familiar complainr hy sl:uing 

that if the kitchen is "to be the fOlIndatioll of family life, as it \Vere, to declare thm thl' 

family stands or falls with the kitchen, means 10 desecrate the concept of the ramily, Ir Il 

were indeed on1y the cooking stove which kceps it together, it descrvcs to pCl'ish."w 

Braun's plan included 50 or 60 kitchcnlcss units groupcd in landscaped gankns. 

The centralised facilities included a well-cqllipped and laid out kitchcn; a pantry; lallndl y 

room with automatic washing machines; a large dming roOIll Ihal servet! as li IlH.'l'ting 100111 

at night and a play room in the duytime; and adjoining it, a slllallcr rcadlllg roOI\l. l'hl' 

management of the entire household \Vas JI) thc hands of professionals hlred by thl' 

collective who also lived in the facility.60 l3raun acknowlcdgcd that this typc of housing 

was commonly available for the bourgeoisie in EngJand and the United Swtcs amJthalthl'll' 

were even a few projects in Gennany. The provision of this type of hOllSlIlg for the 

working class required the input of cooperative building associations to finance them. Shl' 

felt that their construction was possIble \Vith the econolll y of scale and the Jack of indi VldUill 

kitchens. 

Otto Fick's KollektivhllS, a Oanish apartlllcllt hotel with catcred Illcals, lallndry alld 

errand service, but withollt a collective dilling 100111 and child care, did Ilot address BraulI':--

more socialistic concerns. Apartment hoteJs were cquipped with many amcnitics that welc 

unavailable in single-family hOllses and providcd a level of service that wouJd havc 

required a retinue of two or three scrvant~. Thcse refinements, unrortunatcly, were too 

expensive for the working class, who could have bencfilled most l'rom thcir serviœ:--,',I 

59. Braun 24. 

60. Braun 18. 

61. Norbert Schoenauer, "Early European COIICCLIVC lIabll<lllOn," New I/ou'\eho/d.\ New 1/0U\In}{, c<h 
Karen A. Franck and Sherry Ahrcnllen (New York' Van No\trand J<cmhold, IIJXIJ) 47-70 . 
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ln France, the system of cooperative housekeeping was never formalised as it was 

in England and the United States. By the middle of the nineteenth century, towns had 

dcvcloped around factories located adjacent to the raw materials needed for production. The 

laborcrs livcd, worked, went to the cabarets, and protested low wages and poor working 

conditions-collectively. The women met in court yards, at wells, and in the laundry and 

bath houses and cooperated informally with one another in domestic matters. One woman 

cared for the children while others did laundry or ran errands.62 With increased migration to 

these towns, housing became crowded and unhealthy. The bourgeoisie, mindful of the 

upheaval that had afflicted France at the end of the eighteenth century, developed healthier 

housing for the working classe!' and dispersed the workers throughout the city (Fig. 2-9) . 

Fig. 2-9 Hatel Brémant in Charonne. 1886. Paris Bibliothèque Nationale. Domestic Hfe had yet to be 
movcd into the private confines of the home. Here housewives are active in the caurtyard. 

62. Ursula Paravidici. Habitat auféminin (Lausanne: Presses polytechniques et universitaire romandes. 
1990) 102 . 
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By the end of World War 1. the wOlllen of the bourgeoisie in FrmH,'l' fal'ed il 

rcduction in the availability of domestic help similar to tlll' one cxpericlll'l.'d hy the Engli"h. 

Large. elaborate homes became unmanageable. No French women called for l'olh~l'ti\'e 

services or properly organised house\\ork to alle\'iate the drudgery. Ursula Panwidici 

attriblltes the impctus for the refinements in the French home of the pcriod tn the early work 

of Catharine Beecher and Harriet Beecher Stm"e and Christine Frederil'k./·~ With tlll' 

exception of a few sociatist women who advocated the right of wOlllen 10 work out ... idc tlll' 

home. French women did not challenge their position as mistress of the hOll~e,f,..j 

ln the 1920s and 1930s Americans Lillian Gilbreth and Christine Fredcrick 

advocated rationalised hOllsehold designs and methods based on Fredcrick Taylor' s 

scientific system. 65 They argued lhat housework, if betler organised could be manag{'d hy 

one person-the wife. The work of Paulette Bemège poplliarised Ihis thcory in Franl·c./~· 

The efforts of Dr. Erma Meyer brought il to Germany.m With this philosophy in plal'e . 

appropriate households designed to sustain cooperative housework; housing to support 

alternative households: and the equitable division of domestic labour which had never been 

addressed were left to 3nother time for implementation. 

Although housekeeping chores today are still lime consuming, collectivising them 

in our society with ils variable work schedules and desire for priv3cy and autonol11y i!> 

63, P',ml\'ldlcl 70. 

64. Par,l\ Idlcl 134. 

65. Haydcn, Gralld [)ome\lic Rem/lllioll '175 Ha~den note, that ". thl' \\a.' a l()glcullmpo"lhllll~ 'lnU' 

!>clcnllflc management reqUired the ,pcclulJ,atl<m and dl\ 1~I(ln (II labour anù thl' e,,",cnu' 1 Il pli \ ,11(' 

h(lu~e\\ork wa.., Il" I"olated, unspccluh.,ed chamcter .. 

66 Paulette Bemège. De /allJéll!ndl' I1Illlagèr". cd., (Mon l'I/(':: 11/01. 19::!K. P..tn, JJL411l" l ... i1C 11(', 11/6'/) 

Frederlck '!- Book \\ a." flrsl tran,luled Intn French ln 19'1() a., 1. 'orr:lllll::mlml lIu:Ilf1r:ère II/I/(Inlll', li~u\leml' 

édlllOn f)1( 1'a\'/oriIl11e d/(': \01 (Pdn-.. Dun<x.!. l '1.!7) PUrin IÔICI 70 

(,7. Gunther Uhhg. Ko/lekliWllOdl'l/ ei" Kllt'I!ell HllII,\; WO/111 ft'Jo,,,, lIIul A" /'''l'~lImIl'l1(/'''' ([krllO 
Anaba. ... -Ver1..tg, 1(81) J07. The FrflllkJlIrtl'r Kw !!l'II 01 Grele Schulte Llh()t/h~. 19'16 \\ a, a mIlJ('rnl\l'd ,mll 
"'lreamhned kltchen Incorpomled lOlo houo.;mg modeh 1 rom the Sm let Union 10 the Unlteù StaIl" 

17/1' Ideo/ag\' oJ (ieul/l'r and COII/IIII/IIII\' ACCClmml x.lutlng Wom('/1 
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unfeasible. In fact, laundric!>, fast food establishments, and c1eaning houses have indeed 

ccntraliscd man)' of the tasks. as foresccn by the carly fcminists, cxccpt that women are 

predominantly the laborers in thcse busincsscs and not the entrepreneurs. Their low incorne 

onen prevcnt~ them from availing themsclves of thcse services. 

This is exactly the consequence that women who advocated the professionalisation 

of hou~ekeeping had feared. Mary Livermore. a temperate suffragist. had alerted women to 

the faet that "the business organisations of men, which have taken so many industrial 

employmcnts from the home. wait to seize those remaining ... .'·I~ 

As for achieving housing that suits the needs of ail women, here again progress has 

been less than stunning. Complaints prompted by inadequate housing are not new. 

Undoubtedly quotes could he found that express dissatisfaction weil before the nineteenth 

ccntury-the temporal boundary of this thesis. As we have seen. housing alternatives only 

emergc when a critical mass of people experience common problems and demand a 

solution. 

At the end of the last century, boarding houses and collective dwellings that suited 

the situation of women who entered the labour force, married later in Iife. or di\'orced, did. 

in fact, evolve. This housing targeted women with moderate incomes and had positive and 

negative ramifications for them. Waterlow Court, for example, provided both securit)' and 

respcctability. but women lost control over private space and habits since doors were 

locked at JO 0' c10ck and male visitors were not allowed. 

The communitarian movement of the nineteenth century did not directly spawn the 

collective housekccping movement but, nonetheless, acknowledged the domestic 

difficulties faced by women and often incorporated a cali for domestic reform in their 

policies. These groups. the subjects of the next chapter. resolved sorne of the domestic 

problcllls through collective dwelling. The sectarian groups were perhaps not motivatcd hy 

OK HJ~drn, (jrmlll J)tl/lIt'\IIC' Rem/lllulII 117 

1 hl' ldt'(}I(I~\' /If (;t'Ild,., 111/(1 ('mf//lIl/l//{\, Al'l'omrnod.lIlng Wornen 
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these considerations, but the drudgery of the chores for the women was reduccd through lis 

collective execution. 

Communitarian societies in the United States sought to establish a completcly new 

social world which would be the model for the entire country. They effectively providl'd 

communal housing for a wide range of houschold types. Success requircd strong 

leadership, committed members, sufficient funds, and faithfulness to the ide .. l a large 

order. The Shakers combined these reqllirements cxtremely succcssflllly and pmspcrcd. 

They clearly expressed their ideology in the architecture und on the sites of their widcsplcad 

communities. They also established and maintained a distinct l'Ole for women who hdd 

leadership positions within their society . 

The Ide%gy of Gender and COmmUnlly 11 Accomm(xlatmg Womcn 



• 

• 

• 

The Dilemma of ReaUt y 
The Formalisation of Collective [deology 

Every Force evolves a Form 
--Shaker Proverb 

Housing [orms, as noted in the previous chapter, reflect the ideology of the cultures 

that produced them-tempered by local constraints. This relationship between ideology and 

Ihe built environment is also clearer in vernacular architecture than in high-style, modern 

buildings. 1 In these societies, traditional building types are accepted and understood by the 

inhabitunts; the builders construct the basic models while incorporating the few variations 

necdcd by the individual users. Amos Rapoport states that "personalisation" is important in 

conveying "meaning" in architecture and, therefore, has more to do with nuances and 

dccoration than fixed architectural elements.2 

Rapoport also suggests that there must be perceivable differences for an observer to 

dcrive both "perceptual" and "association al " meanings from a given context. In addition, in 

ordcr truly to appreciate these symbols. the "meaning they had for their designers and users 

1. Amos Rapaport,/Iouse Form and Culture (Englewood, NJ: Prentice Hall, 1969) 4-5. 

2. Amos Rapoporl, The Meaning of the Bl/Ut Environment: A Nonverbal Communication Approach 
(lkvcrly Hills: Sage Publicutions, 1982) 22 . 
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Ul rhe rime (Ifrheir crl!aTioll." must be undcrstol,)d~ (cmphasis in thl' original). For this 

reason, the texts produced by the Shakers, \\ ho arc thl' fOl'US of thls chaptcr, arl' u"'l'd in 

conjunction with other matcrial conceming thcir bui It cnvironl11l'nts in an attcmpl 10 analY!o.l' 

and to understand ho\\' a collective ideology can he C\l)fcs~ed in architl'Clurl' and on thl' 

communal site. 

ln building their communities. the American cOllllllunitarian .. of thc nilll'tcl'nth 

century combined local construction matcrials and tcdll1iques with those of thl' ,ariou ... 

European traditions from which the groups emcrged. Thl'ir Jll,-cd, howcvcr. to 

accommodate group living, communal cating, and meeting spa ces forced them to further 

alter these basic models. The siting and the interrclationship of their many building!. al ... o 

distinguished them from the surrounding neighbourhoods. Communilarians did not view 

their experiments as reactionary. but truly believcd that society would SOOI1 rel'()gni~e thl' 

wisdom of communal organisations and follo\\l their examplc.4 

The United Society of Believers in Christ's Second Appearing, l'Clnlll1Only called 

Shakers, is selected as a case study in this analysis for severa! rcasons. Thcir two hundrl'd 

year history is impressive when compared to other millennial sects whose existence rarel)' 

exceeded the life span of their founders.~ They de\'elopcd nineteen sites in the United 

States, several of which are still intact." Their numerous maps illustrating the layout~ of 

these communities al\ow the correlation bctween the buildings and the site to hl' siudied in 

detail to detennine which relationships are fixed and which are mutable. 

3. Rapoporl, nie Melllling of rite !JIII/' 1.II\'trrll/lIl/!1II 2fl-2X 

4. Arlhur E. Beo;lor. Jr !la('kwo(){!\ U,op;a.\: Tilt' Sl'tlarum Orir:lIl\ alld Iltl' (JII'I'IIIII' 1'1111\1' of 
COIIIIlIIlI/ilaTll/ll Soda lm Il III AIIIl'Tim (Phlladel phlJ LJnl\ er'll~ ni Penn' ~ 1 \ Jnl,1 Pre' ... , 1 l).5()) 1 

5 The HUllenlco; arc aho a long-lI\ cd communal group \\ ho ... c e\I .. Lencc "pan ... 1 rom IS:!X lu th(' prl"l'nt 
The) share much ni the Shaker phllo .. oph), bul \\ere noll'Cllbale SlOce the) \\cr<' Gcrnwn .. pca~lng, Ih('~ 
dld not IOlluencc other .. ectanan group'" a. ... the Shaker .. dlll 

6 Edward Demi ng A ndre\\ '>. Pe(}plt' Cal/el! Slwken: A SI'arl It ror II/(' l'errell \jollelr ( 1 YS1. S<'\I y Ilr~ 
Omer Publa:allnn" 1%3) 290-92 Andre" .. count .. anolhcr l\\ehe a. .. ml ...... U'n ... , br.lOche ... , Cli .. ho/lll\cJ 
cnmmumlle .... The total membcr ... hlp 01 the Sh.tker .. \\J'" apprO',.lmatel) 17,()()O . 

1 hl' Icle%g\" of (;ender (li/ci ('O",,,,,IIW\ 11 Thc DilemmJ Cli RCJIII) 
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Except for Niskeyuna, New York, which was purchased as virgin land, the Shaker 

sites started as family farrns that were either donated by con verts or purchased and were not 

systematically designed. Over time these sites evolved into a fonn that consistently 

cxpressed lheir communal and gender structure and love of simplicity. From afar, Shaker 

villages look like typical New England towns. As shown below, however, the details of 

the buildings and the organisation of the settlements reveal the subtleties of Shaker theology 

and distinguish their settlements from those of their neighbours (Figs. 3-1 and 3-2). 

The Shakers did not adopt comrnunalliving until they arrived in colonial America. 

ln England, the small membership had been converted to lheir beliefs rather than born into 

them. Living collectively would have necessitated a change in their dwellings, which wou Id 

have been difficult to achieve in their town of Manchester. Within a few years of their 

arrivai in the New World, however, il became evident to them that in addition to a 

compelling biblical justification for il, communal living was a practical way of sustaining 

their communities while keeping members from the evils of the "world's people," their 

name for non-Shakers. 

The distinguishing feature of the Shakers, however, is the role wornen pIayed 

within their society. Because of their theology, which recognised the dual nature of God, 

Shakers accorded women equality within the Church. This on its own would not have 

differentiated them from other communitarians, who also nominally accepted the equality of 

the genders. The Shakers felt, however, that neither gender should have a supervisory role 

over the other. Consequently, they established a dual system of government. Women with 

the appropriate qualifications were able 10 achieve power and autonomy within the 

communities as E1dresses, separately From the male EIders. The titular head of the Church 

\Vas, nonetheless, an Eider, except when Mother Ann and Lucy Wright led the church in 

the carly years . 

l'ht' Idt'oloXY o/Gent/a (wei Communay 34 The Dilemma of Reality 
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Fig. 3-1 View of Mount Lebanon, New York, founded in 1787. This sccnc could bc mistakcn for a New 
England farming village except for the normally ubiquitous church spire which is conspicuously missing 
from this vicw . 

Fig. 3-2 View of Watervliet above showmg 
dweIling house of the First Order. The edge of the 
gambrel-roof meeting house can be seen on the 
right. The fencing and imposing axial location of 
the dwelling house set the village apart from other 
communities. At right is plan of area . 
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Characteristics of other communitarian groups not expressed in Shaker villages but 

gennane to this collective housing study are also included to illustrate the range of collective 

dwelling solutions which were proposed and realised. The sectarian communities such as 

the Huttcrites, Rappists. and Inspirationists he Id similar beHefs to the Shakers, but had 

their roots in the German Pietlst Movement. The Oneida Perfectionists were biblically 

based, but emerged in the United States under the leadership of 10hn Humphrey Noyes and 

held principles, such as "complex marriage," and a practice of stirpiculture that 

distinguished them from the more conventional religious sects. 

Holtsing Form as a Tool of Social Reform 

By the end of the eighteenth century, the advent of the Industrial Revolution had 

brought many social and economic changes to Europe, which had a major impact on the 

structure and function of the family. The labouring and skilled working class lost their 

lradilional menns of independent employment along with domestic self-sufficiency and 

becarne irnpoverished. Unemployed workers crowded into unhealthy cities and industrial 

centres and many were unable 10 find appropriate housing. Various groups clamoured for 

housing ref~rm. each presenting a different view of the perfect society and appropriate 

nl<xlel dwelling to solve this crisis. 

Sanitarians advocated effective ventilation, good lighting, and adequate heating to 

alleviatc the squalor and disease rampant in tenement housing. The home tenure contingent 

championed home ownership as a means of ensuring that workers had a stake in 

maintuining a stable society. The Chartists7 in England, the Mulhouse8 group in France and 

7. AlIlumlrie Adams, "Chartcrvllle and the Landscapc of Social Reform," Perspecttves in Vernacular 
Arcllll{'cWre IV cd. Thomas Caner and Bernard L. Hcnnan (Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 1991) 
UX-45. 

H. NIcholas Bullock and James Rcad, The Movemenlfor lIousing Reform in Germany and France 1840-
/9l.J (London: Cmnbridge University Press, 1985) 318-24 . 
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the "English cottagc" enthusiasts,4 slIch as Huher in Gcrmany ad\'Ot'atl'd .. ingll' family 

homes with gardens. In their vie\\ , the family reprcscnted " microt'osm of sOl'icty and to 

maintain ils moral slrenglh and influence. the family should Ol'CUpy nn autonolllOll<'; 

dwe11ing (Figs. 3-3, 3-4.3-5,3-6 and 3-7). 

The communal Rappites, Harmonists, Inspiratiomsts, Shakers, and HlIttcritl's took 

serio\Js!y th,- gospel imperatives of the community of goods, the suprcllHll'y of l'on .. cil'Ill'l', 

and the unit y of the spirit. They challenged the Christian churehes to rl'tllnl to till'ir go .. pcl 

roots and formed pietist and anabaptist sects. 

----_ .. '::'~"~' .l 
._--... -.--_.-

1 

1 

Fig. 3-3 Sllc pl.in CharLcn IIlc Charll'>\ Land 
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h.id 0.1 ccnlrdl kllchen Il.1nkrd h~ J. heun 1001 JnJ 
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'f lit' Ideo!or:v of (jem!er mul ((1/1111/111/11\' 37 Th! DllcmmJ III R{',.ltl\ 



• 

• 

• 

Fig. 3-5 Aerial View. The houses at Mulhouse cou Id be rented, or, with the payment of an annuity, 
owned. Dcsigned by the engincer Emile Muller the houscs were arranged in groups of fow·. Each unit had 
ils own garden and entrance, allhough only two sides of cach dwelling unit had an exterior e'{posure . 

Fig. 3·6 Perspective of a Mulhouse unit. Each of 
these buildings contained four units and thereby 
lacked complete cross ventilation. André Godin in 
Solutions Sociales criticised thesc units as lac king 
Innovation and contributing to the sprawl of cities . 

Tlle /de%gy of Gender and Commuflity 38 

Fig. 3-7 Plan of Mulhouse Cottage. 
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Utopian Socialists, followers of Robert Owen (1771-1858) in England. and 

Charles Fourier (1772-1837) in France, however, felt that the existing social system \Vas 

too corrupt to remedy.lO Owen called t'or Li "new moral world" 11 and Founcr Li "nouveau 

monde industriel et sociétaire." 12 Owen maintailled that "character is univcrsally fonned for 

and not by the individual" and thereby proposed that society and not the individual was 

responsible for the poverty and squalor of the working c\ass. 13 Fourier did not COndeJl111 

personal pro pert y per se, but declared the negative aspects of competition as the culprit. Ile 

attributed the current social difficulties to the repression of the "God-given" passions which 

then released counter passions or "tonics."14 Owen and Fourier both believl:d that 

affordable and salubrious collective dwellings wOllld eventually elirninatc "mtificial class 

distinctions"- the primary cause, in their view, of socialllnrest. 15 

Although the shape, size, and fUllctio\1 of their dwellings varicd, com\l1ll1l1tarians 

with few exceptions rejected the nuclear family in an isolated home as wasteful 01 

10. Bestor vii, Il, and 15. Engels labcled the sociali~m 01 Robert Owen and Charles Fouflcr as "uloplall" 
in SociaUsm, Uwpian and SClenlijïc, 1878. He uscd 'scicrJllllc' to describe hls own socaalistic Ihcorlcs. 

Il. The Book of the New Moral Wor/d, Part [(London, 1936). For the origins 01 thc ûwcnitc rnovcllIclll 
and its thcoretical undcrpinnings see J. F. C. Harrison. Robert Owen and the Owenites ln Brttain and 
America (Oxford: Alden Press, 1969) 47-63. For a placcment of the movcmcnt wllhm lhe gcncral h.,>tory of 
communitarian societics sce Bestor 20-37. For a fcminisl analysls of thc fallurcs 01 the OWCllltc 
Communities see Carol A. Kolmcrtcn, Women in UlOpW' The [de%gy of Gentü'r ln the Amem ml 

Owenile Communities (Bloomington: Unlvcrsity of lmlmna Press, 1990). 

12. Charles Fourier, "Nouveau monde industrlcl el sociétaare: ou invention du procédé d'lfIduslnc attrayante 
et naturelle distribués cn série passionnécs," Oeuvre.\ complètes, Tome VI (1808, 1845; Pans 19(6) 'l'Ille 
page. For a dclightful summary and tmnslatlon 01 Fouflcr's work. sce Jonathan Bcecher and Richard 
Bienvenue, The Utopian Vision of Char/es Fourier (Boston: Bcacon Prcss, 1971). For Arncncall 
communitarian groups inspircd by Fouricr scc Carl Guarneri, The Utoplan Alternative: FOUfœmm ln 

Nineteenth-Century America (lthaca: Cornell Univcrslty Prcss, 1991) 

13. Robert Owen, "An Address to thc Inhabiwnt!> of Ncw Lanark," cd. G. D. H. Cole A New Vww of 
Society and Other writings by Roberl Owen (London: J. M. Dent and Sons Ltd., 1927) 110. 

14. Fourier, Oeuvres complètes, Tome VI 52-53. 

15. Bestor 8-9. Robert Owen, Book of the New Moral Wor/d IV. Fourier, Oeuvre.1 comp/èIl1.I, Tome VI 4 . 
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rcsources, dcprcssing, and an anathema 10 the community spirit. 16 Children were seen as a 

sharcd communal rcsponsibility, ntised collectively, and indoctrinated into the value 

systems of thcir society. 

The bleak economic and social situation in Europe at the end of the eighteenth 

ccntury fostered the theories and theologies from which the communitarian societies 

crncrged, but the newly formed United States boasted the rich soil of religious freedom, 

incxpensive and abundant land, fluid c1ass structure, and openness to new ideas in which 

thcsc socicties flourished. Many groups representing a variety of ideologies were 

cstablishcd. Robcrt Fogarty in the Dictionary afAmer/can Communal and Utopian History 

counts 250 scctarian and non-sectarian commuaities in the United States, from the Shakers 

in Mount Lebanon, New York (1787) to the New Llano Colon y in California (1919).17 

The Formalisation 01 Unit y, Simplicity, and Gender Duality 

The Shakers arrived in America in August 1774, under the leadership of Ann Lee 

(1736-1784). Both her father and husband were blacksmiths and Mother Ann, as she was 

called, was illitcrate. The spiritual origins of the Shakers were in late seventeenth-century 

France during the time of the reformation with a group called the Camisards, who were 

sllbject to trances and strange ecstacies. 18 

The Shaker domain at its peak inclllded 6000 members dispersed over hundreds of 

miles. They screened prospective candidates who were "admitted," rather than accepted or 

16. Dolores Hnyden, Seven American Utopù/s' The Architecture ofCommunitarian Socialism.1790-1975 
(Cmnbndge: MIT Press, 1976) 24. The Icarians arc an exception to this generalisation. They were a French 
COIlUllullI\.l.Irian group who immlgratcd to Amcrica undcr the Icadership of Etienne Cabet. They held goods 
III common but Iived 111 fmmly uniL". 

17. Robert Fogarty, DlctlOnary of Amencan Communal and Utopian IlislOry (Weslport, CT: Greenwood 
Pr~ss. 1980) 173-233. 

IR R. Mildred Barker,1'Ize Sabbatluiay Lake SIUlkers: Inlmroduction to the Shaker Heritage (1978; 
Sahhathday Lake: The Shaker Press, 1985) (1) n. p . 

'/'1It' Ide%gy of Gene/a (Incl COlIImunity 40 The Dilemma of Reality 



• 

• 

• 

rejected, and then gradually initiated into the C'hurch community in a series of steps. willd! 

slowly increased the eCOnOl1llC and comlllunai commitmcnt of cach new Illl'mt1l'1'.1'1 

Although there was a turnover of from 15 perœnt to 50 percent in the ovcrallmcmherslup 

in sorne communities, the Shakers welc ablc 10 initiatc the ncw lllclllbers and mallltalll 

stability and continuity throllgh a structured hierarchical system of govel11l1ll'nt and 

adherence to the Millennial Laws. 2,) They developed il coherent architectural cxp~ssi()n hy 

the consistent implementation of their philosophy of unit y, simplicity, and gcnder dualis1l1. 

In contrast, the Owenites at New Hannony, Indiana, accepted anyonc who l'VIIH.Td 

even the vaguest understanding of Owen's com munal system rather than haslllg thl' 

selection on the needs of the community. The experiment at New Ilarmony, whll:h hat! 

been hailed as the paradigm for the salvation of h1lll1ankind, struggled for two yeats hefl\ll' 

finally dissolving.21 Similar failures plagued thc other non-scctarian cOllllllunities that had 

allowed too ~Tfeat a heterogeneity in their mcmhersillp 10 funclion smoothly. The Icllgious 

communitarians, who started l'rom a common ideology and, generally, wllh an autocratie 

leader, initially achieved cohesion more easlly. 

The principles espoused by the Shaker spiritual head, Ânn Lec, weil' lli.lllscnhl'd 

after her demh as Testimonies of the Life by Believcrs who had firsthand knowlcdge or her 

words and history.22 Mother Ann, as she was called, admonished her followcrs to "Do ail 

19. Charles Nordhoff, Commumslll: SOnelle.1 of Ihe Umled S/(I/e.\, From Per.\Onal Vl.\ll and OIJ.INwlltOtl 
Including Detailed Accounts o/the Ecu/lOlrlIst.I, ZO{jrlte.\, Shaker.I, Ihe Amllna, Onl'U/a, B('llId, Aurora, 
lcarian, and olher Exisllng SoCÎellés, Tlrelr RelL){/OII.1 Cr('cd,I, S(I( /(JI Prae {/( l'.I, Number.\,lndu.ltrll'I,IIIU/ 
Presenl Condlllons (New York: IH75) 144-45. 

20. Lawrence Foster. Religion and SexualllY. 'l'Ire Shaker.I, lire Mormons and Ihe Oflt'/da Commufllly 
(New York: Oxford Umvcrsrly Press, 19H 1) 57. The nUlllhcr<; arc lor the Sodus Huy Shaker COflllllUlllly 
frorn 1826-1837. 

21. Carol A. Kolrnerten, Women ln UlOpia (Bloornington and Indianapolrs:lndmna Uruverslly Pre!'>.,. 
1990) Il. In Kolrnertcn's view the sOClclle" did nol farl by bcing short-Irvcd bul by not ImplcUlcnlrng Ille 
gender equality that they espou~ed. 

22. Marjorie Procter-Smllh, Womell in Shaker Commulllly and Wor.\hlp. A FemLnl.\1 Alla/y.II.1 (J!tht, 
Uses of Religious Symbo/ism (LcwI"ton, NY EdwlIl MellclI Prc\s, 19H5) XIV-XV . 
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your works as though you had a thousand years to live, and as you would if you knew you 

must die tomorrow,"23 and to "not waste or misimprove any blessing, spiritual nor 

temporal" by making a "wise and temperate use and improvement of aIl things committed 

10 1 yourl charge."24 Everything was constructed with simplicity and in the most appropriate 

way. Ail superfluous decoration was eliminated from their architecture, handicrafts, and 

dœss. The round barn in Hancock, Massachusetts, constructed in 1826, which diverged 

sharply From this mandate to build utilitarian buildings "plainly," was allowed to he erected 

because of its efficient design. The inspired construction was seen as a unique "gift of the 

spirit," and not duplicated (Fig. 3-8))5 

An exceptional twenty year phase of Shakerism began in 1837 and marked a period 

of intense spiritual revival during which enlightened inspiration held sway. Unsigned "gift 

drawings," which honored Mother Ann and her successor, Lucy Wright, visually 

conveycd the spiritual abandon of these times. Because these drawings were deemed 

contrary to official doctrine, they were hidden from the world undl Edward Deming 

Andrews, the Shaker scholar was given access to them in the 1930s (Fig. 3-9).26 

The "spirit of unit y" which "leads to a oneness in aIl things" produced a unified 

product that bore witness to the world's people that the Shakers were govemed by a single 

spirit.21 Although the villages were generally self-sufficient, the society concentrated the 

production of certain goods at specifie sites which contributed to the consistent design 

23. Rufus Bishop and Seth Wells, compilers: Seth Wells and Calvin Green, cds .• Testimonies of the Life 
Character Revelations and Doctrines of Our Ever Blessed Mother Ann Lee and the Eiders with Her Through 
WllOm tlze Word of Eternal Life was Opened in tlzis Day of Christ' s Second Appearing (Hancock: J. 
Tallcoll and J. Deming JUNRS, 1816) 309. 

24. Calvin Green and Seth Y. Wells cd., A Summary View of the Millennial Church or United Society of 
Believer,\' Commonly Called SIUlkers (1823; Albany: C. Van Benthuysen. 1848) 299. 

25. Hayden, Seven American UlOpias 92. 

26. Edward Deming Andrews, \'isions of the Jleavenly Sphere: A Study in Shaker Religious Art 
(Churlollesville: University Press of virginia, 1969) for additional information on "gift drawings." 

27. Green and Wells 318 . 
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expression among the various communities. The manufacture of the Shaker chair, for 

instance, was centreed in the ministry of Mount Leb.mon, New York.ZR The crcmors of 

their buildings, crafts, and 100ls were anonymous, and individual art work was forbidden 

by Millennial Law, although there were exceptions on both counts as nOlcd llbovc. Skilled 

housewrights, su ch as Moses Johnson who was rcsponsible for the familiar g:unbrel roof 

meeting hou se, travelled to the communities to supervise the construction of new buildings 

ensuring consistency.29 

In addition ta the principles of unit y and simplicity, gender dualism shaped Shaker 

govemment and was expressed in their architecture. Ann Lee explained thm God hlld been 

manifested on earth in the form of Jesus Christ, li male, and that since the nature of creation 

required the two sexes, the second manifestation of God on earth should take the form of a 

female,3o Joseph Meacham, her successor after James Whittaker, mnintained this duality 

and appointed Lucy Wright as Eldress to head the community with him.31 He accepted the 

lead of Mother Ann and added "thm the New Creation could not be perfect in ilS ortler, 

without a father, and a mother."32 

28. Andrews, Shaker Furniture 29. 

29. Edward Deming Andrews, A Shaker Meeting J louse mu' Ils Builder (Hancock, MA: Shaker 
Community Inc., 1962) 2. 

30. Rufus Bishop Teslimonies 16-17. Mother Ann said Lhat "the man is the flrst, and the woman is the 
second, in the government of the fumily .... but when the man is gone, the righl of government bclongs 
to the woman; so is the family of Christ." 

31. The leadership was later expandcd to two EIders and two Eldresses. Below them werc dcacons and 
deaconesses who took care of temporal matlers. This pattern was repcalcd at cach of the other Shaker 
communities with Mount Lebanon being the First Ministry. 

32. Giles Bushnell Avery, ed., Testimonies of Ihe Life. Character. RevelallOns and Doctrmes of Our Ever 
Blessed Mother Ann Lee, and The Eiders Wilh 11er, Through Whom the Word of Eternal Life Was Opened 
in Tlùs Day of Christ' s Second Appearing (Ru fus Bishop and Seth Wells, compilcrs; Seth Wells and 
Calvin Green, cds. 1816; Albany: Weed Parson'i and Co. IH88) 17 . 
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Fig. 3-8 Round barn at Hancock MA, 1826. One person could easily feed the animais from the central 
space. The wagons loaded with hay would enter be emptied and exit with no need to tum around. The 
intcrior was gutted by fue and the framing was later reshaped. William Lassiter, Shaker Architecture 123-24 
givcs the date as "about 1884". A WPA drawing in Herbert Schiffer, Shaker Architecture 99-101 noted 
the barn bumt in "about 1870." 

I?lg. 3-9 uA Present from Mother Lucy to Eliza Ann Taylor." New Lebanon, 1849. Ink and water colour 
on blue paper. This fanciful Shaker house combined the earthly paired doors as weil as flowers, colours and 
dccomtions that were nonnally reserved for heaven . 
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When Meacham and Wright took over the parent ministry in 1786, li ten yeur pl'riod 

ensued during which the existing communities \Vere strengthened, and the membership was 

not expanded. The tripartite structure of the Church was established consisting of un inncr 

court of the spiritually advanced Believers, called the Church Famil)', a court for the newcr 

members, and an outer court consisting of ùeacons and ùeaconesses in charge of the 

temporal matters of the Church. The parent Ministry and ail other villages were led by two 

male and two female Elders)3 

As the communities grew new families were created in the vicinity of the original 

Church Family. Shaker names for the villages were designateù by their geographil:al 

relationship to the Church Family-North Family, Eust Family-or a ùistinguishing 

feature-Square House Fumily. Their names for the buildings in their domain-dwclling 

house, meeting hou se, spin hOllse-also reflecteù Shaker ùirectness. The hcrmctic 

designations that the Oneida Perfectionists used to identify their buildings and special 

rooms such as "Ultima Thule" for a remote bedroom wing, had no place in Shaker 

mythology.34 

The monastic separation of the two sexes in distinct communities was not 

considered acceptable to the Shakers since both male and female spirituality were needeù to 

express the nature of GOd,35 Yet, male anù female were enjoined 10 leaù virgin lives. This 

theology which unified male and female but segregateù brethren from sisters was expresscd 

in the internai arrangements of distinct doors, staircuses, and sleeping areus (Fig. 3-10). 

33. Green and Wells 66. 

34. Dolores Hayden, Seven American Ulopias 196. 

35. Green and Wells 261-62. David Friedman of Massachuioelts InstituLC of Tcchnology suggcslCd III u 
discussion with me thatthe rejection of the monastic paradigm could have stemmcd from the dcslfe 1.0 
separate Ûlemselves from the Catholic model. The only reference 1 round to the monastics was in John 
Dunlavy, The Manifesto. or a Declaralion of the DOClrines and PraCllce of the Church ofChrisl (Pleasunt 
Hill, 1818; New York: AMS Press, 1972) 294-296. He concedcd Ûle approprialCness of Catholic celibacy, 
but objected to their living off their panshIOncrs' donations, rather than being self-supporting . 
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No inequality was intended in these arrangements. The paired doors opened into a single 

room, the two stairs led to a common hallway, and the sleeping areas were located across a 

hall from each other. Men and women entered their separate doorways together for meals 

and meetings, sat at separate identical tables, and stood or knelt on a level at worship. 

Sister and brethren were forbidden superfluous contact and many rules controlled their 

conduct. 
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Fig. 3·10 Residence, Building No. 1 at New Lebanon, New York. First and Second Floor showing the 
separate stairs, corridors, and doorways. The brethren 's area is on the left, and sisters' is on the right. 
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The convention al sexual division of labour was nonetheless maintained,36 WOlllen 

did the handicrafts, laundry, cooking, serving of meals, and cleaning; men tilled the fields 

and constructed the buildings and fumiture. Aurelia Mace (1832-1910), Eldress of 

Sabbathday Lake, Maine, reminisced in her journal and commented on the equnlity of the 

brethren and sisters (Figs. 3-11 and 3-12),37 

When the hour struck for meeting they would aU start together across the 
road, sisters abreast with the brethren on their own sides. The [meeting) 
house was then as it stands today, doors for the women [and men] with the 
separate walks across the road. It was most beautiful to see the brethren and 
sisters going into the Meeting House by their respective doors and taking 
their places in the ranks, sisters on a level with the brethren . 

Fig. 3·11 Meeting house at Sabbathday Lake, 
Maine, constructed in 1794 showing the two 
separate entrances. Photo taken from the dwelling 
house steps. 

Fig. 3·12 Only known photograph of a Shaker 
Meeting, dated September 20, 1885, Sabbathday 
Lake, Maine. 

36. Proct.er-Smith 58-62. Procter-Smith explains that the traditional division of labour had to he 
maintained since the converts came from a culture with skills that were sexually biascd and any retraining 
would bring men and women in closer contact. The Shaker societies were obliged to practice this strict 
division of labour in order to main tain the segregation of the sexes that their system required. 

37. Originally this settlement was called New Gloucester, subscquently referred to as Thompson's Pond 
Plantation or Sabbathday-Pond, and finally West Gloucester and Sabbathday Lake. The settlement was 
established in 1783 by John Barnes and consisted of three families and approximately 150 mcmbers at ils 
peak, making it one of the smallest communities. With eight mcmbers, it is the only extant community . 
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The Shakers were exhortcd 10 avoid earthly pursuits and idle lalk. l l< Loitcring in 

halls and on slairways was frowncd upon and arcas that promotcd thcsc activitics werc no! 

incorporaled inlo thcir buildings. This eontrasts with the unorthodox Oneida Perfectionist" 

who encouraged casual encounters and soriability among mcmbcrs and providcd cnlargcd 

areas along hallways for congregating and incorporaled "indow seats in stairwells, and 

scating areas in halls (Figs. 3- 13 ~nd )- 14> ~', 

Fig. 3·13 Plan of Man'ilOn Hou .. e ln Onelda, 
r-;. y o;hm, mg rooms groupcd around a SI ttlOg arca, 
Thl' arrangement allo\\'cd the members to mOnitor 
the bcdroom dom, and cuch other', bchu\ JOur to 
cn .. ure that nn "pamcular" attachmcnl'\ de\ elopcd, 
A Il membcr~ "bclongeJ" tn C\ c~ one and "pcc/al 
1 nend .. hIP'" \\ ould ha\ e mtcrfcrcd \\ Ilh thl .. 

Fig, 3·14 The Onelda PerfecllOnI"t<; \\ere 
paln<;lukmg and melhodlcaJ ln the de'lgn of Ihelr 
structures. They succeeded \0 eonSlructlOg <;olJù. 
bnck, and omamented <;tructure<; Ihal are <;tJl\ ln u ... c 
today, Onclda PerfcclloOl<;t Man<;lOn Hou",' ln 
KcO\\Ood, NY 18fil-]R7H \\llh chlldren', hou,e 
and Tonllne 

:lH Anure" .. , /l1t'1't'oflle Callt'd Silill.en 2SO-2AA The 1845 Mlllenmal La\\S re\l'icd 1 rom the IN21 .Ire 
repn nleu 251-2tN 

34 Sec H.I~dcn, S('I't'II Amt'r/nlll UIOP;(/\ I~-:!:'J La" rcncc Fo,ter, n'(lmell, Famil\' alld UfOpÎII 

(S~ r.ll.'u,e S~ r..lCU',(' LInn Cp,rl~ Prc~~, 1 Wl) and Charlc~ Nordhoff. Tilt' Cmm11/IIIÎ.llù' Sotil'I;t'\ nf Iht' 
U tll/t'tI SI(/II' \ (~C\\ Yor\" H.u'}X'r and Brothcr~, 1 R75) :!.57 -301 lor addl Ilona) mlormatlOn on the Onclù.ln~ 

""'t·ltI(·tl/tI~\' (~r (il'Ilder alld CCI/I/ltlllllll\ 
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Shaker children were respected and well treated in kccping with biblical 

directives.40 Toddlers were housed together, but boys und girls were generally in sepnrate 

dwellings, often situated on either side of the main dwelling house-boys on the brcthren's 

side and girls on the sisters' side. The children were adopted as orphans or came into the 

community when the parents converted. Orten children were sent to a neighbouring 

cammunity so that the parents would not be tempted ta show them prcferentiill tl'catmcnt. 

They were taught the rudimentaries of reading and writing and stlldied the pnlctical arts in a 

nearby schoolhouse, which often accommodated the children of non-Believers. They ate 

and attended meetings separateIy, except on the Sabbath when they were allawed to join the 

cammllnity.41 When they came of age. they joined the Shakers, or madc thcir own wuy in 

the world.42 

The Shakers aiso incarporated their philosophy in the dcvelopment of thcir villages. 

They believed the second coming of Christ had arrived and 1000 years of God's rcign on 

earth wOlild follow. The work of the people ofG(xl wOlild "not lbel instantly universal hui 

graduaI and progressive, Iike the rising of the sun."43 This justified the slow recIamation of 

the land and its people s, and the continuous efforts to perfect them. The Shakers, in line 

with most communitarian groups, accul11ulated large land holdings which they anticipatcd 

would be cultivated by the throngs of con verts prophesied by Mother Ann. Whel1 the 

multitudes faHed to arrive, the land became tno costly to maintain and reqli ircd outsiders 10 

cultivate it and to harvest the crops. Shaker maps from the early to mid-nineteenth century 

indicate "hired men 's dwelling," and the western societies had local men fill needcd 

40. Green and Wells 71-75. 

41. Nordhoff 178. 

42. EIder Frederick said in 1875 thallhe Shakers had changcd their policy with regard lO acccptmg childrcn 
since the majority of lhem left the commumly when lhey came of age. Nordhoff 158-59. 

43. Green and Wells 251. 
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functions, but no "hired women" were engaged to help the sisters with the extra work.44 

The Shaker lands and buildings are described by ehronielers sueh as Charles 

Nordhoff and John Humphrey Noyes as being scrupulously maintained and in perfeet 

ordcr. Every eommunity strove to achieve the familiar millennial aspiration of a "heaven on 

earth." They planted fruit trees, herbs, spices, and vegetable gardens. The Shakers 

cultivated flowers for medicinal purposes only, reserving their ornamental use for heaven, 

which they expected at the end of the millennium. The distinction was often blurred, and 

"mcdicinal" was loosely defined, especially in later years. 

The biblical qllote "Strait fsicl is the gate, and narrow is the way, whieh leadeth 

into life," is often cited in Shaker writings. 45 The Shakers saw a clear division between 

what pertained to the "world' s people" and the affairs of God. Their lands were fenced as 

if 10 demark the territory within which the devil was bound and powerless. Their buildings 

and paths were set square 10 the roads to reinforce order among the brethren and sisters, 

with the certainty that a thollsand square corners and measured steps would keep them on 

the right path. During the revival years, the Shakers often marched in procession about 

their domain, singing and dancing and delighting in the manifestation of the spirit of unit y 

upon their land.46 

The Hutterites used the same ration ale in the orthogonallayout of their colonies and 

the North-South orientation of their "long houses." The pattern of Hutterite life was 

preserved regnrdless of the variolls geographic sites their societies inhabited. Their 

communal kitchen-dining hall was either aligned with the "long houses" around a central 

rectangular area where the combination Church and kindergarten stood, or in the centre of 

44. Procter-Smith 61. Procler-Smith nOles lhal women's work was not seen as being particularly burdened 
by the exlm moulhs to l'ecd and, lhcrcl'ore, did 110l warrant extra help. 

45. Green and Wells 84 r.n. 

46. Dolores Hnyden. Seven American Utopias 101 . 

The [de%gy ofGcnder (lnd Commllnity 50 The Dilemma of Reality 



• 

• 

• 

élCC<.";;S to the chllrch and <;dllH,1 (h~, -'-1 hl 

100 zoo lOO • ~ -----. --
Fig. 3·15 HlIllclllc Cnl()l1~ 01 R(Jt:~ I,lkt: ln 
i\lbl'lla, 

~', l'", • .... ,., ...... . 
"""'" 

.h' 
, ,n 

f, " ....... 
~ .. '" 

" 

1 .. ~, \11' • 
.II ......... , .. 

'''., '''\~; 

~'''' . ~,~ 
..... 1 ''''1"-
~ Ç .... I ~ 

," 

!l,. , 

" , 
('0' 

"to ... or 

,. 1'" ~,fl": 1 ~',., :,';: 

" 

Fil!, .\. HI -'m,\n,1 Vtll,I);!C, ln 1\111.11101. 11\\\.1 

dol,iJC'd IllIl" ,iJO\\ '(I(III',lIiJ... I~ l'IlI1lIllUI1,tI 

IC'oIdclll'L' l,. "1\l'iJcn h(JlI~c. Il. 11I1('d 111l'1l· ... hUlI"l', 

(, !lI ,111:<1 ~ B. b,lIll. S ... Iwd P. l'ml Illllœ No 
~l,lil' 

TIll' "féll11ilie,," which l'(llllpri"l'd a Shakl'r \'illa~l' "'l'Il' (lrg;r"i~l'd :IIOlllld Iwo 

t~pologic" ba:-,ed on Ihl' l'\Io.;till!.', wall ,,,,km III tlll' pn-d()l\Ill\:!nt ~h.l"l-1 

\'rll:rgl' l'()IIII~lIlnll()II. ('\l'IIlplrlll'd il)' Nl'" 1.l'il"""11 Nl'\\ Y.)I" lire 1.1,,"IIl", IclII:.'l·d .11 

Il1tcr\'als ofa mile or two alll1\~!. tlw pnmary al.'l'l'''''!oad fu! Ihe !('giol\ (hg. 3 17). Tlw 

------..... -------------------

'/1/(' Id('(ll(l~\ Il! (in/de/ III/d ( (/'1111111111/\ 
t Il\' 1 )lklllll1.\ (II I~('.tlll\ 



• 

• 

• 

second, a more private arrangement characterised by Watervliet, New York, closed the 

community's threshold with agate perpendicular to the primary travel route and allowed 

the Shakers to maintain more easily the separation from the world (Fig. 3-18) . 

• Il.,.t 1c~~4)ff" ~.; 
I.,~ f:C:'.",,1.(" 

_____ '" l .. '''· 

" .. ,~ .. 
• • -:~~>. 

Fig. 3-17 Mount Lebanon New York. Map attributed to Issac Newton Young (1827-39). The horizontal 
rond is a primary route through the region. 

'~', , '~- ." 

Fig. 3-18 Shaker map of Church Family Watervliet, New York. A tree lined way branched off from the 
primary routes to Massachusetts and New York, running vertically at left. Agate at the road to the 
community proper, thereby increasing the Shakers "separation from the world." David Austin Buckingham, 
(1803-85) . 
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"Village views" are Shaker maps that combined aspects of both perspective 

drawings and plot plans, and showed the location, relative size, and orientution of Shaker 

buildings and their land holdings. Although channing and collectible today, the maps \Vere 

not considered art by the Shakers and the delineators signed and dated them,'l!! Thcsc 

illustrated maps created tangible links among far-flung Shaker communities according to 

Robert Emlen in Shaker Vil/age Views and assisted Believers in visualising the extent and 

beauty of their domain. 49 The maps were a record of the process of the "pcrfccting" of tlll' 

Shaker realm, rather than a tool to create a cohesive design. They date l'rom H limc whcll tlu.' 

sites were already weIl developed and only one map of the parent community or Mount 

Lebanon, from which the Laws and directives were promulgated, is known to cxisl. 'i0 

The orientation of the buildings shown in these maps varied us if the delincator 

stood in the centre of the dte, tumed the map, and sketched facing each direction. The 

buildings were occasionally raised to make them visible from behind larger structures and 

their placements were reHable, although details of the buildings were not accunttc. The 

fenestration drawn in a "view" is inaccurate when compared to the existing building or with 

another view of the same site. Joshua Bussell's drawings of the buildings at Sabbathday 

T ... ake show this struggle very clearly (Fig. 3-19). The smiling comet-tailcd sllnshine 

beaming down on the community portrays Bussell's warmth for the New Gloucester site, 

which he was visiting from the Alfred, Maine community. He sketched it from the top of 

the West slope overlooking the village, which forced him to rai se the buildings on the 

lower road in order to expose them. Perhaps the concentration needed to dclineatc this 

unfamiliar site spawned the inaccurate details (Fig. 3-20). 

48. Robert Emlen, Shaker Village Views: Illustrated Maps and Landscape Drawmgs by Shaker Artists of 
the Nineteenth Cenlury (Hanover and London: University Press of New England, 1987) 5. 

49. Emlen 16. 

50. Emlen 16-20 . 
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Fig. 3-19 Vicw of Sabbathday Lake by Joshua Bussell drawn from the top of the Western hill overlooking the site. The road in the mid-ground in front of the fust complete row of buildings is Route 26. Notice the smiling sun in the sky. Compare the number of windows on the western facade of the meeting house. the white building in the left foreground with the actual building shown below. The dwelling house is the largest structure directly east of the meeting house. North is to the left in the drawing. 

Fig. 3-20 Rcar view of the Meeting house, with the stair tower and indoor plumbing that was added in 1839. The be11 in the foreground came from the Alfred community when it was closed in 1932. Records show that no changes were made to the fenestration and the building was not painted a second time unûl the end of the nincteenth century . 

nIe Ide%gy of Gender and Community 54 The Dilemma of Reality 



• 

• 

• 

The idtntity of Shaker buildings can often be detennined by thcir rclaLionship 10 thl' 

dwelling house and the meeting house. It could be <lrgued that the muin dwcIling, whidl 

contained a large meeting space for many of the communal activities, \Vus more imporwnt 

in a Shaker Village than the meeting house whcre the group gathered on Sundays. The four-

or five-storey height of the former with dormers, fenestration, und beIfry was 1ll00e 

imposing than the three storey mceting house with its gambrel roof (Fig. 3-21 and 3-22). 

The main dwelling was often located in the centre of the village tn provlde casy 

aceess to the shops. The sisters' shop and related wash house and the girls' dwelling hOllse 

were located adjacent to their side of the dwelIing house. The brethren's shop, barns, and 

boys' dwelling house were on the brethren's side. The seule of the dwclling house. wllll:h 

accommodated over 100 Shakers, also distingllished it from the ndghbouring fanllS. 

The meeting house was located directly opposite the dwelling hOllse or off centrl' 

down a separate path. The open first floor of the meeting house crcatcd an llninterruptcd 

space to permit the abandoned movements of religious ecstasy which charactcrised carly 

Shaker worship. The work space and retiring rooms of the cornmllnity's Eiders and 

Eldresses were on the second floor; and the third floor attie housed the visiting Milllstry's 

retiring rooms with separate stairs and central halls similar to the dwclling house layoul.'i( 

The true Church resided in the members and not in the building they occupicd. The 

erection of the meeting house at Sabbathday Lake in 1794 is described by Mace as bcing 

conducted in silence and with minimal noise, emlilating the construction of the Tcmplc of" 

Jerusalem.52 Once the new barrel roofed meeting house at Mt. Lebanol1 wus <:0111 pIete, the 

first Shaker meeting house was used first as a schoolhouse53 and then for sccd storage.54 

51. Mace May 31. 

52. Mace June 6. 

53. Ernlen Fig. 34 nOled il "School /louse," ca. 1827-39. 

54. Nordhoff 130, in 1875 noted it was used for sccd slorage . 
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The white colour of the meeting house nonetheless accentuated its unique position . 

In keeping with the Millennial Laws, buildings were either le ft unpainted or painted 

according to a hierarchical colour scheme. Although the prescribed colours had spiritual 

connotations -white for purity, green for prosperity-according to Robert Emlen there 

was also a practical aspect to the colour choices. The less expensive, darker shades were 

used for utilitarian buildings or those away from the road.55 Reds and browns were for 

barns and shops, light yellow and tan were for the dwellings, and white, the most 

expensive, was reserved for the meeting house.56 

Fig. 3·21 Stone Dwelling house at Pleasant Hill, Kentucky. The Shakers used locally available 
matcrials. Stone and brick were often used for barns and dwelling houses a1so because of their resistance to 
fire. The meeting houses were ail of wood. 

55. Emlen 8. 

56. At Sabbathday Lake. a Believer donated a pair of oxen in order to mise money for the white paint. 
Mace March 10 . 
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Fig. 3-22 Canterbury, New Hampshire dwclling hou!>e shown behind the meetmg house. N()ll~ the gable 
dormers and cupola al the top of the former . 

Toward the end of the nineteenth century, the Society of Believers declilled and 

many of the previously prosperous villages were sold. At Sabbathday Lake a dwclling 

replacing the 1796 edifice was constructed in 1893. Hewitt Chandler, thc Shakcr designer, 

situated it on the lower road away from the dust and noise of the well-travelled Route 26 so 

members cou Id walk on a path lined with shady fruit trees from the new dwelling house tn 

the meeting house. EIder Otis Sawyer thought that the dwelling house should not sit on an 

inferior position adjacent to the barns and shops and, as Mace rccounts, he "prcvailcd that 

the house must stand as high as the road."'i7 

Therefore the old dwelling hou~e was moved and the new one construclcd on ils 

site causing a great deal of inconvenience. ft was also built, inexplicably, with a single pair 

of doors and a single walk across the street. Eldress Mace underlines what the community 

57. Mace August 12 . 
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lost when the architecture no longer supported the ideology, continuing the earlier journal 

citation (Fig. 3-23). 

It continued this way for many years. Doors and walks were provided for 
both brethren and sisters until a great "He Spirit" [Eider Otis Sawyer] 
entered. That was when this last new brick [dwelling] house was built. In 
that there was but one front door and one walk across the road, it was laid 
out by that great mighty "He" for the brethren to go out and over first and 
the sisters to follow. Thus as far as this society was concerned, one of the 
great princip les of the New Creation was overruled- the equality of the 
sexes. The beauty was aIl destroyed.s8 

Fig. 3-23 Recent vicw of ncw dwclling house at Sabbathday Lake, Maine, with smgle door and pathway 
constructcd in 1893 as secn from the slsters' door of the meeting house. 

58. Mace June 26 . 
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A final expression of the Shaker philosophy of unit y is realised in their burinl 

grounds. The original Shakers were interred in the tradition al way under individual markers 

although with standardised design and inscription. Over the years, the inappropriateness of 

the multitude of gravestones in death for a unified people became manifest. In IH7H. 

Chandler removed the individual stones from the cemetery at Sabbathday Lake, which is 

located on a low rise north of the meeting house. He carefully noted their location on a map 

and planned ta erect a single monument with aU the names and dates of the deceased. This 

solution still suggested unnecessary individualism ta the eIders and several years passcd 

before a solitary stone was erected with the single inscription Shakers.59 This simple. 

unified, and genderless epitaph exemplified the credo of the Believers (Fig. 3-24), 

Fig. 3-24 Shaker monument al Sabbathday Lake. Maine. wlth the simple inscription "Shakcr~" 

59. Mace Aug. 14. Other communities such as Hancock, Massachusetts, where small metal markers werc 
used, and Poland Spring, Maine, also removed the markcrs and insta1led a single stone . 
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Individuality in Collective Dwelling.\ 

The Shaker communities were not numerous and the largest dwelling house did not 

cxeccd 100 membcrs, but they, nonetheless, functioned effectively for many years. The 

Shakers and scctarian groups, such as the Hutterites, Rappites, also discouraged the 

expression ofindividllalism by designing dwellings without private bedrooms and personal 

spaces in order to reinforce group identity. The Utopian Socialists Robert Owen and 

Charles Fourier, however, were visionaries and conceived unitary accommodations on a 

much grander seale than the Shaker dwellings/,() They also considered the individual and 

notions of privaey in the conceptualisation of their id~al societies. 

Gilles Barbey noted in Évu.\irm dome.\lique that the utopian palace was intended to 

merge the two worlds of personal privacy and communal living, resulting in the 

"blossoming of the individual."(,J The Fourierist phalanstery consisted oflandscaped courts 

cnclosed by wings of dwellings connected by a continuous interior peristyle or rue-

~alt.'rieli, 12 t11eters wide in the central area and 8 meters in the wings.()~ These street-

galleries, cOllsidered by Fourier to be the most important space in the phalanstery, would 

be animatcd by the movement of people between work and home, and by its function as a 

communal gathering space. Apartments of varying size would he dispersed in the building, 

rather than grouped togcther according to rents, to intermingle the rich and poor, and 

avoiding the creation of \"ings, "réputé.'lclu.\'se i'1férieure" (Figs. 3-25, 3-26, and 3-27).6~ 

0(1 FOllllrr rn\'lslImed Ihe perleci number 10 be 1020 resldenl'i, Oeuvres cO/llplètes. Tome VI (1815: 
Pail';' r.=thllon~ Anlhropos, 1%6-(8) 1 JO- 1 J. Robert Owen u,ed a range of .500-25<X) wlth 1:2(x) as an Idenl 
nUlIlhc, Be~l(lr 74-77. The numbcr 01 400 !louIs IS gl\ en lor Ihe.5 familles al Mount Lebanon. Shaker 
d\\ elllll~s hllU1'ed 50- IO() depemlll1!,! on Ihe Ialmly Flo Morse, nie Shaker.1 mU/lhe lYor/d'.I· People (New 
Yor)..· Dodd. Meud ,\JId Co .• 1980) 90 and 290-91. 

fi 1. <1 1 Ile .. Barbe), 1:\'{l\ulII t!om"II;qlle: EISa; \lIT le.1 relat;ol/Ç d'affectivilé ail log'') (Lausanne: Presses 
pol~ Il'l'llIII 4Ul''i l'lunl\ crsllUlre,; romandes. 1990) 22-27. "/~pall()l/I .. seme'" ;IIdividliel ail Ira vers de la 
(·o/w/lililtiofl . .. 

(l:! Ch:lllc'l FOUrier. OeIlVft'.1 (,oll/plhe!>, Tom" IV ( 1841: Pans. Éditions unthropos. 19(6) 466. FOUrier 
gl\ c" Iht' lhmen'iIOn!l III 100'iel\ 1 IOI!>C = app :2 meters. "SI\ tOI<;CS en centre ct quatre en mIes." 

h3. Chmlc!> Foufler. Oel/\'rt'ç (omplhe\, Tome IV 469. 
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Fig. 3·25 Plan of a phalanstery A, parade ground; 
B, winter garden; C and D, interior service courts 
with trees, fountains and waler basins; E, main 
entranee and stairease; F, Theater; G, Chureh; H, 
large ateliers, shops, and hangars; J. sWblcs; K 
poultry yard . 

~ 

Fig. 3·26 Elevations of phalanstery from an engraving drawn by Jules Arnoult. 
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Fig. 3-27 Elevations of phalanstery as envisloncd by the archllCCl VIClOr Considérant 
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Theodore Dézamy, a contemporary of Fourier, envisioned a social palace in which 

cach re~ident would have a work space on the quiet garden side of the court yard for 

personal expression and a sleeping cabinet with access to communal facilities off the public 

gallery. In Code de la communauté, Dézamy detailed the accoutrements and layout of the 

personal space, in contrast to Fourier who left the decoration of the personal space to each 

resident (Fig. 3-28).64 

Fig. 3-28 A schemmic plan of the individual quarters in the communal dwelling based on a description by 
Théodore Dézamy in Code de la communauté. The provision of both a work space and private sleeping area 
was atypical for the working classes of the mid eightccnth century. 

The Owenite parallelogram rivalled the Fourierist phalanstery in size and 

elaboration. The designer Stedman Whitwell anticipated a 54 hectare quadrangle would be 

enc10sed by an arcade 300 metres on a side. The corner and central buildings in each wing 

contained staircases and reading rooms. The refectories and light industries were situated 

within the quadrangle in towers equipped with smoke stacks that also functioned as 

observatories (Figs. 3-29 and 3-30).65 

64. Thcodore Dczamy, Code de la communauté (Paris: Prévost Librairie, Rouannet, 1842. Paris: Editions 
d'histoire sociale, 1967) 52. 

65. Stcdlmm Whitwell, "DeSCription 01 an Architectural Model from a Design by Stedman Whitwell, Esq. 
for a Communily upon a Principlc of United Interests, as Advocated by Robert Owen, Esq.," Cooperative 
Commun/tIcs: Plans and Descrtptions, Eleven Pamphlets, 1825-1847(1830; New York: Arno Press, 1972) 
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Fig. 3·29 The parallelogram designed by Stedman Whitwell and transported m model forlll .111 ovcr Nonh 
America during the 1820s . 

Fig. 3·30 "A beam of tranquility mild in the West." Idealised view of Robert Owen's parallclogram 
designed by Stedman Whitwell from John Minter Morgan lIampden in the Nineteenth Cent ury, 1834. 

5-18 . 
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The only large-seale Owenite commune in North America occupied a Rappist 

community bought by Robert Owen in 1824 in New Hannony. Indiana. that consisted of 

an array of dwelling types from dormitories to single-family houses. The 10000wenites 

who scttled in New Harmony. compared to the 700 Rappists who had previously occupied 

the site, caused tensions from lack of suitable accom.m .. ;:o;.:da;:';:ti:.:o::n::::.s_'~_~m~TT'ft'\ 
............. , '·l '-l~ .- ~ tr ... - • • -r· 

," 
e' 

.. ., .............. , . . . . . .. ." 
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,~ :L ...... '.,~.,', •• , •••• ,. l , • • .t f r "f,. • , ., , • • • • ... '. ~, ." ".R 
1"'1';" f ••• ·~··~·.1 . :\.,\.. .,., ....... . • - ,tif .~-~'.-. __ ... 

\ " t . l' • • - ' 1 •• , i r'? f. •. • f 
. '. f.tllt ~~.l.I~~Ifl. 1 Il. ••.•• '1) 0#-.." ';1 ·i~" .~11 "" ,.l • • ". . f n f, r t. ~ 
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66. Bcstor 160. William Hl!rbert. UA VISlt to the Colon y of Harmony. in Indiana. in the United States of 
America, reccntly purchascd by Mr. Owen for the establishment of a Society of Mutual Co-operation and 
COlllll1Ulllty of PropcrLy, III a Letter to a Friend; to Whlch arc Added, Sorne Observations On ThaL Mode of 
Society, and on Political Society AL Large: Also. a Sketch for the Fonnation of A Co-operative Society," 
Cooperallve Communities: Plans and DescnpllOns Eleven Pamphlets 1825-1847 (London: 1825; New 
York: Arno Press, 1972) 1. 
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The largest Fourierist community in the United States, the North Ameri~'an Phalilll'\ 

(1843 -1855), used existing hOllsing and bui1t simple wood frame d\\ ellings in a mallller 

that suited their needs, stating that "new forllls into which the life of a people shall flo\\', 

cannot he deterrnined by merely external conditions and th l' elaboration of a theur)' , , ,but 

are rnatters of growth."6? They also clIltivated extensive orchards and vincyards on thcir 

1660 Hectares (Fig, 3-32),(,8 

Fig. 3·32 The North Arncncan Phalan\. ln Phalan\. Nc" Jcrsc), The cornrnumt~ c\lt;lcd from IKon· 
1855 and hostcd a'i man) a'i 110 rC'ildcnls al one lIme 

Fourier did not have the resources to fund an experiment like Owen, The several 

attempts to set up communities according to his principle of "passional attraction" in France 

he denounced as a plot to discredit him since they so distoned his intentions, He lamcnlcd 

that on)y upon chi1dren could his theories he effectively inculcated. (,l) Fourier decricd the 

perfeet square of Owen's parallelograrn as causing discord beeause of the transmission of 

sound and its monotony which would be better suited to monasteries,70 Owen. on the other 

hand, sa\\' Fourierism as a stepping stone to his rational system and encouraged his 

adherents to maintain friendly relations with them,?1 

(,7 John Humphrc~ No)c .... H/\{or\' of Ama/{t/II Sm tal/\m\ <PhJl.tdclphIJ' LlpplnClllI, IH7( Il 4:'\K 

nx Guarneri IK:! 

69, Bccchcr and Blcm cnu. cd., , 7/1f' UIOP/W/ Vl\iOI1 of CII(/r/,' \ /'mIT/n :! 1 

70 Founcr. ()('III'rt'\ romplt'/t'\, 101//1' VI l~l 

71 Roberl 0\\ en, Nell' Moral \\'orld 6, 1 ~ Dcccmbcr 1 X44, Il J.tnu.tr) 11445 



• 

• 

• 

Several experiments were atternpted by Owenites in Great Britain and Fourierists in 

France to implernent the theories of their respective ideologues. The unitary dwellings 

constructed ut Motherwell an:'! Orbiston in Scotland by followers of Owen congruently with 

the cxpcriment at New Harmony incorporated sorne of the featl.lres of the paradigrnatic 

parallelogram, but were not at the seale envisioned by Owen and did not implement the 

system of communal property from the outsel. Consequently, they did not gamer Owen's 

approval (Fig. 3-33),12 

~ ----~~- -----~ , 

P' ....... ~NTltAHC!'3 

~ : = '= -ft t. , , ... t • , t- - - -
.1 - XJ1CX.x ffOOIro.I ........ 1. _,n t- - -- --- -r----~"',· 

R - LMNO JPOM' 

Fig. 3·33 The pl:1ll and clcvatlOn of the OWCOItc community of Orbislon, in Lanarkshire Scotland. April 
26 1826 - Dcccmber 1827. Only one WIng was bUlIt. Approxlmately 300 residents were housed there at one 
lilllC. The liVing rooms notcd on the plan were mcant 10 serve as a bed/sitting room. The women were 
accomlllodUlcd In rooms on the nght side of the mam lobby and men on the left. Children were In the 
proJ('cung wmgs. 

71. Alex. Cullcn, Adventures ln SoclCllism. New L(lllark Estab/lshment and OrblslOn Communily 
(Glasgow: John Smith and Son, L T. 1910) 182 and 185 . 
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André Godin (1817-1888), u disciple of Founer, constructed the fallllhstt-rt' III 

Guise, France from 1859-1882, SOI11C 25 years al' ter Fourier's death. The associatioll was 

successful as a cooperative business and housing enterprise, but did not implement 

Fourierist philosophy. Approximately 350 people \Vere m:comlllodated in private 

apartments, rather th an 1600 in a unitary dwdling with cOllllllunall'ldlities as cnvlsionl'd 

by Fourier. The widths of the ruc-gallcl'ies wen: l'educed tn 1.3 III whC'l'C' thcy l'ould 110 

longer functioned as "galleries of association. "71 Although there were communal storl'S and 

child care, the traditional family unit was not challengcd (Figs. 3-34,3-35,3-36 and 3-7). 

"" .. 

PLAN olNa'U,L 

o , 

; 

Fig, 3·34 Plan of Familistère at Guise France. bUiIl by André Godin. a dhciple of Charles Fouf/cr. 
Communal housing and dming werc not IInplcmcnlcd. hut thcre wa'i a crèche to al10w WOfllcn 10 work III 

the communal store. 

73. Jean Baptiste André Godm. SolulÎolIs Socwle.\ (Pan ... 1871) 450 . 
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Fig. 3·35 PhOlO of sIte of thc Familistère at Guise ln 1952, built by André Godin in 1851. The upper 
nght shows the foundnes . 

Fig. 3·36 Perspective of the intcrior court yard of 
Godin's Familistère on foundcr's day. 

l'he lcieo/(lgy of Gender Clnd CommunllY 68 

Fig. 3·37 Photo of the interior of Godin's 
Familistère. The narrow width of the balconies, 
would not have been able ta sustain the system of 
"passional attmcUon" envisioned by Fourier . 
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The communitarians criticised the existing social order and the isolalcd hOllll' 

which, in their view, perpetuated the drudgery of the lives of Ihe majority of Ihl' 

population. They rejected existing social structures, created true comlllllllltks, and 

established new relationships. Their arguments for proposing collective dwellings rangl'd 

from the religious to the humanistic and renected the pmticular philosophy of" Ihcir group. 

but the communitarians did not doubt the wisdom of this gmù. 

The manifestation of the spirit of God was evident to the Shakers as they paticnlly 

converted their lands into ordered and productive gardens. Only whcn the reality of Ihe 

world's people could no longer be resisted did the communitics start to l'ail. By Ihe 

beginning of the twentieth century, the barns and store builùings were cmply. the Il'l'l'S 

were unpruned, and communities that once sustaincd a pcaceful people with the pl OlllISl' of" 

the millennia now housed delinquent adolescents and soldiers shell-shockcd l'rom Wal il 

dismal testimony to the original ideology that created these buildings.74 

The writings and illustrations of the communitarian societics did 1101 compleldy 

materialise into an architecture of resistance (or of dominion) as they haù ellvisioned. The 

testimony to their communal structure and holistic approach 10 the design of thcir 

communities is nonetheless manifested in the layout of individual builùings and, to li 

greater extent, in the shape and overall arrangement of their settlements. 

The next chapter examines sorne modern examples of womcn-focused colleCllve 

dwellings. In their scale and arrangements, these projects fall somewherc hClween the 

Shaker dwelling house and the Oneida mansion house, ncithcr as modest as thl! fOrml!I, l10r 

as elegant as the latter. Although these modern collective projects Jack a clcar architl!ctlllilJ 

vision, their innovative programs and the inspired residcnts who inhabit thcm are 

challenging the orthodox view of housing and women 's position in society. 

74. "War-Time Uses for the Shakcr Colonlcs," The Survey 20 Apr. 191H: 7 and 15 Dcc 1917: 12'5. 
Bestor 235-36 also Iists the present use of the corn muni tic,>. 
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A Place for Women: 
- Building Women-Focused Environments 

Greai aims are needed to drive the masses of people forward. 1 

Lily Braun 

Contemporary Collective Housing 

Collective housing in North America generally follows one of three models. The 

first is the "shared living" pattern typical of shelters, transitional homes, half-way houses, 

or housing for special populations (the elderly, pregnant teens, and the mentally or 

physically challenged). The accommodations most often consist of a private bedroorn and 

communal kitchen, living room, and bath with appropriate support services (Fig. 4-1).2 

These "group homes" have several European counterparts, but with an interesting 

philosophical difference. 

The Dutch Woongroep (living group) are popular among students and young 

people for their counter-culture lifestyle. They hou se sorne 47,000 people in 10,000 

communal households-generally adults in the 25-35 age group who share a house and eat 

together several times il week. Dlltch collaborative housing not only challenges the isolation 

of single-parent hOllseholds. but also the exclusive character of the nuclear family.3 

1. LIly Bmun, "leCt and Righl," Scleclcd Wrlllngs on Fcmmism and Socia/ism, Irans. Alfred G. Meyer 
("Nueh Imks und rcchlS," 1895: BloommgLOn: Indiana Umversily Press, 1987) 51. 

2. Jmm Forrcslcr Spraguc, More Than /Iousing: Lt/choa/sfor Women and Chi/dren (Boston: Butlerworlh 
Architecture, 1991) 32-34 . 

. t Dorit Fromm, ColiaborClllve Commlln/tles: Cohousmg. Central Living. and Olher New Forms of 
lIousing wilh SllClred Farilities (New York' Yan Nostrand, 1991) 48 . 

The ft/e%gy of Gender and Communuy 70 A Place for Women 



• 

• 

• 

11 11 t1 

Second Floor Plan 

12 

First Floor Plan 

1. entry; 2. child care; 3. office; 4. programme 5. dmlllg; 6. kitchen; 7. manager's unit; 8. communlly, 
9. laundry; 10 screencd porch; 11. 2-BR Unit; 12. parkmg; 13. play arca. 

Fig. 4-1 Transition House, Fllchburg, Massachusetts, I!> located ln a rcnovatcd social hall. IL provlde\ 
housing for single mothers aged 17-24. Bngid Williams IS the architccl. The lower floor hou:-.cs the 
community and administration funcuons. On the second floor, teen rnothers have small 41 sq. m, two· 
bedroom apartments wlth pullman kltchens and adjacent informaI social and play arcas. The communal 
dmner is mandatory. The mothers are glven pnvatc bcdroom!> to remforcc thelr !)tatus al) aduIL'i . 
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Swcdish .\forJamilj (big-family groups) arc attractive to a varicty of hOllscholds . 

induding nuc1ear families. In the late ] 970s, a group of women architects. joumalists. and 

designers recognised that hOllsehold tasks were a part ofwomen's material culture. Rather 

th:tn rcducing or eliminating this domestic work. they collectivised it. 4 This concept. 

formalised as BIG ... ho i gememkap" (live in community) was intendcd to strengthen the 

community aspects of the group l>y increasing the pa:·tlcip .. ion of the residents. The 

housing projects based on this model are characterised by their ~mall scale (between 20 and 

50 househo)ds); their philosophy of shared work; their low cost (they are publically funded 

and speculation free); and their di verse population.:; 

The participants in European shared-housing projects may not be typical of the 

general population, but the y are not marginalised to the extent that equivalent users are in 

North America. ln Sweden, Denmark and Holland. where the majority ofthese projects are 

situatcd. the population is more homogeneous. which facilitates tht' formation of shared 

living arrangements. This lifestyle is also elecleJ by residents who have other options open 

10 them. In North America. where concepts of independence and pri vacy are highly valued. 

they are viewed simply as an efficient way to shelter hard-to-house people. 

The second type of collective housing is the cooperative. This model is common in 

Canada as government-assisted rentaI housing, referred to as "social housing." Equity 

coops (such as The Linton. in Montreal) also exist. As rentai housing. each household has 

a private apartment and shares additional collective facilities (such as meeting rooms. 

laundries. and occasionally childcare). The residents are responsible for the administration 

of the housing but do not own their unit. Cooperatives that involve home ownership 

4 Dlc~ Urb,ln Vc~tbro, "From Centr,tl Kltehen tn CommuOlt~ Coopcmtlon' Dc\c1opmcnt 01 Collectl\c 
HlllI"n~ 1 n S\\ cJcn." ( )pell HO/HI' Imerfull/Olwl 17 2. (1 YY2) 37 . 

.5 All'lIn WI~1(.h\4lrll. "Commun.1I Hou .. mg m S\\cdcn' A Remcd) lor thc Strc'''- ni E\cl')d,t~ Lllc'?" }"t'II' 

I/ol/\/'ho/d\ New HO/I\il/g. cd. Karcn Fmnd. and Shcl'l') Ahrcnt/cn (Ne\\ Yor~ Vun No<;tmnd Rcmhold. 
ll)!N) 72 
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(condominiums) are founded on economic factors rather than on a philosophie'll illlcrcst in 

"community building." The economic parity of members is crucial for thcm to fllnction 

smoothly since improvements and repairs have to be agreed lIpon by ail the membcrs, who 

then share the cost. 

Either type can he accommodated in row houscs, apartmcnt blocks. or singll'-family-

attached or-detached dwellings. Most of the cooperative projects incllldc sharcd outsidc 

areas, meeting spaces, a lItility kitchen, and activity rooms, however. regulur communal 

meals are not uSlIally a feature of this housing. 

European models are strllctllred to serve various hOllsehold types und gcncrally 

include communal meals, even when the lInits have private kitchens. Thcse me aIs arc not 

only an important aspect of commllnity but are vicwed as practical for people who wOlk 

away from home aIl day. 

Dutch Centraal wonen (central living) was initiated in 1977. ClIrrcntly they hou se 

4000 people in 59 realised projects of which 58 percent include fewer than 40 households . 

These collective rentai units are popular in the Netherlands among singles and single-parent 

families with low incomes.6 Het Punt, (The point) Wageningen, combines Illany diffel'ent 

household types-47 percent are single people and 28 percent arc single-parent familics 

(Figs. 4-2 and 4-3). There are 18 "closed-cluster households" living in two to five WOIl1 

apartments with additional communal facilities; 22 independent dwellillgs; and 15 

communal households living in one or two rooms and sharing facilities in il communal 

house.7 The "project house" illcludes a crèche, teellage room, kitchen, social roOIll, three 

studios, and temporary accommodations for four homeless young people, as weil as large 

specialty gardens. 

6. Beatrice Kesler, "The Communal Garden: A Evaluation of a Dutch Collective Housmg ProJCCl," OfJ('n 
flouse International 17.2 (1992): 48. 

7. Fromm 56 and 66 f.n. 20. 
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Fig. 4-2 Acnal VICW of Cenlraal Wonen. /let Punt,Wageningen, Holland. 1. PCOJCCI House; 2. 
independcnt apurtments; 3. c10sed c1ustcr households; 4. row houses; S. bicycle shed. 

/ 

o ~ le1 1< .. - -
Fig. 4-.' Ct'IJlr(/(ll Wonen. lIel PunI. Wageningen, Holland. Dcsign of outdoor conditions. 
A. n and C arc buildmg blacks; E l, 2 and 3 are garden cntrances; F. public foolpath; P. project House; 
S. clèchc; T. lerrace; V. from door square; W. work square; 1-8. flexible gacdens . 
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Swedish kollektivllllS (collective Imuse) are commonly lurge-seule upnrtlllCIl\ 

buildings which are subdivided into functional "clusters," each with separate colk'ctiVl' 

fueilities. This arrangement adapts 10 n variety of household types and allows for cconorny 

of seale while maintaining the illtimucy of the sub-groups. It is gencl1l11y possihk, if 

interpersonal eonflicts arise, for a group to join another within the sallll' hlock. 

The approach to services hus evolvcd Iwo fonns of coIlcclivc living in SWl'lkn Thc 

first is the serviced-house, where a professional staff providcs the laundry, c1uld COIre, and 

meal service to the residents. It is modeled on early-twentieth-ccntury ramily hOlcls, sudl 

as Hemgârden Centralkok built in Stockholm in 1905-1907.K The second is an oUlgrowth 

of the BIG group, described earlier, which are sm aller and tenant managcd, and cllcouragl' 

greater community participation.9 

Inereasing the number of people who lise communal facilitics cnhanccs Ihcir 

financial viability but diminishes the sense of imÎl11acy and commitlllcnt. Municipal hOllsÎng 

authorities in Sweden became interested in combining housing for groups for wholll Ihey 

normally provide services (the frail elderly and the disabled) with public housing for the 

general population. They intended to increase the viability of the scrvices and rcduce thl~ 

isolation of the older tenants through intcrgenerational sharing. Alison Woodwmd IlOles 

that, although this goal is admirable, the planncrs did not consider that working people and 

the elderly tend to follow different schedules and rarcly have parallcl intcrcsls.1O 

Stolplyckan, built at the end of the 1970s, provides a wide range of hOllsing options and 

integrates municipal services for 36 apartments for the elderly, 9 barrier-frec units for the 

physically challenged, and 141 collaborative units (FIgs. 4-4 and 4-5). 11 

8. Vcstbro, "From Central Kitchen 10 CommuOIly CooperatIon," 30. 

9. Vcslbro. "From Central KIlchell 10 Communlly CooperatIOn," 35-36. 

10. Woodward 76. 

11. Birgit Krantz, "The Relative Signilicancc 01 Forrn' Two Ca<,c SludlC'i of Housing ln Sweden," Open 
House International 17.2 (1992) 39-46 . 
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Fig. 4·4 Stolplyckan vicw of ho us mg umts . 

Fig. 4·5 Stolplyckan, plan of ground noor common facilities and corridor system which connects Ûle low· 
risc buildll1gs by Architcct HÔJcr-Ljungqvist. 1. Reception; 2. entry; 3. Jounge; 4. dressing area; S. 
profcssional kltchcn; 6. dining room-stage; 7. café; 8. library; 9. meeting rooms; 10. pottery room; 11. 
WC'lvlIlg roorn; 12. wood shop; 13. painting studio; 14. mctal shop; 15. photo Jab; 16. square; 17. 
playroom; 18. daycarc; 19. laundry; 20. beuuly shop; 21. guest room; 22. lease-room; 23. wheelchair 
sloragc; 24. aparullrlll; 25. garbagc; 26. storugc . 
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The bofoe/lesskaber (living-togctherne~~) is popular in Dt'l1mark with tmditional 

families because of their child-sensitive environments (Fig. ~-6). The concept has l'Cl'l'ntly 

been modified and transplanted to North America as "co-hollsing" when: lt has taken the 

form of up-seale collecùves. 12 In the North Amerll:an contc\t, a group of people gl'Iwmlly 

own a parcel of land in common, ereet a coml1lunity building, and construct individua! or 

clustered homes. 13 Because of the many governmcntal and institutional barri ers that exist, 

only groups with a strong personal commitment and adeqllatc funds have sut:Cccded in 

establishing them. Subsequent projeets WIll bt'nrfll from the groulld hrcaking l'Iforts of 

these modern-day pioneers.The planning of the carly Danish co-hollsing projccts spalllK'd 

four to five years and longer from the tirst meeting to the tïnal move-Ill date,l4 

Il 
---w-+~ 

"" / 1 : , , 
1 : -'-Io!!o!""t-+-, l ' 

1 ) t 
~_.<.(,,_.-
r·---", ",.-----.. -
i " ./ E:-_ 
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r' 
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Fig. 4-6 Ibsgârden, Roskilde, Dcnmark. 1. Common hou..,c 10 rcnovatcd farmh()u~c; 2. central COUIl, .~ 

new housing. This layout is reminiscem of the quadrangle arrangement of collective hou<;lIIg ln Englaw •. 
The units of this low-cost projcct arc more allacht'd and les., differentlatcd than ln othe. ()alll,h 
bofoellesskaber projecL<;. 

12. Kathryn McCamant and Charles DurreLL, COllOlt.\/fI}f A COnlemporary Appmac:h /0 l/ou.\lnX ()ur.\l'lve.\ 
(Berkeley: HabltatPressrren Speed Press, 1988) 31 and 151. 

13. Dorit Fromm, "Collaborative CommumLles," ProgressIve Archueclure (Mareh 1993) 92-97. 

14. McCamant and Durrell "Sun and Wmd" took 5 ycar~ (1976-1981) 59. Tornevag.\garden spanncd 4 
years (1974-78) 99-100 . 
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Not aIl European collective hOllsing has proved to be financially viable, or even 

effective communities, but the vast majority of them have. Dorit Fromm notes that the 

projccts that are the most successful communities are developed by groups who have a long­

standing relationship; share common values; and participate in the design process to realise 

thcir goals. 15 She defines the three cue~ as "influence, membership and fulfillment of 

necds." Inherent in these three is a reqllisite "give and take." 

Fromm, in analysing the sllccess of the American co-housing projects, reduces the 

role played by a sensitively designed architecture to one of "chance" in creating 

community. In other words, although architecture can enhance the experience, the actual 

dcvclopment of "community" depends more on the character of the individuals involved 

than on the bllilt environment. Although this assertion may be valid, an attractive 

commllnity is more desirable and promotes greater pride among residents than one that 

looks nm-down and uninviting . 

The collective housing movement in Europe was boosted in the late 1960s and early 

1970s l'rom variolls individllals (single people, pensioners, single mothers, and families 

with two working parents) who became dissatisfied with the available housing and related 

lifestyles. Local housing authorities were also attempting to find better ways to hou se the 

necdy groups for whom they were responsible. This combination created the will to change 

the statlls quo and examine other housing typologies. The new types incorporate the 

positive aspects of early-twentieth-century European serviced collective housing models 

while accommodating a modern fast-paced lifestyle where both women and men work 

olltside the home. 

Collective dwelling proponents in Canada recognise that there are many advantages 

to living in a supportive community for ail family types. In 1973, the Canadian Mortgage 

and HOllsing Corporation (CMHC) funded local resource groups to assist in the 

15. Fromm 157 . 
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dcyclopment of non-profit cooperative housing. By '978, thil> programmc hall n:"ulh.'d in 

the formation of 7800 coopcrati vc units. 

After 1979, CMHC Illodificd the programme and no longer provided t hl' 10 pl'rl'l'Ilt 

capital grants and 90 percent low-interest loans, but guarantced 100 pcn.'ellt of thl' Ilia,," 

through private institutions. This policy facilitated the deYclopment of ail add,tional.lUlOO 

cooperative unitsY' By 1992. when the federal govcmment .. nnolllll'cd tlll' elimin.I!I'Hl ,1' 

support for cooperatives as a budget cutting measure, more than 60,()()() l'oopcrati\ e ll\lll~ 

had been funded. 

Although the population in Canada is cxtremcly heterogcnolls. thl' system of 

encouraging sub-grollps to join together as cooperatives has been very succcssfui for thl' 

participants. Many people associate in a collective based on a commull ethnicity. tradl' 

union affiliation. en\'ironmental awareness, or as an identifiahle group, such as native 

peoples, women, and persons with disabilities. Through the developmcnt of thCSl' 

cooperative housing projects, the stigma of grollped living has been rcdul'Cd and the 

housing options available to Canadians have consequently increased. 

According to Rita Zimmer. Director or the New York ha!>ed group. WOlIIef/ in 

Need, 80 percent of the people who are homelcss have lived in somc form of shared 

housing 50 the concept is not foreign to them. 17 Collcctivc d\\<cllillg. howc"cr. i~ élll 

inrerior situation in a society where the single-ramily dwclling and home ownership arl' 

revered. In 1986, David Walsch, an altruistic developcr who ha"i dcvclopl'd hOll~illg 

16 Jeanne M Wol!e and William Ja). "Thc RC\l)h mg D. lm Thml-Scctor Organlf.llllm .. and the 
Homclc"i ..... HOlHlllg Ihe Home/eH alld }'oor New l'arllll'rlhlfJ\ a/t/ollg 1111' "rtl'(/{l', /'IIMc "f/d III/rd 
Seclon. cd. Gcorge Fall ... and Alc\..lndcr Murra~ (Toronto Unn Cr"l) 011 oronto Pre". 1 ()I}!)) ::!O.'i 

17. Rila Zlmmcr. "Tran"IIHmal HOllo"mg." School 01 A n:hltectllrc. Y"lc lInl\ ('Nt) Confer(·m.l' on 
Hou<,mg. Nc\\ Hu\cn. CT. Jan. :!9-'O. 1993 
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projccts in Toronto for the homeless-advocacy group, Our Homes, actively promoted 

"hornesharing" for smglt!-parent families and the homeless. By 1993, in a hurried 

Interview he saicJ, "It doe~n 't work." According to his experience, the housing market has 

bccn so tight that mismatched "homesharers" are not able to relocate, which results in 

unhappy tenants who are difficult to manage. With the added difficulty of incompatible 

child-rearing attitudes, the situation soon becomes un tenable for everyone. 

Society's view of collective housing as inferior is a major hurdle that must be 

overcome if this form of housing is 10 be viable. Additionally, the types of collective 

hOllsing and the degree of independcnce and community that they promote need to be 

tlexible. Transitions, both in our roles and in our family structure, are part and parcel of aIl 

our lives. From this context and with the intent of removing the stigma from "transitional 

hOllsing" (thereby making it available to ail groups) Karen Franck advocates "catered 

living," an à la carte system which would provide a range of services to people in 

neighbourhoods who wou Id live in autonomous dwelling units. Residents would opt for 

only those services they necd. IK This philosophy is also reflected in the work of Joan 

Forrcster Spraguc, who argues thm permanent affordable housing without support services 

does Ilot neccssarily bestow independence on women-led households.19 

Perpetuating Bias 

Plans and elevations of wOl1len-focused housing projects that are included in this 

section arc not optimal solutions but ralher show the limited design innovations in housing 

that is sociologically inventive. This is not 10 cali into question the skill of architects. 

Design solutions are often restrictcd by available funding and, in sorne cases, by a 

IX. Sdlool of Ardlilcclun.\ Yale Ulllver~ily Conference on Housing, New Haven, CT. Jan. 29-30, 1993. 

19. JO:ln Forrcslcr Spmguc, More Oum /1011.11111: Ltfèboat.1 for n'omen and Chi/dren. Boston: Butterworth 
An:hilcclure, 1(91) JS. 
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participatory design process in which tenants are illclined to select largcr roOIllS OVl'1' 1Il00l' 

attractive exteriors or innovative plans. Additionally, the lIrbun context in wllich tlll'Sl' 

projects are situated is not altered by the introduction of a single small-scalc auton0Jl10US 

building. To generate a visible and distinct community, lhe projects would necd to include u 

broader mandate and ineorporate a larger portion of the neighbourhood. 

Sue Francis caUs into question the use of typical floor plans as tools for dcsigning 

public housing because designers have asked the wrong questions in developing them amI 

the "answers" continue to reinforce old stereotypcs. ln Francis' vicw, rcscarchcrs who 

notice that women are often at the sink fonnulatc the question "Ilow can life with your 

hands in the sink be more pleasant?" rather than "Why do wOlllen spcnd so much time at 

the kitehen sink?" The former reslilts in a window being shown over the sin'" in deSign 

guidelines.20 The second more-valid query is not so easily rcsolvcd bUI once posed it 

demands consideration. 

Jos Boys eehoes that standard solutions and design gllidclines although weil and 

good do not resolve the fundamental question of women's role as sole hOlllemaker and 

nurturer. Providing pat answers to complex problems allows designers 10 continuc lfl thc 

mistaken notion that they are in faet addressing the problem in an acceptable if perhaps not 

creative way.21 GeneraUy architects have little time to do the extensive reading or study 

needed to assess the full range of potential solutions for a new project. In approaching Ilew 

building types they often refer to design examples and gllidclll1es to supplement the c1Jl'/lt', 

programme. Consequently, an innovative project in the popular architectural pre., ... ha ... 

potentially a greater impact on the thinking of architects than does a scholarly work. 

20. Sue Francis, "Housmg the Family," Makmg Spaw' Women ln {he Man-Mad/' 1~'nvmmm(·flI. l'II 
Matrix Book Group (London: Pluto Prcs~ Ltd., 19H4) X2-H3. 

21. Jos Boys, "Women in Public Space," Makmg Space. Women in the Man-Mad(·/~nvmJllm(·flt. ed 
Matrix Book Group (London: Pluto Press Ltd., 19H4) 44-45 
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Housing for Women in Toronto 

Gerda Wekerle and Barbara Muirhead estimate that as of 1991 there were over 1500 

dwe1ling units in Canada started by women or women-focused.22 Based on 60,000 

cooperati ve units, this is only 2.5 percent of the total units developed in Canada since 

]973. As of 1989, Toronto had eight cooperative and a dozen women-focused housing 

projects sponsored by the YWCA, Homes First, City Homes and other interested non-

govcrnmental organisations. 

The field work for this case study was accomplished in January 1993. The projects 

include Perth Avenue Cooperative: a woman-focused coop, occupied in 1986, designed by 

E. 1 Richmond, Architects; Project Esperance: an eight-storey, lOI-unit, women-only 

building, occupied in late 1992, and designed by Jeff Heck; 15 Pape A venue: a five-storey, 

77-unit building by Allen, Ensslen, Barrett Architects for hard-to-house women and 

childrcn; Jessie's Homes, a 16-unit project for young mothers and teen parents by Jack 

Diamond; Constance Hamilton Cooperative: 30 woman-focused townhouse units and a six-

bcdnx)m Communal House by Joan Simon, Architect; Humewood Drive: a renovated, four-

unit home for 16 low-income single women by Robert Reimers and Associates; and 

Andyhuan II, a proposed project for single-parent native women and their extended 

families by Garwood-Jones and van Nostrand Architects. 

Originally, the intent was to analyse the projects to determine which ones 

illcorporated the ideals of "community" and which were "simply housing." Although 

women played <ln important role in the development, planning, and management, this 

mandate is not reflected in inventive planning solutions. The housing projects are small in 

scale both compared to the demographics of the area in which they are situated and in their 

physical size. Consequently they have little architectural impact on their surroundings. 

2:::!. Gerda W~kcrlc Hnd BarbaI1l MU1rhc~ld, CanadUln Women' s f10using Cooperallves (Ottawa: CMHC, 
\l)l} 1) 1. 
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This lack of architectural distinction actually satisfies a goal of wOl11cll-fo\:lISl'd 

projects, namely, to be indistinguishable from other housing---to hl' anonymolls~ to :.void 

the stigma of being branded as a home for battered woman. pregnant tCCIlS, or hOl11dl'~'i 

women; and to be safe from the ever present danger of attack from the c1udcd battclcl'. 

As the concept of collective housing is broadcned and becoIlles desirahlL'; as mOI l' 

women architects and planners acknowledge the place of gendcr in the design of the hlllit 

environment; and as these developments encompass larger portions of OUI Cilies and 

suburbs, the formalisation of the design intention must becollle more apparl'Ilt. 'l'hl' 

implications of administrative, physical, and symbolic fronliers that at oncc "scparatl' ami 

link public, collective and private spaces, services and fucililics" in thcsc plOjects ail' 

important considerations and are addressed next.:!l 

The location of most of these projects is not Ideal. Adjacent to the front door 01 

Project Esperance is the neon sign of a bingo hall. The small fcnccd-in play area ahlll~ a 1:111 

yard. Yet, the central location adjncent to a major bus-line in a neighbourhood with dllid 

care facilities and within an eusy wulk of stores makes il an lllmosi H.leal Sile 'l'IJI~ 

characterisation also describes Perth A venue, 15 Pape Avenue, and Jc~sic 's, I3ccausc 01 

the similar scale, construction type, and location, the se four projccls confrolll 1';11 alkl 

issues and are analysed as a group. 

Humewood Drive and Constance Hamilton Ox>perative and COn1ll1l1l1all/ollst' art' 

situated in residential neighbourhoods and address challenges that dltfcr l'rom the ollll'r 

projects and, therefore, are discussed separatcly. Humewood Drive is also localed III ail 

existing slightly-renovated house in a long-established neighbourhood and Ils phY'iICal 

23, Roderick J. Lawrence, "Collective and Cooperauvc Hou'>tng. A Mulu-Dmlcn),J(Jnal V1CW,"Op('n 

House International 17.2 (1992) 3 . 
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impact on the site is minimal. 

The tran.,iuon l'rom the public face nI' thc pmjl'ct ... tn till'Il mtl'nOI Il'alm I~ Ill'glltl.lll·d 

very tentatlvely 111 this fl\·~t group of PIOJl'Ch (PIO.ll'ct H~pl'l.\Ilct'. \\'Ilh An'lllll' 

Cooperative, 15 Pape Avenue, and k"slc· ... ) A"pcct ... oftlm Intclfan' lndudt' the pa""agc 

from a problcmatic e"'terior 70nc Ir1to a prott'ctcd lI1llCr LOlll:; the 11ll.Ig,l' of !Ill' lac.ldl', thc 

entrance; and the use of clements thal comlllunic.lle the collectlvc a ... wl'il .I~ tlle IIldlvldual 

character of the tenants. 

The tlul facadc of Projcct ESpCILII1CC i" bloh.en mIn verllcal stnps hy the hak:ol1ll':-' 

and presents a banier to the ~ucet which i:-. acccntuated hy a hlgh, wroughl lion fl'ncl' 

(Figs. 4-7 and 4-H). Thc rose-coloured ~pill-faced bloch. and gla ... :-. balconles :IIC Ihe only 

relief on an otherwise stern facade. In addll ion tn the arChlleClI1I al bail ICI s, locked doO! s, 

and secret address, safety I~ enhanccd tlllough SUI vclilance camel a~ that IllOll1l01 all puhllc 

areas; windows that looh. into the palklllg galage, and 1l111lor" at :-.talls and bllnd COInl'I:-' . 

The tranSItIon from the exteriol to thl' IIl1ellOl 1" dilect and ahrupt The c.lnopled, 

unadorned entrance IS front and cenllC on the facade Once 1I1<;I(\e, the lohhy 1 ... pka~al1lly 

decorated with a blend of colollrflll tIie-; and l11uted <;hades WOI11l:n amve and lkpall qUlle 

naturally. Young glrb' wlth thcI!' chIldlen talk whde gathcIl11g Ihclr maIl, unCOI1 ... CIOll ... 01 

the cameraI)' watchful eye. StmlIes ~how that the gleater thc povt.:rty the more pt.:rva~lvt.: tht.: 

fear, especially among femalc Ic ... idcl1l .... Wilh the large 1l1ll11her of wOll1en Irol11 abll~lve 

relationships, safety Issue" arc clltieal heIe 21 'l'Ile adll111mllatlvc spacc 1 ... on thc cighth 

noor although the conventional wI ... dol11 would have ... ltuated lt adjaœnt to tht.: elltranœ to 

supervise and to control. The Circulation of the Ie"ldents' on tht.: groulld Iloor 111 tht.: COliIse 

of their daily lives animate" the lobby and aflord ... a kvd of normalcy il mlght otherwI~t.: 

lack. It subtly glve'i tenanh \Vl11g'" allowlIlg them 10 l'ccl 'iafe WIlhout overt supcrVISIOll 

24. Gerda R Wckcrlc and SylVia Novae, "(icll(kr d'Hlllou'tlflg ln Toronto," (Toronto l'mont!) III~llllllC on 
Worncn and Work, 1991) 46 
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Fig. 4·7 Street Elevation 01 ProJCU E~pcrance, Toronto 
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The Pape Avenue pl0.le(t I~ mOle n:~ldL'Il!l,llln s(alL' tFl~'S 4-9). Tht' nanOWL'1 ~Ilk 

• walls of the bUlldll1g face both Pape and 1:,I~tL'1 n A wnues. and Its Il\'e-ston:y helght IS 

proportionately less llnpOSll1g thall the el~.!bhtOley PIO.lert bpelallCe l'hL' Stllpt'~ lit 

coloured-brick and the enclo~ed palllted wood "'1I1l1001l1S enhallcc tlll' plL'.l"ant h·"ldl'nll.11 

quahty of the building. 

The entrance to the buildlllg appear" to be on the street faclllg facadrs. howt·wl. thr 

doars fronting on Pape and Eastern only open Illto the cmergeney ~tailwdls and olle krill 

locked. The main entranœ I~ 111 the etll \'t'li \)tlblde eonlt'r ot thL' L-~haped plan ott lhl' 

p:uking area at the end of an ()h~CllIL' llallO\\' dll\'L' 1 athL'l (han at Ihl' 1I11enOl l'Ol Ill'I 01 tht' 

"L" whlch wopld have becn more logical (hg -l-IO). The cfreet otlhlS l'lllWtl and slIghtly 

projccted wall al the entrance IS an lIwlfectlve gesture ln thls location. It IIllpltcs a 

panoramic view, at least on the upper-tlo(m, but 11 IS subdlvH.led Into small roOI11S (hat aIt' 

further reduced by the geometry /\ \..ey raId acl'l· ... O; "y"tem 10; lI"rd but camt'I:! ~lIlVl'llIalllt" 

• was reJcctcd as too llllnlSlve and unnL'cn";u y ... 11lCl: thl' off ICl''' aIt' located 1Il1l1ll'lltatl'ly III 

the left of the lobby and re~ldcnto; nllii ahollt the alca constantly The pos~lhlltty 01 

ll1teraction IS avallable bUI not Imp\)~ed Some 01 the oldcr resldents ..,HIIl tht; cntry ail day 

long obselving the activity and grcelll1g the olher rC~ldcnts. 

Fig. 4-9 VICW of 15 Papc Strcet. Torolllo 
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Fig. 4-10 Ground floor and sile plan 01 15 Pape Slreel 
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Perth Avcnue CoOpel,lll\'c IS w()man-foclI~ed housing who~e mandate IS to enlarge 

\\'ol11cn 's JcadcIship and management s\..ilb. Although almost 40 percent of the residents 

arc lone parents, it 15 not exclll~lvcly for women. The play area In the centre of the 

cllurtyald created hy the C-shaped plan I~ th~~ only V1Slblf! C()nce~slOn 10 us mandate. In ail 

othcl aspccts,---thc l:Urvlllg a~phalt wal\.. dO\Vll a landsc~ped path, brick face, and regular 

balcollleS-lt appears to be a conventional apartment building (FlgS. 4-11 and 4-12) . 
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JC'>'dC' c., curvcd wcll-dcI;lIkd hlllkiIng luckcd above and behind a drop-in centre for 

tl'cn IllotlIt.:r,> and 1"llIer,> i" vlc.,ually hnght alld appeallllg (Fig 4-13). The cntry la the drop-

III u':lltre lact:" tlIe COIllTllt:lclal P,lllramenl SIIt:t:! The spaclous intenor glve~ one the 

!>en"'alioll lhat the cnlIre buildIng hac., bt:en vl'>I!cd In fact, thcre are four floors of housmg 

above The l'nuance 10 thl" hOll!>lng 1" llOm a narrow rear re~ldentlal street. ThiS 

an angement, neœc.,'illated by the com tricled "lle, abo maintains the distinct identities of the 

"l'parate bUI rl'laled enterpn!>c,> (A dm:cI llltCllOf conne'won between the housmg and the 

centre 1'> med by the ~tafT ) 'l'hl' adll11/1i!>trator keep~ an ll\'lobtrusive eye on the lobby [rom 

thl: of lice IS at the end of the 'ihm! narrow entry hall (Fig. 4\-14) . 

Fig. "-13 The cntrance to Jessle's a teen-parent drop 10 centre IS on Parliament Street, Toronto, the 
houl>lIlg IS ahovc wllh ilS entrance al the rear of the sIte . 
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Fig, 4·14 Plan of JC~<;IC'<; Hou.,lng lor ~oung mnther' arr.mge, lour comp.1ct umt, per Iloor (t\\1\ 1\\0' 

bcdroom Ulll t<, and t\\ 0 thrcc- bcdroom 

The four sites of this first group are centrally located in urban neighbourhood .. on 

the verge of re\ italisation. with a mix of commercial. retai!. and houc;mg and \\ Ilh 

significant pedestrian movement. A single building is ca~ll) losl ln ~uch a vl"uall) dl\ cr .. !.' 

area. The bUlldmgs also servc the necd~ of four dlfferent dlcnlde .. Pélpe A\enuc. Perth 

Avenue, and Jessie's present a residentlal Image that 1<; more recognr<,ahlt.' a III 1 

comprehensible than al ProJect E!>perance The archllcct impo .. !.'" a dden"l\ C pO<,tllfl' Oll thl' 

latter. acknowledgrng the dlffïcult sIte and complex programr. ~ yct wlthout attemptlng tll 

filedlate Ihe t\\ o. Home .. for battered women need not look Ir ke pmol1<; 

Tilt' JdeoJ(/~\ of (iendt'r and ('ommllllll\ Y<I A PI.Kl' jllf v..'Imrn 
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The rclationshlp betwcen the public and pnvate interior and extenor space enhances 

the de.:slgn potcntIal In colkcllve houslllg. In nineteenth-century collectives, the kltchen and 

communal dmlllg arta ... we.:rc ofwn ~Jtuattd III th~ ba~ement whlch 11l111ted the IIlterface 

betwe.:e/l the.: 1I1'!Hk and OUhldt, and crtatl'd unappeahng LOI11Jllunity ~pacc. Thl' CUITent 

approach IS 10 "'Ituate collectIve '!pace l'liber al Ihe entry level, so that the datly movement of 

people wIll animate them, or at thl' chOlcc'lt location in the bUlldll1g, thereby encouraging 

thclr u ... c A dm;ct cxte.:nor r;onncction is also <.le~mtble. In the modern urban cooperatives 

wherc land 1<.; al a prenllunl and outdoor spaces are not easily dcfensible roof-top or interior 

cOllrtyards arc also lIscd 

Th~ four P10lccts undcr cOllSlderation lI1clude the interior communal spaccs within 

thclr envc!opes Many of the modern cohou'llllg projects are grouped with the communal 

~paœ III a separ ail' buIidll1g. Although the former arrangement IS very efficient, the latter 

present'! tht oppOI1unIly for a ~yIl1bohc apprecIation of the site that is impoSSible to achieve 

walkll1g down a dOllblc-loaLlcd corndor. The carly twenticth-century and commul1ltarians 

lI1odeI" al ... o u'll'd thi~ devlce to rClI1force the collectlve experience. 

The communal space for 15 Pape Avenue and the Perth Avenue Cooperative IS on 

the grollnd tlonr adjacent to the oflïce area and lS nondeseript. They also bath laek il direct 

conncctlon to thc cxteI1OI. The feneed exterior space IS heavlly used by the children of the 

respective proJccts 

The coml11 unal spaces, play areas, and terrace at Project Esperance and JeSSIe 's 

(the two projects with the most vulnerable populatIOns) are located on the top tloor and 

roof. As 111 the COIllmullltanan projects, thIS affords the resldents the opportuJllty 10 

'\lIrvey thclr dOl11aIll." Althollgh both projects have a high percentage of young chtldren 

(ks~le's has 20 adults, 7 of whlch are teenage mothers, and 36 children under twelve; 

ProJcct Espcrance hou ses 207 people, of whol11 89 are under twelve years old and 14 of 

these lllH.kr one) the percclved danger of a roof-top play area IS dramatically dlfferent 
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between them. The door to the terrace on Ihe elghlh tloor of projccl Espl'lanL'C IS "l'pt 

locked, whereas at Jessie's the firth fIo"r terr.lI:e IS heavIly lIscd l'Ill' thll'c fioUl), ul 

addition al helght at ProJect E'iperanœ and the transparent glass rat! at the l'dgl' 01 tlll' 1001 

may :\CCOUIlt for thl' lhfferencc--thl' parapet al kS~le's I~ sohd. 1 2 III lugh \\'Ith .1 wllk 

top bar and slightly recessed from the l'tige of the hllildlllg 01 Il cOllld sllnply he the 

relative ease/unl'asllless of the two admllli'itrators. 

A balcon y or sunroolll furni),h~s the pllvatc extenor space fOI thc Il'\ldellt!\ 

Architecturally, balcol11es and decb afford a vI),lIal tranSItion hetwccll the lIltcrior and thl' 

exterior of a bUIlding and Icducc the pClcclved scalc by adding intelcst and vallet y to the 

facades. FrutTI a tenant's pOll1t of VICW balcol1les ,lie only desllilbk If appropll.ltl'Iy !\1Il'd. 

private, pr()!"erly oricnted for sun and VleW!\, and Sl'n~1l1ve to Ihe III tel nal layoul 01 11ll' 

apartment. The long narrow decks at PIOJl'CI E,>pL'lancc and Perth Âwnul' ('OOPl'l:ttlVl' la"e 

space from overly small bedrooms SlIlCC the ~cc()ndary bcdlOO1l1 l~ nol as wide a'i Ihl' 

living room, archttects often use thlS dtffcrence ln wldth to support the halcony Balc()llll'~ 

accessed from these (chtldren's) bedrooms ale a halard The trilnspalellt wall'i 01 thL' 

balcomes of ProJecl Esperance reùllcc pnvacy and cllltll~1 Ihe l'xll'IIOi lacade, '>llIet thl' 

decks are often used as storage area~. SlinroOI1l'> on tl'e ~trœt ",de~ of 1:1 Pap~ Il'place thl' 

balconies and are appreclltted as pleasant year-round rdleab 

The configuration of the pnvate dwclIl11g WIthm the collectt ve hOIl"ies I~ the 1 III a 1 

physical characteristic discussed. As nOled Irl the prevlolls chapter, the posllion 01 th~ 

individu al was important and personal expressIOn encouragcd 111 1I0n-\Cctal jan 

communitarian societies; among the relIglOll'i commUl1lttes, howev~r, Il was unc()(J,>l{kr~d 

In most apartment buildlIlgs and especlally publiC hOll'>lng, Ihe layout 01 tht.: LlIlIl l"i 

restricted by mimmum propcrty ~tandards wlllch dlctate roOIll\ wldth,>, 1l111l1 II11111 1 wea\, 

and closet space. Combined !ooms that merge IUnClHH1\ arc allowed to he "illlalkr Ihan 

individual closed rooms, (A IIvmg room mll~t enclose 11.15 !-Iq. m., a dwmg room 9.3 !'Il) . 
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m., for a total of 20.45 sq. m., however, a combllled Iivmg/dining area need only be 19.5 

"q. m.) This encourages the lise of connected ~paces ao; cast-and ~pace-saving measures. 

The rO~<;lbl'; permutatIons ln layout affordcd by the se linked spaces IS correspondmgly 

reduccd. 

The four proJects are configured around a double laaded corrIdor. This eliminates 

the pmsibility of cro~s-ventIlation, which was one of the Important design features 

envisloncd by Charle~ Pouner, and execlited by André Godin at the Familistère at Guise. 

The apartment<; have a conventJonal layollt. The serlll-encloscd kItchen, which lacks 

'iuffIcient ~pacc to place a table, IS adjacent to a combination livlllg/dimng room. The 

pnmary bedroom and one or two smaller secondary ones are grouped with a bathroom 

along a corndor. The vanatlons are mInimal and gratUItous, generally the result of the 

bllildlllg confIguratIOn rather than from any attempt tG satlsfy the needs of a diverse 

populatIon. Occa<;l()[1ally the ~ecolld bedroom 1.., located adjacent to the kitchen, but its 

small slze doc~ not givc It eqllal ~tatus \VIth the pnmary bedroom and the apartment would 

Ilot equltably accoll1modate two ~eparate adlilts. 

The final two proJect.., of the case study--Humewood Drive and Constance 

Ilarmiton Coopcral1 ve and Comm unal House-are situated 111 residential neighbourhoods 

and thelr archItectural character reflcct~ thls. The tirst aspect of tranSItion from public to 

privatc is casIly IIcgotlatcd tllIOlIgh an indivicillai "front door." This has the aclvantage of 

indcpcndenœ and an Il1dlvldual street address for each unit, but lacks secllnty. Constance 

1-I:l111IIt011 C()Il~lsts of both pnvate row houses and a communal house, WhlCh are entered 

and adlllll1lstered separatdy. The Communal House possesses a distll1ct charaeter but is, 

Iloncthcles..,. well-lI1tegrated mtn the project and the total effect is hannonious. 

The rC110vatIon of HUlllewood Dnve, located 111 an area of single family homes was 

dclayed for I1llle mOllths whlie the area residents appealed to the Ontano Municipal Board in 
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an attempt ta block the project.~' The vlrtually lInlollched t'\.IC nor rll~ l'CI reLIl)' \\ Ith the 

character of the area. The nelghbours objected to It~ propll~ed use and :\lgucd Iha! Il L1ld IHl! 

confonn to the "famlly" character of the Ilcighbourhood (Flgs. 4-15 and ·~-I h) 

Fig. 4-15 Plan of Humewood Dnvc 

Fig. 4-16 VICW of Humewood Dnve 

25. Gerda R. Wekcrlc and Barbara MUlrhcad, Canadtan Women'.\ Ilou.\mg ProJ('(,/\ «Ou.awa)· CMlle 
1991) 78 . 
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The ('on.,I,ll1ce Hamlllon Cooperall\l' and Communal HOll.,e 1., Ihe Jl1t).,t 5(.'n.,lll\ cil' 

plalllled proJect 111 Ihi., .,tlldl' although the nl'Ighbollrhood 1" plUhlematlc (hg -+-17) It 1" 

.,urrolln(kd hl' .10/ell<' of <'IImlarly ..,caled l'et <'lIbtl) dlfflT('nt proJcch. \\ hllh create a vlsual 

l'éll'ophony, l:.ach of the hOll<'lI1g. group" mlhe illlillediale 1Il'lghbourhood h"l:ch Incillde a 

CIty HOllle project for thc homele~.." a Vletnamcse co-op. a Centrai Amencan co-op. and an 

eldl'rly hou.,lIlg. proJect} are dl.,tmctl\ c III thelr dctalltng and compri.,e from 30 to 5O-lllllt., 

caeh They IIldl\'ldually Jl13\...C a v",ual ~tatement. howcvcr, beeall"e of thc inconslstent and 

oflen incohcrent detail<; and clcmcnt.,. thc nelghbourhood lac\...<, harmonl' 

Thc communal facllltics and the indlvldllalllJllts arc Il1tegratcd in Humc\\ood Drive 

and m the Communal Hou~e of Con~tance Hamilton since both of these arc c;hared livmg 

arrangelllenh F-Jach of the resldents ha~ a privatc bl'droom and share the ;. \ mg. kitchen and 

dllllllg ~pace, ln the Communal Hou"e. e\'ery person abo has a pri\'ate haicony facing the 

.,trect (Flg<" 4-18 and 4-lq) The CooperatIve ha~ communal exterior space in the 

bac\...yard, whlch Commllnal-Holl<;e rcslclents, can acces~ through a co\'ered wa) . 

Two of the hedroom'i III each dwelllllg UTlIt at HlIlllev.ood Dnve arc paired and the 

pcr<;()n in thc end UllIt ha~ to go through the thtrd bedroom to acces~ the re~t of the hou<;e 

Although Ilot an Ideal ~itllationlt does pcrmllthe \\ omen to accommodale one anothcr while 

clanfYlllg pl'r~oll.ll bOllndarie~. ~\...JlI<; that man) of the women had not previously mastercd, 

Of the proJe{.·t~ ln thls stlld). Constance Hamilton CooperatIve IS designed to 

accolllll1odall' il variet)' of hOll~ehold type<; (FIg, 4-20), The re~tnctcd size of the Sile. 

hOWl'VCr. h,unpefed the complete succes<; of the IIlnovati\ e layouts Of thc JO units. four of 

thc thrce-bcdroolll and elc\'l'n of the two-hedroolll 1I111t~ arc arrangl'd to allo\\ for the 

IIldl'pl'ndclllu<;e ofthc !t\JIlg and dllllllg ~pace The \...Itchen/dming and one bedroom are on 

thc hm er tlom. and one or t\\ () addlllOn.t1 bedroom<' and the bathroom are on the ~cc()nd 

tlour ad.lacl'nt tn the !tving rOOl11, The pro\'i~lon of a half hath on the lower floor near the 

bedwol11 \\ ould ha\(.' imprO\ cd the arrangemcnt Inttiall) thc la~ out was negatl\ el) \ ie\\'ed 

1 h,' Ideo/III!\ of (i""da III/d ('0111/111/111/\ 



• by sorne of the resldents, panIy becausc It was nUbldc thcu n,pl'ncnÙ' A ~cl'ond Il,tIf b,llh 

would have satisfied 1110S{ re~ldents. MOIhcrs \Vith toddlelS prl'krn.'d the ~talld.\ld laynul. 

ta be closer to the childrcn: those wlth teenagcls \Vt'rl' happy \Vith the >;ep:u.ltlnn 

-----:,.,,~~:-:ç \ i~----~ 
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Fig. 4-17 SltC Plan of Constance Hamilton ProJcet Lambcrtlodge, TOfOlltO . 
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Fig. 4-1H VICW of Constance I-hllmlton Communal House (m foreground) and Cooperative projcct on 
Lambertlodge Street, ToronLO. 

Fig. 4-19 Plan of Constance Hamilton Communal House Lambertlodge. Toronto. 
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Fig. 4·20 Unit Plans of Constance Hamilton Cooperative, Lambenlodge, Toronto . 
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Alld)huan 11 i .. permanent hou'iing for nati\C women. lheir childrcn and c\tendcd 

famille .. , The project is ~till in the planmng slage .. and i~ con"idcrcd here hecausc of JI<; 

Sl'n,,;tÎvc dc .. ign 10 Ihe needr., of a culturally dJ<.,tÎnct group. Nativc peoples have an c\tcndcd 

fam")' tradition v. hlch is dlfficult to mlllnlaJn in <;tandard hou~ing. '21, Additiom,1 hcdrooms 

and bath and a shared play [, 'ca afford the extended familles sufficient space 10 mamtain 

thelr tradllional lies and d\ .. e1hng patterns (Fig. 4-22). The enlarged unit si/es ncces~itated 

that the proJcct bc funded al 146% of the Mmimum Umt Price (rather than lOO%- ) ThiS is 

a rallo <;et hy the government hased l'n the cost of construction and the housir.g demand in a 

givcn area . 

Fj~. 4-21 PI.ln 01 .1 pf\lp,,~cJ <,I\-<;(nr: ndtl\C hou~tng proJcct "'dllco And~hu.ln Il. Toronto A tot.tl 0145 
OCJ\ .lTC' "Tg,lnl/cd ,lfI,und ,hJrC'o pla) 'P,.KC\ (Form.lll). thcrc arc 'iC\ cn fOUI ~dreorn umt ... on SI'\ nt li. 'r") A 
da~l'.trc lm 45 chlldren 1" antll.''1),,1\CO lor the 'lCcono ntl()[ 
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In addition to the physlcal aspects. as ~tated earlier. the eomposltlon of thl' tl'nalll~ 

and the character of the administratton arc enue.1i to th~ ~llelT~~ of rolkcttw hOllSlIlg and 

shared-living projects. The policy of the gOVl'lllIl1g body .IS wdl as the pht1osophy of tlll' 

CUITent administrator effect the functlol1lng 01 the comll1ulllty 

Many of the women at Humewood Dllve have survlvcd abUSive rc\athH\~hip~, 

although they do not have to dlsdose abuse to live therc (they ont y have to 1K' ~lllgk 

women in need). Under the philosophy of "facJ1itative management" WOI1ll'1l ail' gl\'l'II a~ 

much freedom as they l'an h.mdle. They bencfll l'rom coopelatlllg wllh ()thl'I~ and 

developing trusting relationshlps 11 a ~afe domestic envilOnmelll 'l'hl' WOIlll'1I f(l[ lIlutalc 

rules concerning the operation of thel!' unit mcludlng hOll,>d.cepmg dutlt'''I, nl'W IOOllllllalt' 

selectIon, overrught guests, and the presence of men . 

.?ro.iect Esperance, Jessle's and Perth Avenue Cooperative l'IlCOlll agc the acllve 

participation of thelr members. Smcc the tenants ltve in IIldtvtdllal apartrncllts thL' 

cooperation needed for a successful project is not as grcat a~ III a shared ltvlllg :-.t\lIiltlOI1 III 

Pape Street, the tenant control had r.'ccntly bcen <..:urtatlcd becau,>e of ahu:-.e:-. hy :-.omc 01 Ihl' 

residents. The administrator feeh. that a strong managemcnt style cngclldL'l'" thc IIlml 

harrnonious relations among this hard-to-house populatIon. 

A final dilemma faced by many of the houslIlg projccb that havc bcclI III ~x tstellcl' 

for more them five years and forc'ieeable in the rccently occllpled PlOlc<..:ts IS th~ challge, 

over time, in the famIly structure of the resldent~ and the IInphcalloll lor hOIl'>lllg potlcy 

Children grow up and aClluire new tnterests, and wOlllcn form new rc1atH>I1ship:-.. Many 01 

the women-focused housing projects do Ilot allow male re'>ldent... (Mcn lTlay live al 

Constance Hamilton Cooperative but may Ilot he coop membcrs; ProJect ~:,>perance and the 

Transitional House of Constance HamIlton do Ilot allow male ovcrnlght gue'>ls, 15 Pape 

Avenue allows them 14 nights a month; and the residents of I!ulllcwood DrIve agrec 

amongst themselves as to what IS appropnate.) 
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Sorne proJects such as the Beguinage In Tc \' iO, with a stronger femillist 

orientation or that prcùoTlllllatcly hou~e wOl11cn from :' Jusive relationships are more 

aùamant abnut thclr pohcy. Comtance HaJ11llton Cooper., 'e (with a stable population and 

the ongInal ùlrector) acknowleùgc<; that people chang~ and the pohcy has evolved in 

rccogl11tlOn of thls fact. Altholl,!;h tcn years ~lgO, many of the women had small children, 

thcsc have grown up. Male c1uldren to not magically dlsappear at age 17. (The age at which 

somc of the womcn-focuscu hOllS1I1g projcct~ ùo not allow their presence.) Jessie's is 

permanent hOllSlllg for young ~ingle paren ts, and although women may be single teen 

mothers when they mnve 111, they do not stand ~till there. 

Swnmary 

The three aspects that have been considered in the physical planning of collective 

housmg for women are 1) the transition from the public face of the projects to their interior 

l'ealm. This includes the passage from a problematic exterior zone 1I1tO a protected inner 

rcgion; thc Image of the facade; the entrance; and the use of elements that communicate the 

collective as " !eIl as the mdlvlùual character of the tenants; 2) the relationship between the 

communal facIilt1e~ anù the lI1dividllalunits and between the common interior and exterior 

spaœ; and 3) the configuration of the private dwelling within the collective whole. 

The management of the cooperative and how policies adapt to the changing needs of 

the residents have also been consldered. The collective hOllsmg discussed here represents a 

wide range of approaches for an eqllally dlvelse group ofresidents. The level of resident 

lI1volvement in the design and production as weil as in the subsequent management of the 

projccts vanes. How cooperatIves or woman-focllsed housing function depends on the 

atl'~lIdes of the management and the types of people who live in the dwelling.27 

27. Rodcnck J. L.lwrcncc. "ColIccl1\'c and Coopcral1ve Housmg," Open House International 2: 17 (1992) 
~ 
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The translation of the se diverse clements into houslllg that e:\.presses a deal 

architectural statement is diffused by the lack of inslght at Ihe policy-makl1lg and lk~lgn 

level. The communitarians were able to achlcvc a clanty III the fOfillahsalIOn of lhl'II 

ideology, firstly, because they had an abstract concept that they comlllunally lllllkrslood. 

secondly, they were extremely commItted to thi~; vision and tlurùly. Ihey controlll'd the 

design of the entire seulement. 
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Conclusion 

• Policy Implications j'or Ideology . 

Initially, 1 saw collectIve dwellings as a means of alleviating the housing difficulties 

of the woman-Ied family. The rescarch has shown that the issues involved in developing 

adcquale housing for women are complex and cannot be resolved by sim ply developing a 

ncw typology without addresslllg the urban and suburban context In which the housing is 

sIluatcù. It IS the structure of the ~XIStll1g cHies and attached suburbs, the transportation 

pllhcICS, employmclH patterns, shOpplllg and chtld care options, and the definition of 

'home' that sheltcrs rnany unacknowledged realities, that must be reconsidered. 

The domestic Issues that preoccupied femll11sts at the tum of the last century have 

yet to he resolved. Women contnbute a great deal more to the maintenance of the household 

th an men. Roles 10 the home nœd to be challenged as vigorously as the forrn of the house. 

Cooperation cannot snnply be "deslgned" mto the domestic environment. New questions 
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necd to be as\...ed, NOL only "Ho\\' c.mlhis enVlfnnllH.'nt hl' Illlprn\'l'ù')" hui al"o "Wllal IS Il 

ahollt the nature of housc\\'or" and l'hillkare thal m.th'" thclll "0 dll'fll'ult 10 "h.lrl· ('qll.III)"" 

and "Doe~ Ihcre al\\'O\)s h.ne to hl' Ihe ultim.tlc (Jill' rl'''pon",hlc pcr~lln'l" Or. dlll''' IIIl' 

perenma 1 dllemma 0\ er dOl ng hO\l"l'\\ ork C\l ,,\ hcc.llI"'c. a" ~0J1l(' arglJc. 1 hl' ('l'l1I111lllll' \ ,llul' 

of domesllc lahor is never a<:"nO\\ Icdgcd 111 Ihl' equallOlI or nallon.II prnùul'IIOI1 .lIld 

consequenll) Iherc IS nCllher pndl' nor "Ialtl" 111 It" accompltshllll'nl'l ln tlll' 1 IJropC,11I 

modcls based on BIG, hou~,l' \\ork 1" tnlnn..,,<: 10 COIl1ll1l1f111) huildlIIg (':llIlh .... appro.lch 

be included 111 a nalIOnal hOll',mg polil'~? 

Housing policy today fads 011 ~e"cral cOllnb, Ihl' primary lI~l'r , ... noll·o' ..... lk·rcd ln 

the design process; the goals are not consistentl)' mamtaml'd and are "lIhJel'l to the \'al!anl'''' 

of polttics and fllndmg, and tht' proJcct~ arc de~lgned with regard to tlll' IIldlVidlJal "il(' 

rather than at the nelghbourhood m commul1Jty le"cl 

Feminist archltects anù developer~ fmm Hennetl.1 Harnett and Charllllll' Pl'rk1ll.., 

Gilman of a century ago to Joan SImon and Joan rorre .... ter Spragul' toda) havl' Ill...tl·Il'd Ihl' 

creation of sUltable hou~ing alternatives that recogl1l~e Ihe m'cd" of wotJ\en W.ltl'rlo\\ 

Court and Constance Hamtlton Coor and Communal HOll"l' challenge thl' orllwdo\ 

assumptions of what IS appropnate for wOll1en 111 the bullt ell\'JronllH'1I1 

The defil1ltion of what constitutes ri family I~ broader 111 tlll' ~_lIr()peaJl COIlIl'xl l hl' 

avallable housing options are, therefore, cO'ïe~p()ndingly more diver.,e, ln North Allll'rtca. 

collective housing with commllnalltving. and Itmlted pnvall' ~pacl' ha ... lllo ... tl) "'l'net! thl' 

needs of people ll1arglllalt~(:'d m socIety: the hOIllC\c ..... , drllg and akohol abu,>er,>, WOllll'11 

escaping domestlc violence. the physlcally and Illclllally challenged, and the fratll'ldl'rI) 

Canadian cooperatIve hOll~tng ha<; dlverged ~()nH'wh"t from Ihl'> hottolll IlIll' b) n.·acltlllg 

out to dIverse groups and by pro\'ldtng pn\atl' apartml'r1t<; \VIth ,>ollle .. uppICIlll'T1lalllll'l'tlllg 

and SOCIal space~, Women-focll"ed hOlI<;tng ha" created affordablc, ~eCllre, and .. upportlvc 

dwelling~ for \\ omen; cooperatIve .. addltlonally have granll'J women control ()\ cr thelr 

II/l' Ide()!(1~ \' of Uel/der (IIU! ('O"'IIIUIIII\ )04 ( \)fll)\I~II)fl 
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housing and encouraged them to acquire management and leadership skills; shared 

dwelling'i have provided affordable houslIlg in supportive communities for those who 

appreclate Il ... many iJo~itlve feature'i 

Dl!sign innovations have not bcel1 scen as fundamental to the mandate of creating of 

quahty women-focused envJr(H1mcnt~ This is cvident in the architectural expreSSlOn of the 

proJects In the case study. ColleCtlve dwcllings and communal spaces are also narrowly 

IIltcrprctcd in North America bccau~c of the cultural primacy of personal space and privacy. 

Comlllullltarian socictlcs of the nllletcenth century purchased large tracts of land and 

cOl1structcd a vanety of dwclllllgs und comm unal facihties. Their sItes were isolated and the 

pcople who JOllled the soclclIcs shared a common world Vlew. They were able to formalise 

a cle:!r vision cJther through the autocratie implementation of communal aspirations, as the 

Shakers did, or through the painstaking design process of discussion and implementation 

used by the Oncida Perfectionisls. Our SOcIety lacks this corporate (in the sense of one 

body) vision. A comprehensive policy that would allow a true collective expression is far 

from an actllality. Sites and projects are developed piecemeal and control too little of the 

nCIghbourhood 10 adequ:\tely express an Ideal. 

Government policies and socletal norms need to meet the needs of a diverse 

populatIon in a hohstlC way. By Ilot clearly recognising the demographic reality of the 

people they arc scrving and retlecting this knowledge in the implementation of a responsive 

strategy, governmental pohcles contll111e to rell1force the inferior position of women in 

society. lIowever, as mOle felllllllst aIchJtects and urban planners become aware of and 

lIlvolved in the production and financing of housing, they may be able to argue for an 

environment that better reflect the aspirations of 50 percent of its population, and achieve a 

truly "engendered" society. 
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Darlmou(h Area (Otta\\..l) CMHC. Feb 14X3 

MII1I-.tr) ot Com'11untl~ and Sllt:I..lI Sen Il·e .. ..lnd the- MII1I .. lr~ (lI H()u .. lI1).! A COll/III Il 1/11\' R"IIIIIII\!' (II 

HO/llelel\IIe\1 Oll.\\\..t. Queen· .. Pnlller lm Onl..lno. Màn:h 1l1XX 

Momcl1I. Jam,hH.I A HOI1/I'/('I\lU'\\ II/ litt' VII/(erl S(II1,'I, \'01 Il n(/ta 0/1(//\ IUI'I Gleenll (li xl PIC'" l'~~) 

Mor .. e. Rtl 1Iu'S!wkenolldliteWorld'l People Ne" York D<xlJ. MeJd & C('mp,II1~. l'IH() 

!'allnnal CleMI ng Hou..,e on F "n1l1 ~ V IOlenc(' / rail 1/1/1/11 /III If \/" olld .'''l'III'fI fllr I/II/lal'" U'O/Ill'Il II/ 
Guru/o N p n p, 19XY 

Nordholl, Ch..tr\c... / he ('ommllll/ \1/( S(I( 11'11/'1 of TI/(' Vllllt'd .\(11//'1,' 1· rOlll 1'/'fI()fftl/ VI \// IIlId ( )/II/'ri'llI/lIl/ 

/1/( IlIdl/l~ J>elatll'li A, ( (1/(1111 (If tilt' J (011011//1(1. /.007/11'1, "!/{fA efl , tilt' Anl/fIlu. ()/II'/(/II. /11'11/1'/. Alfrom 
le af/all. ol/d 01lll'r I.X/HfIIl? .'m W(Il", Iltt'tr UeltI?IOU\ C't'I'd\. 'lOi /(// 1"(/1 lu /'\, Nlllllh<'7l. Il,dllltr' .. I. (///1/ 

l'rell'IIT COlld11101l1 Ne\\ York H..lrper & BIlllhep,. IX7::; 

N()~c ... John HlImphre~ II/\lon' of AIIIl'rtI III/ '(11/(/"1/11 Nell Y ()r~. IX?() 

No)c ... Plerreponl M\'J'llI!U','\Ho/{\/' ~e\\ Y()I~ F.lrrar& RlI1chartlnwrpor.llcd. IIH? 

71/1' Idl'%r:\ of (;t'Ilt!I'r (11/(/ ('Ollllllllllf/\ 114 
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OocrldnJer, li Peter, anu Arthur L Fdllld .. SilelIl'n IIr 110/111'\:' A COlltnhllluJ/l /'0 1 he ,\'t'art Il J IIr 
\'Ollit/fJlI\ 10 I/fllllt'/C'\lIIt'\ \ III ('II//(/(/a. a J>rn~rt'\\ Repllrt V dnCOU\ cr (entre lor Humdn Settlement~. 
IlJK7 
- - - A 1'11// t' III ( 111/ 1If1I1/1'. A (ollfne//( e 011 1If11I1e!t'\\l/e\\ /1/ Ilnl/\II Coll/fIIlJla PnICeeumg" 
V ,HleOU\ CI, JlJX7 

Oucrrd.., JIIII,1n "Pdrenh .mu Chllurcn LI\ Ing \\ Ith Lo\\ Incomc," (muufu/ll SOt /al 'lrelld\ '27 \VlOter 
1911'2 11- 15 

(>lklld ... Jlllidn ,mu Cldrencc uIChheo.ld "Lonc P.trenthoou Genller Dllference ... " C(/l/lidwl/ Sm IllII rel/d\ '27 
Wmter 199'2 1 ()-Ili 

O\\en. Robert "An Addre ...... tu the Inho.lbltdnt ... .tt Ne\\ Llno.lr~, Dcll\cred at Ne\\ Lano.lr~ on Opcnmg the 
In,tHullnn lor the I-onno.ltlon III Chdr,lcter. on the I ... t 01 J,mua!"). lHI() " A Nell' V/('I\' of.\(I(It'I" aI/ri (Jlller 

Wnill/gl Cole l)'2-114 
- - - /JO(/~ IIf Ille "'('II' Mllml U'orltl l'lIrll London 1 R36 

Peo.lr ... on l_~ nn Fille Arc 11/1('( lliral alld .,()( laI HlllOry of ('oopemll\'{' IH/II~ London Mal'Mllioln, 14HX 

PClk BI.tdtllrd /III' n'orld (/ f)e{larll1lellT .... ·,orl.' A ,1",ory of 1.lfe VI/der A Coopemlll'e .\"""111 Le\\I ... ton. 
M,une Brolulord Ped. Il)()() 

PClrl'e. Melu"'lnJ F.I~ "Coopcr.ttl\e Hou ... e~eepmg "AI/alll/c' MOl/lltI\' l\m 19{)H 5\3-5'24, Del' IHt1H 
(lH'2-h47. Jan IH64 '2l1-3{J. Feb \H69 101-171. t\1olr \Xhll '2Ko-29l) 

Per~" S~dne) Re\/(It'I/Iwl JoI(/TI of Ali (/(/111.'\ New/l'lilial J./al\ of Ali 0(1\1('1 lIu IlIdll/r: Arl/WIII' 

1 )\\'('1111111 1 A l'rai III (/1 'J n'allI!' 01/ II/e" l'/all/JIIlç alld Arrallgeml.'flI / (/~el"t'r Wllh Clwplen 0/1 'J he" 

1I/llor\', "II/af/( IiIllHal1en, 1.11. \l',lh .'Vlllrww/II /11I/IImlllllll London B T B.II~lord. \405 

PClel. Kolrl A 1 hl' J)\'fIl/m/1 \ (if Iht' HI/ller/lt' SOIlt'l\': Ali Arlll!\l/t al Appm(/( h Edmonlon L'ml l'NI) 01 
Alhcll.r Pre ...... \9K7 

Pcter .. E\c\)n J .\ecmul SlIIlIeH(l/llmgJ'orUallt'rt'dWofll(,IIm('wwda Otto.l\\ol C'vtHC. \l}Q() 

Petit, 1\1.11) LOIl. Pe~~~ Huchet .mu And,e\\ C.trten H(/I/IIII~ Ihe Sm~/t' l'IIrellT Fmml\.' A N('\()/ITI l' alld 

A/II/111 IIl111dh(lo~ Slolle 01 l\e\\ Jer ... e~, Dcp,lrtmenl 01 Communrt~ Allollr .. , DI' ''''Ion 01 Hou .. rng & 
De\ c1l'pmelll DI' ' ... Ion on WlImell, \4K7 

P'Il"'~~. B.lrr) ,llld Mlt/l D'Sou .. .! Call1lClg/lc of ('lIlIlId/(1I/ HO/I\I1I'< (/Ild .\lIellt'r ()r~alll::tI'IOII\' A 
('(lIIIr/hlll/lI" 10 Ihl' IIIf('ml/IIO/IlII \'t'ar of I//l'Iln for 11It' 1101//('/1'1\, 1987 (OtW\\ol) CMHC, ll)~ 

/'/1111 d'al I/IIrI 1111111111111 II/r II' 10~cl/I('''' ('llt'l llU/1 alm CJUl'lh de ... m.ure ... de .. gr • .mde ... \ Ille" de 1.1 Féder.tllon 
cJn,ldlCnm' de" nlllnll'lp.lhtc" \lnnlrcJl }lNl 

/ ht' Idt'(llo,<, 01 ('l'I/da IIl/d ('0",111111111\' 115 
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PI.lOle, M.lg.lll ''"'''I"éll' t/I/pri'\ dl' n'\\Ol/r, l'I j/'ht'l ... ·r~.·",t'1I1 t.'l1//lorillrt' l'I ".·rlll'I/Il·"" 1 Itll de III "'II,lItoll ,'1 

p,\lt'\ de \0111//01/, ~1llnlre.l1 R.lppOII pnxlulI pour le SCl' Il'C UC l'h.lhll.ll,,m l'I du dC\c\0Plx'II11'lIllllh.III1, 
14l)() 

Pollo\\), A"ne-l\1.me Olllrlrm III /lu' I?t·"dt'III/ill Sl'l1ll1~ ~1(lnlle.l1 1I111\CI.,II) III Mllnlll'.11. l'n~ 

Popcnne, D'I\ Id, l'rlva/t' /'Ict/I/lrl'. l'I/Ull l'll~''' A" Amt'r/( (1/1 «(1"",III/II/\, II{t' 111 ('olll/lara/II',' 

l'erlf>t'c 11\'(' J',; P Tran".Icllon Bn()k~, 14l-:S 

Prudhomme.IU\, .Iule, Ic ane el 1(/11 {o"da/t'lfr l/u'/1/I1' (ah,'1 P.m., Puhllc.llinn de 1.1 ." lllCll' 1111\1\ l'Ill' dl' 
IIbrame & d'édillon, Édou.lrd ('llme!) &. Cie, l'X\7 

Purdom, C P (Jardell (. II\': A ,\'llId\, 1/1 II/(' nt'l'e!o['l/wlII of a M(lde", 1 ('WII 1 onJon J M Dl'nl, l'li \ 

Qtlliltol. Roger.md Roger-Henri Guerl.lnd Ct'III A"I [)'Jlalnlill,\ol/(/I' U//(' lIICI!,I!' RI'ullll,' P.III' "'hll1 
Michel. l ':)X4 

R.lpoport, Amo" HOlile J or/l/ (llld CIII//ire Englc\\()(x.! ChI h, NJ Plenlll'c-II.1I1, ILH,lj 
- - - nze M('mllll~ of Ihe nil/II I./lI'Iro,,/I/(',," A "'mll'ahill ('(11/11111/1111 1I1f(}1I A/)/,,,,m h Ik\('I1~ 11111., 
Sage Publlc..lllon" 19X2 

Robert" Marion I./I''''~ 1/1 a Mail Made W(lrld: (;t'lIdn A \I/lIIIP//Il1II "' Mm/ail 1I(1111111~ /)/'I/~" Nl'\\ 
York Roulleùgc.I941 

Robcrt'ion, Con'I.mcc ~o) e, Onelda ('''11/111111111\'' A" A.lIloh/or:mp!t\, J l{5/ / X76 S) r,ll'lI"(' S) r.11.. lI"l' 
U III \ Cr.,lI) Prc"." 1<)70 

Rock C)nlhw, Su.,an..l Torre, .Inù G\\cnùol)n Wnghl "The Apprnpn.llion of Ihe H()u.,<-, ('h.lngc., III 

Hou,c De.,lgn Jnct ('lml'cpl, of Dome"IJCII~ .. Wd.erlc, PeleNlIl .md to,.'11l11c) KI- Il K 1 

Roger" F W "TO\\JrJ, Belier ('o-opcrJII\e Hou~lng" Uardcll CIlIt'1 ,\: 1011'111'/(1//1/1111; June l'III 1 ~ 1 

RIXme), Fr .. ncc, "L" IIlg III (,Iump<' H (1/111'11 Ill/d J /II'Iroll/llt'II11 Spn n)! 14l!() 

Rm." M.lrg.Het "Hou~c., of Slm\\ Ihe Ca.,e 01 Women-Leu Famlllc" ..Inu Ilou.,lng 10 CanJd .. " DI" 
Montre.ll ~kGdl UI1I\er.,II). IYHK 

ROlenbcrg, Robert "The Vlcnne.,,, Cooperal" e Mm cmrn! .. Opel/ 1101/11' ''''t'mall/Jllill V (lI 17 Nil 2, 
1942 17-29 

Rlm bOlh .. m, Shed..l n'umel/, Nell lIaI/( e & Rel'oil/IIOI/ ~ p Ebcnr/er Bd) Il'' & Son, Jll72 

S..Icgert. Su.,..In "The AnJlOgenou, Cil) From CrIlllJue III rr.tlllll''' ,\m /fJlor:/( ail (II 1/\ IH. :! Ifl! ·17(, 

S.legcrt Su"",n ",nù GM) Wmkel "The Home A C'nlll .. 1 Problcm lor Ch,mgmg Sc, Rille, .. Wckl'rlc 
PCleNm and \1orlc) 37-04 

1 hl' Ide(}I(I~Y of (;l'lIdl'r al/d (omm II/III\' 116 



• 

• 

• 

Sehmel.f. Mildred F "Hou"n!! ..Inù CommUnll) De"lgn lor Ch,mgmg r-..II11I1) :-':eed ... " Keller 195-2\0 

Seh"(.'O.Juer. Norocrt "FArl) Europe..ln Colleell \ e H.tbll.llll,"" Fr..lnd"md Ahrenven 47-70 

Sh.II..II..I, DonnJ E ..Ind Jo Ann MeGenrge "The Women JnJ MongJge Credll ProJeel A GO\elnmcnl 
Rl'''pon ... e III Ihe Hou","!:! Prohkm ... (lI Women ,. Keller 3~-45 

Shrllerl) ~u ... Jn H.mJ "ShJk.er V..IIUl'''' Old ..Ino GO()O..l." :--;e\l •. Mill//(' 1"1/(,\ 17 Aug 1990 22-23 

~ch"lcl.lklh('rI,eo \1I,,/..erAnlll1('lfllrl' E\lon. PA Schiller Publl"hlng, 1979 

SIIIx·rlmg. E /)/r I/III/I/Iure dl' SOI /O/Ot;/I:' l'IU/hll/l/àu'lIl1l': (iII/di' deI oel/vre\ 1'01111'/1'11:'1 de Cltar//!\ / oUrler 
P,trI". 1411. Nell York Burtl-r..lnk.1m. 19<H 

Sk.I,II. K..Ilhf) n K",h ('illlIl1r1I1(, /11'1'1 11er. A SII/(I\' III AllIl'rtI ail J)()IIII'~I/( If .... 0 Ne\l H..I\ en Y.llc UnI' l'NI) 

PH· ....... 1l)7_~ 

SOpcl. M..II) "1l11U"'lng lor SlOgle-P,m:nl F..Imrllc'i A Womcn', De"gn" 319-32 

Sr.lIn. D,lphnl' (tCllilere(/ \jHl(/'1 Ch.lpcl Hill UnJ\er"'ll) of North C..Iroltn.l Pre ....... 1992 

Sprague Jo,ln r orrc'ler More III/III HO/HlIIg: /./ft'lWlIlI for Womell al/d eluldrt'II Bmlon BUller.lonh 
Archllclure.I(19\ 
-- - I{//..II/~ AI 1/011: A (o/ll{'rellelll/I'l' Approlll Il /fi HOI/I/IIf{ nOml'l/ al/d CI,,/drell/II MfI\\(IIItUlt'1I1 
M.l) 111XX 

A MllllllfI/ 011 / ral/lIl/ollal HOllllllf{ SOo.,[on Women· ... In'-,[lIule lor H(lu~lng and E<:onllml~ 
Del clopment 1 nl , 1 liX/) 

- - - "l'II () C..l."C'" 0\ Tr.ln'lllOn.t1 Hou'lOg Del c1opmenllO So ... lon .. Franck and Ahrenllcn 1 X7-207 

SI,lIllon. CIr/.locth CIO) J / t;1I/\ rel"l alld More ( 1815- 1 8Y7): Rem/I//Ii t'1II't'1 (If I.It;ahellz .litaI/lOI/ Cad\' 
Nl'II York European Publl ... htngC()mp.tn~.IXYX 

Stl·mld .... M,lr~.Ilcl O'Sncn H'/w\ MlIId/ll~ Ihe CllI/drell:' Ne" Y or\... SImon .tno Shu ... le[. 1973 

Sll'lI..Ilt. \\'tllt.1111 R "Sh.lk.er Form ,mo Functlon •. .'ù It(lol Artl Apr. 19h4 0 2f>-]8 

Sllmp ... un. C..Ilh.lnm· R. f-.I"(l Dl'Icr. M.lrlh.t J Ncl ... nn ..Ino Kathr~ B Y.tlf..lk.I .... cd ... WO"'I'II and litt' 

Allia/( 111/ (III' Chlt.l!!(l Thl'l'nn cr"'ll~ (lI Chll<.lg() Pre ...... l'JH() 

T.I~ 11l1. Annt' V/\I01l\ oJ /fltr/1/011\' A SII/d\' 1/1 NlflelL'l'1/11t (I:'II/IIr\' Mllfellartall/IIII O,loro CI.lfCnÙnn 
Prl'''''. Il)X7 

1,1~lllr. B,lIb.lr.t / ",' (/Ild lltl' ,""'1'1\' .Ier/Ili/II'III: S{)(IlI//1111 al/d / eml//l111I /II t"t' Nl/wll'l'lIIh Ct'II//If\', !\Je" 
YPIk. P • .tnlhcnn BllOk. .... Il)~n 

JI/(' /ch'olog\ o{ (;l'lIdt'r il/iiI ('0111111111111\' 117 
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Thomas, JJme .. C "MH:JJJh Burnell .mo the BUllolnt!' at Plca ... lIltl-hll .. AI/IIe/llt'l o .. 't 'lno fl()(\ 70S 

ToI.!, lan .mo Mll:h..!d Wheclel VI0I'/(/ Ne\\ Yurk H.ul11nn) Book" 197X 

Torre, Su .... mJ "A PJ.I.lllcl HI .. to~ .. Torre 10-13 
- - - cd n'011/('1/ 111 AIllt'T1t 1111 An hll,'('llIr," A IIl\lorll al/il ('OII1I'IIII'0rll'" 1'1'''1'''( 11\'" Nl'\\ Y 01 k 
Whltnc) Llbra~ ni Oe"lgn, 1977 

ChI,!;. G Kollef..//I'1IIodl'll/mf..ul ht'I/IWIII, \\'011ll,e10'III III/d Arr IIII,'f..lllrdl'lllllll' :1\'/\1 hl'I/ J-rllllt'lI/),,",·t:III/~ 

uI/d hlll/..IIOl/oli\l1l1l1 /900 1933 Gle .. "en An.lb..! .. \'erIJg, 1l IX 1 

Upton, Ch.lrlc .. W "The Sh.lker UtllplJ " AllI/quel Olt 1470 .sx~-X7 

U S Bure..!lI ni the Cen"u" .","lalnUI III Ahl/r{/( 1 of Iht' U, , .. IW2 Il ~ cd WJ"hlOgtun. D (' 1 lI\C 

U S Oeparlment 01 Hou .. lnt! anô llrb.m De\ elopment, OIIIl'e 01 Pol II:) De\ elopnwnt .mll ]{('w:lI dl, 
Of\ 1!.lon 01 PolIe) Stuole" lYNX NlIIlOlIa/ 'un'(" of Ii/II'II('" for Iht' H01/lt'l/'\\ (W.I .. hll1ghlfl, [) (' ) l\1.11 
19X9 

Umted StJ.te" SenJ.te He(/",,~, h,fore tilt' Su/J/ mrlll/ll/et' 011 HOIII/ll~ IlIlllUrbal/ ,1fflllfl oflh,' ( 011/11/111,'/' 

01lIJall/..IIIl:, H(l1I11I1~ al/d Urban Affll/TI VII/let! S/(II('I Srl/al/' Ollt' IIl/lItlr/'lIllr ('(//I~rl'\ 1 \1'/ ont! \/'\\1/11/ 01/ 

'17ft' NallOl/al Hml\/1/g 1 (/II.: l'or( e Rnul" of lire" R"I'It'1I' of lite Nallon', lI/1uII/I~ 1'0111 \' 1/1/(1 /1/1' /lolIllI/~ 
I.(·adl'TI AllalYI/I of IIU' '/ a!>~ Forc l' '\ 1'/IIdlll~1 and Re('ol11li'l'l/dallol/\ Wo.l .. hmgtoll, li S Pllnt\ll~ 011 1 l'l' , 

Apnl l:! and \4. l~ 

V ... n Vile!. Wlllcm Hou\/ll': /II/cl Nt't~"h(lrh{)(Jd\: '/I//,o,el/(/II (///(11 ",P'fIt (// (0111,,/1111/01/1 Nl'\\ y(ll~ 

GreeO\\ 001.1 Pre., ... 19X7 
- - -, cd n'omen HOII\ln~ al/d COII/II/IIIII1\ HJnt." EnglJnô Gm\ cr PuhlI.,hlng Co \llXX 

Vc.,tbro. Dld. UrbJn Colle(/I\'(' HOIIIIll~ VII/TI III \'wedl'II Stod.holm S\eml-..I InQltlltl', 1(l7lJ 
- - - J)t'w!lopmelll of The Coll,'('/II'l' H(JIII/1/~ VI/I/m Swedt'/1 N p n p , no 
- - - "From Centr.11 Kltchen to COmmllf1lt~ Conpcr.1tlon De\ c!opment 01 (,()Ilc-dl\ (' Ilnll"ll1j! 1\1 
S\\eden" Open HO/I\e IlIIl'fllaIlOlw/: 172 (1Y92) 30-46 

Ville de MontreJ.1 R.1pport du comité de., .. J.n.,-.1bn Ven 11111' {JOlI/Il/III' /l1/III//ll'a/t' pOlir 1,'\ \(1111 ahn 
Montreal .l'fil 19X7 

"Wdr-tlme U!'>e .. lm the Sh.lker ColOnie., .. /lit' Surl'C'\' 15 Del' 1417 3:!5 

--- Ille SI/n'l'\ 20 Apnl. 191H 7 

Wahon, SophIe A((oll/lII(Jdllllll~/l/l'ql/(/"''''', Unulermu/Hol/\tII': S)dne) Allen & l'm\l\1 IllXX 
- - - "Women .md Hou"ing or Femm!"t Hou.,lng An.ll) "1" .. /loill/IIL: SlUrllc'l 1 1 (.I.1n I(IX(,) \-4 

WJ.t<;on. Sophie. and Helen AUlerbur~ HOII\lI/~ al/d 1/00'/(,/I'\\Ilt'\\ London J{ollt1l'dgc ,1110 PJlII Kq!.ln 
19X6 

Wetler, Rlch.lfd. M.lr~ Ann McI.aughlm. "ldhld F.lglh()ur~ ,\(ll'( 11// /1/1/1\11/': NI'N}I A .\,,,,lh'·I/\ /If 
Relt'arc" L'l/dl'f'a~l'1I1() na/e II/ Cal/(/d(/ (OtW\\ ..1) CMIK, Il)XX 

WCI .. m.ln. Lc .. hc K..tne., /)1\( '''''IIUlIIOI/ hv /)"\/~II' A 1'/'IlIUI/\1 ('TI lU/ife of 1111' Mali Madl' 1III'/fOllll/l'/I/ 
Urb.1nJ J.no ChllJgn Linn eN t~ ()I IIhno!" Pre.,." IlJl)2 
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Weil." H G A Modern lJloflU1 1(~)5 I.lOcoln f';ebr.t.,>k..t Unl\er,>Jl) 01 Nebr.t.,>k..t Pre.,." 19(17 

Wckerle, GerOJ J~ "Fr()m Rel uge tll Sen Ice Center The f';clghborhooo,> Thal Support Wnmcn .. VJn VlIct, 
1 (./XX 7-'1'1 

-. Wfl/I/I'II '\ IIlIu\/IIr; l'ro)l'( 1\ III 11r;1I1 ('/11/(/("(11/ Ctlte\ Ot\.1\\ a C..tn..tolan Mortg.!gc .tnu Hou,>mg 
COlpm.ltl()n. Apnl 14~ 
--- ·'('Jnul.1O WOn1en\ H()u'>lng Coopcr.tll\c" C..t,e StUOIC" ln Ph)"lc..t1 ..tnu Socl.t1 Innmatlon" 
Anore" ,100 MIII()~ J()::!-140 

Wckerle GeroJ R ,mo S)hl..t f'.;()\,H: "Dc\c1opmg T\\o Women', Hou"mg Cooper.tll\e," Fr..tOl:k ..tno 

Ahrenl/cn ::!::!.1-::!4::! 
- - - (il'Ilder IIIIIII/oul/llr; III lorOI/lO Toronto In'tllutc on Women ..tnd Work. 1991 

Wekerlc, R Gerd.!, Rebcl'l'.! Peter,>on. ,mu D..t\ Id Morle), co., "'{'W Spm e {(Ir WOllll'1I Boulùer Colomdo 
WC.,\\ IC\\ Pre' ... 19XO 

Wekcrlc, Gen..l.! R ,mo Bdrb..tm MUllhead "C..tn,ldlJ.n Women',> Hou"'lOg ProJecl'" (OIW\\a) CMHC 1991. 

Whlt\\ orth, John MeKeh IC (iod\ Hlul'prtlll\: A SrI/ /Olor;1I al SIl/fil of 1 lira UlOpW1/ 5,"1'('/1 London 

ROlltledge anu Kegan P..tul. 1975 

Whll,nn. Roblc) Ed\\.!rd. cd J hl' SI/II~l'fI, 111'(1 ('t'III1"/{!1 0/ ,""plf/Illal Refll'lllo1/ Ne\\ York PdUI!<,t 
Pre ... '>, I9XJ 

Whll\\ cil. Stcdm..tn E ... q "De,>cnpllon 01 .ln ArchItecturaI \hxicl 1 rom a Dc"'lgn b) Stedm.tn Whlt\\ell. E"q 
flll A l'()mmlllllt~ upon" pnnl'Iplc 01 L'mted Intere<"h,..t., <\dHx:..tleù b~ Robert 0\\ en. E"4" London. IR~O 
CooperaIH'I' COIII/II/I1I11II' l' 1'/111/1 al/(/ ne\( "1'11011\ 1/1'I't';· Pampltletl 1825-1847 Ne\\ York A mo Pre"., . 
Ill?:! 

Wh.l\\ ortho John Ml'Keh le (jo(/'\ 111/11'1'''"/1: A SOl/olor:1I al SIIIlI, of fltree U/OpWll .'1'11\ London. 
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