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Abstract

This study contributes to the understanding of Breuer’s architectural style and provides insight into the evo-

lution of modernist architecture in the mid-twentieth century whereby it examines the progression of Marcel 

Breuer’s architectural style using Breuer House I (1939), Breuer House II (1948), and Breuer House, New 

Canaan II (1951) as case studies. Using Viollet le Duc’s conceptual framework of absolute and relative style, 

Breuer’s correspondences from the archive about the project are analysed to classify his style accordingly. There-

after, a comparison is made between the dwellings to extract his progression. The study finds that Breuer’s style 

is characterised by astute attention to detail, an emphasis on materiality, and a strong economic awareness. 

Breuer’s style also progressed in terms of layout and organisational principles, with a shift towards prioritising 

all spaces in the dwelling, as opposed to just served spaces.
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Introduction

The main focus of this study is to examine Marcel Breuer’s personal domestic projects, namely Breuer House 

I (1939), Breuer House II -also referred to as Breuer House New Canaan I (1948) - and Breuer House New 

Canaan II (1951). With the study of these projects, the overall aim, ad research question entailed in this project 

is to investigate the progression of his style using the aforementioned projects. While style analyses exist in 

other contexts, there is currently no specific research into Breuer’s style, other than the classification of Breuer 

belonging to a mid-century modernist architectural style. Due to a large number of architectural movements, 

it proves to be helpful to classify architects and their works in this way, however, it often oversimplifies and 

classifies architects into a broad group that offers very little further information on their personal styles.  

Breuer’s style will be classified using Viollet-le-Duc’s interpretation of style as the theoretical framework. Each 

work’s relative and absolute style will be extracted from Breuer’s original drawings from the archive. This will 

be done using correspondences between Breuer and others from the archive to extract a list of things that he 

either had to compromise on or did not want but was imperative in the development of a housing project (ab-

solute style) and elements that he was set on from the beginning (relative style). Finally, once completed for 

each project, to trace the progression of these styles, a comparison will be made on the extracted styles of the 

individual projects. 

Following the introduction, there are 7 chapters. These are ordered in the chronological order that the research 

was undertaken so as to see the thought process of this analysis. Each topic is subdivided for a clearer under-

standing of the methodology that occurred to undertake that section.

Firstly, the theoretical framework section refers to the research part of the paper that aims to concretely define 

the framework upon which the analysis will be based. This section comprises Chapter 2 (Theoretical Frame-

work). Chapter 2 aims at defining the concept of style using various architectural literary resources. 

Secondly, the analysis section uses the previously defined conceptual framework and applies it to each Breuer 

House in chronological order. Chapter 3 (Breuer House I, 1939), Chapter 4 (Breuer House II, 1948) and Chapter 

5 (Breuer House, New Canaan II, 1951) discuss the Breuer Houses individually with subchapters separating the 

absolute and relative analyses of the houses in reference to style.
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With the analysis complete, to define the development of Breuer’s style in these projects, Chapter 6 (Style Com-

parison) offers a comparison between the styles.

Finally, in Chapter 7 (Conclusion) an overall definition of Breuer’s style and a summary of findings will be dis-

cussed.
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Theoretical Framework

The definition of style is an important step in the procedure of a style analysis, as there are many different views 

on the subject, and it is typically difficult to analyse (Unwin, 2014). To ensure a suitable definition, and thus 

conceptual framework, a few definitions were explored in chronological order.

The first definition belongs to Blondel (1705–1774). Blondel defined two important concepts belonging to his 

definition of style. The first concept refers to a ‘true style’ (Wang, 2018) which implies an architecture that is 

pure in its means of expression; all components refer to that style. The second concept alludes to a style influ-

enced by the culture and traditions (Kruft & Taylor, 2014) in which the architecture is placed.

The second definition belongs to Quatremere (1755-1749), who states that “style is synonymous with charac-

ter” (Quincy, 1999). In this way, he implies that this definition of style relates more to the physical work and its 

creator than the previous definition of style, which is only related to the expression of a work. This differs from 

Blondel’s definition in that Blondel’s definition of style is used more as a tool to unify works of architecture, 

while Quatremere’s definition is used more as a tool that further explains a work. 

Finally, Viollet-le-Duc (1814-1879) defines style as “appropriate to its objective” (Viollet-le-Duc, 1875). He 

further elaborates on two distinct kinds of style: absolute and relative. 

 “In art, then, there is absolute style; there is also relative style. The first dominates the entire artistic  

 conception of an object; the second can be modified depending upon the purpose of the object. The  

 style appropriate for a church would not be appropriate for a dwelling; this is relative style. Yet a house  

 can reveal the imprint of an artistic expression [just as can a temple or barracks] that is independent  

 of the object itself, an imprint belonging to the artist or, more precisely, to the principle that he took  

 as a starting point: this is style.” (Viollet-le-Duc, 1875)

Absolute style in this context refers to the function of the architectural project as dictating its style. Relative 

style is then the style relative to the architect’s personal style. This concept of style refers more closely to Blon-

del’s definition, in that it consists of two distinct parts, one belonging to the idea of the objects, and one belong-

ing to the external influence of said object.
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Based on the above definitions, I find that Viollet-le-Duc’s definition is the most relevant in the context of this 

analysis due to its black-and-white nature; a dwelling has a style that belongs to it because it’s a dwelling and a 

style that belongs to it because of the architect’s personal style. At the extraction of absolute style, the relative 

style is also one that refers to Breuer’s style which is specifically relevant in this instance due to the absolute 

style being the same in all cases (relating to housing). While Blondel’s concept also has this nature of clarity, it 

seems less relevant to Breuer’s works when compared due to the similar cultural context of all the dwellings.

To analyse Breuer’s works specifically using the chosen method, the absolute and relative styles will be classified 

separately. In this context, the relative style is classified according to elements that Breuer has a clear desire for; 

elements that have affected and changed the design and become a main characteristic of the dwelling. The ab-

solute style refers to elements required in the design of a functional home, but may not reflect Breuer’s personal 

approach. This means that external influences may hinder Breuer’s relative style, but a compromise has to be 

reached in order to ensure a fully functional home, which will then classify the element as absolute.
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This particular project is interesting because there was a big financial constraint apparent in a lot of the corre-

spondences for this project, which ultimately affected the final dwelling. This first becomes apparent with the 

fact that Breuer builds the house on a piece of land owned by Helen Storrow, and pays off the construction price 

of the project in 10% increments over the years he lived there (Cobbers, 2010). There is also an overarching 

theme within the correspondences studied whereby Breuer consistently asks to be refunded for products that 

weren’t of sufficient quality (Breuer, 05-09-1939) and confirms prices and deals (Breuer, 28-01-1939; Breuer, 

15-11-1939). This financial constraint meant that materials had to be substituted for cheaper materials (Breuer, 

28-01-1939), which meant that overall, a lot of the material choices made for this project might not reflect his 

personal style, but rather the requirement for financial savings. 

There were also external factors to consider that Breuer included, but were not ultimately his ideals. An exam-

ple of this is the inclusion of a “servant’s room” (Breuer, 03-01-1939). It seems from this correspondence that 

while Breuer had no use for this wing of the house, he included it due to possible power dynamics between 

Breuer and Storrow because of her financial input in this project. 

The design of the utilitarian spaces in this project was outsourced, such as the kitchen being designed as the 

“Oxford”  line (Breuer, 15-12-1938) and the bathrooms being the “simplicity line” (Breuer, 07-12-1938). Breuer 

ultimately had great attention to detail as is often seen as a theme in his correspondences (an example of this 

being the specification that the radiators he ordered be cased in plywood to match the rest of the home). Thus, 

Design Analysis
hBreuer House I, 1939
Breuer House I is situated in Lincoln, Massachusetts. The land upon which the house was built was owned by 

Helen Storrow, who also paid for the completion of the house, along with other architects’ homes such as Wal-

ter Gropius and Walter Bognar. Breuer paid 10% of the construction price per year as rent (Cobbers, 2010) and 

eventually had the option to purchase this land, but never did (Breuer, Letter, 1940). Despite not having owned 

the land, it is clear that his intentions were always to live in this home regardless (due to the constant reference 

to the home being “my home” (Breuer, Letter, 1938)). The home was initially designed as a “Bachelor Pad” for 

Breuer, who eventually got married in 1940, a year after the completion of the project in 1939 (Cobbers, 2010). 

The family eventually moved out of the dwelling when they moved to New Canaan, Lincoln, and began the 

development of Breuer House II.

hAbsolute Style
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Figure 1. Annotated Plan Breuer House I
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while Breuer decided upon the overall dimensions and placement of these spaces, they reflect very little on his 

relative style.

A factor that also cannot be ignored in deciding the absolute style is the inclusion of Gropius in this design. 

This building was built under “Walter Gropius and Marcel Breuer, Associated Architects”, and in a specific cor-

respondence (Breuer, 25-10-1939) where Breuer House I was being published, Breuer corrects the publisher in 

specifying that the building be published with Gropius’ name in it. While the potential influence of this on the 

design cannot be ignored, it is not clear what influence Gropius had on this design as there are no correspond-

ences with him and little written about his collaboration on this specific dwelling.

While everything included is ultimately finally decided by Breuer, there were a lot of compromises involved in 

the completion of this project, and overall there were a lot of factors that contributed to the absolute style of 

this project, both finances as well as external factors, such as Storrow’s input.

hRelative Style
Breuer’s relative style in this specific dwelling is characterised by great attention to detail and a desire for qual-

ity. This is seen in his uncompromising attitude towards material quality, whereby he is unafraid to request 

materials be replaced if they are not at his standard (Breuer, 05-06-1939). This is specifically seen in a corre-

spondence whereby he insists that the top of his dresser be replaced if broken as it came delivered in a material 

different (and more expensive) than the one he specified (Breuer, 05-06-1939). If this is the attention to detail 

he pays to furniture, it can be assumed that this same level is applied to the larger scale of his house. 

This first dwelling is referred to as a bachelor pad (Cobbers, 2010) which is a style that typically reflects on 

entertainment spaces (also seen as served spaces) such as living rooms, dining rooms and outdoor areas (Os-

gerby, 2005), which, contrasts the outsourcing of the design of servant spaces. This theme of prioritisation of 

entertainment programs is shown both in the generous sizing of these spaces - in contrast to the servant spaces, 

such as kitchens, bathrooms and the “servant” quarters – as well as the great attention to detail in these spaces. 

An example of this can be seen in the sizing of the porch, which is specified as a space large enough to fit a ping 

pong table (Breuer, 12-12-1938), showing its intent to be a space dedicated to entertainment. 

Because of the clear financial constraint in this project, the absolute starts to blur into the relative style. The ma-

terial choices, for example, in this project, might not have been Breuer’s first choice, as in multiple correspond-

ences, it can be seen that Breuer tends to opt for the cheaper material. However, this material choice becomes 

important in the overall style of this house, as it becomes a house characterised by its excessive use of plywood 
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(Breuer, 11-08-1939). Breuer also had certain material images in mind from the conception of the project, 

such as the stone wall in the living room, which he specified was to be stone on both the interior and exterior 

(Breuer, 07-12-1938). Another material motif that is also recurrent in a lot of his projects is the wooden paired 

column (Cobbers, 2010), showcasing the importance of material choice and articulation in his projects.

The form of this dwelling is also of great importance. Most of the house is rectangular in that it consists of 

rooms made up of ninety-degree angles. This, however, does not apply to the living room, porch and garage, 

whereby walls are either curved or diagonal. As can be seen in his initial sketches (see Appendix 30 and 31) for 

this project, this organicism is something he consistently experimented with and developed. This can be seen 

in the use of and experimentation with curved walls to create an organically shaped architectural volume. The 

program for these spaces also refers back to the served spaces, whereby the breaking of the strict perpendicu-

larity gives the organic spaces even more emphasis, creating a sense of hierarchy between the different spaces. 

Overall, Breuer’s relative style in this specific project is characterised by its association with a bachelor pad, 

whereby emphasis through size and arrangement of commodities is placed on entertainment spaces. It is also 

characterised by its attention to detail and materiality - affected by financial constraints. The organicism of 

landscaping as well as the diagonal forms of the dwellings are also of importance in the definition of Breuer’s 

style within this particular project.
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hBreuer House II, 1948

The main effect distinguishing the absolute style in this project was an incompetent contractor. This meant the 

project was delayed in its completion, but also that the level of craftsmanship – characterised by his acute at-

tention to detail - may have been compromised, which is typically something that Breuer’s style is characterised 

by, as discussed in the previous chapter. A second distinguishing factor in Breuer’s absolute style is his financial 

limitations in the completion of this project. 

An overarching theme in the correspondence for this project was the incompetence of the contractor of Breuer 

House II, Irving Wood. This led to a lot of issues in the competition of the project. There were instances where 

people weren’t being paid for the jobs they completed because Wood failed to send cheques, which led to 

threats of lawsuits (Breuer, 09-12-1947). Overall, there was an overarching theme that the level of craftsman-

ship organised by this contractor was subpar. The wood panelling used did not match in certain aspects of the 

house (Breuer, 24-11-1947) and he neglected to insert drainage tiles (Breuer, 18-03-1948), leading the base-

ment to get flooded. The doors organised were also warped and made in an “uncraftsmanlike” manner (Breuer, 

01-12-1947), and were eventually used despite their defects, which also shows that Breuer’s high standard of 

quality was in due course compromised to accommodate for time lost due to the contractor’s delays. 

There were also financial restrictions prevalent in this project, however, less so than in his previous project. 

Breuer classifies housing in the range of $12,000 to $15,000 as minimum cost housing (Breuer, 12-05-1947) 

while his house was built for $10,687.16 (Breuer, 06-05-1949), which already depicts his outlook for spending 

money in this project. There were many instances in this project whereby he asks for discounts (Breuer, 11-12-

1947; Breuer, 30-04-1948; Breuer, 20-09-1948). While this build was prized for its economic sensibility (Breuer, 

The Breuer household purchased the property on which this house is placed in May 1947. The plot is situated in 

New Canaan, a part of the United States famous for its substantial amount of mid-century style homes (Earls, 

2006). The house itself was designed for Breuer’s growing family which consisted of his wife and his two chil-

dren. During the construction phase of this dwelling, Breuer was in South America, so the construction was 

overseen by Eliot Noyes and Harry Seidler. The dwelling, once completed, is nestled in a hilly plot surrounded 

by forestry. This house was eventually renovated and sold to his former partner, Herbert Beckhard, in 1986. In 

2005, the house narrowly avoided demolition, was renovated again and eventually listed in 2015 for $5,800,000 

(Donofrio, 2015).

hAbsolute Style
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Figure 2. Annotated Plan Breuer House II
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07-05-1949), Breuer’s frugal mindset was in certain instances uncompromising. This is seen in his choice of 

carpet for this dwelling. In correspondence, the supplier mentions that the carpet ordered is expensive and 

not in stock because of this (Breuer, 08-12-1947), however, Breuer orders it despite this remark (Breuer, 16-

02-1948). This shows that when an element is important enough to him, he is unwilling to compromise on the 

cheaper option.

hRelative Style
A large part of the style within this dwelling relies on the fact that this is a cantilevered house. This was accom-

modated through multiple scales and was of very clear importance in this dwelling. A further development of 

style is that Breuer is an astute craftsman.

The style itself starts with the dwelling’s site, where the house is placed on a hill. Breuer mentions that he ap-

preciates dwellings placed on ground level due to their easy access to the outdoors, but also mentions he likes 

dwellings on stilts due to their ability to provide views (Cobbers, 2010). While this defined part of his style for 

this build, it also caused issues in the construction stage. Because the building was recessed into the hill, the 

basement was eventually flooded due to insufficient drainage of the basement (Breuer, 18-03-1948). In spite of 

the fact that this design was part of Breuer’s ideals, it was not the easiest solution to construct the dwelling in 

this way.

The cantilever in this dwelling means that the top of the dwelling is larger than the area on the ground floor 

which is also an economical decision made by Breuer (Breuer, 22-06-1948), whereby the foundations and more 

utilitarian spaces placed on this floor are at a minimum. 

 “The lower portion of the house is, for economic reasons and for reasons of ‘no-need-to-be-bigger,’  

 reduced as much as possible… less foundation, less masonry, less concrete work, less insulation, less  

 expense wherever you are connected with the terrain.”  (Breuer, 05-01-1948)

Alongside this, the lightness of the structure used, replicated that of the typical American house, however fur-

ther developed to accommodate the number of cantilevers used (Breuer, 22-06-1948). From all levels of detail, 

it can be seen that Breuer aimed to facilitate the cantilever which was of great importance within this design.

 “The great change in architecture has been the shift from simple compression structures to   

 continuous, fluent tension structures. This change is so radical that it alone would justify a completely  

 new architectural concept. The past used gravity to defeat gravity; the Egyptian pyramid is broad at the 
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 base and narrowing to a point at the top. The ‘new structure’ in its most expressive form is hollow   

 below and substantial on top – just the reverse of the pyramid. It represents a new epoch in the   

 history of man, the realization of one of his oldest ambitions; the defeat of gravity.” (Earls, 2006)

Once again, Breuer’s attention to detail also characterises his general approach to architecture. This is seen in 

his ability to pick up minor incorrect details (Breuer, 01-12-1947) as well as his approach to assuring the mate-

riality of all objects is coherent, seen in the example whereby he cases his dishwasher in plywood to match the 

rest of the kitchen (Breuer, 05-01-1948).

Overall, this house is developed to accommodate his family using his ideals of a hillside house using cantile-

vered spaces in an economical manner. The materiality and the attention thereto also define Breuer as a master 

craftsman with acute attention to detail whereby he characterises his style. 
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hBreuer House, New Canaan II, 1951

A seemingly consistent factor in Breuer’s absolute style specific to his personal projects is his limited finances. 

On top of this, there are occasional issues regarding the quality of items and requirements for different prod-

ucts that ultimately affected the overall quality and style of the home.

The economical approach is clear in correspondences within this project. There were instances where Breuer 

ensures that he receives discounts (Breuer, 18-06-1951), and where he asks if tasks could be completed bearing 

his financial restrictions in mind (Breuer, 26-03-1951; Breuer, 04-04-1951). This, as in other cases, means that 

if Breuer was not constricted by his financial means, perhaps the overall design might have been different. 

There were external factors involved in disturbing what could be perceived as Breuer’s “pure” style. The limit-

ed availability of a material used for his couch meant that he had to choose a different, cheaper material than 

his ideals (Breuer, 18-10-1950). This meant that the living room, the first room you see when you enter this 

dwelling, was not to his original standards, and the couch, which he called a “show piece” for this room, was 

not ideal materially. 

Another case of external factors compromising his ideal quality was relevant to the windows. Breuer originally 

commissioned a mill from New York to produce his window frames (Breuer, 16-07-1951), which, while being 

further than a New Canaan-based mill, had superior quality. However, this original mill could not complete the 

order. This meant Breuer had to compromise and use another mill, which ultimately provided windows that 

were of inferior quality (Breuer, 17-03-1952). In this dwelling, a large amount of the surface area of the facade is 

made up of windows, therefore it ultimately has a drastic effect on the dwelling’s aesthetic quality, which meant 

Breuer had to compromise on a significant part of this dwelling’s appearance because of this.

Breuer House, New Canaan II - referred to as Breuer House III from here on out - was built in 1951. This is the 

last dwelling Breuer designed for himself and his family. He lived here until 1976, which is longer than any of 

his previous dwellings, which is interesting considering this is the dwelling with the least amount of documen-

tation. When the dwelling was eventually sold, Breuer’s partner, Herbert Beckhard, designed additions to the 

dwelling.

hAbsolute Style
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Figure 3. Annotated Plan Breuer House, New Canaan I I



15

The final external factor was based on the contractor’s inattention to detail. This was apparent in many ways 

(Breuer, 16-07-1951), however, the largest was that the overhang on the west façade of this house was one foot 

shorter than it was originally meant to be. 

The factors mentioned above, both internal and external, meant that the dwelling’s quality, and thus style, was 

shaped to create a dwelling different to one purely made from Breuer’s ideals.

hRelative Style
Breuer’s relative style in this project was characterised by the importance of material and its related spatial in-

fluences, an evolving approach to the separation of the dwelling, and overall attention to detail. 

Stone can be seen as the primary building material of this project and greatly characterises Breuer’s style in this 

project. The stone and its layout are reflective of the ruins of sheep walls left by farmers prominent in this part 

of Connecticut (Earls, 2006). The importance of these walls is also shown in Breuer’s great attention to detail in 

their aesthetic quality. After the wall’s completion, Breuer asked if more variation in stone sizes and irregular 

joints (Breuer, 17-08-1951). This reflects his acute attention to detail, as well as the importance of the aesthetic 

quality of this focal point within this dwelling.

 

 “Crystalllic quality of an unbroken white flat slab is there, together with an in contrast to the rough,  

 ‘texture-y’ quality of … broken stone.” (Earls, 2006)

The massiveness of these walls also contributes largely to the planarity that this house has. Due to the discon-

nected nature of these large pieces – also seen in the interior, where large stone elements are connected by glass 

– the planar nature of this dwelling is emphasised. This effect is further highlighted by the fact that very few 

walls feel as though they have corners (Earls, 2006), again attributed to the stone. As a whole, the stonework in 

this dwelling makes up a large part of the dwelling’s style. 

Breuer’s attention to detail, as mentioned in previous chapters, is a large part of what contributes towards his 

style. As highlighted with the stonework, whereby he clearly specifies the appearance of the stonework. Breuer 

also notices instances where people’s attention to detail is not as acute as his, as seen in the previous chapter, 

whereby Breuer scolds his contractor for his inattention to detail (Breuer, 17-03-1952).  

The placement of different programs within this dwelling is noticeably different to the other dwellings and 

thus also makes up his style. Typically, within his other dwellings, the entrance is at the core of the home – the 

collective, more public spaces such as the living room, dining room, and kitchen. In this dwelling, however, 
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Breuer has placed the bedroom right next to the front door, along with the living room. On top of this, Breuer’s 

dwellings are further progressing into a more open plan, with more connections available to the public spaces 

of the home.

Overall, this dwelling is characterised largely by the materiality, and the attention to detail therein. The progres-

sion in placement and orientation of program is also something that characterises this house.
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Style Comparison
Breuer’s style developed throughout his personal residential projects. The form and layout of these dwellings 

were clearly very different from the other, however a deeper understanding of what might have prompted these 

decisions is discussed herein.

A part of his style that was consistent throughout was his keen eye for detail. Breuer was scrupulous about the 

quality and appearance that his dwellings had as a whole, ensuring that tasks were repeated if they weren’t up 

to his very high standards. In Breuer House II, Breuer’s plumber noted that he occasionally did tasks in excep-

tional ways to achieve Breuer’s high standards. In Breuer House, New Canaan II, Breuer specifically asked that 

the stone walls be added to because their appearance was too uniform. 

Breuer’s eye for detail followed into the importance and detailing of materiality, which was also a dominant 

factor throughout, however in different ways. In Breuer House II, materiality was seen as a way of achieving 

the distinguishing style factor in this dwelling: the cantilever. This meant that the construction of this dwelling 

was designed in a lightweight manner to ascertain the functionality and stability of the cantilever in a way that 

it appeared aesthetically weightless. There was also the factor of continuity of materiality in these projects. 

In Breuer House I, Breuer ensured all radiators were covered in plywood so that they had the same aesthetic 

quality as the rest of the house. This process was repeated in Breuer House II, whereby Breuer encased the 

dishwasher with plywood so that it had the same appearance as the rest of the kitchen. 

The material types themselves were also often repeated throughout all Breuer houses. In Breuer House I, the 

work becomes praised for its way of showcasing the use of plywood. The use of plywood is again seen in Breuer 

House II and Breuer House, New Canaan II on the ceilings. Stone is used to accentuate the organicism and 

highlight the connection between interior and exterior whereby the stone wall is a single element. In Breuer 

House, New Canaan II, the use of stone comes back and is again a single element on the interior and exterior 

of the home, but is also used to pay homage to the site’s heritage of sheep farming.

Repeatedly, Breuer also aimed to achieve his dwellings as economically as possible. While this is considered a 

part of his abstract style, the repetition of this act despite his economic progression throughout can lead one to 

believe that this forms part of Breuer’s relative style, despite it being an external, uncontrollable factor. Breuer’s 

economic standings meant that he had to compromise on quality in specific scenarios, as seen in Breuer House 
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I, whereby Breuer agreed to use Douglas fir, in place of the more expensive cypress, despite it being the prima-

ry material in this dwelling. The main style of Breuer House II – the cantilevered house – was characterised 

by the economic decision to save expenses on an expensive part of the house: the foundations. This particular 

dwelling’s identity becomes altered by Breuer’s economic awareness, whereby an article was published claiming 

how Breuer used a dollar to buy more room (Breuer, 07-05-1949). This specific factor makes Breuer’s personal 

projects interesting in extracting his style in contrast to his other projects, whereby it appears that there is an 

infinite amount of funding, characterised by his wealthy clientele.  

In Breuer House I, a large part of the style of this dwelling was that it was designed in a way that prioritises 

entertainment spaces, and other spaces were designed in a purely utilitarian manner. This meant that the com-

plete design of kitchens and bathrooms was outsourced, and purchased as complete, premade packages. In 

future dwellings, Breuer designed bathrooms and kitchens himself, which shows a progression to the design of 

both served and servant spaces. 

Breuer House I was required to have “servant’s” quarters by Helen Storrow, the person who sponsored this 

house. In contrast to this, Breuer House I and Breuer House, New Canaan II were designed to consider a 

“servant-less” life. This meant that the kitchens were in close proximity to the dining room, and guests were 

prompted to assist with the cleaning by handing plates from the dining table to the kitchen. This shows how 

external influences shape the design as opposed to when Breuer has free control. 

The program and layout of these dwellings also progressed throughout their designs. Chronologically, the 

houses became more open plan in nature where the kitchen, dining room and living room became less sepa-

rated. In Breuer House, New Canaan particularly, there was the biggest adjustment in organisation principle 

due to the placement of the primary bedroom within the more collective spaces of the home. This contrasts the 

previous iterations, whereby bedrooms were in proximity to each other, but was also harshly separated from 

the collective zones of the dwelling.

Overall, the analysis of these dwellings shows certain patterns of emphasis, progression or stark levels of change 

throughout.
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Conclusion
Overall, the analysis of Breuer’s style in this way presented potential drawbacks. It did, however, lead to a con-

clusive list of what could be considered Breuer’s style, which is an important step in recognising the individual 

style of the architect. Finally, using this methodology in this way proved successful in answering the research 

question of tracking the progression of Breuer’s style using these projects.

Style - specifically the classification of personal style - is under-researched, which is contrary to the fact that 

it makes up an important factor of architecture, and its history, as a whole. It’s an important research topic, as 

it defines a historical period from which the architect comes, as well as providing a deeper knowledge of their 

bases, rather than framing an architect solely on the movement to which they’re classified. This study is even 

more applicable today, where there are no clear architectural movements defined. Nowadays, the broadest ar-

chitectural movement to which buildings are classified is the contemporary movement, which does not prove 

sufficient in a deeper understanding of the goals and characteristics of a certain movement, because this classi-

fication is too broad. Using the method used here proves useful in classifying architects to more personalised, 

smaller movements than to a broad movement that reflects very little of the people involved therein.

Using Viollet-le-Duc’s conceptual framework proved to be useful, however, there were potential drawbacks to 

this methodology. There are also instances where the absolute style and relative styles merge, as was the case 

with Breuer’s economical solutions, where elements that may be external start to define the design and later 

become recognising factors of the architect. Additionally, since Breuer’s correspondence was used, the list of 

style created is one extracted using primarily Breuer’s own opinions. While this would provide a concrete list of 

what Breuer considers to be his style, subjective interpretation of these correspondences is involved, and thus 

Breuer’s style becomes an interpretation of his style based on subjective patterns drawn. 

Thus, Breuer’s style, subjectively defined, could be considered as one that embraces the precision of materiality 

in an astute level of detail. Economic minimisation is also to be noted when considering his style, as this was 

also eventually something others picked up and Breuer became known for.  

Overall, Breuer’s style progressed in terms of the organisation principle he uses; these dwellings became more 

open plan in nature while trying to accommodate a “servant-less” lifestyle. His style also progressed by means 

of prioritising all spaces, as opposed to the previous prioritisation of served spaces.
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Appendix 1. Letter to Breuer from New Castle Products (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-12-1938)
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Appendix 3. Letter from Breuer to Helen Storrow (Source: Breuer, Letter, 12-12-1938)

Appendix 4. Letter from Breuer to Helen Storrow (Source: Breuer, Letter, 12-12-1938)
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Appendix 5. Letter Steelkraft Co. to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 15-12-1938)

Appendix 6. Letter Steelkraft Co. to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 15-12-1938)
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Appendix 7. Letter from Breuer to Helen Storrow (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-01-1939)

Appendix 8. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-01-1939)
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Appendix 9. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-01-1939)

Appendix 10. Letter from W. S. Philips to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 10-02-1939)



35

Appendix 11. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 13-03-1939)

Appendix 12. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 24-03-1939
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Appendix 13. Letter from Breuer to Mitchell H. Otash (Source: Breuer, Letter, 26-05-1939)

Appendix 14. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-06-1939)
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Appendix 15. Letter from Breuer to Crofton E. Gane (Source: Breuer, Letter, 08-06-1939)

Appendix 16. Letter from Breuer to David H. Howie (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-06-1939)
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Appendix 17. Letter from Breuer to Mr. Canty (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-08-1939

Appendix 18. Letter from Breuer to L. H. Mayer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 11-08-1939)
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Appendix 19. Letter from Breuer to David H. Howie (Source: Breuer, Letter, 18-08-1939)

Appendix 20. Letter from Breuer to Paine Furniture Co. (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-09-1939)
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Appendix 21. Letter from Breuer to Helen Storrow (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-09-1939)

Appendix 22. Letter from Breuer to David H. Howie (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-09-1939)
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Appendix 23. Letter from Breuer to David H. Howie (Source: Breuer, Letter, 02-10-1939)

Appendix 24. Letter from Breuer to J. M. Richards (Source: Breuer, Letter, 25-10-1939)
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Appendix 25. Letter from Breuer to Jordan Marsh Company (Source: Breuer, Letter, 15-11-1939)

Appendix 26. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 17-11-1939)
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Appendix 27. Letter from Breuer to Sudbury Nurseries, Inc. (Source: Breuer, Letter, 01-12-1939)

Appendix 28. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 07-12-1939)
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Appendix 29. Letter from Breuer to Howard E. Custance (Source: Breuer, Letter, 07-12-1939)

Appendix 30. Sketch for Breuer House (Source: Breuer, Sketch No. 371, n.d.)
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Appendix 31. Sketch for Breuer House (Source: Breuer, Sketch No. 15, n.d.)
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hBreuer House II

Appendix 32. Letter from Breuer to W.C. Vaughan (Source: Breuer, Letter, 12-05-1947)

Appendix 33. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-06-1947)
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Appendix 34. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 06-10-1947)

Appendix 35. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 24-11-1947)
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Appendix 36. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 24-11-1947)

Appendix 37. Letter from Don Pruess to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 26-11-1947)
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Appendix 38. Letter from Breuer to C. P. Stites (Source: Breuer, Letter, 01-12-1947)

Appendix 39. Letter from Breuer to L. Rukeyser (Source: Breuer, Letter, 01-12-1947)
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Appendix 40. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 01-12-1947)

Appendix 41. Letter from William M. Braun to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 08-12-1947)
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Appendix 42. Letter from William M. Braun to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 09-12-1947)

Appendix 43. Letter from Breuer to Silliman Hardware (Source: Breuer, Letter, 11-12-1947)
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Appendix 44. Letter from Breuer to William N. Bouton (Source: Breuer, Letter, 11-12-1947)

Appendix 45. Letter from Breuer to Silliman Hardware (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-12-1947
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Appendix 46. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-01-1948)

Appendix 47. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-01-1948)



54
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Appendix 49. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-01-1948)



55
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Appendix 52. Letter from Breuer to William N. Bouton (Source: Breuer, Letter, 08-01-1948)

Appendix 53. Invoice No. P 6129 (Source: Breuer, Invoice No. P 6129, 16-02-1948)
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Appendix 54. Letter from Breuer to Charles Schwarz (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-03-1948)

Appendix 55. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 03-03-1948)
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Appendix 56. Letter from Breuer to Irving Wood (Source: Breuer, Letter, 18-03-1948)

Appendix 57. Letter from Breuer to Carl Buccino (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-03-1948)
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Appendix 58. Letter from Breuer to Hoyt Nurseries (Source: Breuer, Letter, 30-04-1948)

Appendix 59. Letter from Martin Gruss to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 26-05-1948)
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Appendix 60. Letter from Ada Huxtable to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 16-06-1948)

Appendix 61. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 18-06-1948)
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Appendix 62. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)

Appendix 63. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)
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Appendix 64. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)

Appendix 65. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)
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Appendix 66. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)

Appendix 67. Letter from Breuer to Ada Huxtable (Source: Breuer, Letter, 22-06-1948)
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Appendix 68. Letter from Breuer to J.H. Thorp and Co. (Source: Breuer, Letter, 20-09-1948)

Appendix 69. Letter from Breuer to R. W. Kleinknecht (Source: Breuer, Letter, 01-02-1949)
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Appendix 70. List of Payments as Letter of March 9, 1948 (Source: Breuer, List of Payments as Letter of March 9, 1948, 06-05-1949)

Appendix 71 Letter from A. W. Rohde to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 07-05-1949)
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Appendix 72. Letter from Breuer to New Canaan Water Co. (Source: Breuer, Letter, 05-04-1951)
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Appendix 73. Letter from Breuer to Hans Knoll (Source: Breuer, Letter, 18-10-1950)

Appendix 74. Letter from Edmund Switzer to Breuer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-02-1951)
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Appendix 75. Letter from Breuer to Edmund Switzer (Source: Breuer, Letter, 08-03-1951) 

Appendix 76. Letter from Breuer to Clarence E. Bouton (Source: Breuer, Letter, 21-03-1951)
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Appendix 77. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 26-03-1951)

Appendix 78. Letter from Breuer to Clarence E. Bouton (Source: Breuer, Letter, 04-04-1951)
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Appendix 79. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 18-06-1951)

Appendix 80. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 28-06-1951)



71

Appendix 81. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 16-07-1951)

Appendix 82. Letter from Breuer to Ernest R. Rau (Source: Breuer, Letter, 17-08-1951)
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Appendix 83. Letter from Breuer to Joseph Moje (Source: Breuer, Letter, 17-03-1952)
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