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Abstract 
 

In 2010, Bureau for Historic Preservation staff undertook a survey of 
post-World War II (1945-1965) suburbs and associated resources in 5 

Montgomery County townships through which State Route 202 runs: 
East Norriton, Whitpain, Lower Gwynedd, Upper Gwynedd, and 
Montgomery.  The project was conducted as part of the mitigation of 

adverse effect resulting from PennDOT‘s earlier improvements to State 
Route 202 (Memorandum of Understanding, agreement #431060).  The 
project consisted of examination of historic aerials (from 1958 and 1965) 

in order to identify and map postwar resources, reconnaissance-level 
survey to document the identified postwar resources, and intensive-level 

survey (completion of an Historic Resource Survey Form) of 2 of the 
identified postwar resources.  In addition, the project resulted in the 
preparation of an historic context for the postwar development of this 

section of Montgomery County.   
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Introduction 
 

In 1990, the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) 
undertook improvements to State Route (SR) 202 in Montgomery County.  

The project resulted in an adverse effect to historic resources.  As part of 
the mitigation of this adverse effect PennDOT entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Pennsylvania Historical 

and Museum Commission‘s Bureau for Historic Preservation (PHMC-
BHP), MOU #431060.  The MOU stipulated that PennDOT would fund a 
survey of post-World War II (postwar) resources in a five-township area 

along the SR 202 corridor in central Montgomery County: East Norriton, 
Whitpain, Lower Gwynedd, Upper Gwynedd, and Montgomery Townships 

(Figure 1 and 2).   
 
The survey involved several components: examination of available 

historic aerials (from 1958 and 1965) to identify and map (in GIS) 
residential developments and associated resources (e.g. shopping 

centers, churches, schools, parks, industrial parks, etc.), preliminary 
background research to provide an understanding of Montgomery 
County‘s postwar development, and a reconnaissance-level (―windshield‖) 

survey of all resources identified from the historic aerials.  From these 
data, two postwar subdivisions were chosen for an intensive-level survey 
that included in-depth documentary research, photo-documentation, and 

oral history interviews.  In addition, the project resulted in the 
development of an historic context for Montgomery County‘s postwar 

development.   These components, along with a discussion of the 
methodology and recommendations for further work are included in this 
report. 

  
This project could not have been possible without the combined efforts of 
BHP staff and interns.  BHP National Register Coordinator Carol Lee 

served as project manager; Cheryl Nagle, former intern Jessica Lane, and 
Keith Heinrich did preliminary research on the project area; Keith 

Heinrich conducted the preliminary map research and created GIS 
project maps, conducted survey, compiled the report, created all report 
figures, and copy-edited the report; Cheryl Nagle prepared the Historic 

Resource Survey Form for Graystone Farms and created the inventory for 
Broad Axe Village; April Frantz conducted survey and prepared the 

Historic Resource Survey form for Broad Axe Village; and Ken Wolensky 
prepared the historic context statement for the project area.      
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Methodology 
 

Mapping Methodology 

The goal of the mapping was twofold: 1) to identify all postwar 
subdivisions in the five township area and 2) to identify any related 
postwar development that could be discerned from the historic aerials.  

In terms of identifying all postwar subdivisions in the project area, BHP 
staff looked for both the prototypical planned postwar suburban 
residential developments (curvilinear streets, limited number of house 

plans, uniform setbacks, etc.), as well as more haphazard residential 
developments (often small clusters of postwar houses on lots subdivided 

from a large landholding, such as a farm).  The former were fairly easy to 
identify on the historic aerials; the latter could sometimes be identified 
from the aerials alone, but sometimes required background research 

since there were no easily identifiable attributes, such as curvilinear 
streets.  The identification of related development (e.g. shopping centers, 

industrial parks, schools, etc.) from the aerials was difficult since it was 
nearly impossible to identify function from the aerials; fieldwork and 
documentary research seem the most appropriate ways to identify this 

type of development.     
  
Using ESRI‘s ArcMap program, BHP staff mapped the five township 

project area and overlaid it on USGS Topographic Maps.  Staff then 
added the road and rail networks to the map and created two layers, one 

representing resources from the 1950s and the other representing 
resources from the 1960s.  The attribute table for each layer consisted of 
a computer-generated unique identifier for each feature, a description of 

the type of feature, a secondary ID number (used to label the features, 
making the map easier to read), the file name for the historic aerial on 
which the subdivision appeared (from the PennPilot website for 1958 

aerials and from the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission for 
1965 aerials), and a comment field (for subdivision name and any 

additional information).  Using the editor toolbar, staff created features 
for each subdivision identified from the historic aerials.  The projection 
used was Pennsylvania State Plane South 1983 North American Datum 

(NAD).   
 

To identify subdivisions that were built in the 1950s, staff downloaded 
historic aerials from http://www.pennpilot.psu.edu; all of the 1950s 
aerials for the project area townships date to 1958.  Since the survey 

project focused on only the period from 1945 to 1965, staff contacted the 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) to obtain 1965 
aerials of the area: this service is provided by DVRPC for a fee.  

PennPilot‘s aerials dated to 1971 and it was felt that, due to the rate of 
development in the project area, using these aerials would introduce 

http://www.pennpilot.psu.edu/
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numerous subdivisions that post-dated the period under consideration.  
In addition, DVRPC provided an index for the 1965 aerials: essentially a 

grid showing the location covered by each aerial.  The index made 
identifying subdivisions and their location much easier.  

 
The 1950s aerials were examined systematically, making sure to cover 
the entire five township area.  This methodology may seem overly 

rigorous since many of the subdivisions are easily discernible on the 
USGS Topographic Map; however, it was helpful in identifying the 
smaller, unplanned subdivisions.  Staff also examined the 1960s aerials 

systematically, using the index as a guide.  In all cases, staff double-
checked the postwar resources identified against earlier aerials (1942 

aerials from PennPilot).  The figures that follow provide an example of 
how the historical aerials were examined (Figure 3, 4, and 5).  Once the 
mapping was completed, the maps were printed out and used to guide 

the fieldwork.   
 

Survey Methodology 

 Reconnaissance Level Survey 

As with the mapping, the purpose of the fieldwork was twofold: 1) to 
perform reconnaissance level survey of the subdivisions identified from 

the historic aerials and 2) to identify associated postwar resources that 
could not be identified from the historic aerials, such as schools, 

hospitals, shopping centers, churches, industrial parks, etc.  To begin 
the project, staff contacted the county and township offices to introduce 
the project, to note anticipated survey dates (and surveyors), and to 

request any pertinent information.  Preliminary research was also 
conducted at the Montgomery County Planning Commission office.   
 

Staff visited each subdivision identified on the maps and completed a 
brief ―Survey Field Card‖ (Figure 6).  The field card included information 

such as name of the subdivision (if known), municipality, unique 
identifier from the GIS map, subdivision street names, house 
types/styles/materials/etc., and settings/amenities.  The latter two 

categories were meant to describe the general characteristics of the 
subdivision.  In other words, they are not an exhaustive list, but a list of 

the predominant characteristics.  Furthermore, settings/amenities 
included attributes such as sidewalks, landscaping, etc., as well as 
attributes like nearby schools, hospitals, shopping centers, etc.  The 

survey card also included space for a site plan of the subdivision (a  
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pencil sketch) and a photo list, as well as date and surveyor, further 
study/potential, and associated key numbers or other codes.   

 
Representative photos of each subdivision were taken and keyed to the 

site plans; all photos were taken from the public right-of-way.  
Photographs were not taken if taking them would be unsafe (e.g. small 
subdivisions along major roads without sidewalks) or would involve 

trespassing on private property.       
 

Intensive Level Survey 

  

The purpose of the intensive level survey was to produce historic 

resource survey forms (HRSFs) for both Broad Axe Village and Graystone 
Manor (Figures 7 and 8).  The intensive-level survey included both 
additional fieldwork and in-depth research at various research 

repositories.  Fieldwork included visits to the subdivisions both to take 
additional photographs and to establish contacts with long-time 

residents.  Based on tax records, staff pinpointed likely long-term 
residents and attempted to contact them by leaving letters at their 
property (Appendix A).  These visits led to two oral history interviews, one 

for each subdivision. 
 
The in-depth research was conducted at the Montgomery County 

Historical Society, at the Wissahickon Valley Public Library‘s Whitpain 
Township Branch, and at the Whitpain Township building.  The local 

Historical Society of Whitpain Township was also contacted; however, it 
did not appear to have any information on the township‘s postwar 
development.  In addition, staff reviewed several local and regional 

newspapers from the 1950s for any news coverage of the developments 
or advertisements for them and for information on the kind of 
development taking place in the region generally.  Back issues of the 

Philadelphia Inquirer were reviewed online and back issues of the Ambler 
Gazette and the Norristown Times-Herald were reviewed using the 

Pennsylvania State Library‘s microfilm collection.  Based on limited deed 
research (tracing deeds back to the period prior to subdivision) and 

internet searches, the architects, developers, and realtors were identified.  
Attempts to contact them were made.          
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 Survey Results 
 

Reconnaissance-Level Survey 

For the five-township project area, a total of 71 postwar subdivisions 
were surveyed, 45 dating to the 1950s and 26 dating to the 1960s 
(Figure 9).  In many cases, 1960s subdivisions appeared to be merely 

extensions of the earlier developments.  Aside from these 71 postwar 
subdivisions, two possible associated office/industrial parks and 1 
school, Wissahickon High School, were identified.  All three of these 

resources dated to the 1960s.   
 

Generally, postwar development clustered in the southernmost 
townships of Whitpain and East Norriton, close to the population centers 
of Norristown and Ambler Boroughs.  There were also several 

developments near Ambler Borough in Lower Gwynedd Township.  A 
small cluster of subdivisions was located just east of North Wales 

Borough in Upper Gwynedd Township. 
 
The results for the reconnaissance-level survey of each municipality 

follow.             
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Montgomery Township 

1950s 

Five 1950s subdivisions were identified in Montgomery Township (Figure 
10; Table 1).  These subdivisions tended to cluster in the western half of 
the township, close to Lansdale Borough. 

 
The majority of the subdivisions appear to exhibit minimal or no 
planning and none had sidewalks or entrance signs.  Setbacks are 

generally uniform and styles include ranch, Cape Cod, minimal 
traditional, split levels, and some two-story houses; the ranch style 

appears to predominate.  A variety of materials—including stone veneer, 
aluminum/vinyl siding, and brick—are present in these subdivisions 
(Figures 11 and 12).    
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Map 

# Municipality 

Resource 

Name 

Street 

Names 

House 

Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

1 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 

Bridle Path 
Road; 

Lantern 
Lane Ranch  

 Stone 
veneer 

(original 
around 

entrance 
areas); vinyl 

or 
aluminum 

siding; 
prominent 

stone 
chimneys  no  no  

Appears 
unplanned  Uniform  None  

New 
elementary 

school at end 

of Bridle Path 
lane; new (ca. 
2000) houses 
on south side 

of Bridle Path 
Lane  

2 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 

Vilsmeier 

Road; 
Morningside 

Drive; 
Thomas 

Road; 
Lansdale 
Avenue; 

Pecan Drive; 

Beechwood 
Drive; 

Sycamore 
Drive  

Ranch; other 
styles from a 
range of time 

periods.  Various  no  no  

Some streets 

appear 
planned, 

others appear 
to have 

developed in a 
more 

haphazard 
manner.  various  

Entrance to 
Montgomery 

County 
Natural Area 

on Pecan 
Drive; 

however, it 
likely 

postdates 
the houses  

Near Knapp 
Elementary 

School  

3 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 
North Wales 

Road 
 Minimal 

traditional 
Stone 

facade  no  no  
Appears 

unplanned  Uniform  None  N/A  

4 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

See Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 

5 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 
North Wales 

Road 
 Ranch, Cape 

Cod various  no  no  
Appears 

unplanned  Uniform  None  N/A  

6 

Montgomery 
Township; 

Upper 

Gwynedd 
Township; 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

Stump Road; 
Welsh Road; 
Swedesford 

Road; 
Gwynedd 

View Road; 
Winding 

Drive 

 Split-levels 

and ranches 

Various; 
includes 

some 
original 

brick and 
stone 

veneers  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 

planned  Uniform  None  

East side of 
Rose Lane is 

#8 on map of 
1960s 

subdivisions 
in Lower 

Gwynedd   

Table 1: 1950s resources identified in Montgomery 
Township. 
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1960s 

Five 1960s subdivisions and one possible office/industrial park were identified 
in Montgomery Township (Figure 13; Table 2).  These subdivisions, like their 

counterparts from the 1950s, tend to cluster in the western half of the 
township, close to Lansdale Borough.  Several of these subdivisions also 
appear to be extensions of the earlier developments. 

 
All of the subdivisions appear to have been either unplanned or minimally 
planned and none features sidewalks or signage.  Setbacks are generally 

uniform and styles include minimal traditional and ranch, with other styles 
mixed in (including more ―modern‖ styles).  As with the 1950s subdivisions, the 

ranch seems to predominate.  A variety of materials, including stone veneer, 
are present in these subdivisions (Figures 14 and 15).     
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Figure 13: 7.5 minute  USGS topographic map showing  Montgomery 
Township  and l ocation of  1960s r esources . 1950s resources are shown 
for reference . 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned?  Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

1 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 

Bridle Path 
Road; Taylor 

Road 

Minimal 
traditional; 

ranch  

Various; 
stone 

veneer on 
facades  no  no  

Appears 
unplanned  Uniform  

Near new 

elementary 
school on 

Bridle Path 
Road  

Adjacent to 
1950s 

development 
(#1 on 1950s 

map); these 
houses front 

on Taylor 
Street  

2 

Montgomery 

Township N/A 

Line Street; 
West Lawn 

Avenue; 
Bonnie Lane; 

East Lawn 
Avenue; 

Eagle Lane; 
Horsham 

Road 

Ranches, but 
other styles are 

present  Various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 

planned  

Fairly 

uniform  

Pathway 
connects to 

new 
elementary 
school on 

Bridle Path 

Road  

Roads appear 
on 1965 

aerial, but few 

houses 

3 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 

Lansdale 
Avenue; 

Meadowood 

Drive; 
Knollwood 

Drive 

Ranch, but 

other ―modern‖ 
styles are 
present  Various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  None  

This area is 
starting to be 

developed: 

road patterns 
in place, but 
few houses 

4 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 
North Wales 

Road 

 Minimal 
traditional; 

ranch Various  no  no  
Appears 

unplanned  
Fairly 

uniform  None  N/A  

5 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 
North Wales 

Road 

Minimal 
traditional; 

ranch  Various  no  no  
Appears 

unplanned  
Fairly 

uniform  None  N/A  

6 
Montgomery 

Township N/A 
Bethlehem 

Pike 

 At one time 
this was likely 

an office or 
industrial 

park; buildings 
are low-rise 

utilitarian and 
have no style 

Appears to 
be stucco or 

concrete  no  no  N/A  
Large 

setback  
Large 

parking lots  

This does not 
appear on the 
1958 aerial; 

possibly an 
office park; 

appears 
highly altered 

Table 2: 1960s resources identified in Montgomery Township. 



20 
 

 

Figure 14:  Typical ranch, along Knollwood Drive in Montgomery 

Township. 

Figure 15:  Typical houses, fronting on Taylor Street in 

Montgomery Township. 
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Upper and Lower Gwynedd Townships  

For ease of mapping and report preparation, Upper and Lower Gwynedd 
Townships are treated as a single unit. 

 
 1950s 

19 1950s subdivisions were identified in Upper and Lower Gwynedd 
Townships, 9 in Upper Gwynedd Township and 10 in Lower Gwynedd 
Township (Figure 16; Table 3).  Development in Upper Gwynedd 

Township tended to cluster around North Wales Borough with a couple 
of resources in the northwest portion of the township.  Development in 

Lower Gwynedd Township, on the other hand, was more spread out with 
very little in the center.  
 

The vast majority of the subdivisions appear to exhibit minimal planning; 
however, there a few that do exhibit planning, 2 in Lower Gwynedd 

Township and 1 in Upper Gwynedd Township.  Sidewalks and signs are 
absent from all subdivisions surveyed.  Setbacks are generally uniform 
and styles include minimal traditional, ranch, split-level, Cape Cod, and 

two-story, including Colonial Revival; split-levels appear to predominate.  
A variety of materials—including stone veneer, brick, stucco, 
aluminum/vinyl/wood siding—are present in these subdivisions.  A few 

subdivisions feature integrated or attached garages or carports (Figures 
17 and 18).  
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

4 

Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

Lakeview 
Drive; Welsh 

Road; Ivy 
Lane; Elbow 

Lane 

 Minimal 
traditional; 

other—

distinctive 
saltbox/shed 

roofs that 
slope over 

carports 

Brick upper area on 

façade, vinyl siding  no  no  

Appears 
somewhat 

planned  Uniform  None  

Near Upper 
Gwynedd 

Rexdale Park  

5 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 
See Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

See 
Montgomery 

Township 

6 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

See 

Montgomery 
Township 

 See 

Montgomery 
Township 

7 

Upper 

Gwynedd 
Township; 
Lansdale 
Borough N/A 

North Wales 
Road; 

Marlyns 

Lane; Weber 
Road; 

Hancock 
Road  

  
Ranches; 

split-levels;  Brick  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned  

 Fairly 
uniform 

Some 

carports (for 
the ranch 

style 
houses); 

split-levels 
have 

integrated 
garages.  

 Penbrook 
School is south 

of Hancock; 
houses to the 

east date to the 
1970s. 

8 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

Evans Road; 
Meetinghouse 

Road N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  

Not surveyed; 
just a few 

houses that 

appeared to 
develop 

independently 
of one 

another.   

9 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

McKean 

Road; 
Wooded Pond 
Road; Warren 
Road; Welsh 

Road   Split-level 

Stone veneer on some; 
most clad in newer 

materials  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 

planned  

Fairly 

uniform  None  

Warren now 
ends in cul-de-

sac of large 

modern houses; 
industrial/office 

complex is 
across 

McKean.  

Table 3: 1950s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 
Gwynedd Townships. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

10 

Lower 
Gwynedd 
Township; 

Horsham 
Township N/A 

Tennis 
Avenue; 
Llewellyn 

Road; 
Annasmead 
Road; Baker 

Road; 

Llanfair 
Road; 

Wyndon 
Road; Lloyd 

Road; Oak 
Terrace 
Drive; 

Lawrence 

Lane; Beverly 
Road  Split-level  Stone veneer; brick  no  no  

Appears 

minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  

Integrated 
garages  

South of SR 63, 
the split-levels 
have distinctive 

pyramidal 
roofs  

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

11 

  

 
 
 
 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Valley Forge 

Road; Jacks 
Lane; 

Clearbrook 
Road; 

Clearview 
Road; Geyer 

Road 

 Cape Cod; 
ranch; split-
level; other Various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform by 

street   None 

Clearbrook 
Road north of 
Geyer Road 

ends in a cul-
de-sac of newer 

large homes 

12 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Church 
Road; Becker 

Road; 
Sumneytown 

Pike; 
Kneedler 

Road 

Two story 
colonial 

revival; split-
levels 

predominate  various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  None  

Large 
apartment 

building across 
Church Road 
appears later  

13 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Sumneytown 
Pike; Upper 
Valley Road; 

Hibbert 

Road; Croft 
Road; Letitia 
Lane; Valley 

Road 

Split-levels 
predominate; 
other styles 

present  Various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned   

 Fairly 
uniform None  

On south side 

of Sumneytown 
Pike is 

Gwynedd 
Manor  

14 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township; 

Towamencin 
Township N/A 

Valley Forge 
Road; 

General Nash 
Drive; 

Garfield 
Avenue 

Split-level; 

two-story; 
one-story  Various  no  no  

Appears 

minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  None  

Heavy recent 
development 

surrounds 11, 
14, and 15  

15 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Park Road; 
Broad Street  N/A N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  

Not surveyed; 

houses  
appeared to 

develop 
independently.  

Table 3: 1950s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 

Gwynedd Townships. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

16 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township 

Gwynedd 
Manor 

Sumneytown 
Pike; Manor 

Road 

 Large houses 
at western 
entrance; 

split-level; 
two-story 
colonial 

elsewhere Various  no  no 

Appears 
minimally 
planned  Various  None 

Could not 
discern on 

aerials; found 
through 

historical 
research  

17 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township 

Gwynedd 
Acres 

Meadowbrook 
Road; White 
Oak Road; 
Oakland 

Place; 
Sumneytown 

Pike 
Two-story; 
split-level  Various  no  no  

Appears 
minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  None  N/A  

18 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Plymouth 
Road; 

Latchstring 

Lane; Surrey 
Drive 

 Large modern 
houses; a few 

modest homes 
on Latchstring Various  no  no  

Appears 

minimally 
planned    Various None  

Modern large 

homes have 
been developed 

here, 
outnumbering 

earlier, modest 
homes  

19 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Evans Road; 
Sunset Drive;   N/A N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  

 Not surveyed; 

just a few 
houses that 
appeared to 

develop 

independently 
of one another.  

20 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Mount 

Pleasant 
Avenue; 

Cedar Lane; 
Montgomery 

Road; 
Bethlehem 

Pike; Roberts 
Road; Vista 

Road; Merrill 
Road; 

Hamilton 
Road; Alene 

Road; Judie 
Lane.  

Predominantly 

minimal 
traditional 
with split-
level, Cape 

Cod, and 2 
story mixed in 

Brick, Stone veneer, 

aluminum/vinyl 
siding, stucco no no 

Appears 
planned Uniform 

Some 

attached 
garages N/A 

21 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

West Avenue; 
Mansion 
Avenue; 
Pershing 

Road N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Demolished 

Table 3: 1950s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 
Gwynedd Townships. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

22 

Lower 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Knight Road; 
Houston 

Road; Foulke 

Avenue; 
Hoover 

Avenue; Pen 
Ambler Road  

Mixed: 
minimal 

traditional, 2-

story gambrel-
roofed, split-
level, Cape 

Cod 

Brick, stucco, 
aluminum/vinyl 

siding, stone veneer no no 
Appears 

unplanned Uniform 

Across from 
a school 
complex 

(not on 
topographic 

map); 
church 

included in 
the 

subdivision; 
some 

attached 
and some 
detached 
garages  

Houses begin to 
appear on 1942 

aerial   

23 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Knight Road; 
Houston 

Road; Norma 

Road; Marion 
Avenue 

Ranch, Cape 
Cod 

Brick, stone veneer, 

aluminum/vinyl/wood 
siding no no 

Appears 
planned Uniform 

Church 
included in 

subdivision; 
firehouse 
nearby; 
some 

attached 
garages and 

carports, 
some 

detached 
garages N/A 

 
 Table 3: 1950s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 

Gwynedd Townships. 
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Figure 17:  Typical ranch houses, along Marion Avenue 

in Lower Gwynedd Township. 

Figure 18:  Typical split-level, along Alena Road in Lower 

Gwynedd Township 



 28 

1960s 
   

10 1960s subdivisions were identified in Upper and Lower Gwynedd 
Townships, 4 in Upper Gwynedd Township and 5 in Lower Gwynedd 

Township (Figure 19; Table 4).  In addition to these subdivisions, one 
resource in Upper Gwynedd Township (15) appears to have been an 
office/industrial park (demolished) and one resource in Lower Gwynedd 

Township (16) is a school, Wissahickon High School (extant).  As was the 
case with 1960s subdivisions in Montgomery Township, the majority of 
1960s subdivisions in Upper and Lower Gwynedd Townships were 

extensions of earlier 1950s subdivisions.  
 

Of the resources that were surveyed—4 of the subdivisions identified 
from the aerials were not surveyed because they consisted of just a few 
houses that appeared to have developed independently of each other and 

2 were not surveyed because they were merely extensions of an earlier 
subdivision (Gwynedd Acres)—all appear to have been planned to some 

degree, only two have sidewalks, and only one has a sign.  Setbacks are 
generally uniform and styles include split-levels, ranches, two-story 
houses, and very few Cape Cods; split-levels predominate.  A variety of 

materials—including brick, stucco, wood/aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 
siding—are present in the subdivisions.  Split-levels tended to be brick 
on the bottom with siding above.  Two subdivisions featured attached 

garages (Figures 20 and 21).   
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Map # Municipality 
Res. 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

7 

Upper 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Wheaton 

Lane; 
Grannery 

Lane; 

Hunter 
Lane; 

Hancock 
Road; 

Hancock 
Place Split-levels  

Brick lower 
levels; 

aluminum/vinyl 

siding upper 
levels  yes  no  

Appears 

minimally 
planned  

Fairly 
uniform  None  

This area is 

starting to be 
developed, the 
road pattern is 
in place, but 

there are few 
houses 

8 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Welsh 
Road; 

Winding 
Drive; 

Gwynedd 
View Road  Ranch Various  no  no  

Appears 

minimally 
planned   

Fairly 
uniform  None 

Extension of #6 
on Montgomery 

Township 
1950s map; 

Oxford Park (a 
public park) 

lies to the east 
  

9 

Lower 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Meetinghouse 
Road  N/A  N/A  N/A   N/A   N/A  N/A  N/A  

Not surveyed; 

just a few 
houses that 
appeared to 

develop 

independently 
of one 

another.   

10 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Britt Road; 
Swedesford 

Road N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  

Not surveyed; 
just a few 

houses that 
appeared to 

develop 
independently 

of one 
another.   

11 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township 

Gwynedd 
Acres 

Meadowbrook 
Road; Jenkins 

Lane 
See #17 from 

1950s  
 See #17 from 

1950s  

See #17 
from 

1950s   

 See #17 
from 

1950s  

See #17 
from 

1950s   
 See #17 

from 1950s  

 See #17 
from 

1950s  

This is an 
extension of 

Gwynedd Acres 

 12 

Upper 
Gwynedd 

Township 
Gwynedd 

Acres 

Meadowbrook 
Road; 

Oakland Place 
See #17 from 

1950s   

See #17 from 

1950s   

See #17 
from 

1950s   

See #17 
from 

1950s   

See #17 
from 

1950s   

See #17 
from 

1950s   

See #17 
from 

1950s   

This is an 
extension of 

Gwynedd 

Acres  

13 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Sunset 
Drive; 

Forrest 
Drive 

 

 
N/A  

 

 
N/A  

 
N/A  

 

 
N/A  

 

 
N/A    

 
N/A  

 
N/A  

Not surveyed; a 
few houses 

that appeared 

to develop 
independently 

Table 4: 1960s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 

Gwynedd Townships. 
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Map # Municipality 
Res. 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback 

Other 
Amenities Comments 

14 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township N/A 

Hays 
Lane; 
Davis 

Road; 
Marie 
Road; 
Judie 

Lane 

Split-levels 
predominate, 

some ranch 

Split-level--brick 

first floor, 
vinyl/aluminum/

wood siding 
second floor; 

ranch--brick no no 

Appears 

planned Uniform 

Some 
attached 

garages N/A 

15 

Upper 
Gwynedd 
Township N/A 

Morris 
Road N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  

This area does 
not appear on 

the 1958 

aerial; possibly 
an industrial 

park.  
DEMOLISHED 

16 

Lower 
Gwynedd 

Township 

Wiss. 
High 

School 

Dager 
Road; 

Houston 

Road N/A  Brick  yes  yes  N/A  N/A  

Playing 
fields and 

tennis 

courts  

Should be 
evaluated 
under the 
schools 

context.  

17 

Lower 

Gwynedd 
Township; 

Upper Dublin 
Township N/A 

Bethlehem 
Pike; 

Johns 
Lane; 

Kenilworth 
Lane; 

Gwyn 
Maple 
Drive; 

Susquehanna 

Road; 
Tennis 
Avenue 

split-levels 
and ranches 
predominate, 
1 Cape Cod 

Brick, 
vinyl/aluminum/
asbestos siding, 

stucco no no 
Appears 
planned Uniform 

Some 
attached 
garages 

Some modern 
infill 

construction 

Table 4: 1960s Resources Identified in Upper and Lower 
Gwynedd Townships. 
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Figure 20:  Typical split-level, along Gwyn Maple Drive in 

Lower Gwynedd Township.  

Figure 21:  Typical ranches, along Kenilworth Lane in 

Lower Gwynedd Township.  
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Whitpain Township 

1950s 

12 1950s subdivisions were identified in Whitpain Township (Figure 22; 
Table 5).  These subdivisions tended to cluster in the center of the 
township, likely due to the proximity of Ambler Borough to the Northeast 

and Norristown Borough to the South.   
 
The vast majority of the subdivisions appear to have been planned, but 

most had no sidewalks and none had entrance signs.  Garages were 
common (integrated, attached, and detached), but some detached 

garages may postdate the subdivisions.  All houses were set back from 
the street and split-levels predominated.  Ranch, Cape Cod, minimal 
traditional, and contemporary were also present in several subdivisions.  

In addition, several subdivisions featured two-story homes.  Materials 
included brick, stone veneer, aluminum/vinyl/asbestos/wood siding, 

stucco, possible half-timbering veneer.  For the split-levels, the first floor 
was generally brick or permastone, with siding on the second floor 
(unsure if it is original) (Figures 23 and 24).     
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback  

Other 
Amenities Comments 

24 

Whitpain 

Township N/A 

Plymouth 
Road; 
Morris 

Road 

Cape Cod, 
ranch, minimal 

traditional 

Brick veneer, 
aluminum/vinyl siding, 

stucco no no 

Appears 

unplanned Yes 

Some 
attached 

garages  N/A 

25 
Whitpain 
Township 

Mercer Hill 
Village 

Morris 
Road; 

Mercer Hill 
Road; Gillin 
Road; Betsy 

Lane  Split-level 

Brick, brick with stone 
veneer on 1st floor; 

aluminum/vinyl siding, 
stucco on upper story no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Integrated 
garages N/A  

26 
Whitpain 
Township N/A 

Penllyn 
Blue Bell 

Pike; Holly 

Road; 
Barby Road 

Split-level, 

ranch, minimal 
traditional 

Brick, stone veneer 
(mimics local stone found 

in the area), 
aluminum/vinyl siding, 

predominate; some wood 
siding is present no no 

Appears 

somewhat 
planned Yes 

Attached 
garages N/A  

27 

Whitpain 
Township; 

Whitemarsh 

Township 

Greystone 

Manor 

Detwiler 

Lane; 
Gordon 
Road; 
Jefron 

Road; 
Greystone 

Road; 
Paddock 

Road Butler 
Pike 

Plymouth 
Road; 

Latchstring 
Lane; 
Surrey 

Drive 

South of Jefron 
Lane: 

contemporary; 
north of Jefron 
Lane: minimal 

traditional 

South of Jefron Lane: 

aluminum/vinyl siding, 
stone veneer, half-

timbering (veneer?), brick, 
stucco; north of Jefron 

Lane: brick first story, 
aluminum/vinyl siding 
upper story; one stucco 

example no no 

Appears 

planned Yes 

Curbing is 
present; 

some 
attached 

carports 
(some have 

been 
enclosed) 

south of 
Jefron Lane; 

possible 
related 

apartment 
complex 

(Greystone 

Court)  N/A 

28 

Whitpain 

Township 

Meadowlands 

Manor 

Skippack 
Pike; 

Ardway 
Road; 

Crestline 
Drive; 

Parkwood 

Road Split-level 

Stone veneer, brick on 
first floor; 

aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 

siding on upper level no no 

Appears 

planned Yes N/A  N/A 

Table 5: 1950s Resources Identified in Whitpain Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback  

Other 
Amenities Comments 

29 
Whitpain 
Township N/A 

Wagon 
Road; 

Rabbit Run 

Road; 
Skippack 

Pike; Valley 
Road; 

Union 
Meeting 
Road; 

Midway 

Lane; Stony 
Brook 

Drive; Blue 
Rock Lane; 

Sunset 
Drive 

2 story homes 

predominate, 
but there are 
some split-
levels and 

minimal 
traditional 

Two story homes: Stone 

(possible veneer made to 
resemble gneiss), 

aluminum/vinyl siding, 
clapboard;  others feature 

the same types of 
materials  

Some 
sidewalks no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Lots of 

landscaping 
(historic ?); 
integrated 

and 

attached 
garages  N/A 

30 
Whitpain 
Township 

Broad Axe 
Village 

Skippack 
Pike; Ivy 

Road; 
Whitpain 

Drive; 
Meade 

Road; 
Butler Pike 

2-story houses, 
some with 
porch over 

entry (some 
enclosed) and 
garage, some 
with no porch 

and attached 
garage  

Stone, aluminum/vinyl 
siding no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Landscaping 

(historic ?); 
attached 
garages; 
possible 

associated 
shopping 

center 
(Broad Axe 

Shopping 
Center) 

Road network 

seems to 
appear on 

1942 aerial; 
some garages 

have been 
expanded to 

hold two cars; 
chosen for 

intensive 
survey. 

31 
Whitpain 
Township N/A 

Yost Road; 

Pulaski 
Drive;  

Sullivan 
Drive; 

Muhlenberg 
Drive; 

Clearview 
Road; 

Stirling 
Way; 

Lafayette 
Way 

Split-levels 
predominate  

Brick, 
asbestos/aluminum/other 

siding, stone veneer, 
stucco no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
detached 
garages N/A  

32 

Whitpain 
Township DeKalb Park 

DeKalb 
Pike; Pine 

Street; 
Walnut 

Street; Jolly 
Road; 

Spruce 
Street Split-level 

Brick or stone veneer on 

first floor; vinyl siding on 
second floor no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
detached 
garages, 

some 
integrated 
garages; 

near church 

school (St. 
Helena) N/A  

Table 5: 1950s Resources Identified in Whitpain Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback  

Other 
Amenities Comments 

33 
Whitpain 
Township N/A 

Penllyn 
Blue Bell 

Pike; Manor 

Lane; 
Deaver 
Drive Split-level 

Brick, brick with stone 

veneer on first floor; 
aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 

siding on upper story no no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
detached 
garages 

Construction 
is evident on 

the aerial, but 
not complete 
until 1965 

34 
Whitpain 
Township 

Center 
Square 
Green 

Arlington 
Road; Erbs 
Mill Road; 

Vernon 

Road; 
Chalk 

Avenue Split-level 

Brick first floor 

predominates; 
aluminum/vinyl siding on 

second floor no no 
Appears 
planned Yes N/A  N/A 

35 
Whitpain 
Township 

Mermaid 
Estates 

Sheffield 

Drive; 
Netherwood 

Drive; 

Surrey 
Drive; 

Greenbriar 
Drive; 

Sherwood 
Drive; 

Larchwood 
Drive; 

Township 
Line Road Split-level 

Brick, stone veneer on the 
first floor; 

asbestos/vinyl/aluminum 
siding on top no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
detached 
garages 

(date 
unknown)  N/A 

Table 5: 1950s Resources Identified in Whitpain Township. 
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Figure 23:  Typical split-levels, along Mercer Hill Road in 

Whitpain Township. 

Figure 24:  Split-levels, along Pulaski Drive in Whitpain 

Township. 
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1960s 

6 1960s subdivisions were identified in Whitpain Township (Figure 
25; Table 6); four of them adjoined or appeared to be extensions of 

earlier 1950s subdivisions.  All of them either abutted or were 
located south of Route 73, the Skippack Pike, closer to Norristown 
Borough than to Ambler Borough.  Sidewalks were rare in these 

subdivisions (in only one subdivision) and no subdivisions had 
entrance signs. 
 

Each subdivision featured houses set back from the street and 
garages (either integrated, attached, or detached).  As with the 

1950s subdivisions, split-levels predominated, but there were some 
minimal traditionals and ranches.  No two-story houses were 
present.  Materials included brick, stone veneer, 

aluminum/vinyl/asbestos siding and some stucco.  Split-levels 
were generally stone or brick on the first floor with siding above 

(Figures 26 and 27). 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

18 

Whitpain 

Township 

Meadowlands 

Manor 

Hunter Drive; 
Crestline 

Drive; 

Meadowbrook 
Road; 

Parkwood 
Road; Ardway 

Road Split-level 

Brick, stone veneer first 
floor; 

aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 

siding on second floor no no 

Appears 

planned Yes 

Some 
integrated 

garages N/A 

19 
Whitpain 
Township 

DeKalb 
Farms 

DeKalb Pike; 

Cherry Lane; 
McKelvey 

Lane; 
Cleveland 

Road; Grant 
Avenue; 
Jackson 
Avenue 

Split-levels 

predominate, 
some 

minimal 
traditional 

Split-level--brick, stone 

veneer first floor, 
aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 
siding second floor, some 

have been completely 

sided; minimal 
traditional--

aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 
siding, stone veneer no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
attached 
garages N/A 

20 
Whitpain 
Township 

Canterbury 
Park 

Penllyn Blue 
Bell Pike; 

Midway Lane; 
Laurence 

Drive; Johns 
Road; 

Rosemarie 
Lane; Doans 
Way; Valley 

Road 

Split-levels 
predominate, 
some ranch 

Split-level--brick, stone 

veneer first floor, 
vinyl/aluminum/asbestos 

siding second floor; 
ranch--brick no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
integrated 
garages N/A 

21 

Whitpain 
Township 

Whitpain 
Woods 

North Wales 
Road; Pulaski 
Drive; Mauck 
Road; LaSalle 

Road; Yost 
Road; Cortez 

Road Split-level 

Brick, stone veneer first 

floor, 
aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 

siding second floor yes no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Integrated 
garages N/A 

Table 6: 1960s Resources in Whitpain Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

22 
Whitpain 
Township N/A 

Township 
Line Road; 
Clearview 

Avenue;  
Thayer Drive; 

Erbs Mill 
Road; Sylvan 

Drive; Daws 
Road; 

Woodford 
Way; Daws 

Drive; 
Lafayette 

Way; 
Arlington 

Road; Swede 
Road Split-level 

Prick first floor, 
asbestos/aluminum/vinyl 

siding second floor; some 
stone veneer and stucco no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
integrated, 

some 

attached 
garages N/A 

23 
Whitpain 
Township 

Blue Bell 
Manor 

Granary 

Road; Bolton 
Place; 

Stenton 
Avenue; 

Penllyn Blue 
Bell Pike; 
Wyndrise 

Drive; Deaver 

Drive; Manor 
Lane; Topton 

Place Split-level 

Brick, stone veneer first 

floor, 
aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 

siding second floor no no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
detached 
garages, 

some 
attached 
garages N/A 

Table 6: 1960s Resources in Whitpain Township. 
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Figure 26:  Typical split-levels, along Laurence Drive in 

Whitpain Township. 

Figure 27:  Typical split-levels, along Mauck Road in 

Whitpain Township. 
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East Norriton Township 

1950s 

10 1950s subdivisions were identified in East Norriton Township 
(Figure 28; Table 7).  The majority of these subdivisions clustered 
near Norristown in the eastern half of the township; however, 

several small subdivisions were also located in the western half of 
the township.  About half of the latter subdivisions appeared 
unplanned.   

 
The vast majority of subdivisions in the township were planned, 

most did not feature sidewalks, and none featured an entrance 
sign.  All houses were set back from the street and many included 
attached or integrated garages and some carports.  Two were 

potentially associated with other types of resources, East Norriton 
Middle School, St. Titus Parochial School, and Calvert Hurdle 

Park.  It is unclear if these were planned before or after the 
subdivisions which they border or if there was any relationship.  
Minimal traditional and ranch predominated with few Cape Cods 

and some split-levels.  Materials included brick, stone veneer, 
aluminum/vinyl/asbestos siding, stucco, and concrete block 
(Figures 29 and 30).    
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

36 

East 

Norriton 
Township N/A 

Township 

Line Road; 
Trooper Road 

Minimal 
traditional 
and ranch 

predominate; 
one Cape Cod 

Brick, aluminum/vinyl 
siding no no 

Appears 
unplanned Yes N/A N/A 

37 

East 
Norriton 
Township Penn Square 

Stony Creek 

Road; 
Cottage Lane; 

Woodlawn 
Road; 

Orchard 
Lane; Bryans 

Road; 
Germantown 

Pike; Penn 
Square Road; 

Brookside 
Road; 

Beechwood 
Road; Oak 
Tree Road; 
Sycamore 

Lane; 
Norwood 

Road; Swede 
Road Ranch Brick veneer 

yes (one 
side of the 

street) no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Attached 

garages; 
East 

Norriton 
Middle 

School is on 
the edge of 

the 
development N/A 

38 

East 
Norriton 
Township N/A 

Hannah 
Avenue; 
Butchers 

Lane; 
Township 
Line Road 

Minimal 
traditional 

Stucco, stone veneer; 
some vinyl/aluminum 

siding on gables no no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
attached 
garages 

(some 
turned into 
living space) N/A 

39 

East 
Norriton 

Township 

Dogwood 

Gardens 

Hemlock 
Drive; Oak 
Street; Old 

Arch Road 

Ranch, split-

level Stone veneer, vinyl siding no no 

Appears 

planned Yes 

Attached 

garages N/A 

40 

East 

Norriton 
Township 

Meadowlands 
Manor Shultz Road 

Minimal 
traditionals 

predominate 
with some 
ranch, one 
split-level, 

and one Cape 
Cod 

Brick, stone veneer, 
aluminum/vinyl siding 

(some on second floor of 
split-levels) no no 

Appears 
unplanned Yes 

Some 
attached 
and some 

integrated 
garages N/A 

41 

East 

Norriton 
Township N/A 

Woodland 

Avenue; 
Potshop Road Ranch Brick, concrete block no no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 

attached 
garages  N/A 

Table 7: 1950s Resources in East Norriton Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

42 

East 

Norriton 
Township N/A 

Germantown 
Pike; Barbara 
Drive; Denise 

Road; 
Michele 

Drive; North 
Wales Road; 

Avon Road; 
Keenwood 

Road; 
Dermond 

Road; Scenic 
Road; 

Pinecrest 
Road; 

Wellington 
Road; 

Shirlene 
Road; Markle 

Road; Marcia 
Lane 

Split-level 
and minimal 
traditional 

predominate, 

with some 
ranch 

Split-levels--brick first 

floor, 
vinyl/asbestos/aluminum 
siding second floor; other-

-mostly brick, some 

aluminum/vinyl/asbestos 
siding 

yes (in 

only some 
areas) no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
attached 

garages, 
some 

integrated 
garages, 

some 
carports; 
near St. 

Titus 

Parochial 
School and 

Calvert 
Hurdle Park 

(unknown 
date) N/A 

43 

East 

Norriton 
Township N/A 

Trooper 

Road; Cirak 
Road 

Minimal 
traditionals 
predominate 

with some 
ranch 

Stucco, aluminum/vinyl 
siding no no 

Appears 
planned Yes N/A 

Two large, 

modern 
houses on 
the south 
side; ends 

in cul-de-
sac 

Table 7: 1950s Resources in East Norriton Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality 

Resource 
Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

44 

East 
Norriton 
Township DeKalb Park 

Stanbridge 
Street; Dorp 
Lane; Dorp 

Circle; 
Dogwood 

Lane; Briar 
Lane; 

Hillcrest 
Avenue; 
Fairview 

Road; 

Woodlyn 
Lane; 

Evergreen 
Road; Swede 

Road; 
Overhill 

Road; Alan 
Road; 

Meadowbrook 
Road; DeKalb 

Pike; Pine 
Street; 

Walnut 
Street; Jolly 

Road; Spruce 
Street 

Minimal 
traditional, 

ranch 
Brick, some 

aluminum/vinyl siding no no 
Appears 
planned Yes 

Some 
attached 
garages, 

apartment 

complex 
nearby, 

large 
church in 

the 
development 

(age 
unknown)  N/A 

45 

East 
Norriton 
Township 

DeKalb 
Manor 

Colonial 
Drive; 

Colonial 
Circle; Valley 

View Road; 
Valley View 

Circle; 
Lafayette 

Road; 
Springview 

Road; 
Lawnton 

Road; Coles 
Boulevard; 

Montgomery 
Avenue 

Minimal 
traditional Brick veneer yes no 

Appears 
planned Yes 

Cole Manor 

Elementary 
School 

borders the 
subdivision N/A 

Table 7: 1950s Resources in East Norriton Township. 
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1960s  

6 1960s subdivisions were identified in East Norriton Township 
(Figure 31; Table 8), four of them either adjacent to or expansions 

of earlier 1950s subdivisions.  All of them were located in the 
eastern half of the township, close to Norristown Borough. 
 

All of the subdivisions appeared to be planned, sidewalks were rare 
(only in two subdivisions), and none had entrance signs.  Houses 
were set back from the street and included garages (attached, 

detached, and integrated).  One subdivision was potentially 
associated with St. Titus Parochial School and Calvert Hurdle 

Park.  It is unclear if these were planned before or after the 
subdivision or if there was any relationship.  Split-levels 
predominated with some ranch and minimal traditionals.  

Materials included brick, stone veneer, and 
vinyl/aluminum/asbestos siding.  Split-levels were generally brick 

or permastone on the first floor and siding on top or on bay 
windows and garages (Figures 32 and 33).       
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Map 
# Municipality Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

24 
East Norriton 

Township N/A 

Township 
Line Road; 

Sharon 

Lane; Lisa 
Road; 

Baldwin 
Avenue; 

Donna 
Drive; 

Springhouse 

Road; 
Marcia 
Lane; 

Markle 

Road; 
Northampton 

Road; 

Brenda 
Lane; 

Manchester 

Road; 
Wellington 

Road; 

Barbara 
Drive 

Split level, 
minimal 

traditional, 
some ranch 

Split-level--
brick first 

floor, vinyl/ 

aluminum/ 
asbestos 

siding second 
floor; others--

brick 
predominates, 
some vinyl/ 
aluminum/ 

asbestos 
siding yes no 

Appears planned 
(perhaps as part 
of #42 of West 

Norriton 

Township 1950s 
suburbs) Yes 

Some attached 
garages, some 

integrated 
garages, some 

carports; near 
St. Titus 

Parochial School 
and Calvert 

Hurdle Park 
(unknown date) N/A 

25 
East Norriton 

Township 

See #39 
of East 

Norriton

's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 
1950s 

suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 
1950s suburbs 

26 
East Norriton 

Township 

See #39 
of East 

Norriton

's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 

1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of 
East 

Norriton's 
1950s 

suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 1950s 
suburbs 

See #39 of East 

Norriton's 
1950s suburbs 

27 

East Norriton 
Township N/A 

Pacer 
Lane; 

Hanover 
Lane; 

Meadowbrook 

Road; Stony 
Creek 
Road Split-level 

brick first 
story, vinyl/ 
aluminum/ 

asbestos 
siding second 

floor yes no Appears planned Yes 

Some detached 
garages, some 

detached 
garages, 2 cul-

de-sacs 

Road pattern 

appears and 
one house is 
built by 1965 

Table 8: 1960s Resources in East Norriton Township. 
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Map 
# Municipality Name 

Street 
Names 

House 
Types/Styles Materials Sidewalks  Sign? Planned? Setback Amenities Comments 

28 
East Norriton 

Township N/A 

Carol 
Lane; Old 

Arch 

Road; 
Robin 
Lane Split-level 

Brick, 
stone/stone 
veneer first 

floor, 
aluminum/ 

vinyl/ 
asbestos 

siding second 
floor or bow 

window no no Appears planned Yes 
Some integrated 

garages N/A 

29 
East Norriton 

Township N/A 

Old Arch 
Road; 

Birchwood 
Drive; 

Birchwood 
Circle Split-level 

Brick first 

floor, 
aluminum/ 
vinyl siding 
second floor, 

garage, bay 
window no no Appears planned Yes 

Some integrated 
garages N/A 

Table 8: 1960s Resources in East Norriton Township. 
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Intensive-Level Survey 

Once the initial reconnaissance-level survey was completed, staff chose 
two subdivisions, Broad Axe Village and Greystone Manor (Figure 7 and 

8), to examine more intensively.  Broad Axe Village was chosen for 
intensive survey because 1) based on the reconnaissance-level survey, it 
appeared to feature an associated strip shopping center, 2) the houses 

appeared to be geared toward consumers of a higher socioeconomic 
class, 3) the house forms, materials, styles (two-story stone Colonials) 
were atypical for the area, 4) there appeared to be no infill development 

or demolitions, and 5) it seemed likely that such an unusual subdivision 
would be well-documented in the historic record (e.g. newspaper 

advertisements, brochures, etc,).  Greystone Manor was chosen because 
1) based on the reconnaissance-level survey, it appeared to feature an 
associated apartment complex, 2) it appeared to be geared toward a 

middle-class clientele (as opposed to Broad Axe), 3) the house forms and 
styles were more modernistic than others in the project area, 4) there 

appeared to be no infill development or teardowns, and 5) it appeared 
likely that such a modernistic development would be well-documented in 
the historic record. 
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Name, Location and Ownership (Items 1-6; see Instructions, page 4) 

HISTORIC NAME  Broad Axe Village 

CURRENT/COMMON NAME  Broad Axe Village 

STREET ADDRESS  various, see inventory                                       ZIP   19002 

LOCATION  near northwest corner of Butler Pike and Skippack Pike (SR 73), roads include Meade, Whitpain, and Ivy 

MUNICIPALITY  Whitpain Township COUNTY  Montgomery 

TAX PARCEL #/YEAR  various, see inventory attached USGS QUAD  Ambler, 1992 

OWNERSHIP X Private  Public/Local    Public/County    Public/State    Public/Federal 

OWNER NAME/ADDRESS  various 

CATEGORY OF PROPERTY    Building     Site     Structure     Object   X District 

TOTAL NUMBER OF RESOURCES  89 

 

 

Function (Items 7-8; see Instructions, pages 4-6) 

Historic Function Subcategory Particular Type 

Domestic  Single Dwelling       

                   

                   

                   

                   

 

Current Function Subcategory Particular Type 

Domestic  Single Dwelling       

                   

                   

                   

                   

 

Architectural/Property Information (Items 9-14; see Instructions, pages 6-7) 
 
ARCHITECTURAL CLASSIFICATION 

Colonial Revival       

             

             

 

EXTERIOR MATERIALS and STRUCTURAL SYSTEM 

Foundation    stone       

Walls    stone       

Roof    asphalt       

Other                

Structural System               

 
WIDTH        (feet) or       (# bays)  DEPTH        (feet) or       (# rooms) STORIES/HEIGHT  2.5 
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Property Features (Items 15-17; see Instructions, pages 7-8) 

Setting  residential subdivision 

Ancillary Features 

                   

                   

                   

 

Acreage  approx 45 acres  (round to nearest tenth) 

 

 

Historical Information (Items 18-21; see Instructions, page 8) 
 

Year Construction Began  1948   Circa Year Completed 1952   Circa 

Date of Major Additions, Alterations           Circa         Circa         Circa 

Basis for Dating   X  Documentary   Physical 

Explain  based on township records, local history books, oral history interview 

Cultural/Ethnic Affiliation(s)        

Associated Individual(s)        

Associated Event(s)  Postwar Suburban Development in Pennsylvania (1945-1965) 

Architect(s)        

Builder(s)  Mercaldo Brothers (Mecca Construction) 

 

 

Submission Information (Items 22-23; see Instructions, page 8) 
 

Previous Survey/Determinations  none 

Threats   X None  Neglect   Public Development   Private Development    Other 

Explain  surveyed as part of PennDOT SR 202 mitigation project 

This submission is related to a   non-profit grant application    business tax incentive 

 NHPA/PA History Code Project Review X other 

 

 

Preparer Information (Items 24-30; see Instructions, page 9) 

Name & Title  April Frantz, Bureau for Historic Preservation Staff 

Date Prepared  June, 2011 Project Name  SR 202 Mitigation Survey 

Organization/Company  BHP/PHMC 

Mailing Address  400 North Street, Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Phone  717-783-9922 Email  contact afrantz@state.pa.us 

 

mailto:afrantz@state.pa.us
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Bibliography (Item 32; cite major references consulted. Attach additional page if needed. See Instructions, page 9.) 
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Available for reference at the Montgomery County Historical Society, Norristown, PA. 
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Norristown, PA. 
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Vertical Files, Whitpain Township, Montgomery County Historical Society, Norristown, PA. 

 
Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plans, Subdivision Plans, and Zoning Ordinances, Whitpain 
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Additional Information 
The following must be submitted with form. Check the appropriate box as each piece is completed and attach to form with paperclip. 

  Narrative Sheets—Description/Integrity and History/Significance (See Instructions, pages 13-14) 

  Current Photos (See Instructions, page 10) 

  Photo List (See Instructions, page 11) 

  Site Map (sketch site map on 8.5x11 page; include North arrow, approximate scale; label all 

resources, street names, and geographic features; show exterior photo locations; See Instructions, page 11) 

  Floor Plan (sketch main building plans on 8.5x11 page; include North arrow, scale bar or length/width 

dimensions; label rooms; show interior photo locations; See Instructions, page 11) 

  USGS Map (submit original, photocopy, or download; See Instructions, page 12) 

 

 

National Register Evaluation (Item 31; see Instructions, page 9) 

(To be completed by Survey Director, Agency Consultant, or for Project Reviews ONLY.) 
 

 Not Eligible  (due to  lack of significance and/or  lack of integrity) 

 Eligible Area(s) of Significance        

Criteria Considerations        Period of Significance        

 Contributes to Potential or Eligible District District Name        

 

Send Completed Form and Additional Information to: 
National Register Program 

Bureau for Historic Preservation/PHMC 
Keystone Bldg., 2nd Floor 

400 North St. 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0093 

 

http://www.pennpilot.psu.edu/
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Photo List (Item 33)  

See pages 10-11 of the Instructions for more information regarding photos and the photo list. In addition to 
this photo list, create a photo key for the site plan and floor plans by placing the photo number in the location 
the photographer was standing on the appropriate plan. Place a small arrow next to the photo number 
indicating the direction the camera was pointed. Label individual photos on the reverse side or provide a 
caption underneath digital photos. 
 
Photographer name  April Frantz 

Date  June 7, 2010 

Location Negatives/Electronic Images Stored Bureau for Historic Preservation, Harrisburg, PA 

 

Photo # Photo Subject/Description Camera 

Facing 

1 Typical Broad Axe Village streetscape W 

2 6, 8, and 10 Meade Road SE 

3 16 Meade Road; note that most houses had an integral or attached garage SW 

4 19 Meade Road E 

5 26 Meade Road S 

6 27 Meade Road N 

7 35 Meade Road NW 

8 12 Whitpain Drive S 

9 15 (left) and 13 (right) Whitpain Drive N 

10 842 Ivy Road SE 

11 Broad Axe Village Shopping Center, built c.1965 NE 

12 Broad Axe Tavern SW 

13 Sunset Drive NW 

14 Sunset Drive SW 

15 Greystone Manor NW 

16 Mercer Hill Annex E 
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Physical Description and Integrity (Item 38) 

Provide a current description of the overall setting, landscape, and resources of the property. See page 13 
of the Instructions for detailed directions. Continue on additional sheets as needed. Suggested outline for 
organizing this section: 

 Introduction [summarize the property, stating type(s) of resource(s) and function(s)] 

 Setting [describe geographic location, streetscapes, natural/man-made landscape features, 
signage, etc.] 

 Exterior materials, style, and features [describe the exterior of main buildings/resources] 

 Interior materials, style, and features [describe the interior of main buildings/resources] 

 Outbuildings/Landscape [describe briefly additional outbuildings/landscape features found on 
property, substitute 

Building Complex Form if preferred; See Instructions, page 18] 

 Boundaries [explain how/why boundaries chosen, such as historic legal parcel, visual natural 
features such as tree lines, 

 alley separating modern construction, etc.] 

 Integrity [summarize changes to the property and assess how the changes impact its ability to 
convey significance 

 

Overview: 
Broad Axe Village is an 89-house subdivision near the eastern edge of 
Whitpain Township, in central Montgomery County, approximately 20 

miles northwest of Philadelphia. The development curves around a 
small shopping center at the northwest corner of Butler Pike and 

Skippack Pike (SR 63; see Additional Documentation 1 and 2). The 
houses are all 2.5 story stone homes, built between 1948 and 1951, 
in a simple Colonial Revival style. The houses were constructed by 

Mecca Builders, a company owned by several brothers in the 
Mercaldo family. The detached houses sit on large lots, approximately 
one half acre each, that now feature mature landscaping with large 

trees. Most of the houses retain their original integrated one or two-
car garages. The subdivision remains a popular housing choice in the 

area, and some of the houses feature relatively recent large additions 
extending from the rear elevations. These additions are the primary 
change from the original design, and are generally limited to the rear 

of the house. As a whole the neighborhood retains integrity and has 
changed little since construction, with the exception of the maturing 

of the landscape.  
 
Setting: 

Today this portion of Montgomery County is heavily developed with 
residential subdivisions and the occasional school, shopping center, 
or office complex. Open space is generally rare in the area, so it is 

unusual that some open space can be found on two sides of Broad 
Axe Village. Across Butler Pike, directly east of the subdivision, is a 

large residential property that currently contains primarily pastures 
(for pleasure horses), woods, and open space. This is a remnant of the 
Kline estate that was in place when Broad Axe was constructed. 

 
Immediately west of Broad Axe Village, separated only by a tree line, 

is Prophecy Creek Park, a former farm now owned by Whitpain 
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Township. Residents of Broad Axe lobbied their township supervisors 
repeatedly when the 82-acre Thompson tract was about to be sold 

and likely developed c.1999, so that it could be turned into a 
municipal park. Historically, children from the Broad Axe 

neighborhood would walk across this property to the nearby Shady 
Grove Elementary School, located at the corner of Skippack Pike and 
Lewis Lane. While the stone ―manor‖ house and barn are now used 

primarily as a special events facility, the remainder of the property is 
used as passive recreational open space for local residents. Other 
than this park and the privately-preserved estate across Butler Pike, 

the area surrounding Broad Axe Village is heavily developed, primarily 
by residential subdivisions constructed between the 1950s and ca. 

2000. 
 
The Broad Axe Village development wraps around a small shopping 

center (see Photo 11), built some time between 1958 and 1971 (based 
on historic aerial views); no records regarding the shopping center 

were found in township records at the time field research was 
conducted. It appears that at the time the residential subdivision was 
planned and plotted, land was set aside at the intersection of Butler 

and Skippack Pikes to be used for commercial purposes. A few 
residential lots closest to the commercial corner are marked ―not built 
on‖ on early maps, suggesting that the lots served as buffer areas and 

were not intended to be developed, or the plans for commercial 
development were known and the adjacent lots were less popular, or 

the lots were to be absorbed by the commercial development (see 
Additional Documentation 11). The shopping center today holds eight 
retail or restaurant businesses, a number that appears to be the same 

or close to the original configuration of space. The former 20th century 
service station directly at the corner of the intersection was removed, 
ca. 2009. 

 
On the south side of Skippack Pike are remnants of the 19th century 

crossroads village of Broad Axe, including the tavern that gave the 
20th century subdivision and shopping center their names (see Photo 
12). While a few of the Broad Axe Village houses face Skippack Pike, 

and about six face Butler Pike, the majority of the houses face one of 
the three interior curving streets within the neighborhood: Whitpain, 

Meade, and Ivy. 
 
The Houses 

In general, the houses are similar in appearance and very close in size 
and scale. All are 2.5 stories with exposed stone exteriors, gable roofs, 
integrated garages, and all feature a simple Colonial Revival 

appearance with few decorative features. The houses were built of 
stone from the same quarry, likely the quarry owned by Dominic 
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Mercaldo, one of the brothers who operated the construction 
company. 

 
Some of the houses have very plain entrances with small, simple front 

porches, while others have slightly more elaborate surrounds. A few 
houses have sun porches at the front entrance (see Photo 4); if not 
original they appear to be an early change, possibly the work of a 

single contractor. Front porches are very modest, and a number of the 
houses have no or very minimal front porches, some without even an 
overhang, at the main entrance. In most cases, the main entry and 

front façade porch details are unchanged.  
 

The windows are primarily double-hung 6/6 sash. Not all windows 
are original; however, the replacements mimic the originals. Some of 
the houses have a bit more detail on the front façade, with first-floor 

bay windows or dormer windows jutting into the roof lines (see Photos 
6 and 9). The houses all seem to have been designed with an 

integrated garage, although there are variations on how the garages 
were integrated into the house: some are on the front façade, and 
some are on a gable end.  

 
Placement of the houses on their lots is consistent within the 
neighborhood, with uniform setbacks. While the lots are similar in 

size, the curving streets and slight differences in the home designs 
keep the neighborhood from a presenting a ―cookie cutter‖ 

appearance. The homes were constructed on former corn fields, 
without designed landscapes. Therefore, there is considerable variety 
in the extent and placement of flower beds, ornamental trees, hedges, 

etc. There are few fences within the front yard areas, and rear yards 
are fenced inconsistently.   
 

While there are minor changes to many of the houses, including some 
large rear additions, the vast majority—if not all—of the houses would 

be considered contributing. The houses retain all aspects of integrity 
and the character-defining features (specifically the stone 2.5 story 
Colonial Revival-inspired design) that makes this development stand 

apart from the later ones that dominate the township. There has been 
no demolition or new construction altering the original layout of the 

lots, and the retention of the small shopping center and the open 
space surrounding the development result in a more intact setting 
than many of the early developments in Whitpain Township possess. 
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History and Significance (Item 39) 

Provide an overview of the history of the property and its various resources. Do not substitute deeds, 
chapters from local history books, or newspaper articles. See page 14 of the Instructions for detailed 
directions. Continue on additional sheets as needed. Suggested outline for organizing this section: 

 History [Summarize the evolution of the property from origin to present] 

 Significance [Explain why the property is important] 

 Context and Comparisons [Describe briefly similar properties in the area, and explain how this 
property compares] 

 

 

Overview 

Broad Axe Village is an intact example of a mid-20th century 
subdivision in the Greater Philadelphia region, and one of the 
earliest in this part of Montgomery County. The Broad Axe Village 

neighborhood is located just south of the borough of Ambler in 
central Montgomery County, at the eastern edge of Whitpain 
Township. Until the mid-20th century, the area surrounding Ambler 

was largely rural and agricultural.  It was sparsely populated with 
scattered crossroads villages at the intersections of main roads. 

Most of the land in this part of the County was active farmland, with 
other housing and businesses clustered around the villages or larger 
towns like Ambler. 

 
20th Century Development in Whitpain Township 

Central Montgomery County is only 20 miles northwest of 
Philadelphia. As growth radiated out of the city in the first half of the 
20th century, development began to push closer to Montgomery 

County. It appears that Broad Axe Village, which began taking 
shape in 1948, may have been the first of the modern post-World 
War II subdivisions to be built in Whitpain Township. In 1930, the 

population of Whitpain Township was just 2,328; the township was 
largely rural, with scattered small villages. Ambler was the nearest 

large town and site of non-agricultural employers. By 1940, the 
township‘s population had increased slightly (by 231 people), to 
2,451. The next ten years would bring more noticeable change, 

raising the population by over 600 people, to a total 1950 census 
count of 3,063.  

In 1949, Whitpain Township‘s Board of Supervisors appointed a 
Zoning Commission, as they anticipated further demands of 
residential suburban growth (Whitpain Township Comprehensive 

Plan). The township was divided into ―use‖ districts with new 
construction restrictions. The ordinances adopted by the Zoning and 
Planning Commissions seem to have been proactive.  They appear to 

have anticipated a coming influx of new subdivisions; however, they 
dealt with only a handful of proposals, and perhaps did not fully 

realize the impacts of new suburban development on the area. In 
1954 Whitpain Township approved a zoning ordinance setting  
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regulations for subdivision development; four sections of Zoning 
Ordinance Article IV R2 focused on front, side, and rear yard sizes. 

Well Control and Sanitary Ordinances soon followed (1957), as did a 
Comprehensive Sewer Study (1958). The anticipated growth was 

arriving. 

Based on data collected from Montgomery County and Whitpain 
Township records, which are incomplete, an estimate of the growth 

of subdivisions in Whitpain Township is shown in the table below. 
While there is some room for error, the table presents a fairly 
accurate view of Whitpain Township‘s steady growth in the number 

of subdivisions approved during the 1950s. The table shows the 
number of subdivisions approved, number of units within the 

subdivisions, and the acreage involved. 

The c.1960 Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plan warned that: 

―Whitpain Township is undergoing intensive development. 

While the Whitpain planning study of 1954 made 
recommendations for the preservation of open space and 

developed the neighborhood district concept in Whitpain, 
it did not foresee the tremendous growth in Whitpain. The 
1954 report anticipated a population of 5,000 by 1960 and 

7,500 by 1970. There is no question that residential 
expansion in Whitpain and the subdivision process are 
preceding at an exceedingly uncomfortable rapid rate.‖ 

(p.18) 

In fact, the township‘s population had jumped to 7,331 by 1960, 

and grew to 9,245 by 1970.  A 1961 report  from the Montgomery 
County Planning Commission presented the changes in population 
density for each township; Whitpain Township is categorized as an 

area with a high rate of population density increase—one of only a 
handful (Additional Documentation 15). In the same report, a 
graphic is presented that shows patterns of development for 

Whitpain Township, showing the spread of subdivisions south along 
the Butler Pike from Ambler, north from Norristown along Dekalb 

Pike (Route 202), and east from Dekalb Pike along the Skippack Pike 
(Additional Documentation 17). The face of the township was 
changing rapidly.  

The post-World War II residential growth that Whitpain Township 
was experiencing in the late 1940s through 1960 seems to have 

been driven not by employees of existing local businesses in the 
Ambler or Norristown areas, but by residents of Philadelphia who 
were eager to relocate to new subdivisions away from the city and  
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 # Approved # of Lots Acreage 

1953 2 31 3.5 

1954 6 179 52.7 

1955 4 119 49.4 

1956 6 155 64.9 

1957 4 123 63.3 

1958 13 265 133.0 

1959 12 176 93.2 

Total 47 1048 460.0 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The table is incomplete.  (The source did not count 6 subdivisions [16 lots] in 
1958 and 1959 because each was over two acres in size, which was not 
consistent with the average.  In addition, the Montgomery County Whitpain 
Township records themselves are incomplete).  Source Whitpain Township 

Comprehensive Plan. 
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willing to commute either by bus or car to their jobs in the city. 
During a 2010 Bureau for Historic Preservation staff survey of 

subdivisions near SR 202 (Dekalb Pike), several long-time residents 
of Whitpain Township subdivisions were interviewed, and their 

personal recollections and other documentation support this 
hypothesis.  

Residential subdivision in Whitpain Township, and in much of 

formerly rural Montgomery County, has continued rapidly, and 
today open space and farmland is the exception. The 2010 
population of Whitpain Township was 18,875—over 8 times the 

population in 1940. 

History of Broad Axe Village 

From at least 1848 until 1939, the future Broad Axe Village was part 
of a farm owned by members of the Hobensack family. At one time, 
the property included commercial businesses at the corner of 

Skippack and Butler Pikes. In 1939, the Hobensack family sold the 
farm to Marie Crawford, of New Jersey, for $15,000. In 1941, 

Crawford hired engineer C. Raymond Weir to divide the farm into lots 
and named the subdivision ―Wissahickon Hills.‖ It does not appear 
that Crawford went any further with physical development of the 

farm beyond the legal subdivision. 

During World War II, five brothers from the Mount Airy area of 
Philadelphia had been saving their money in anticipation of a post-

war demand for housing. The Mercaldo brothers were part of an 
Italian immigrant community in Philadelphia who had experience in 

the building trades. Their grandfather had been a stone mason in 
Italy, and as various family members had emigrated and established 
families in Philadelphia, they became active in the construction 

trades helping to build new residential areas of the city, such as 
Chestnut Hills. One of the brothers, Dominic, owned a stone quarry, 
and brother Tommy studied architecture and engineering courses at 

Drexel University. Together with brothers Joe, Frank, and John, they 
established a construction company, first under the name Mercaldo 

Builders, then Mecca Construction.  

After World War II, the brothers began looking for a good opportunity 
for land to develop outside the city. A streetcar line had been 

established running to Ambler, and in 1948 they found Marie 
Crawford‘s land a good prospect. John Mercaldo took the leadership 

role in planning the development, and would become the first 
homeowner in the new Broad Axe Village (see Additional 
Documentation 18 for a photo of the Mercaldo home). Streets were 

carved into the cornfields, and construction on the houses began. 
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The houses they built share many similarities with the houses they 
had helped build in Philadelphia neighborhoods—stone, 2.5 stories, 

with Colonial Revival influences. The homes were marketed to young, 
upwardly mobile families or couples who wanted to move out of the 

city and take advantage of the streetcar or new bus lines running 
along Butler Pike. (See Additional Documentation 10 for promotional 
materials used to market the development; bus lines connecting to 

trains serving Philadelphia are specifically mentioned.) 

The Mercaldo brothers also built other homes and neighborhoods in 
the area, including a 10-house cluster on Summit Avenue in Fort 

Washington (only a few miles away) where Tommy wanted to live. As 
the Broad Axe village construction was winding down, the brothers 

who were still involved in the company turned their attention slightly 
west along Skippack Pike and began a new development around 
Sunset Drive. While some of the early houses here are similar to 

those in Broad Axe, in general the houses took on a more modern, 
less Colonial-Revival appearance, mixing their stone construction 

with split-level design (photos 13 and 14). 
 
While the earliest residents of Broad Axe Village generally commuted 

back to Philadelphia for work, the employment situation in 
Montgomery County began to change rapidly. New employers, 
including several major pharmaceutical firms, began to relocate to the 

area. In addition to the growing residential market, office and 
industrial complexes, recreational and institutional facilities were all 

established in Whitpain and surrounding townships. John Mercaldo 
began to focus less on home construction and more on infrastructure. 
A pump house on Sunset Drive was part of the Blue Bell Water 

Company he had started for a public water supply. The family 
construction company was dissolved in 1970, and John focused solely 
on municipal water supplies, irrigation projects for golf courses, etc.  

 
In 2000, Broad Axe Village resident Ed Goldschmidt compiled some 

history and memories of early residents in a self-published booklet 
Broad Axe Village: History, Reminiscences, Lore . . . . . (on file in the 
Montgomery County Historical Society). His material includes a brief 

history of the development as well as a copy of the builders‘ 
―prospectus and specification for building materials and construction‖ 

of the mostly three bedroom, 1.5 bath homes. His interviews with 
early residents indicate that the first homes were built on the lots 
facing Butler Pike. Construction then proceeded down Whitpain Drive, 

followed by Meade Road and Skippack Pike, with the homes on Ivy 
Road built last. 
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Goldschmidt documents that the houses ranged in plan from 3 
bedroom, 1.5 bath homes to 4 bedroom, 2.5 bath versions. The 

standard prices ranged from $18,500 to $19,900; extras and special 
design requests increased the prices. The average lot size was 

approximately 1/3 acre. In 1962, a sewer system connected to the 
development; previously there were individual septic systems.  
 

The early residents interviewed by Goldschmidt emphasized the 
number of children and young families that lived in the development; 
however, there were older couples as well. A notable percentage of the 

families appear to have been transplants from other states. The 
houses built in Broad Axe Village were solid, well-built homes that 

offered many of the features needed to attract young families. All the 
homes featured 16-inch plaster walls, hardwood floors, nice trim—
they were attractive houses, with good-sized yards, yet affordable 

enough to appeal to young families who had stable employment, but 
were not necessarily upper-class. A community association was 

formed and incorporated in 1951 or 1952 as houses began to be 
occupied; it still operates today. Some of the holiday events that 
became popular in the neighborhood in the 1950s and 1960s, such as 

the arrival of Santa and a Fourth of July parade, remain 
neighborhood traditions. New owners took on the task of landscaping, 
and today the neighborhood is full of mature trees and shrubs. 

According to Goldschmidt, several families that moved out of Broad 
Axe Village later returned as the owners of different homes within the 

development, supporting his claims of the desirability of both the 
homes and neighborhood. 
 

Broad Axe Village is different in appearance than any of the other 
mid-20th century neighborhoods in Whitpain Township. The most 
similar would be the houses surrounding Sunset Drive which were 

also built by the Mercaldo family but are a bit later, and feature more 
modern influences. Greystone Manor, which was built in the 1950s, 

features a modern one-story house that looks dramatically different 
from those in Broad Axe. More typical are the split or bi-level houses 
found in the neighboring Mercer Hill Annex and numerous other 

subdivisions across the township (see photos 15 and 16). 
 

The earliest development in Whitpain Township, Broad Axe Village 
showcases the craftsmanship and building traditions that the 
Mercaldo Brothers brought with them from Philadelphia, as well as 

their insight and understanding of what would make a successful new 
neighborhood in a previously undeveloped landscape.  
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Additional Documentation 1: Ambler USGS topographic quadrangle, 1992, detail view 
of map showing Broad Axe Village. (Downloaded from http://store.usgs.gov.) 
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Additional Documentation 2: Site map showing boundary. Current aerial view of 

Broad Axe Village from www.bing.com/maps. 
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Additional Documentation 3: Street map showing Broad Axe Village. 
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 Additional Documentation 4: Detail aerial view of SW corner of Broad Axe 

Village. (Bingmaps) 
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 Figure 5: Detail view of northern half of Broad Axe Village.  
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Additional Documentation 6: Historic aerial view, October 8, 1942. The 

roads within the Broad Axe development have been created, but home 
construction is not yet underway. (www.pennpilot.psu.edu) 
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Additional Documentation 7: Historic aerial view, September 13, 1958; 
all Broad Axe houses appear in place, but the shopping center at the 

corner is not yet evident. Note the development Greystone Manor just 
northeast along Butler Pike. (www.pennpilot.psu.edu) 
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Additional Documentation 8: Historic aerial view, August 17, 1971. 
Shopping center is now evident at corner of Skippack and Butler Pikes. 

(www.pennpilot.psu.edu) 
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Additional Documentation 9: Comparison detail views of historic aerial photographs 

from 1942, 1958, and 1971. 
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 Additional Documentation 10: Advertisement for Broad Axe Village, c.1948. 
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Additional Documentation 11: Broad Axe Community Association plot map showing 
homeowner names, and indication that the lots closest to shopping center were not 

built on at the time the map was created, and perhaps had been set aside as 
potential future commercial sites or buffer. Undated, Montgomery County Historical 

Society. 
 

Additional Documentation 12: Early subdivision map, undated, from Goldschmidt‘s 
Broad Axe Village History, Reminiscences, Lore . . . . ; Montgomery County Historical 

Society.  
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Additional Documentation 13: Early property owner map, showing large parcel set 

aside for future shopping center. From Goldschmidt‘s Broad Axe Village History, 
Reminscences, Lore . . . . Montgomery County Historical Society.  

 

 

Additional Documentation 14: Whitpain Township Zoning Map, 1950, showing 
Broad Axe Village zoned as an R2 Residential District and the shopping center area 

zoned Commercial.  
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Additional Documentation 15: Montgomery County Planning Commission graphic, 
1961, showing change in southeastern PA population density between 1920 and 

1957. Whitpain Township was categorized as a township with a high rate of 
increase. 

 

Additional Documentation 16: Montgomery County map showing number of new 
housing units added in each township between 1940 and 1960. Generally, 

townships closer to Philadelphia show a higher number of units added. 
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Additional Documentation 17: Montgomery County Planning Commission 1961 
report, showing patterns of development. In Whitpain Township, the growth was 
concentrated along the primary north-south roads, Dekalb Pike and Butler Pike, 

and the east-west Skippack Pike. Broad Axe Village is circled, at the corner of 
Butler and Skippack Pikes. 
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Additional Documentation 18: Excerpts from Ed Goldschmidt‘s history of Broad 

Axe Village (Broad Axe Village: History, Reminiscences, Lore . . . .  page titled ―Figure 
3‖; Montgomery County Historical Society). 
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Additional Documentation 19: Excerpts from former resident Ed Goldschmidt‘s 
history of Broad Axe Village [Broad Axe Village: History, Reminiscences, Lore . . . .  

pages titled ―Figure 4‖ and ―Figure 5‖; bottom photos were labeled ―Distant view of 
Ivy Road as seen from Butler Pike (Arlene Storti pictured)‖]. Montgomery County 

Historical Society. 
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Additional Documentation 20: Current photo key: Photos 1-12 top map, Photos 
13-14 and 15-16 bottom map 
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Photo 2: 6, 8, and 10 Meade Road 
 

Photo 1: Typical Broad Axe Village Streetscape 
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Photo 4: 19 Meade Road 

 

Photo 3: 16 Meade Road 
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Photo 6: 27 Meade Road 
 

Photo 5: 26 Meade Road 

 



 90 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo 8: 12 Whitpain Drive 
 

Photo 7: 35 Meade Road 
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Photo 10: 842 Ivy Road 
 

Photo 9: 15 (left) and 13 Whitpain Drive 
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Photo 12: Broad Axe Tavern, namesake to the later subdivision, on the southwest 

corner of Skippack (SR 73) and Butler Pikes. 
 

 

Photo 11: Broad Axe Village Shopping Center, constructed after 1958, before 1971. 
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Photos 13 and 14—Comparison houses on Sunset Drive, in a neighborhood also 
built by John Mercado and family, featuring homes similar to those in Broad Axe 
(below) but also mixing in ―newer‖ styles (above) using similar materials for a 

cohesive effect. 
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Photos 15 and 16—Comparison houses in nearby Greystone Manor (top) 
and Mercer Hill Annex (bottom), just north of Broad Axe off Butler Pike, 

featuring styles that are more contemporary than Broad Axe‘s Colonial 
Revival homes. Greystone Manor was one of the first new subdivisions to 
follow Broad Axe Village into Whitpain Township. Construction of the 

development began in 1950; the distinctive one-story homes were 
designed by architect Theodore Brandow. The adjacent (and later) Mercer 

Hill Annex features houses that are more typical of most area 
subdivisions.  
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Historic Resource Survey Form: Graystone Farms 
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Name, Location and Ownership (Items 1-6; see Instructions, page 4) 

HISTORIC NAME  Graystone Farms; Graystone Farm Homes 

CURRENT/COMMON NAME  Greystone Manor 

STREET ADDRESS  West Greystone Road, North Greystone Road, West Butler Pike, Jefron Drive, and Paddock Road  

ZIP         

LOCATION    

MUNICIPALITY  Whitpain Township COUNTY  Montgomery 

TAX PARCEL #/YEAR  Multiple USGS QUAD        

OWNERSHIP X Private  

  Public/Local    Public/County    Public/State    Public/Federal 

OWNER NAME/ADDRESS  Multiple 

CATEGORY OF PROPERTY    Building     Site     Structure     Object   X District  

TOTAL NUMBER OF RESOURCES  67  

 

 

Function (Items 7-8; see Instructions, pages 4-6)  

 Historic Function Subcategory Particular Type 

 Domestic Single Dwelling (Postwar Subdivision)  

                    

                    

                    

                    

 

 Current Function Subcategory Particular Type 

 Domestic Single Dwelling (Postwar Subdivision)  

                    

                    

                    

                    

 

Architectural/Property Information (Items 9-14; see Instructions, pages 6-7) 
ARCHITECTURAL CLASSIFICATION 

 Other : Minimal Traditional       

             

             

EXTERIOR MATERIALS and STRUCTURAL SYSTEM  

 Foundation   concrete       

 Walls   asbestos siding; stone aluminum siding; vinyl siding 

 Roof   asphalt       

 Other               

 Structural System               

 
 WIDTH        (feet) or 2 (# bays)  DEPTH        (feet) or 2 (# rooms) STORIES/HEIGHT  1   
 



 122 

 

 

Property Features (Items 15-17; see Instructions, pages 7-8) 

 Setting  Residential subdivision, agricultural land  

 Ancillary Features 

 n/a              

                    

                    
 

 Acreage:  24 (round to nearest tenth)   

 

 

Historical Information (Items 18-21; see Instructions, page 8) 
 

 Year Construction Began  1950   Circa Year Completed 1960   Circa  

 Date of Major Additions, Alterations           Circa         Circa         Circa 

 Basis for Dating   XX  Documentary   Physical 

 Explain  Historic maps, tax assessment records, subdivision plans, and deed records 

 Cultural/Ethnic Affiliation(s)  N/A 

 Associated Individual(s)        

 Associated Event(s)  Postwar Suburban Development in Pennsylvania (1945-1965) 

 Architect(s)  Theodore Brandow 

 Builder(s)  Becker & Lipschutz 

 

 

Submission Information (Items 22-23; see Instructions, page 8) 
 

 Previous Survey/Determinations  n/a 

 Threats   X None  Neglect   Public Development   Private Development    Other  

 Explain        

 This submission is related to a   non-profit grant application    business tax incentive    

  NHPA/PA History Code Project Review X other 

 

 

Preparer Information (Items 24-30; see Instructions, page 9) 

 Name & Title Cheryl L. Nagle, Historic Preservation Specialist 

 Date Prepared  December 2010 Project Name  SR 202 Mitigation  

 Organization/Company  PHMC-BHP 

 Mailing Address  400 North Street Keystone Building 2nd Floor, Harrisburg PA 17120 

 Phone  717-787-4363 Email        
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Bibliography (Item 32; cite major references consulted. Attach additional page if needed. See Instructions, page 9.) 

 
U.S. Department of the Interior, NPS. ―National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register 

Criteria for Evaluation.‖  Washington, D.C., 1997. 

 

Montgomery County Deed Books and Tax Assessment Records. Montgomery County Office Building, 

Norristown, PA. 

 
Whitpain Township Subdivision Plans. Whitpain Township Municipal Building, PA. 

  
 

 

Additional Information 
The following must be submitted with form. Check the appropriate box as each piece is completed and attach to form with paperclip. 

   Narrative Sheets—Description/Integrity and History/Significance (See Instructions, pages 13-14) 

   Current Photos (See Instructions, page 10) 

   Photo List (See Instructions, page 11) 

   Site Map (sketch site map on 8.5x11 page; include North arrow, approximate scale; label all  

 resources, street names, and geographic features; show exterior photo locations; See Instructions, page 11) 

   Floor Plan (sketch main building plans on 8.5x11 page; include North arrow, scale bar or length/width  

 dimensions; label rooms; show interior photo locations; See Instructions, page 11) 

   USGS Map (submit original, photocopy, or download from TopoZone.com; See Instructions, page 12) 

 

 

National Register Evaluation (Item 31; see Instructions, page 9) 

(To be completed by Survey Director, Agency Consultant, or for Project Reviews ONLY.)  
 

  Not Eligible  (due to  lack of significance and/or  lack of integrity) 

  Eligible Area(s) of Significance        

  Criteria Considerations        Period of Significance        

  Contributes to Potential or Eligible District District Name        
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Photo List (Item 33) 

See pages 10-11 of the Instructions for more information regarding photos and the photo list. In addition to this 
photo list, create a photo key for the site plan and floor plans by placing the photo number in the location the 
photographer was standing on the appropriate plan. Place a small arrow next to the photo number indicating the 
direction the camera was pointed. Label individual photos on the reverse side or provide a caption underneath 
digital photos.  
 
Photographer name  April Frantz  

Date  2009-2010 

Location Negatives/Electronic Images Stored PHMC BHP N: drive 

Photo # Photo Subject/Description  

  1 Note original carport 

  2 ―Tudor‖ façade – not original 

  3 Note half stone/half siding lower front facade 

  4 Rear of house view 

  5 Streetscape – note uniform setbacks 

  6 Entranceway – note sidelight next to door 

  7 Rear elevation of a house  

  8 Newer aluminum siding 

  9 Note broad horizontal chimney 

10 Appears to have original asbestos siding 

11 50‘ front yard setback 

12 Interior view of fireplace 
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Photo 1 – Note original carport 
 

Photo 2 – ―Tudor‖ façade – not original 
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Photo 3 – Note half stone/half siding lower front facade 

Photo 4 – Rear of house view 



 127 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Photo 5 – Streetscape – note uniform setbacks 
 

Photo 6 – Entranceway – note sidelight next to door 
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Photo 7 – Rear elevation of a house 
 

Photo 8 – Newer aluminum siding 
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Photo 9 – Note broad horizontal chimney 
 

Photo 10 – Appears to have original asbestos siding 
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Photo 11 – 50‘ front yard setback  
 

 

Photo 12 – Interior view of fireplace 
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Site Plan 

Subdivision Plan of Graystone Farm Homes, Whitpain Township 

Montgomery County PA, December 30, 1953; C. Raymond Weir, 
Registered Professional Engineer, Ambler PA; Courtesy Whitpain 
Township Plan approved 3/10/1954; recorded 4/6/1954 (Plan Book A-1 
Page L-4) Homes approved 3/10/1954; Recorded 8/31/1954 (PB A-1 
Page L-6) 
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1942 Historic Aerial 
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1958 Historic Aerial 
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1968 Historic Aerial 
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Representative Home Plans 

Lot  22   Lot Size:  11165 SF   Front Feet:  77 Built:  1954 
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Lot  3   Lot Size:  10395 SF   Front Feet:  77 Built:  1954 
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Physical Description and Integrity  
 

Graystone Farms, a post-World War II subdivision, is located in Whitpain 

Township, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, fifteen miles north of 
Philadelphia.  Located one mile west of Ambler, the subdivision is 
centrally located between the Northeast Extension of the Pennsylvania 

Turnpike (I-476) to the west, the Pennsylvania Turnpike (I-276) to the 
south, and the Fort Washington Expressway (PA 309) to the east.  The 

subdivision is surrounded by agricultural land and other similarly-sized 
subdivisions (construction dates of which range from 1948 to present).  
The northern and western border of the subdivision is Greystone Road, 

the eastern border is Jefron Drive, and the southern border is West 
Butler Pike.  There are three principal streets of the subdivision: 

Greystone Road, Paddock Road and Jefron Drive.  On the original 
subdivision plans, Greystone Road was spelled as Graystone Road.   
There are two houses located on West Butler Pike.  There are two main 

entrances into the subdivision from West Butler Pike, either onto Jefron 
Drive or Greystone Road.  
 

While Greystone Road continues eastward, the house styles change to 
split-level and are part of a different subdivision called ―Whitpain 

Estates.‖  (This subdivision was known as the Mercer Hill Village Annex 
which includes Gordon Road, Detweiler Lane, Butler Pike and Greystone 
Road; the Mercer Hill Subdivision Annex was built circa 1956-1963 by 

Curtis Jones, Inc.).   
 

Graystone Farms consists of 67 individual single-family residences on an 
approximately 24 acre parcel of land.  (The initial subdivision plan 
application requested 68 lots on approximately 20 acres).  There are no 

entrance signs.  Roads within the subdivision are 50‘ wide with a 
concrete curb separating the road from the front yards; there are no 
adjoining sidewalks or pedestrian paths.  The subdivision lacks any 

community green space; instead, private yards contain lawns in the 
front, back, and sides of the houses.  There are no schools, shopping 

centers, or religious architecture associated with the subdivision. 
 
All of the houses display a single basic plan which is not varied by 

location on the lot or by the position and character of the carport and 
main entrance. The houses are built in the minimal traditional form, as 
one-story homes with a front gable roof and a slightly elevated second 

roof line.  The entrances are set back from the front of the house—
situated between the carport and the main portion of the house.  The 

front façade is composed of two bands of horizontal windows (originally 
casement).  While there appears to be a large number of replacement 
windows it does not appear that there have been changes in the 
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fenestration pattern or opening size.   The front gable portion of the 
houses typically was designed to be part stone—some run the entire 

width, while others are only one-half of the width under the front 
windows—and horizontal asbestos siding.  Currently more than one-half 

of the houses have aluminum or vinyl siding.   While some houses have 
horizontal replacement siding, only a few houses have undergone a 
noticeable change to the materials, including a house that now has 

vertical siding and one that has faux Tudor materials.   
 
All of the houses that have a fireplace have broad horizontal chimneys.  

Many of the houses have exterior shutters which do not appear to be 
original.  Most of the houses have a concrete patio either between the 

main house and the carport (measuring on average between 162 and 252 
square feet) or to the side of the house.  Some of the houses have rear 
concrete patios which were original to the plans (measuring on average 

between 156 and 198 square feet). There are a few new wooden rear 
decks, and some of the homeowners have added enclosed porches to the 

rear of their houses.  All of the homes have frame utility sheds attached 
to the main house (which was an original feature), which range on 
average between 21 and 143 square feet.   

 
It appears that not all of the homes were built with carports; however, in 
those homes with carports, the carports range in size from 137 to 252 

square feet.  Some houses appear to have converted their carport to 
living space (an assumption based on the fact that the square footage of 

the houses is larger than the average).  (Please see examples: 11 Jefron 
Drive, 23 Jefron Drive, 549 W. Greystone and 543 W. Greystone).  None 
of the houses was constructed with garages; however, 17 Jefron Drive 

currently has one.  The majority of the homes have not had major 
additions or enlargements, other than 23 Jefron Drive which added a 
370 square foot addition. None of the houses has had any second story 

additions.  The current square footage of the houses ranges from 1168 
(median) to the largest at 2338 square feet.  The general plan of the 

homes was 5 total rooms, consisting of three bedrooms, one full bath and 
one-half bath.  None of the houses have basements. There are a few 
houses that have only two bedrooms.   

 
Per the covenant, no dwellings were to be erected or placed on any lot 

having a width of less than 77 feet at the minimum building setback 
line—corner lots range from 94.36 to 134.4—nor was any dwelling to be 
erected or placed on any lot having an area of less than 10,350 square 

feet.  All lots have street frontage (front yard) of 50.0 feet and the 
remainder of the depth of the lots range from 135.0 to 145.0 on average. 
 

The Greystone Court apartment complex which is located between 
Greystone Road and Jefron Drive within the subdivision is not an 
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associated component of the Graystone Farms subdivision.  This garden-
style complex, located on 2.39 acres, is comprised of a total of four 

apartment units, of which there are two identical pairs.  One pair was 
constructed in 1945 and the other pair was constructed in 1965.   
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Unrelated Apartment Complex; note it is not shown on the original 

plan. 
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History and Significance 

Graystone Farms, built from 1950 to 1960, is a postwar single-family 
residential subdivision of 67 lots on a 24 acre parcel of land with the 

houses on a minimum of one-quarter acre lots.  The subdivision is 
located one mile west of Ambler, Pennsylvania.  Graystone Farms 
displays a number of the social, economic, and architectural influences 

(described on the PHMC-BHP Pennsylvania Suburbs website) which 
emerged in residential development in the years immediately following 

World War II.   
 
In general, postwar subdivisions tended to be outside of the urban city 

center and were located near interstates and highways.  Subdivisions 
were designed to provide an open space feel with landscaped streets, 
private yards, and, often, community parks.  Most often, the builders 

offered a limited number of house plans and architectural styles.  New 
shopping centers, parks, schools, churches, and other community 

facilities were often located in or immediately adjacent to the housing 
development.  Often housing developments consisted of one or more 
―phases‖ developed relatively quickly, with dwellings that either 

continued the setting and architectural styles or made use of later house 
plans and practices from that later period.  
 

History of Whitpain Township (as pertaining to postwar development) 
Whitpain Township, established in 1701, is located in Montgomery 

County.  The township is approximately 12.9 square miles and is 
bounded to the north by Upper Gwynedd and Lower Gwynedd 
Townships; to the east by Ambler Borough and Upper Dublin and 

Whitemarsh Townships; to the south by East Norriton and Plymouth 
Townships; and to the west by Worcester Township.  The Northeast 

Extension of the Pennsylvania Turnpike (initially US 9, later I-476)—
constructed 1954-1957—bisects the western section of the township; 
North Wales Road, Dekalb Pike (SR 202), Penllyn Bluebell Pike (SR 

3003), and Butler Pike are the north-south major thoroughfares and 
Morris Road (SR 2001), Skippack Pike (SR 73), and Township Line Road 
(SR 3001) are the east-west access routes.1 

 
In 1949, the Township Board of Supervisors appointed a Zoning 

Commission to prepare a zoning ordinance for the Township since they 

                                                 
1
 Skippack Pike (also known as “The Township Road,” “Skippack Road” and “Skippack Turnpike”) appears 

on a 1686 survey; DeKalb Pike (also known as “Old Swedes’ Ford Road,” “Centre Square and Norristown 
Turnpike,” and “State Road”) was laid out in 1738 (through Whitpain Township in 1830); Butler Pike (also 
known as “Plymouth to Upper Dublin Turnpike”) construction started in 1739; Morris Road opened to 
Butler Pike in 1741. 
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were anticipating suburban growth.2  In 1950, the Supervisors passed 
the ordinance which divided the township into ―use‖ districts and 

established restrictions for the construction of buildings in the township. 
In 1954, the Supervisors appointed a Planning Commission, which 

prepared a preliminary Comprehensive Plan for systematic growth and 
development of Whitpain, in addition to the passage of an ordinance 
setting regulations for subdivision development.  
 

The Whitpain Township Zoning Ordinance Article IV R2 – Residence 
Districts states the following: 
 

―Section 402: there shall be a front yard, the depth of which 
shall be at least fifty (50) feet, provided that in the case of a 
lot extending through from one street to another, the street 

lines of which are not more than one hundred fifty (150) feet 
apart, the depth of the front yard on the rear street line may 

be decreased when authorized as a special exception by the 
Board of Adjustment. 
 

Section 403. In case of a corner lot, a front yard, the depth of 
which shall be at least fifty (50) feet shall be required on 

each street on which the lot abuts, provided that in the case 
of a corner lot held in single and separate ownership at the 
effective date of this Ordinance of a width of less than eighty 

(80) feet, the depth of the front yard on the long side of the 
lot may be decreased when authorized as a special exception 
by the Board of Adjustment. 

 
Section 404: In the case of a one-family detached dwelling 

there shall be two side yards, one on each side of the main 
building, the aggregate width of which shall be at least forty 
(40) feet.  Neither side yard shall be less than fifteen (15) feet 

wide. Provided, that in the case of a house built with an 
attached garage the aggregate width of the side yards shall 

be at least twenty-eight (28) feet and neither side yard shall 
be less than twelve (12) feet.  
 

Section 406: there shall be a rear yard not less than fifty (50) 
feet in depth.  Rear yards shall be unoccupied except for 
accessory buildings which are limited to twenty (20) percent 

of the area of the rear yard.‖ (n.p.) 
 

                                                 
2
Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plan; later ordinances and studies include a Well Control Ordinance, 

a Sanitary Ordinance (1957), and a Comprehensive Sewer Study (1958) 
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Development in Whitpain Township in the 1950s does appear to deviate 
from the standard postwar growth in the greater metropolitan 

Philadelphia area.  While it experienced growth (due to its proximity to 
population centers including Norristown and Ambler Boroughs), it had 

very little to no significant change in population density from 1920 to 
1957.  This stable density may have been due to the township‘s proactive 
zoning ordinances.  By the late 1950s to early 1970s, however, things 

changed.   
  
The circa 1960 Whitpain Township Comprehensive plan dramatically 

forewarned of impending growth when it stated, ―Whitpain Township is 
undergoing intensive development.  While the Whitpain planning study of 

1954 made recommendations for the preservation of open space and 
developed the neighborhood district concept in Whitpain, it did not 
foresee the tremendous growth in Whitpain.  The 1954 report anticipated 

a population of 5,000 by 1960 and 7,500 by 1970.  There is no question 
that residential expansion in Whitpain and the subdivision development 

process are proceeding at an exceedingly uncomfortable rapid rate.3 
The 1960s Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plan stated the ability to 
move outside of the core of Philadelphia but still retain employment in 

the city was due to increased automobile ownership.  In fact, 
Montgomery County auto registration increased greatly from 1950 to 
1959. 
 

Home ownership also rose in Montgomery County from 56% in 1940 to 
71% by 1950.  The Southeastern Pennsylvania Regional Planning 
Commission‘s 1955 Subdivision Report and the Montgomery County 

Planning Commissions‘ County Participation in Subdivision Activity, 
reported that Montgomery County on the whole approved 4,220 housing 

lots in 1952, 4,248 lots in 1953, 4,218 lots in 1954, and 7,037 lots in 
1955.  

 
During the postwar period, construction of subdivisions on farmland was 
often the norm, since farms offered large tracts of undeveloped land on 

the periphery of burgeoning cities. From 1953 to 1959, Whitpain 
Township lost 620 acres of farmland to subdivision construction, 
resulting in the addition of 1003 houses.  The density per acre of 

Graystone Farms was above average.  For example the Earl Jones 
subdivision, located on 28 acres, had 22 houses; DeKalb Park, located on 

21 acres, had 29 houses; Mercer Hill Village Annex, located on 24 acres, 
had 45 houses; and Blue Bell Road Manor, located on 28 acres, had 37 
houses.4 

                                                 
3
 18 

4
 Wayne A. Huss, ed., Whitpain Township: A Tricentennial Reflection 1701-2001 (Whitpain Township, PA: 

Whitpain Township and the Historical Society of Whitpain, 2002): 207. 
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Percentage Share of Population from Small Unit of Analysis to Larger Unit of 

Analysis: 1940-1960 
Source: Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plan 

Unit of Government 1940 1950 1960 

Whitpain 18.8 18.3 25.4 

Ambler Area 48.2 47.9 42.3 

Nine Municipalities 9.3 9.9 13.2 

Montgomery County 9.0 9.6 11.9 

Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Area 

32.3 35.0 38.4 

Pennsylvania 7.5 6.9 6.3 

Percentage of 
Whitpain to 
Montgomery County 

.84 .86 1.4 
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174,366 in 
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1950s (Purple) and 1960s (red) subdivisions and 

associated resources in the project area. 
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Number of subdivisions approved in Whitpain Township in the 1950s 
Source Whitpain Township Comprehensive Plan* 

Year No. of 
Subdivisions 
Approved 

No. of Lots No. of Acres 

1953 2 31 3.5 

1954 6 179 52.7 

1955 4 119 49.4 

1956 6 155 64.9 

1957 4 123 63.3 

1958 13 265 133.0 

1959 12 176 93.2 

Total 47 1048 460.0 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

*The table is incomplete (the source did not count 6 subdivisions [16 lots] in 
1958 and 1959 because each was over two acres in size, which was not 
consistent with the average; and the Montgomery County Whitpain Township 
records themselves are incomplete) 
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Subdivision Application Information for Whitpain Township (1950-1963)* 

# of 
Lots Applicant 

Owner (same 
unless noted) Subdivision Name Street Location 

Approved 
Date 

24 
John V. Hoey (J.J. 
Skelly)   Whitpain Gardens   9/12/1950 

11 
Charles J. Clarke, 
Jr.   Skippack Pike     

143 Martin G. Bergman     Pleasant Ave. Morris Rd.   

5 Curtis Jones 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc. 

Mercer Hill Village 
Section #1 Morris Rd. 10/14/1952 

21 Curtis Jones 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc. 

Mercer Hill Village 
Section #2 Morris Rd. 11/18/1952 

31 John V. Hoey Ira K. Davis DeKalb Park DeKalb Pike 7/22/1954 

12 
Walter Brucker & 
Co.     Morris & School Ln. 2/10/1953 

38 
Mecca Construction 
Co.   

Blue Bell Gardens 2-
4 Sunset & Valley Green Rd 4/10/1953 

11 Gilbert High, Esq. Helen E. Naylor   Skippack Pike 5/12/1953 

22 Earl P. Dunes     Morris 8/15/1953 

67 Stanton Lipschutz    Graystone Farm Butler Pike 8/21/1953 

12 Catherine Tetlow     
Skippack & Cartheart 
Rds. 1/5/1954 

24 Curtis Jones 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc. 

Mercer Hills Section 
#3 Betsy Lane 5/7/1954 

22 Curtis Jones   

Whitpain Village 
(section #5 of Mercer 
Hills) Gillian Rd. (Off Morris) 6/8/1954 

104 John Zerbey 

Zerbey 
Construction 

Co. Mermaid Estates Arch & Township Line 7/22/1954 

18 Curtis Jones 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc. 

(Mercer Hills Section 
#6) Mercer Hills Rd. 12/9/1954 

17 Curtis Jones 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc. 

Mercer Hills Section 
#7   12/14/1954 

59 Curtis Jones 

Whitpain 

Properties, Inc.   Butler Pike & Morris Rd. 12/14/1954 

211 Ashley Altman 
Altman 
Builders   Yost Rd. 12/17/1954 
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# of 

Lots Applicant 

Owner (same 

unless noted) Subdivision Name Street Location 

Approved 

Date 

65 George Fad   
Gwyillan Farm 
Homes Skippack Pike 3/8/1955 

31 Ashley Altman 
Altman 
Builders "A" Yost Rd. 3/8/1955 

27 George Fad   
Meadowlands Manor 
Section #1 Skippack Pike 4/22/1955 

11 John E. Zerbey 

Zerbey 
Construction 
Co. Mermaid Estates Arch & Township Line 5/11/1955 

45 
Whitpain 
Properties, Inc.   

Mercer Hill Village 
Annex Morris & Butler Pike 7/7/1955 

72 Ashley Altman 
Altman 
Builders 

Center Square 
Garden "C" Yost Rd. 10/15/1955 

61 Ashley Altman 
Altman 
Builders 

Center Square 
Garden "B" Yost Rd. 10/15/1955 

84 Raff & Ferguson     
Township Line & Swede 
St. 1/3/1956 

33 
Blue Bell Manor, 
Inc.     Blue Bell Rd. 1/7/1959 

27 
Washington Square 
Heights, Inc.   (Section E) Erb's Mill Road 1/7/1959 

52 
Washington Square 
Heights, Inc.   (Section F)   1/7/1959 

22 (?) C. Raymond Weir 
Robert N. 
Brown   Skippack Pike 2/13/1959 

60 Donald Schurr 
Cairhill 
Corporation   

DeKalb Pike & Skippack 
Pike 2/25/1959 

63 C. Raymond Weir 
MacKenzie & 
Fleming   

Skippack Pike & Walton 
Rd. 2/25/1959 

69 Heritage, Inc.     Yost Rd. & Stirling Way 5/22/1959 

36       
DeKalb Pike & Skippack 
Pike 5/22/1959 

18 Whitpain Township 
Louis B. 
Costello Williamsburg 

Stenton Ave. & Blue Bell 
Rd. 12/18/1959 

193 Whitpain Township 
Altman 
Builders 

Center Square 
Greens #3 North Wales Rd. 6/6/1960 

59 Whitpain Township 

Mecco 
Construction 
Co. Rabbitt Run Acres Cathcart & Wagon Rd. 7/25/1960 

12 Whitpain Township ? Canterbury Park #4 Midway Lane 8/1/1961 

21 Whitpain Township 
Thomas R. 
White Parcel No. 8 Penllyn Pike 1/19/1962 
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# of 

Lots Applicant 

Owner (same 

unless noted) Subdivision Name Street Location 

Approved 

Date 

52 Whitpain Township Cairn Hill Corp. 
DeKalb Farms 
Subdivision #2 

DeKalb Pike & Cherry 
Lane 11/27/1962 

92 
Whitpain 
Supervisors 

A. William 
Csink Blue Bell Square 

Cathcart & School House 
Rd. 7/18/1963 

16 Whitpain Township 
John 
Cadwalader, Jr.   

Williams Rd & Stenton 
Ave & Butler Pike   

10 Whitpain Township Mrs. B.S. Fox   
Skippack Pike & Lewis 
Lane 8/19/1963 

11 

Joseph Burke 
Joseph Burke 
& James Haney   

Erbs Mill Rd & Butler 
Ave. 7/9/1964 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

* The information in the table below is taken from the Montgomery County Planning Commission‘s Record of 
Review of subdivisions.  Unfortunately, the volumes only recorded applications from 1950-1963.  Our office only 
transcribed subdivisions of 12 or more lots.  Since the transcription was from handwritten entries, there may be 
incorrect spellings or misinformation. 
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While the Record of Review does not begin prior to 1950, it appears that 
the first postwar subdivision in the immediate area was Broad Axe 

Village.  Broad Axe Village (subject of the preceding HRSF) was built on a 
51-acre lot at the northwest corner of Skippack and Butler Pikes circa 

1948 by the Mercaldo brothers‘ Mecco Construction Company. This 
subdivision featured two-story local sandstone and schist single family 
homes. 
  
History of Graystone Farms 

Oral interviews with Graystone Farms residents revealed that the 
subdivision tract was originally owned by descendants of the family that 
founded SmithKline Beecham Company.   They also stated that the 

subdivision was built upon a former polo club property.  (The polo club 
was established in 1900 just north of Broad Axe on Butler Pike at the top 
of the hill before Morris Road).5  Prior to that, the land was part of the 

Delaney farm, which may have been the Harper Nice farm of 72 acres in 
1877; however, this has not been confirmed. 

 
While the Kline family was mentioned specifically as the owners, limited 
deed research performed seems to suggest that it was the Gilliland 

family.  Chateau Neuf Inc. (President Samuel Y. Gibbon and Secretary 
Virginia D. Gibbon) granted and conveyed to Stanton E. Lipschutz of 

twenty-four and five hundred and fifty-four one-thousandths acres 
(24.554) for $36,831.00 dollars on July 24, 1953 (Deed Book No. 2391 
page 542).  Chateau Neuf, Inc. purchased approximately 28.812 acres for 

$32,000 from Wyeth Inc. on July 11, 1946 (Deed Book No. 1753, page 
288).  Wyeth Inc. had purchased this land from American Home Products 
Corporation on April 1, 1944 (Deed Book No. 1729, page 274). Samuel H. 

Gilliland purchased from Thomas J. Brady on August 23rd, 1916 (Deed 
Book No. 747, page 353) – and Gilliland granted unto the Gilliland 

Laboratories on September 16th, 1916 (Deed Book No. 748, page 472).6   

                                                 
5
 Huss, 149. 

6
 Montgomery County, Recorder of Deeds, Deed Book 2391 page 542.  Thirty-two certain lots described 

according to a certain Plan, thereof known as “Section No. 1 Subdivision Plan of Graystone Farms 
Homes” between Stanton E. Lipschutz and Marion Lipschutz and Jefron Homes Inc. on May 20, 1954; 
being lots 1-14-15-16-17-18-2-3-4-8-9-10-11-12-13-19-20-21-22-23-24-25-26-27-28-29-6-30-31-32-5-7; 
being the same premises which Chateau Neuf, Inc. granted and conveyed unto Stanton E. Lipschutz 
(Deed 2391 page 542) containing twenty-four and five hundred and fifty-four one-thousandths acres (24) 
for $36,831.oo dollars.  Jefron Homes Inc. was comprised of L. W. Becker as President and Jack Becker as 
Secretary. Covenants from the deed dated September 3, 1954 between Stanton E. Lipschutz and Marion 
Lipschutz and Jackstan Homes Inc., regarding the thirty-six certain lots known as “sub-division Plan of 
Graystone Farm Homes” for $1.00 dollar. Being lots: 33-34-35, 68, 36-37-38-39-40-41-42-43-45-46-47-48-
49-50-51-52-53-54-55-56-57-58-59-60-61-62-63-64-65-66-67.  Mahlon Kline joined Smith and Shoemaker 
[formerly John K. Smith and Co.] as a bookkeeper in 1855, later becoming a salesman and attended 
courses at the Philadelphia College of Pharmacy.  In 1875, the company name was changed to Smith, 
Kline, and Company (which later becomes Smith, Kline & Beecham). H.M. Alexander’s company became 
Gilliland Laboratories which eventually became a part of Wyeth Laboratories, Inc.   American Home 
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The houses of Graystone Farms were constructed over a ten-year period 
(1950-1960) with the majority (56 out of 67) of homes constructed in 

1954.  The homes were designed by Theodore Brandow, Registered 
Architect, and built by Becker & Lipschutz, Builders, and sold by L.W. 

Becker Co., Agents.  L.W. Becker Company signed a $32,000 bond with 
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland to bind and obligate 
themselves to complete all work necessary for the excavation, road 

paving, concrete curbing, and storm sewer on March 17, 1954.   
 
While BHP was able to uncover snippets of information regarding 

Lipschutz, Becker, and Brandow, it is not enough to fully present a 
history of their role in suburban development.   Stanton E. Lipschutz, 

during the 1980s, was a partner in the Philadelphia land developing and 
building firm of Becker, Lipschutz & Prusan.  In 1978, the firm requested 
the Lower Makefield Board of Supervisors to rezone from partially R1 and 

R2 to all R2 (two homes per acre) an 88-acre tract bordering Dolington, 
Creamery, and Quarry Roads.  The developers were proposing to 

construct single family dwellings with a density of 1.4 dwellings per acre.  
The township planning commission denied the request.7   During the 
1960s, Lipschutz was the secretary of the Pennsylvania Home Builders 

Association and, in 1971, he became president.  Also in the 1960s, he 
was the president of the Home Builders Association of Philadelphia and 
Suburban Counties.8   

 
In the 1950s and early 1960s, the firm went by the name of Lipschutz 

and Becker.  The only information available regarding Jack Becker was 
that he attended the University of Pennsylvania‘s Wharton School of 
Business.  Lipschutz and Becker developed Brittany Farms, a housing 

development of approximately 300 homes in Chalfont, New Britain 
Township, Bucks County, circa 1957 to 1963.  His firm announced they 
were going to start construction of a shopping center on a five-acre parcel 

west of the residential area, along Route 202 at its intersection with 
Brittany Drive. 9  It appears that his firm used Gamen Construction Co. 

                                                                                                                                                 
Products is the parent corporation of Wyeth Laboratories which is now owned by GlaxoSmithKline.  
Pharmacists John and Frank Wyeth opened a drugstore in Philadelphia in 1860. John’s son Stuart became 
the company’s president in 1907, and American Home Products, the holding company now known as 
Wyeth, was incorporated on February 4, 1926.  Charles Pfizer and Charles Erhart founded the Charles 
Pfizer & Company in 1849.  Wyeth was formerly owned by American Home Products Corporation.  
Pfizer’s Animal Health Division would purchase SmithKline Beecham’s animal health business in 1995. 
7
Bucks County Courier Times, “Zoning Change Contested,” September 18, 1978. 

8
 The Home Builders Association of Philadelphia and Suburban Counties was founded in 1937 by a group 

of builders and developers.  In 1942, the Association became a charter member of the National 
Association of Home Builders (NAHB), and in the late 1970s, the Association changed its name to the 
Home Builders Association of Southeastern Pennsylvania.  
9
 The Daily Intelligencer, “New Britain Shop Center is Planned,” December 30, 1963. 
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Inc., for their New Britain Township development, which, based upon 
oral interviews, was the name of the construction company for Graystone 

Farms. The firm also developed the $3 million Font Hill Apartment 
development off of Route 611 in Doylestown.  It contained 155 one and 

two-bedroom units in a garden-type layout on a ten acre tract.   
 
As the president of the Home Builders Association of Philadelphia and 

Suburban Counties, Lipschutz was quoted in the September 22, 1964, 
Philadelphia Tribune article ―Builders Not Blameless for Bias‖ 

 
―Recently, certain home builders in advertising their new 
homes in the suburbs have been advising parents that if 

they want good schools and excellent teachers for their 
children, they must move from the city.  In the Sunday 
Bulletin, Stanton E. Lipschutz, president, Home Builders 
Association of Philadelphia and Suburban Counties, declares 
that three factors hold the main keys to the advancement 

and prosperity of the home building industry in the 
Philadelphia metropolitan area. The third key: ‗An all-out 

educational program that will result in complete 
understanding and IF POSSIBLE, complete acceptance of the 
State‘s Human Relations Act.‘ He declares that home 

builders as such are not averse to selling to anybody, 
regardless of race, color or national origin. ‗The problem,‘ he 
writes, ‗is to sell houses to people who have their own ideas 

about whom they want for neighbors, no matter what the law 
says.‘  On its face, Mr. Lipschutz is apparently trying to be 

fair and honest, but there are certain builders who refused 
to sell to Negroes simply because they thought that whites 
would not buy homes if a Negro family owned a home in that 

community.  However, how can Mr. Lipschutz justify not 
selling homes to Negroes in defiance of the law? When the 

foregoing is tied in with the type of advertising used to sell 
homes in the suburbs, the building industry is not 
blameless.‖  

 
The architect, Theodore Brandow, was born in Philadelphia, PA on 
November 18, 1925.  He received a bachelor‘s degree in Architecture from 

the University of Pennsylvania in 1949.  He worked as a draftsman for 
Oskar Stonorov 1949-50; for Jack S. Steel in 1950; as a Job Captain for 

Gilby, O‘Malley & Stopper and as an Office Manager for Oskar Stonorov 
from 1951-1953.  He opened his firm Theodore Brandow, Architect in 
1953. He was registered in Delaware, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, and a 

member of the American Institute of Architects (AIA) from 1959-1970.   
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Brandow was the ―architect of record‖ in one or more of the categories of 
residential, commercial, industrial, religious, educational, and 

recreational works.  Based upon 1960s documentation, his principal 
works included the Tacony Park Recreation Building, St. David‘s 

Episcopal Church, Temple Beth Tikvah, residence for Mr. & Mrs. Richard 
Fox, Oakmont Housing Group, Beaver Hill Apartments, Jenkintown, PA; 
Compton Park Apartments, Wilmington, DE; Stone Hedge Apartments, 

Bethlehem, PA; Conestoga Apartments, Lancaster, PA; and Sherry Lake 
Apartments, Conshohocken, PA.    
 

His honorary awards included the Homes for Better Living, AIA, in 1958; 
Center Square, Green Housing, 1961, Oakmont; Award of Merit for 

Green Acres Housing, House & Home, 1957;  Award of Merit for Centre 
Square Housing, House & Home – AIA, 1958; American Builder Award, 

for Oakmont Housing, American Builders Magazine, 1959; Silver Check 
for Valley Forge Housing, National Association Home Builders & Life 

Magazine; special award for Oakmont Housing, AIA-Life Magazine and  
House & Home, 1961.10    
 

The houses of Graystone Farms sold for a base price of $13,650.  The 
sales brochure stated:   

 
Location – acknowledged by all, the one most important 
decision to be made in buying a new home. Graystone Farms 

has every advantage, only one mile from the established 
borough of Ambler with excellent shopping, transportation, 
(30 trains daily from Reading Railroad Station), all schools 

and churches.  Beautifully situated in a country suburb on 
the city‘s edge where you can easily afford to live 

comfortably, and where your children can romp and play in 
the great outdoors in complete safety. Yes, a wonderful life 
awaits you and your family here at Graystone Farms, an 

address of which you can justly be proud. 
 

Design – This is no ordinary home. A registered architect 
spent a great deal of time in research to plan and design this 
contemporary styling to satisfy your every need and desire. 

Every detail of construction is supervised closely to insure 
quality in this advanced design and that something extra, 
―exactness‖ so often overlooked. 

 

                                                 
10

 George S. Koyl, ed. American Architects Directory, 2
nd

 Edition, New York: R.R. Bowker, Company, 1962; 
John F. Gane, ed. American Architects Directory, 3

rd
 Edition, New York: R.R. Bowker, Company, 1970. 
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Examples of Brandow’s other work includes the following:   
 

Holiday Houses at Paper Mill Glen, Erdenheim, PA 
 

Radnor Green, built circa 1958.  
Residential subdivision of detached, single family homes on median lots of one-

fifth of an acre.  
 Located in Claymont, Delaware. Radnor Green has its own Civic Association 
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The homes featured the following: 
 

 Set on ¼ acre lots and larger 

 Partial stone construction 

 Concrete foundation 

 Covered entranceway with stone planting boxes 

 Foyer entrance, guest closet 

 26 foot living room with corner fireplace, picture window 

 dining area with picture window and door to outside dining 
terrace 

 cathedral type, mahogany beam ceiling 

 ultra-modern, step-saving kitchen 

o Formica work areas 
o Exhaust fan 

o Natural wood cabinets, 36 square feet of storage 
o Door to outside walk 
o Ceiling spotlight over sink 

 Three full bedrooms 
o All sliding door closets.  One with overhead trunk storage. 

Two bedrooms each have 8 foot closets 

 Ceramic tile bath and powder room 

 5 foot linen closet 

 Huge carport or covered side patio and play area 

 An 8‘x10‘6‖ storage room in rear 

 Gas fired circulating warm air heat 

 Copper piping throughout 

 Hardwood parquet floors (7/8‖ thick) 

 Sliding aluminum windows 

 Rear patio with weatherproof electric outlet 

 
The builder required specific covenants on the properties, including the 

following: 
 

No lots shall be used except for residential purposes. No 

building shall be erected, altered, placed or permitted to 
remain on any lot other than one detached single-family 

dwelling not to exceed two and one-half stories in height and 
a private garage for not more than two cars. 

 

No building shall be erected, placed or altered on any lot 
until the construction plans and specifications and a plan 
showing the location of the structure have been approved by 

the Architectural control committee as to quality of 
workmanship and materials, harmony of external design 
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with existing structures, and as to location with respect to 
topography and finish grade elevation.   

 
No fence or wall shall be erected, placed or altered on any lot 

nearer to any street than the minimum building setback line 
unless similarly approved. 

 

No dwelling shall be permitted on any lot at a cost of less 
than Six thousand ($6,000.00) Dollars based upon cost 
levels prevailing on the date these covenants are recorded, it 

being the intention and purpose of the covenant to assure 
that all dwellings shall be of a quality of workmanship and 

materials substantially the same or better than that which 
can be produced on the date these covenants are recorded at 
the minimum cost stated herein for the minimum permitted 

dwelling size.   
 

The ground floor area of the main structure, exclusive of 
one-story open porches and garages, shall be not less than 
eight hundred square feet for a one-story dwelling, nor less 

than five hundred fifty square feet for a dwelling of more 
than one story. 

 

Protective screening areas are established as shown on the 
recorded plat, including a Twenty foot strip of land along the 

front line of Paddock Road, beginning at a point on the 
Southeast side of said Paddock Road at the distance of Four 
hundred fifty-one feet and thirty-eight one-hundredths of a 

foot Northeastwardly from the Northeasterly side of 
Greystone Road (both sides extended) for a distance of three 
hundred twenty-five feet. Except as otherwise provided 

herein regarding street intersections under ―Sight Distance 
of Intersection‖, planting, fences, or walls shall be 

maintained throughout the entire length of such areas by 
the owner or owners of the lots at their own expense to form 
an effective screen for the protection of the residential area.  

No building or structure except a screen fence or wall or 
utilities or drainage facilities shall be placed or permitted to 

remain in such areas.  No vehicular access over the areas 
shall be permitted except for the purpose of installation and 
maintenance of screening, utilities and drainage facilities. 
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No fence, wall, hedge or shrub planting which obstructs 
sight lines at elevations between two and six feet above the 

roadways shall be placed or permitted to remain on any 
corner lot within the triangular area formed by the street 

property lines and a line connecting them at points twenty-
five feet from the intersection of the street lines, or in the 
case of a rounded property corner from the intersection of 

the street property lines extended.  
 

The same sight-line limitations shall apply on any lot within 

ten feet from the intersection of a street property line with 
the edge of a driveway or alley pavement. No tree shall be 

permitted to remain within such distances of such 
intersections unless the foliage line is maintained at 
sufficient height to prevent obstruction of such sight lines. 

No fence or fences, at any time hereafter, shall be erected in 
front of the buildings. 

 
The architectural control committee is composed of Jack 
Becker, Milton Prusan and Stanton E. Lipschutz.  A majority 

of the committee may designate a representative to act for it. 
In the event of death or resignation of any member of the 
committee, the remaining members shall have full authority 

to designate a successor. Neither the members of the 
committee, nor its designated representatives shall be 

entitled to any compensation for services performed 
pursuant to this covenant. At any time, the then record 
owners of a majority of the lots shall have the power through 

a duly recorded written instrument to change the 
membership of the committee or to withdraw from the 
committee or restore to it any of its powers and duties. 

 
No building shall be located on any lot nearer to the front lot 

line or nearer to the side street line than the minimum 
building set-back lines shown on the recorded plat. In any 
event no building shall be located on any lot nearer than fifty 

feet to the front lot line, or nearer than fifty feet to any side 
street line. No building shall be located nearer than Ten foot 

to an interior lot line, except that no side yard shall be 
required for a garage or other permitted accessory building 
located sixty feet or more from the minimum building set 

back line. No dwelling shall be located on any interior lot 
nearer than fifty feet to the rear lot line. For the purposes of 
this covenant, eaves, steps and open porches shall not be 

considered as part of a building, provided, however, that this 
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shall not be constructed to permit any portion of a building, 
on a lot to encroach upon another lot. 

 
Easements for installations and maintenance of utilities as 

set forth in Deed Book No. 1808 page 161 and Deed Book 
No. 2450 page 301.  Drainage faculties are reserved over the 
rear five feet of each lot. 

 
No noxious or offensive activity shall be carried on upon any 
lot, nor shall anything be done thereon which may be or may 

become an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood. 
 

No structure of a temporary character, trailer, basement, 
tent, shack, garage barn or other outbuilding shall be used 
on any lot at any time as a residence either temporarily or 

permanently. 
 

No sign of any kind shall be displayed to the public view on 
any lot except one professional sign of not more than one 
square foot, one sign of not more than five square feet 

advertising the property for sale or rent, or signs used by a 
builder to advertise the property during the construction and 
sales period. 

 
No oil drilling, oil development operations, oil refining, 

quarrying or mining operations of any kind shall be 
permitted upon or in any lot, nor shall oil wells, tanks, 
tunnels, mineral excavations, or shafts be permitted upon or 

in any lot.  No derrick or other structure designed for use in 
boring oil or natural gas shall be erected, maintained or 
permitted upon any lot. 

 
No animals, livestock or poultry of any kind shall be raised, 

bred or kept on any lot, except that dogs, cats or other 
household pets may be kept, provided that they are not kept, 
bred or maintained for any commercial purpose. 

 
No lot shall be used or maintained as a dumping ground for 

rubbish. Trash, garbage, or other waste shall not be kept 
except in sanitary containers. All incinerators or other 
equipment for the storage or disposal of such material shall 

be kept in a clean and sanitary condition.‖ 
 
The covenants appear to be standard in their use of uniform setbacks, 

line of sight requirements, minimum square footage and cost of dwelling 
construction; and it corresponds to the requirements of Whitpain 



 163 

Township‘s subdivision ordinances.  It is interesting that there was an 
architectural committee; however, it is not unusual for postwar 

subdivisions to require the same architectural style for housing.  
 

EVALUATION 
Graystone Farms will need to be evaluated according to the criteria set 
forth in National Register bulletin 15: ―How to Apply the National Criteria 

for Evaluation,‖ the National Register bulletin ―Historic Residential 
Suburbs: Guidelines for Evaluation and Documentation for the National 
Register of Historic Places,‖ and the PHMC-BHP‘s ―Researchers Guide for 

Developing a Context for Evaluating Post World War II Suburbs for 
National Register Eligibility.‖  Graystone Farms appears to fit under the 

associated property type ―Pennsylvania Post World War II Housing 
Developments, 1945-1965 Historic District,‖ subtype ―Single Family 
Dwelling Subdivision,‖ as defined by the BHP ―Researchers Guide.‖  
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Montgomery County Postwar Suburbs  

18th and Early 19th Century Settlement  

Early European settlement dates to the era of William Penn‘s founding 
and expansion of Pennsylvania in the late 1600s and early 1700s.  
Originally part of Philadelphia County, Montgomery County was 

incorporated in 1784 following the American Revolution.  European 
settlements included mostly small villages and farms.  Eastern 
Montgomery County was occupied by Quakers who constructed 

meetinghouses at Abington, Merion, Norriton, Horsham, Upper Dublin, 
Plymouth, and Gwynedd.  The earliest designated Quaker meeting 

houses were at Merion, 1695; Abingdon, 1697; and Norriton, 1698.  
Other immigrant settlers included Swedes, English, Welsh, and 
Germans.  Rolling hills and fertile valleys made it ideal farming territory 

for settlers.   
 

Ambler appears to be the earliest officially-recognized town in 
Montgomery County.  A map of original Philadelphia-area land surveys 
published in London in the early 1680s identifies Ambler Borough with 

the majority of its land owned by brothers George and William Harmer.  
Ambler had active grist mills, a tannery (one worker was reported to have 
earned $5 for two weeks labor), and abundant farming.  Norristown was 

designated the county seat with the county‘s incorporation.  A 
courthouse and prison were constructed there in 1787.  While the 

county‘s first post office was established at Pottstown in 1794, 
Norristown secured one in 1799.  Around the same time, the county was 
divided into three election districts based on population.  The division 

was based on the arrangement of county population.  Total county 
population remained around 1,000 until the early 19th century.  In 1820, 
Norristown‘s population stood at 827.  By 1859, and with growing 

industrialization, the county‘s population grew to 11,000 including 216 
―colored‖ residents (Buck, p. 83).  By the late 19th century it approached 

approximately 17,000.   
 
Norristown was the center of the county‘s early social, industrial, and 

financial development.  Besides newspapers, inns, financial institutions, 
and other businesses, the county seat had two major cotton mills 

employing 500 workers in 1859 and had a combined product value of 
$454,000 that year, a sizeable sum for a mid-19th century small town.  In 
addition, the town was home to the Bank of Montgomery County that 

served as the county‘s only deposit and lending institution until the 
Bank of Pottstown was chartered in the 1850s.  Norristown‘s other 
commerce included inns, taverns, a mutual insurance company, four 

newspapers (Norristown Republican, National Defender, Norristown 
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Herald and Free Press, and Norristown Register), markets, small retailers, 
a farm supply store, and other enterprises.   

 
Other towns in Montgomery County saw similar growth.  For example, 

Pottsgrove industry included an iron furnace, gristmill, saw mill, and 
agricultural production.  Schwenksville—named after the 
Schwenkenfelders, a German and Swiss religious group who settled 

there—had a productive copper mine that commenced operations in 
1720.  it also had a limestone quarry (an abundant resource in the 

county demonstrated by the fact that Plymouth Township workers 
produced $45,000 of limestone in 1840 alone).  Limerick, in the 
northwestern part of the county, had sandstone quarries that supplied 

Philadelphia and other East coast cities.  The sandstone was considered 
of good quality and was used for various types of construction.     
 

Whitemarsh had two marble mills and three quarries that produced 
$30,000 worth of product in 1840.  In some locales, marble was as much 

as fifteen feet thick.  Average thickness was about half that size, 
however.  Thus, like Plymouth Township‘s sandstone, Whitemarsh‘s 
marble was of good quality and was in demand for construction in 

locales such as Philadelphia.  Conshohocken‘s Hale Fire Pump Co. was 
founded there in 1914 and became an important employer until it was 

sold in 1968.  The town also had the Schuylkill Ironworks whose 
products were available to many locales in Southeastern Pennsylvania.  
Established in the 18th century, by 1901, its annual production totaled 

25,000 tons of iron and steel products.   
 
Pottstown was incorporated in 1815.  In 1830, it had 700 residents and, 

by 1859, its population more than doubled to over 1,800.  The town 
boasted a silk mill in 1867 named Flues and Company.  The facility was 

located on land originally occupied by a grist mill.  The land was 
purchased by New York entrepreneur Eberhard Flues whose mercantile 
connections extended to London, Paris, and other European cities, thus 

enabling the mill to supply products to numerous domestic and overseas 
locales.  He razed the grist mill and constructed a large frame building 
for silk processing and an adjacent building for dyeing.  In the late 19th 

century, the facility employed about 100 workers, all of German heritage.  
As demand for its products grew in the early 20th century it employed 

several hundred skilled and unskilled workers, among them children and 
teenagers. 
 

Of Montgomery County‘s 42 municipalities incorporated by 1880, there 
were 11 rural townships, 8 suburban townships, and 13 fast-growing 

townships, as well as 6 river-based boroughs and 18 railroad and 
roadway-anchored boroughs.  By the 1920s, the county‘s population 
mushroomed to 135,000.  Gradual population growth was influenced 
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mainly by newly arriving immigrants who worked in industry and those 
who migrated from Philadelphia in search of work and land.   As with 

other areas adjacent to urban centers, county histories tie the beginnings 
of suburban development to the 1920s when population began moving 

from larger cities and when town centers began to expand beyond their 
earlier bounds.  Most non-town center development consisted of one-
story houses on small lots.  Unlike post-World War II suburban 

development, however, 1920s development usually occurred adjacent to 
town centers.    
 

During the 1930s, Montgomery County‘s population grew little as the 
Great Depression suppressed jobs and industrial growth.  Non town-

center development practically ceased as the Depression took hold.  
Stagnant population and economic growth changed radically following 
the end of World War II.   
 

Growth, and Suburbanization: Montgomery County 1940 to 2000   

 
The post-WWII era, of course, saw Montgomery County‘s greatest growth 
in terms of population (Figure 34), industry, and suburbia.  During the 

early 1940s, population did not grow a great deal in the county; a trend 
that would be altered dramatically by the end of the decade and the 
1950s.  From the late 1940s through 1980 the population grew 

remarkably from 300,000 to nearly 700,000.  Population density 
increased from 200 people per square mile in 1880 to 1,335 persons per 

square mile in 1980, making Montgomery County one of the most 
densely populated non-city counties in the Commonwealth.  As this 
study will further show, population in townships such as East Norriton, 

Lower Gwynedd, Upper Gwynedd, Montgomery, and Whitpain was 
simultaneously driven by and drove transportation enhancements, retail 
and industrial expansion, and suburban housing availability.   

 
Driving such growth was the location of numerous transportation routes.  

For example, U.S. Route 422 was expanded and widened to mostly four-
lanes as was the Schuylkill Expressway that served as a major route 
between county locales and Philadelphia.  U.S. 202 was officially 

designated as such in the 1940s and, in the post-war era, it too was 
widened to four-lanes with expanded access via entrance and exit ramps.  

In the 1950s and 1960s, the east-west  Pennsylvania Turnpike expanded 
and was also designated as Interstates 76 and 276 (and, in the 1990s, I-
476), becoming major feeder and commuter routes to and from 

Philadelphia, New Jersey, Delaware, and other Northeastern locales.  The 
Northeastern Extension (also known as Route 9) was constructed in the 
1950s providing access to northern parts of Pennsylvania, upstate New 

York, and New England.  Reconstruction and widening of state,  
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municipal, and township roads was also a key to the county‘s growth 
and suburbanization.    

 
Similarly, tremendous economic growth was central to the county‘s 

prominent status, population growth, and suburbanization, so much so 
that it ranked among the leading growth counties in Pennsylvania and in 
the eastern United States by the 1960s.  In 1980, Montgomery County 

was ranked the 59th most populous county in the United States, growth 
driven almost exclusively by a healthy economy.   
 

Business and industrial expansion was extensive.  Among the many new 
employers were hundreds of retail establishments usually located in 

suburban strip malls and other malls, such as the massive King of 
Prussia Mall that continues to rank as among the largest in the United 
States.  Industrial establishments employed tens of thousands.  These 

companies included Bethlehem Steel‘s expanded facilities, the Jacobs 
Aircraft Engine Company, and Mrs. Smith‘s Pies at Pottstown.  

Norristown similarly saw business growth including Globe Knitting Mills, 
Schmidt‘s Brewery, and insurance and banking institutions.  
Conshohocken grew from a 19th century mill town to include a major 

natural gas installation owned by Philadelphia Electric Company (PECO).   
 
Though the county‘s agricultural land and production were impacted by 

suburban growth, farmers continued to be productive.  For example, in 
the 1970s and 1980s, the Horace W. Longacre poultry farm and 

processing plant at Franconis in the county‘s northeast employed dozens 
of skilled and unskilled workers including Asian and Hispanic 
immigrants.  In addition, O.M. Leidy and Sons became a widely 

recognized producer of pork and beef products.  Businesses in the 
county also included insurers such as at Harleysville, home to a large 
insurance company that bears its name and is a significant employer in 

Southeastern Pennsylvania.  Similarly, Goschenhoppen Mutual 
Insurance Company in Pennsburg, besides being recognized for its 

unique name, is one of the state‘s oldest insurers recognized as an 
important provider of casualty, fire, and livestock insurance to farmers. 
 

The county also became home to several industrial parks spawned by the 
Montgomery County Economic Development Corporation that attracted 

manufacturing facilities, transportation and communications companies, 
distribution centers, and other industrial establishments too numerous 
to mention.  Philadelphia-based companies, such as Rohm and Haas 

established suburban facilities in the county.  
  
It is not clear what proportion of Montgomery County‘s suburban 

population worked at these new or expanded industries; however, it is a 
fair assumption that tens of thousands of countians did and that a fair 
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number of workers were from other areas of Southeastern Pennsylvania 
including Philadelphia.   

 
Along with the growth in housing, retail, and industry, institutions of 

higher education were created or expanded in the post-war era.  These 
institutions included Montgomery County Community College, Bryn 
Mawr, Haverford, Beaver, Rosemont, and Ursinus Colleges as well as 

Villanova University.  Penn State University and Temple University 
established suburban campuses, as well.  Those who pursued education 
at these facilities included county residents, as well as individuals from 

Philadelphia and its environs.  Of course, the GI Bill of Rights and its 
provision for funding higher education enabled aided tens of thousands 

of Americans to attend college and certainly helped to spawn the growth 
of higher education in Pennsylvania and the Philadelphia area.   
 

Similarly, with post-war federal funding for hospitals through the Hill-
Burton Act signed by President Harry Truman—the first federal law 

providing direct public funding for hospital construction and expansion—
in 1946 to the National Cancer Act of the Nixon era—popularly dubbed 
the ―War on Cancer‖—hospitals were either newly established or grew 

their existing infrastructure (or both) as did pharmaceutical and medical 
service companies and nursing and rehabilitation centers.  For example, 
with federal funding (part of the ―War on Cancer‖) the nationally-

renowned Fox Chase Cancer Center (originally chartered as the American 
Oncological Hospital), located in Philadelphia‘s far northeast bordering 

Montgomery County, served as a professional regional employer; many of 
its physicians, nurses, and other staff lived in nearby Montgomery 
County communities.    

 
From the late 1940s through the 1960s, suburban housing development 
consisted mainly of single family dwellings on subdivided lots that 

ranged from one-quarter to one-half acre.  Homes were usually wood 
frame with cinder block or concrete foundations.  Stucco, aluminum 

siding, asphalt shingles, and synthetic materials were typically used in 
construction.  As suburban construction continued into the 1960s, retail 
strip-malls became more common as did apartment complexes and, in 

large towns, high-rise office and apartment buildings.  By the 1970s and 
1980s, townhouses became a suburban feature.  During the last quarter 

of the 20th century, suburban growth expanded to houses with large 
amounts of square footage on multiple acre lots.  Such homes were 
usually constructed on former farm land.   

 
Montgomery County‘s leisure and recreational opportunities grew, as 
well, during the post-war era.  Spring Mountain ski area in Upper Salford 

Township opened in 1962 and expanded significantly in the 1970s, 
offering recreational opportunities for 5,600 skiers per day.  The 
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nationally acclaimed Camp Firefly located in the same township.  It offers 
recreation to kids with diabetes and attracts campers from across the 

nation.  Numerous public parks are located in the county, some 
managed by the county government and others by the Commonwealth.  

For example, Evansburg State Park in Skippack Township offers 3,349 
acres for recreation.  The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania owned and 
operated a historical park at Valley Forge to commemorate the winter 

encampment of patriot troops under the command of General George 
Washington during the early part of the American Revolution.  Of course, 
private green spaces are owned by country clubs and private interests in 

several parts of the county.   
 

As population increased so did opportunities for residents to enjoy music 
and the arts in the mid-to-late 20th century.  The Mainline Community 
Orchestra formed in the 1940s and evolved to the Merion Music Society 

Symphony Orchestra in 1977; it frequently performs at the Bala-Cynwyd 
Middle School.  Likewise, the Pottsgrove Symphony Orchestra dates to 

1963 and performs several times a year.  Theaters were common features 
in many towns (such as Norristown, Jenkintown, and Lansdale), and 
several communities established local artist organizations.  Historical 

societies exist in some locales, as well, such as the Old York Road 
Historical Society located in Jenkintown, a community that also boasted 
a small school of cultural art and a local symphony orchestra.   

 
Finally, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania located a major state 

correctional facility at Graterford to replace its aging Eastern State 
Penitentiary—located on Fairmount Avenue in Philadelphia—that closed 
in the early 1970s.  Graterford employs and incarcerates several 

thousand inmates and is a high security institution for individuals 
awaiting capital punishment.   
 

Of course, to meet business, government, and population needs, public 
utilities grew tremendously and included sewer and water lines, electric 

transmission, cable television, and natural gas pipelines.  In addition, 
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company developed a nuclear power plant 
at Limerick near Pottstown to supply electricity to the growing grid in the 

northeastern United States.   
 

In view of such growth, county commissioners apparently kept historic 
and open space preservation in mind as they dealt with development 
pressures.  The commissioners and county planning officials reported in 

1963 that ―Montgomery County would like to preserve the historical 
aspects of the Fort Washington area along Bethlehem Pike.  It also would 
like to eliminate hazardous driving conditions on the pike in that area.  

The (county planning) commission plans to align buildings, roads, and 
open areas in the area.‖  
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―Our fundamental objective . . . is to preserve what is considered one of 

the county‘s most historical areas,‖ according to Arthur F. Loeben, 
commission director.  Loeben said that numerous stone farmhouses 

dating from this period (18th century) still stood, ―and are worthy of 
preserving.‖  ―It is our intention to protect this richly historical area from 
deterioration resulting from increasing development and traffic.‖ 

(―Redevelopment of Fort Washington Area Planned to Preserve Historical 
Features.‖ The Advertiser.  February 20, 1963.  Philadelphia, PA.  p.1).   

  
By the 1970s and 1980s deindustrialization impacted many industrial 
communities, especially in states like Pennsylvania where heavy industry 

such as coal mining, steel, textiles, and other types of manufacturing 
employed hundreds of thousands and were mainstays of the early-to-mid 
20th century economy.  With a diverse economy including retail trade, 

financial institutions, health care, education, service industries, the arts, 
communications, and others, Montgomery County was not particularly 

hard hit.  It did, however, see its population growth essentially stagnate 
for most of the 1980s.  Its population would not grow by much during 
most of the remaining years of the 20th century.   

 
Montgomery County townships under study here are East Norriton, 

Upper Gwynedd, Lower Gwynedd, Whitpain, and Montgomery (Figures 
35 and 36).  The following are histories of these townships and 
explanations of their post-war growth.   

 
East Norriton Township 
 

East Norriton Township was established as a second class township in 
1909 and was divided into eastern and western sectors.  It is among the 

smallest municipalities in Montgomery County, comprising 6.11 square 
miles.  Early settlers were mainly Germans who farmed and produced 
cattle, hogs, feed, and vegetables.  A small black community was located 

near Norriton and was apparently supported by Quaker abolitionists.   
 
As with other areas of Pennsylvania, most roads were dirt and one or two 

lanes.  In the 19th century, rail became more common with service 
provided by the Philadelphia and Western Railroad (P&WRR).  In the 

early 20th century, the Schuylkill Valley Traction Company and the 
Montgomery Traction Company both provided trolley service in the 
county and several of its townships, including East Norriton.  20th 

century transportation enhancements that gave township residents 
easier regional access included SEPTA (using the former P&WRR lines) 

and enhanced two and four lane roadways such as Germantown Pike, 
DeKalb Pike, Township Line Road, Swede Road, and Felton Road.  Much  
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of this infrastructure was either developed or significantly expanded in 
the post-World War II era.  The county‘s oldest standing house remains 

on Germantown Pike and Felton Road.  It is a tavern just east of the 
Stony Creek Railroad.    

 
In the late 19th and early 20th centuries, small family businesses were 
predominant while, at the same time, industrialization took hold in the 

county and township.  A major employer in East Norriton was the Gey 
Band and Tag Company that, by 1914, employed over 100 workers who 
supplied fittings and parts for gaslights and jewelry.  Gey Band later 

expanded its production to provide banding implements for pigeons.  
Other businesses included Muller‘s Nursery on DeKalb Pike and Gill 

Quarries that supplied stone for road building and house construction, 
especially in the 1920s.  Summerill Tubing Company supplied metal 
tubing during the Civil War and late 19th century.  Located at Whitehall 

and Township Line Roads its business expanded into the early 20th 
century when it employed several hundred workers.  It was purchased in 

1958 by New York interests.  In 1920 the township had two newspapers 
with regional distribution. 
 

By 1915, property values in East Norriton were recorded at a total of 
$523,485, with property and construction centered in or near the villages 
of Norriton, Grandview Heights, Hoovertown, and Penn Square.  In 1917, 

a township fire company was established to serve a gradually increasing 
population (the number of residents hovered at only a few thousand from 

1920 to 1940).  One of the earliest—and most unusually marketed—
residential developments came to the township when John Connor sold 
his farm to the Rahway Building Company of Philadelphia who raffled 

tickets at bargain prices for residential building lots of 10 by 100 feet.  
There was a catch, however.  Township building codes required 
residential property frontage of 20 feet.  Thus, winners of the ticket raffle 

had to purchase another lot to commence construction.  Soon came the 
Great Depression when population growth and new housing starts came 

to a standstill.  In the post-war era, East Norriton saw measurable 
population growth as well as residential housing and commercial and 
industrial property construction.    

 
From 1950 to 1960, a total of 2,100 units of residential housing were 

made available in the township.  The majority of these houses were 
located in newly-constructed subdivisions.  Major builders included 
George I. Bartleson, in Norriton Woods with nearly 400 units and in 

Hobby Horse Farms with 124 units, as well as Donald Schurr in Sunset 
Heights with 77 units.  Housing types included ranch, minimal 
traditional, split level, and Cape Cod.  Small variations were available.   
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New businesses located in the township, many of large scale.  Businesses 
such as Gulf Oil, Crowley Foods, Gambone Steel, Consolidated 

Freightways, and Bell Telephone drew new residents.  By the 1970s, 
most of these businesses located their operations at a 65-acre industrial 

park.  Other commercial development consisted of numerous strip 
shopping center malls such as the 1960s K-Mart Shopping Center on 
DeKalb Pike.  The township also added a radio station (WNAR on Old 

Arch Road) in 1946 that broadcast regionally.  Its first consumer 
financial institution was established in 1962: Commonwealth Federal 
Savings and Loan Association, located at Swede Square.  Three hospitals 

either located or expanded in the township: Suburban General, 
Norristown State Hospital, and Valley Forge Medical Center.  While it is 

not possible to determine the precise numbers, it is very likely that at 
least some township residents worked at these facilities.   
 

19th century one-room school houses gave way to Norristown High in 
1918 and several elementary and junior high schools by the 1940s.  A 

1966 state mandate to merge schools in Norristown and East and West 
Norriton resulted in the formation of a consolidated school district and 
the construction of a large new middle school on Township Line Road, 

followed by a 1970 expansion to include another elementary school and 
additions to its high school.  Traditional township churches were 
Lutheran, Presbyterian, and Quaker meetinghouses.  By the last half of 

the 20th century, the Roman Catholic Church established a clear 
presence in East Norriton with the construction of two schools and 

churches.  A third Christian School named Penn Square Community 
Church, was also constructed in the 1960s.   
 

The tremendous post-war growth in commercial development and 
residential subdivisions—including Penn Square and Franklin Villages, 
Sunset Heights, Valley View Manor, Birchwood Circle, Wales Village, and 

others—resulted in the successful effort of township residents to petition 
the Board of Supervisors to adopt a zoning ordinance.  In 1955, the 

Supervisors appointed a Zoning Board and adopted an ordinance 
regulating commercial and residential districts.  In 1957, supervisors 
approved plans for a sewage system to serve some residential and 

commercial developments; such systems were put in place in 1959.  In 
1958, a civil defense board was adopted in the township with a local 

physician appointed to represent East Norriton before the 
Commonwealth‘s Civil Defense Board.  Municipal services also expanded 
to include a Park and Recreation Board that was formed in 1970.  Two 

years later, the board acquired over 30 acres to form a nature park near 
Valley Forge Medical Center.   
 

As population grew, so did community organizations and social service 
clubs.  A township Lions club emerged in the mid-1950s as did a 
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woman‘s club and art league.  Penn Square Swim Club expanded to 
include tennis courts and other recreational facilities in early 1970.  In 

the mid-1950s, Woods Golf Course was created; by 1970, it totaled over 
100 acres to accommodate 18 holes, a clubhouse, and other support 

facilities.  Finally, after World War II, the Facenda-Whitaker Bowling 
Alley at Swede Road was constructed on a 45-acre plot of land.    
 

By 1980, the majority of the Commonwealth had shifted from Republican 
to Democrat.  Many southeast suburban counties remained Republican, 
however, but usually by slim margins.  Such was the case with East 

Norriton where Republicans held a 2000-registrant margin: 3,500 versus 
1,500.  Republicans held most township and county elective offices.   

   
In the 20th century, East Norriton‘s population was essentially stable 
through the 1930s and 1940s, but began to rise in the 1950s.  By 1990, 

the population leveled off and remained essentially stable through the 
first decade of the 21st century (Figure 37).  East Norriton‘s largest 

population increase by percentage was from 1960 to 1970, 52.3%.  A 
small decline occurred from 1990 to 2000, 0.8%  
  

In 1980, East Norriton had among the highest population densities of 
any suburban Philadelphia municipality: 2,080 people per square mile, 
90% of them white.  Median family income was reported at $26,212 while 

the median property value was $62,700.   
 

Lower Gwynedd Township 
 
Lower Gwynedd Township was created as a second class municipality of 

9.11 square miles in 1891.  At that time, its village centers consisted of 
Gwynedd Corners, Gwynedd Station, Pennllyn, and Spring House.  The 
township had 6 one and two lane roads used mainly to move agricultural 

products from farm to village market.  With a population that hovered 
around 2,000 to 2,500, Lower Gwynedd had one sawmill, two stores, one 

post office, several inns and hotels, and other small family businesses.  
The Reading Railroad provided local and regional transportation.  The 
township remained rural through the early 20th century.  Development in 

and adjacent to town centers was apparent by the 1920s.   
 

The earliest recorded schools in Lower Gwynedd were Quaker and the 
first non-one room public school opened in 1858 and served students up 
to the 8th grade.  From 1900 to 1919 there were four schools constructed 

in the township serving primary and secondary grade levels.  In the 
1960s, a 24-acre elementary school opened as did the multi-acre 
Wissahickon High School, followed by a large middle school in 1975.   
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By 1980, farming essentially disappeared, replaced by housing, 
commercial, industrial, and transportation development.  To respond to 

growing development pressures in the 1960s, the township more closely 
regulated zoning and defined commercial, industrial, and residential 

districts.  In 1980, township supervisors created a manager position to  
deal with administrative issues and to augment the work of the planning 
and zoning department.  Other township services included a police 

department, sewer authority, and park and recreation office.    
 
Post-war residential subdivision development was spurred by numerous 

large employers.  Employers included chemical companies Amchem and 
Union Carbide; McNeil Pharmaceuticals; ITE Imperials; electronics 

manufacturer, Moore Products, a maker of industrial instruments; and 
Martin Ice Cream Company.  In addition, several retail strip malls were 
built.  Most industrial development occurred along reconstructed Route 

309 in what the township referred to as campus-style industrial tracts 
that were formerly open space.  Highway 202 also saw adjacent 

industrial growth as well as strip-mall development.  In 1980, the 
township estimated that commercial and industrial development 
comprised about 5 to 7% of all land occupancy.    

 
Besides industrial tracts, residential subdivisions, and retail strips, the 
post-war period also saw construction of several apartment complexes 

and retirement communities in Lower Gwynedd.  For example, in 1967, 
the Folkeways retirement community—the first such Quaker community 

in the Delaware Valley—opened on a multiple-acre tract that was 
formerly open space.  Two additional retirement communities were 
constructed in the 1970s and included convalescent and nursing 

services.   
 
Post-war housing comprised nearly 750 units approved by the township 

between 1950 and 1960.  While not as heavy as other townships (such as 
East Norriton), Lower Gwynedd did experience development pressure.  

Major builders of ranch, Cape Cod, minimal traditional, and other types 
of residences located in subdivisions, included Henry L. Kuhn with over 
100 units in several phases at Gwynedd View, as well as Raymond Weir 

with nearly 100 units in Hamilton Farm and Merrill Hills.    
 

Leisure activities expanded with the township‘s growing population and 
included  Old York County Club in Spring House, established at its 
present location in 1963; the Wissahickon Public Library, established in 

1970; parks that are managed by the township; and several athletic 
facilities provided by the Wissahickon School District.   
 

In the 20th century, Lower Gwynedd Township‘s population grew 
continually from the 1930s to the turn of the 21st century (Figure 38).  
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The township‘s greatest population increase was measured between 
1980-1990: 44.3%.  The second greatest population increase was 

measured between 1960-1970 when its population expanded by 39.9%.  
In 1980, 90% of township residents were white with a density of 758 

people per square mile.  Median family income was ranked in the top tier 
of southeastern Pennsylvania municipalities at $33,462.  Median 
property value was $75,700 with 3.4 persons per household. 

 
Upper Gwynedd Township 
 

Upper Gwynedd Township was formed in 1876 from Gwynedd Township.  
Its population was about 1,000 individuals at the time of its formation.  

Like other townships outside of Philadelphia, Upper Gwynedd was largely 
rural and agricultural and was settled by Germans and Swiss, who 
formed the majority, as well as Scotch-Irish.  West Point, formerly 

Lukens Station, was the main town center when the township was 
formed.   

 
In the 19th century, West Point had a machine shop, planning mills, feed 
mills, saw mills, a machinery manufacturing company, as well as an inn, 

tavern, and small family-owned trade establishments.  By the early 20th 
century, the town became the township‘s chief industrialized area and 
social center offering a picnic grove and Zieber‘s Park, an amusement 

locale later named West Point Park.  The Wissahickon Creek served as 
the main waterway and provided power for mills.  Like other rural 

townships, transportation in the 19th century included one and two lane 
dirt roads, a trolley line operated by the Montgomery Traction Company 
that passed through West Point, as well as rail lines operated by the 

North Penn Railroad that was absorbed by the Reading Railroad in the 
20th century.    
 

By 1920, the availability of industrial jobs closer to Philadelphia and 
mechanization of farms caused the township‘s population to decrease 

slightly by about 3%.  Population numbers remained stagnant until the 
end of World War II as industrialization took hold in Upper Gwynedd.  
Numerous business located in the township including SKF Bearing 

Company, National Union Radio Corporation, Sharp and Dohme, Ford 
Aerospace and Communications Corporation, and Leeds and Northrop.  

Some of these companies developed production and research facilities as 
a direct result of Cold War defense contracts.  Florex Gardens, a 
commercial grower and supplier of cut flowers and other plants, was 

among the area‘s largest employers and occupied a 400,000 square-foot 
facility that was once open space.  In the latter half of the 20th century, 
farming became virtually obsolete in Upper Gwynedd.   
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Suburban residential and commercial retail development came with 
industrial expansion.  Single family dwelling subdivisions were built, as 

were apartment complexes such as Pennbrook Gardens and Gwynedd 
Greene.  Most had easy access to growing suburban strip malls and 

commercial establishments.  Easy access to transportation routes, such 
as the Pennsylvania Turnpike and U.S. 202, fed the township‘s 
development.  In response to development, the municipal government 

formed a police department and expanded its volunteer fire department, 
located at West Point, in the 1950s.  Zoning was adopted early in the 
same era as were public water and sewer systems.    

 
Residential subdivision development consisted of over 1,300 units 

approved by the township between 1950 and 1960.  Major developers 
included Heckler Land Development Company with 151 units at 
Gwynedd Gardens and W. Finnell Company with 160 units at 

Merrybrook.  As with other 1950s subdivisions, housing types included 
minimal traditional, split level, Cape Cod and ranch homes.   

 
As with other townships, one room school houses were prevalent in the 
19th century.  These were followed by larger school buildings in the early 

20th century.  By the 1940s, a public high school, middle school, and 
elementary school were present and, in the 1960s, the North Penn 
School District became the major purveyor of public education as a 

result of state mandates for school district consolidation.  By 2000, the 
township had 14 elementary schools, 4 middle schools, and a sprawling 

high school on multiple acres.   
 
In the 20th century, Upper Gwynedd Township‘s population, mirroring 

that of Lower Gwynedd Township, saw continual growth from the 1930s 
to the turn of the 21st century (Figure 39).  From 1960 to 1970 its 
population grew most rapidly by 47.1%.  By 1980, the township had a 

dense population with 1,171 people per square mile.  Median family 
income was reported at $28,000 with 2.9 people per household and a 

median home value of $70,000.   
 
Montgomery Township 

 
Montgomery Township, formed in 1714, is the oldest in Montgomery 

County.  It consists of nearly 11 square miles.  The township‘s first land 
owner was Englishman William Stanley to whom William Penn granted 
five thousand acres in what was among Penn‘s earliest land grants.  Its 

main villages throughout the 18th and 19th centuries consisted of Eureka, 
Montgomery Square, and Montgomeryville.  Early settlement consisted of 
Welsh and German immigrants who farmed and sold produce and meats 

in villages such as Montgomeryville that had active trade, taverns, 
cabinet and furniture makers, and other small scale and family-owned  
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businesses.  Farming was sometimes hampered by poor soil conditions 
in areas concentrated with shale.  Montgomeryville also lays claim to 

Civil War General Winfield Scott Hancock.    
 

Main roads connecting town centers with outlying and adjacent areas 
included County Line Road and Bethlehem and Neshaminy Pikes.  An  
important road that opened in the early 18th century was the Great 

Butler Road that later became the Limekiln Pike (today‘s Route 152).  
Rail lines of the North Penn Railroad connected Montgomeryville and 
other towns and villages with Philadelphia.   

 
Quaker presence in the township was represented in small meeting 

houses and a few one room school houses.  Quakers established the first 
such school near Montgomeryville.  A free public school was established 
in the late 19th century followed by several similar schools located 

throughout the township.  Student-teacher ratios were reported to be 50 
to 1 during this era and there were reports of family need for labor and 

income causing many children to either drop out of school or never 
attend, at least until the Commonwealth enacted a compulsory education 
law in 1890; however, enforcement of mandated attendance was scant at 

best.  In the 1920s, consolidation of grade levels and schools into a 
Montgomeryville school building along Bethlehem Pike occurred.  With 
suburban growth in the post-WWII era, county school-aged youth were 

served by several school districts both within the county and in 
collaboration with districts in adjacent counties such as Bucks.   

 
Population numbers changed little in the early 20th century and 
remained below one thousand.  The number increased in the post-World 

War II era as business and industry located in the township concomitant 
with residential housing and commercial and retail establishments.  By 
1950, the population approached 2,500, many of whom worked in large- 

scale industry that included American Electronic Laboratory, metal 
product manufacturer Daily Corporation, Mid Atlantic Packaging and 

Specialty Company, and Solid State Scientific.  From 1960 to the 1980s, 
the township saw the influx and development of large-scale industry.   
Easy access to the Pennsylvania Turnpike, Interstate 95, and other major 

routes such as 309 and 202 enhanced business and residential 
development.   

 
Residential subdivisions included nearly 1,000 homes constructed 
between 1950 and 1960.  Major developers of ranch, Cape Cod, minimal 

traditional, and a few other types of homes included Carl B. Cowan with 
106 units and Gerland E. McDowell with 400 units at three locations.   
 

As with other county municipalities, local government responded to 
Montgomery Township‘s growth.  In the 1950s, a police force was created 
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and in the early 1960s township officials adopted zoning policies.   In 
1965, Montgomery Township was among the first local government units 

in PA to receive Project 70 state grant funding.  This program enabled 
municipalities to acquire and develop open space areas for residential 

and other uses, including the development of Montgomeryville Industrial 
Park consisting of 84 acres.   
 

In the 20th century, Montgomery Township experienced relatively steady, 
but slow, population growth until the 1980s when population increased 
dramatically (Figure 40).   In fact, the largest population growth period 

was from 1980-1990, 113%.  The next largest population growth was 
from 1960-1970, a comparatively modest 45.8%.  Median family income 

of $28,615 was reported in 1980 with 528 people per square mile.  The 
population was relatively young with a 33 year-old average.  2.8 people 
were recorded per household with a higher income in relation to other 

nearby municipalities ($68,000 median).     
 

Whitpain Township 
 
Formed in 1701, Whitpain Township remained a rural agricultural area 

with a low population that numbered only 2,000 up to the early 20th 
century.  Early settlers were German, English, and Scotch-Irish who 
settled in or near Whitpain‘s main village throughout the 18th and 19th 

centuries, Centre Square.  Centre Square had small commercial 
establishments including inns, a creamery, a blacksmith, a post-office, 

and a bakery.  Other towns developed, each defined by a post office; 
these towns included Blue Bell and Broad Axe.  The main industry in the 
township was farming; it consisted of both smaller scale family-oriented 

farms and larger ones that provided animal products and vegetables to 
nearby markets.   
 

From 1910 to 1950, dairy farms dominated farming industry.  Early 
transportation included one and two lane rural roads, the Reading 

Railroad in the 19th and early 20th centuries, and, later, larger roads 
such as the Skippack Pike, DeKalb Pike, and the Northeast Extension of 
the Pennsylvania Turnpike.  In the early 20th century, the Lehigh Valley 

Traction Company provided a trolley service that was convenient for 
township residents.  In 1927 an airport was established in the township, 

among the first in Montgomery County.   
 
Religious denominations in the township included those traditional to 

early Pennsylvania such as Quakers, and those associated with German 
immigrants, such as the German Reformed church.  By the early 20th 
century, the growing presence of Catholics spawned the growth of a 

Roman Catholic Church on DeKalb Pike.  By the 1980s, the parish 
boasted membership of nearly 800 families and included a school,  
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convent, and large parish house with five priests who served the 
congregation.   

 
One room school houses gave way to larger public schools such as the 

Franklinville School that formed in 1858 and Whitpain High School that 
was in service from the 1890s to the late 1930s.  In the late 1950s, 
Whitpain joined Ambler and Lower Gwynedd to form the Wissahickon 

School District.  In addition, Montgomery County Community College 
was formed in the same era.   
 

Organizations that supported township social life were sparse in the 18th 
and 19th centuries.  One organization not so unusual for the times was 

the Society for the Prevention of Stolen Horses that, by the 1850s, had a 
few dozen members.  The Grange was also present, as was the Odd 
Fellows and a Chautauqua program.  Picnic groves were available at 

West Point, Willow Grove, and Schwenksville.  By the 1960s and 1970s, 
a women‘s group, swim club, and historical society were formed.  

Whitpain‘s population grew gradually in the 19th century, from 
approximately 1,200 in 1870 to nearly 2,000 in 1900.  By the 1930s, the 
population approached 3,000 then began its ascent in the post-WWII era.   

 
Records indicate that no formal government structure was established 
until 1917 when three township supervisors, including a president, were 

elected.  During this period, the township‘s main function was road 
maintenance as the supervisors approved the purchase of several pieces 

of maintenance machinery.  A volunteer fire company was formed in 
1917 and received negligible support from the supervisors until they 
reluctantly implemented a small tax on property owners.  Otherwise, 

little change came to municipal services and to those they served prior to 
the post-WWII era.  The president of the board of supervisors held the 
position for 25 years.  By the time of his retirement, municipal services 

expanded to include a police department, zoning and permitting office, a 
parks program, and expanded road department.    

 
Residential housing development was a driving factor in the expansion of 
municipal services in the postwar era as Whitpain‘s population rose to 

over 7,000 by 1960.  Subdivisions, retail and commercial strips, road 
widening and expansion, and industrial development attracted new 

residents to the township who relocated from Philadelphia, the anthracite 
region, and other locales mainly for work.  Residential subdivision 
development was so active that a local farm owned by Charles Jensen 

changed its business strategy to become a sod farm that catered 
exclusively to new residential and commercial properties.   
 

Whitpain was among the fastest growing of Montgomery County‘s 
townships.  From 1950 t0 1960, nearly 2,100 single residential housing 
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units were approved.  Major developers included John Zerbey with 115 
units at Mermaid Estates and Curtis Jones with several dozen units in 

various locales. 
 

A 2002 study of Whitpain Township noted that there were several dozen 
subdivisions developed from 1944 to 2001 that comprised former farm 
land; one-third of these were developed from 1944 to 1975 and the vast 

majority resulted in single-family dwellings.  According to author Wayne 
Huss, 620 acres of farm land were developed for residential purposes 
from 1953 to 1959 while another 423 acres were developed in the 

following decade.  By 2001, a total of 2,926 acres or nearly 36% of 
Whitpain Township‘s farmland had been consumed by residential 

development.  In contrast, 373 acres or 4.55% of the township‘s land had 
been preserved as or turned into green space and parks.    
 

Schools expanded greatly during this era.  Several were built from 1957 
to 1968—again using 272 acres of former farm land—with a few more 

added in the 1970s.  The Blue Bell Elementary School, for example, was 
constructed on 23 acres while Stony Creek Elementary School consumed 
37 acres and was built in the early 1960s.  Similarly, to accommodate 

growing congregations, new churches were built on farmland and some 
of these churches had affiliated schools.  One such school was St. 
Helena‘s Catholic Church and School that originated in the 1920s.  With 

congregational expansion after World War II, church leaders embarked 
on a program to build a new rectory, church, and school on DeKalb Pike 

near Centre Square.  Consuming over a dozen acres, the new buildings 
went into use in 1952 and continued to be in use in the early 21st 
century.  Even with its expansion, however, St. Helena‘s was not 

sufficient to serve the area‘s growing Catholic population.  In the 1950s 
and early 1960s, three additional Catholic parishes were formed in the 
area: Visitation of the Blessed Virgin Mary Church and Epiphany of Our 

Lord were founded in 1957, while St. Titus was consecrated in 1962.  
Other denominations, including Episcopalian, Presbyterian, Baptist, and 

Jewish either constructed new facilities or expanded existing churches in 
the township.  Many of these churches were built on farm land.    
 

Dozens of local farms were purchased and open space acquired for 
expanding industrial enterprises, as well.  These included Ronco 

Corporation, who manufactured engine and plumbing components; 
computer manufacturer Sperry Univac, which employed nearly 5,000 
workers by 1980 in Blue Bell; Philco-Ford; Certain Teed Corporation; 

Henkels and McCoy; and Aetna Insurance Companies.  From 1966 to 
1998 a total of 464 acres of farmland or 5.65% of township land was 
developed for industrial purposes.  Similarly, from 1961 to 2001, 67 

acres or .8% of township land was developed for commercial shopping.   
 



 202 

Such 1950s and 1960s growth caused expanded local government, 
including a police and fire department, planning commission, park and 

recreation board, water and sewage authorities, and other municipal 
services.  A public library was added.  Though population growth 

brought increased tax revenue to fund needed programs it did not come 
without costs and problems.  Traffic congestion at major intersections 
was a problem driven by township residents, hundreds from the 

Philadelphia area, who commuted to the county‘s community college 
campus; road construction; increased truck traffic; and home-to-work 
commutes during typical rush hours.  Because of the size and spread-

out nature of the township‘s public sewer system its costs were among 
the highest in southeastern Pennsylvania.   

 
While township population grew in the later 20th century, township 
supervisors noted several issues they and residents were faced.  These 

issues included the decline in local industry, closing of some schools and 
reduction in education programs due to a stagnating student 

population—despite the fact that the township‘s population was growing, 
a large number of new residents included those with no school- aged 
children as well as retirees—problems related to roadside trash that had 

increased mainly because of fast food restaurants, and the hyper-inflated 
cost of residential housing in the suburban Philadelphia market.   Today, 
there is not much residential development in the township as its 

population numbers have remained virtually unchanged in the last 20 
years.   

 
In sum, in the 20th century, Whitpain Township‘s population was 
relatively stable from 1930 to 1950, after which it grew quickly and 

steadily up to the turn of the 20th century (Figure 41).  The township‘s 
greatest population increase by percentage was 1980-1990, 33.1% .  The 
1980 census revealed 919 people per square mile with a median age of 

31 years old.  The median family income was $30,500 and median home 
value was $76,000.   
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Conclusion and Recommendations  
 

BHP staff found that the methodology used to identify potential post-
World War II (postwar) resources—comparing current USGS topographic 

maps with historic pre-World War II and postwar aerial photos—was 
generally successful at identifying all but the smallest postwar residential 
subdivisions—for example, those that consisted of a few houses built on 

part of a subdivided farm.  The latter, apparent through subdivision 
records (if available), would most likely not be significant in the context 
of postwar residential subdivision development and the houses should be 

surveyed as individual resources.  There was one major shortcoming for 
this methodology, however.  Non-residential resources, such as 

churches, schools, strip malls, industrial parks, etc., were nearly 
impossible to identify from the aerial photos; therefore, it is suggested 
that documentary research and actual field survey are the best ways to 

identify these types of resources.  Finally, in areas of rapid development, 
it is important to be sure there are aerial photographs available from the 

exact end date of the period in which one is interested.  Without DVRPC‘s 
1965 aerials, this project would have identified numerous suburbs post-
1965, because the only other aerials available were from 1971 and 

development was relatively rapid in the project area. 
 
In terms of the actual field survey itself, staff found that, because these 

residential subdivisions were so similar and so ubiquitous, those that 
seemed good candidates for intensive survey were those that were 

somehow unique.  For example, Broad Axe village was two-story stone 
construction and Greystone‘s minimal traditional houses were distinctive 
from the others in the project area.  Future survey projects should 

intensively survey the more common subdivisions to establish how they 
might be significant.  One should also have an idea of the area‘s past 
architectural traditions when surveying these resources.  For example, 

while the Broad Axe Village houses may seem odd, when one considers 
the ubiquity of stone and the early colonial history of the area, they do fit 

with the past patterns.  It was also apparent that many of the residential 
subdivisions retain integrity in terms of their layout and so forth (very 
little modern infill development), but individual resources appear to have 

often been reclad or altered in other ways (e.g. conversion of garages to 
living space).  The commercial resources, on the other hand, were 

invariably almost impossible to identify in the field unless they featured a 
sign or some other identifying feature (Figures 42 and 43).  The intensive 
survey also demonstrated that oral history interviews are effective ways 

to both discover the history of particular residential subdivisions and get 
a feel for the overall trends in postwar development (e.g. if the 
inhabitants were moving from the larger cities or from other areas).             
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission 

Bureau for Historic Preservation 

Commonwealth Keystone Building, 2
nd

 Floor 

400 North Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17120-0093 

 www.phmc.state.pa.us 
 
June 23, 2010 
 
Dear Homeowner: 
 
We are in Whitpain Township as part of a study on the 1950s development of the area, 
including Broad Axe Village and Greystone Manor. We chose these two 
neighborhoods to research a bit more intensively as case studies, and are looking for 
help from original or early residents. 
 
The types of things we are interested in include: 

 builders and realtors involved in the planning, construction, and 
marketing of the homes 

 original prices to purchase the homes 

 house plans/designs and how they compare with others in the area 

 community or neighborhood associations 

 how the houses were advertised, and whether they were targeting 
first-time buyers, young families, more experienced homeowners, or 
other types of buyers 

 what attracted you to these homes and neighborhoods 

 where you moved from, before you purchased this home 

 what types of changes to the homes were common as the years passed 
 
Please call or email me (717-783-9922; afrantz@state.pa.us) if you have any stories you 
would like to share with us about your home and community in the 1950s and early 
1960s. I would be happy to call you whenever it is convenient. Our research team will be 
in the area again soon, and if you have photos to share we would love to take a digital 
image of them—we can stop by at your convenience. 
 
We hope that this project will give us a better understanding of our more recent past, 
and give us a better picture of Whitpain Township in the mid-20th century. We 
appreciate any information you can share. Thanks for your time and interest! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
April E. Frantz 
Preservation Specialist 
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