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Introduction

This appendix contains a listing of the annual records
of ownership and occupancy for lots 10 and 24. It includes
information obtained from the followihg published and unpub-
lished sources:

Deeds:

These are listed in chronological sequence, in bold-
face, and are referenced according to date of conveyance,
date recorded, and New York County Deeds liber number and
page.

Question marks indicate missing information or gaps in
the deed chain.

Wills:

Information from wills is in-holdface. The Record of
Wills liber number and page are noted.

Tax records:

Tax assessment records were consulted for all available
years. Most of these records were examined at the Municipal
Archives, City of New York. Records for 1799 and 1802 are
at Queens Community College. Tax lists for 1695 through
1699 have been published in the Collections of the New York
Historical Society, Vol. I, 1910 and Vol. II, 1911.

Records for the years 1703, 1704/5, 1705/6, 1706, 1708,
1709, 1721, 1722/23, 1723/24, 1724/25, 1726/27, 1727/28,
1728/29, 1729/30, 1731, and 1732/33 were kept according to
ward in two volumes. They include names and amount of tax,
but do not list streets or street numbers.

Tax Assessments from 1789 on are recorded in volumes by
ward, and within each ward by street and street number. In
this appendix, reference is given to the name of the volume
only.

In following the tax records, it should be noted that

. the project area was included in the East Ward through 1791,
in the Second Ward in 1794-5, 1799, and 1802, and in the
First Ward from 1808 on. Tax records were consulted through
1885 only.

Before 1845, tax assessments were recorded for the
owner and/or occupant of most lots. After 1845, only the
owner was listed.



Prior to 1843, for some lots, the values of both real
estate and personal estate were recorded. After that date,
real estate only was assessed and listed in the ward books.
In the feollowing outline, assessed amounts are given as
"Real" and "Personal.

From 1858 on, the tax records alsc include lot and
building dimensions. This information is given in this ap-
pendix for the year 1858 only--none of the dimensions
changed for the lots in question between that year and 1885.

Directories:

Information obtained from the New York City directories
is given immediately following the tax assessment infor-
mation for each available year. References in parentheses
are to the compilers or publishers of the various directo-~
ries. Full references are as follows, in chronological or-
der:

Franks - David C. Franks, The New York Directory, New
York. (1787)

Hodge et. al. - Hodge, Allen and Campbell, The New York
Directory and Register for the Year..., New
York. (1789 through 1790)

Duncan - William Duncan, The New York Directory and Reg-
ister for the Year..., Printed by T. and J.
Sands, New York. (1791 through 1795)

Low - John Low, publisher, The New York Directory for
the Year..., Printed by John Bull, New York.
(1796) ’

Longworth's - Longworth's Almanac, New-York Register,
and City Directory...[years], New York. (1796
through 1842/43) . :

Doggett's - John Doggett, Jr., publisher, The New York
City Directory for...[vears], New York.
{1842/43 through 1850) ;

Rode's - Charles R. Rocde, publisher, The New York Citvy
Directory for...[years], New York. (1851/52,
1854/55)

Trow's - John F. Trow, publisher, H. Wilson, compiler,
Trow's New-York City Directory, New York.
(1852/53, 1853/54, 1856, 1858...}




Two "reverse'" directories were also consulted:

Elliot's Improved New York Double Directory, 1812,
Printed and sold by William Elliot, New York.

Doggett's New York City Street Directory for 1851, John
Doggett, Jr., publisher, New York.

Note:

Street names and numbering in the project area changed
at various times. Such changes are indicated in parentheses
after the year in the feollowing chronological outline. The
above noted street address and lot numbers are based on the
1857 Perris Map (see Figure ). Generally, street addres-
ses in the project area have remained constant since the
mid-nineteenth century. In contrast, lot numbers have
changed as a result of the consolidation of parcels. Pre-
sently, the project area's is officially designated Block
40, Lot 3 (the lowest numbered lot of the twelve lots con-
solidated).



1. Early Ownership of Land in the Study Area

Prior to the construction of the landside fortifica-
tions of New Amsterdam the land east Of Broadway and north
of the southern edge o6f present day Will Street to Maiden
Lane was in the possession of Jan Jansen Damen. Damen also
owned a large tract west of Broadway (see Figure ).
According to Stokes, Damen was residing on the land as early
as April 19, 1638 (Stokes 1927:VI, 86). On April 25, 1644 a
ground-brief for the the land was procured by Damen from the
Director General Kieft (see Liber GG: 91 (Albany), as cited
in Stokes 1927:VI, 86).

References to study area in New York County deeds:

October 3, 1667

Part of the study area and "other land" was granted by
the Honorable Col. Richard Nicolls, late Governor General of
the Province of New York, unto the heirs and creditors of
John Jansen Damen. Apparently, Adriana Cavielle was the
sole heiress of John Jansen Damen [Recited in New York
County Deeds, Liber 25:181, March 20, 1703].

According to Stokes on October 3, 1667 Governor Richard
Nicols confirmed the land to the creditors and heirs of Jan
Jansen Damen (see Liber Patents, II: 110 (Albany), as cited
in Stokes 1927:VI, 86). By this time Damen had died and a
number of parcels had been subdivided and granted out of the
estate. -

? (prior to 1672)

Part of the study area and "other land" is obtained by
John Van Gee, and his wife Niesie. The property includes
much, if not all, of the Pine Street portion of the study
area f{as recited in New York County Deeds, Liber 25: 181,
March 20, 1703].

December 14, 1685 [date of recording or transaction?]

The Wall Street part of the study area and "other land”
"~ is granted and conveyed to John Knight of the City of New
York, Esquire by Abraham Van Planke, Peter Stoutenburgh,
John Vange, Lucas Tienhoven, Jacob Kipp, and John Smith. The
grantors traced their title back to Jan Jansen Damen [as
recited in New York County Deeds, Liber 25: 181, March 20,
1703, see alsc Stokes 1922:IV, 335].

March 9, 1685 [date of recording or transaction?]

John Knight conveys part of the study area [evidently
the entire wWall Street side of the block] among "other land"
to Col. Thomas Dongan [Recited in New York County Deeds,
Liber 25: 181, March 20, 1703].



?

(E, £ s d4d gr)

1697/8 - John Wattson house &c: 25, 3 9 1 2
Mr Giles in Ditto 5, 0 9 0 4%
(Assessment of the East Ward,

February, 1697/8)

1698/9 - John Watson's house: 25, 0 3 4 3
William Prusher in do. 5, 0 0 8 1
(Assessment of the East Ward,

March, 1698/9)

1699 - John Wattson House: ) 25, 0 5 190

Andrew Louran in Ditto 5, 0 0 1 2
(Assessment of the East Ward,
July, 1699)

1702/03 - John Watson, house: 70, 1 0O
(Assessment of the East Ward,
1702/3)

John Watson bequeaths and devises the parcel to his

step-children Thomas Sutton and Elizabeth Farbush, wife of
Thomas Sturges according to his will (possibly as early as
August 19, 1696, New York County Wills, 102).

March 20, 1703, recorded March 25, 1704 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 25:181)

Thomas Sutton, a Yeoman, of Staten Island New York, and

Thomas Sturges, a Mariner and the husband of the late
Elizabeth Farbush, convey the lot to David Provoost, Junior,
a Merchant, for £140 pounds. David Provoost also owns an
adjacent lot to the west. Lot contains a dwelling house.

(¢, £ s d)
1703 - David Proveoost house 60, 0 9 0O
John Watson " 5, 0 0 ¢
(Assessment of the East Ward
July and September 1703)

1704/5 -~ David Provoost house 60, .0 12 &6
William Dowkes in " 5, 0 1 4
John Watson " 5 0 1 3

(Assessment of the East Ward, 1704/5)

1705/6 - David Provoost, 2 houses [Includes 54 Wall
Street]
William Dowkes in "
(Assessment of the East wWard)



LOT 10 -- No. 56 Wall Street
(prior to 1845 No. 44 Wall Street)

May 19, 1688 [The date of recording?]

Thomas Dongan grants the lot to George Brown, Malster,
of the City of New York. [Recited in New York County Deeds,
Liber 25:181, March 20, 1703]

March 13, 1688 {[{The date of the conveyance?]

George Brown conveys the lot to William Cox, a Merchant
in New York City. [Recited in New York County Deeds, Liber
25:181, March 20, 1703]

?

According to the last will and testament of William Cox
the lot is devised unto his wife Sarah. After the death of
William Cox, Sarah marries William Kidd, "then of the City
of New York, Mariner". [Recited in New York County Deeds,
Liber 25:181, March 20, 1703]

January 27, 1694, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
21: 75)

Captain William Kidd, and his wife Sarah, convey the
lot to John Watson, a Butcher in the city of New York, and
Kathrine, his wife, for £130. The 25-foot wide by 112-foot
deep lot contains a dwelling house. [Also recited in New
York County Deeds, Liber 25:181, March 20, 1703]

(¢, £ s 4 qr)

1695 - John Wattsons house &c: 50, 0 1 0 2

(Assessment of the East Ward,

December, 1695)

1696 - John Wattsons house &c: 30, 0 4 2% 3

Peter Jarvis in Ditto 20, 0 2 9 3

(Assessment of the East Ward,

January, 1696)

1696 - - John Wattsons house &c: 50, 0 7 9 3

(Assessment of the East Ward,

August, 1696)

1697 - John Wattsons house &c: 30, 0 4 4 3
Capt. [John] Tudor in Ditto 20, 0 2 11

{Assessment of the East Ward,
August, 1697)



1706 - David Provoost, 2 houses &c
(Assessment

1708 - David Provoost, house &cC
(Assessment

1709 - David Proveost, house &c
(Assessment

June 5, 1711 (New York County Deeds, Liber

(e, £ s d)

110, 7 2 O
of the East Ward,
Febrary 1706)

100, 0 18 4
of the East Ward,
January 1708)

100, 0 10 ©
of the East ward,
July 1709)

26:490)

David Provoost, Junior, a Merchant in New York City,
conveys the eastern half of the 50-foot wide above cited lot
to Abraham Van Horn, also a Merchant in New York for £300.
Conveyance also includes all that "certain Messuage, Bolting
House or Warehouse."

172; - Abraham Van Horn,

1722/23
to
1724/25

1726/27

1727/28

1728/29

bolting house

(£, £ s 4d)

30, 0 7 7%

a4
(Assessment of the East Ward)

Abraham Van Horn, storehouse

1722/23 -
1723/24 -

1

30,

o 7
25, 0 6 3
s

(Assessment of the East Ward)

[?] Hendricke Mevers, house
Mrs. Glasson, Est.in"

16, 0 2
5, 0 3

- Oy

Note: see also 58 Wall Street, former

John Mambrut house.

{Assessment of the East Ward)

Hendricke Meyers,

"Roger Groves, Est.

Dr. Dennie in "

2 houses

40, 0 10 8
10, 0 2 8

{Assessment of the East Ward)

Hendricke Meyers,
Roger Groves in "

2 houses

4[01, 0 11 10
10, 0 2 113

(Assessment of the East Ward)



(2, £ s d)

1729/30 - Hendricke Meyers, 2 houses 40, 0 12 8

Roger Groves in " 10, O 3 2
(Assessment of the East Ward)

1731 - Hendricke Meyers, 2 houses 30, ¢ 9 3
Abraham Rodrigo Revera in " 15, 0 4 74
Robert Richardson in " 10, 0 3 1

(Assessment of the East Ward)

1732/33 - Hendricke Meyers, 2 houses 30, 010 0
Abraham Rodrigo Revera in " 15, 0 5 ¢
Daniel Jandine in " 5, 0 1 8

_ (Assessment of the East wWard)
June 29, 1772

Prior to 1772 the property was owned and occupied by
William Kelly, according to an announcement published in The
New York Gazette and the Weekly Mercury. Richard vVassel,
who is leaving for Jamaica states: "his late dwelling house
in Wall-street, belonging to and formerly occupied by Mr.
William Kelly..." (Gottesman 1938:125).

1772 ~ Structure at 56 Wall Street is occupied by
Richard vassal (Gottesman 1938:125).

1773 - Occupied by Charles Crommelin. Recited in
New York County Deeds, Liber 40:132

"W

Abraham Van Horn to ?
William Relly from ?

June 28, 1785, recorded May 7, 1787 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 44:186)

William Kelly's heirs and attorneys, Brook Watson and
Robert Rashliegh, convey the lot and dwelling house to '
William Denning for £2,255 ’

June 24, 1786, recorded August 24, 1792 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 47:470)

The surviving Executors of Samuel Van Horn, Merchant
late of New York City, namely John R. Myer, Gerard G.
Beekman of Philadelphia, and Peter Winthrop of Chatam,
Morris County, New Jersey, convey the lot and "Messuage,
Bolting House or Ware House" to John Jones, Ship Chandler,
for €1,975.



"~

John
1787

1789

1790

1791

to
1794

1794

1795

Jones to ?

(11 Wall Street})
Mrs. Starting
(William Denning is listed at 10 wall St.,
adjacent to the west --[54 Wall Street] which
he also owned)

(The New York Directory...Franks)

William Denning, house. Real: 110

Charles Startin in ditto Personal: 600
{Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

Startling, John
(The New York Directory, Hodge et.al.)

Charles Startin (Hodge)
William Denning, house. Real: 1400
Charles Startin in ditto : Personal: 750

Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

Charles Startin, merchant.
(The New York Directory..., Duncan)

(No. 44 Wall Street)

William Denning, house. Real: 2000

Charles Startin
: (Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

William Denning, house. Real: 2000
William Denning, Jr.
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

(Stértin has moved to Broadway) (Duncan)



1799 - wWilliam Henderson, brick. Real: 6666
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

N L , merchant.
{Longworth's, 1799)

(William Henderson is Wiliiam Denning's son-in-
law)

1800 - Leffingwell and Pierpont, merchants .
(William Leffingwell, Hezekiah Pierpont)
(Longworth's)

1802 -~ william Leffingwell, brick house. Real: 5250
{Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

B " , merchant.
{Longworth's)

1803/4 to 1809 - Leffingwell not listed.
(Longworth's)

1808 - Widow Feely, house. Real: 4300
Walter Morton, in " Personal: 200

(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

No lisfing in directories. (Longworthfs)

1809 - Walter Morton, house. Real: 4300
Personal: 300

(Tax Assessment, First ward)

to 1810 - " , merchant.
(Longworth's)

1811 - Walter Morton, secra., Phoenix Insurance Co.
: {Longworth's)

1812 - Walter Morton, house. Real: 4300

Personal: 300
~ John Aird, in " Personal: 200

(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

A-11



to 1814 -
Walter Morton
Phoenix N.Y. Insurance Co.
(Elliot's New-York Double Directory, 1812;
Longworth's, 1813/14, 1814)

1813 - wWalter Morton, house. Real: 4500
Personal: 300
John Aird, in " Personal: 200

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1815 - [illegible], house. Real: 14,000
W. Haskin, in " .
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Haskin, Elizabeth, boarding
Phoenix Insurance Co.
(Walter Morton not here)
{(Longworth's, 1815/16)

April 2, 1816, recorded June 13, 1816 - (New York County
Deeds, Liber 117:480)

William Denning conveys the lot and "messuage" to
William H. Robinson for $20,000

1816
to
1824 - William H. Robinson 1816 - Real: 14,000
' Personal: 1,000
1817 - Real: 13,000
1818 - Real: 17,000
Personal: 2.000
1820
to
1823 - Real: 13,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
to

1828 - William H. Robinson
Phoenix Insurance Co. [?]
(Longworth's)



1825 - william H. Robinson Real: 15,000
Neptune Insurance Co. Personal: 250,000
(Tax Assessment, First ward)

1826

to

1827 - william H. Robinson Real: 15,000
Neptune Ins. Co. Personal: 250,000
Contributionship Ins. Co. 300,000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1828 - (Neptune not listed) : -
: (Tax Assessment, First Ward)

November 27, 1828, recorded December 1, 1828 - (New York
County Deeds, Liber 245:87)

William H. Robinson, broker, conveys lot to Trader's
Insurance Company

1829 -~ wWilliam H. Robinson Real: 15,000
Trader's Insurance Co. Personal: 170,300
Contributionship Ins. Co. 297,900

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
William H. Robinson no longer listed at this
address (moved to 34 Wall).
(Longworth's, 1829/30)

1830 - William H. Robinson Real: 25,000
Trader's Insurance Co. Personal: 175,400
Contributionship Ins. Co. 290,900

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1831 - Trader's Ins. Co. . Real: 27,000

Personal: 185,097

Contributionship Ins. Co. 291,475

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1833 - Trader's Ins. Co. Real: 31,500
Personal: 192,845

Contributionship Ins. Co. 298,989

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)



1834 - Trader's Ins. Co. Real: 30,000
Personal: 195,900
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1835 - Trader's Ins. Co. Real: 40,000
Personal: 192,575
Commercial Ins. Co. 300,000

{Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1836 - Trader's Ins. Co. ! Real: 92,000
Commercial Ins. Co. Personal: 300,000
Equitable Ins. Co. 300,000
City Ins. Co. 114,994

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

May 2, 1836, recorded May 2, 1836 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 352:573)

The recievers of the estate for Trader's Insurance
Company, William B. Bolles, John C. Halsey, and Edward W.
Dunham, convey the lot to the Commercial Insurance Company
of New York

1837 - Trader's Ins. Co. -{no assessment)
Commercial Ins. Co. Real: 92,000
Personal: 123,975

City Ins. Co. 129,362

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

May 7 1839, recorded May 15, 1839 - (New York County Deeds,
Liber 397:101)

The Commercial Insurance Company of New York conveys
the lot to George F. Talman, Council-at-law, for $100,000

1839 - [Equitable Ins. Co.?] Real: 75,000
City Fire Ins. Co. Personal: 170,278
Safety Fire Ins. Co. ’ 5,000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1840 - [ 1] ' Real: 70,000
City Fire Ins. Co. Personal: 130,765
Safety Ins. Co. 47,287

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)



1841 - [ ] Real: 70,000
City Fire Ins. Co. Personal: 256,450
Safety Ins. Co. 138,044

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1842 - American Life and Trust Co. [of Baltimore]

{own and occ.) Real: 70,000
City Fire Ins. Co. Personal: 256,450
Safety Ins. Co. 138,044

(Record of Assessments, First Ward)

Value of personal estate not listed in tax assessments
after this date.

1843
to :
1844 - American Life and Trust Co. of Balitmore
(owner)
Mutual Safety Co. (occupant) Real estate:

1843 - 60,000
1844 -~ 73,000
(Record of Assessments, First Ward)

Owner of property only listed in tax assessment after
this date.

——————— i  E m E Em S SR e G A A e e M M e M S S M R R S e M R R A S e e

1845
to
1846 - (No. 56 Wall Street)
American Life and Trust Company
of Baltimore
Real: 73,000
(Record of Assessments, First Ward}

Insurance companies:
Aetna
Mutual Safety
Mutual Life
{Doggett's, 1845/46,
Appendix, pp. 414-416)



May 3, 1847, recorded December 28, 1849 - (New York County
Deeds, Liber 529:535) .

George F. Talman conveys the lot to William Wetmore of
New York City for $80,000.

1847
to
1852 - (No. 56 Wall Street)
American Life and Trust Company
of Baltimore
Real: 73,000
(Record of Assessments, First Ward}

Insurance and other companies:

Niagara Fire Ins.
W.B. Bond, pres.
L.G.Irving, sec.
Cammann & Whitehouse, bankers
Oswald Camman, Edward Whitehouse
Elisha Riggs, banker
John Elliott
N.Y. and Liverpool U.S.M. Steamship Co.
E.K. Collins, agent
Theodore Sedgwick, lawyer
H.D. Sedgwick,
W. Ellery Sedgwick, "
Peter Gillen, "
"F.H. Dykers, "
James B. Silkman, "
Apalachicola Land Co.
Joseph Delafield, pres.
Nathaniel Thurston, sec.
American Life Insurance and Trust Co.
G.F. Talman, assignee
Aetna Fire Ins. Co. of New York
Charles Town, pres.
Jacob Brouwer, sec.

(Doggett's New York City
Street Directory, 1851)

1853
to
1885 - William S. Wetmore Real estate:
1853 ~ 73,000
1854 to 1856 -~ 72,000
1857 to 1861 - 75,000
1862 to 1863 - 67,000



1864 to 1865 - 68,000

1866 - 80,000

1867 to 1870 - 120,000

(Record of Assessments, First Ward)

Insurance companies:
Aetna Fire Ins. Co.
Liverpool and London Fire and Marine
(Trow's, 1856, Appendix, pp. 16-24)

Aetna
Augusta Ins. and Banking Co.
Liverpool and London
Royal
{Trow's, 1860/61, Appendix)

June 28, 1862

William Wetmore wills the lot (along with Nos. 59 and
61 Pine Street) "in equal shares™ to his son George P. and
daughter Annie D. Wetmore (Record of Wills, Liber 141:222}.

July 18, 1871, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1184: 33)

Anne D. Wetmore conveys her share of the lot, along
with. Lot 10 -- Nos. 59 and 61 Pine Street, to George Peabody
Wetmore. |

From 1871, assessed with
Nos. 59 and 61 Pine Street:
1871 -~ 200,000
1872 - 185,000
1873 to 1877 - 180,000
1878 to 1881 - 175,000
1882 to 1884 - 200,000
1885 - 225,000
(Record of Assessments, First Ward)



LOT 10 -- No. 58 Wall Street
{(prior to 1845 No. 46 Wall Street)

(e, £ s d qr)
1695 - John Monbrew house &c: 30, 00 00 07 2
{Assessment of the East Ward,
December, 1695)
(variant spellings: Membruit, Mambruy, Maunbruits,
Mambraits, Membrew, Mumbrunt)

1696 - John Monbrew house: 35, 00 04 11 3/4
. (Assessment of the East Ward
January, 1696)

1696 - John Monbrew house: 30, 00 04 08 1/4
(Assessment of East Ward
August, 1696)

1697 - John Monbrew house: 30, 00 05 01 3/4
(Assessment of East Ward
August, 1697)

1697/98 - John Monbrew house: 35, 00 05 03 3/4
(Assessment of East Ward
February, 1698)

1698/99 - John Monbrew house: 35, 00 04 09
(Assessment of East Ward
March, 1698}

1699 - John Monbrew house: 25, 00 05 10
(Assessment of East Ward
' July, 1699}

According to deeds for adjacent lots the parcel was
owned by John Mambrew in 1703-1711 [Noted in deeds for No.56
Wall Street (see New York County Deeds, Libers 25: 181, 26:
490) 1 :

1703

to

1709 - John Mambrew
Assessed: -

(¢, £ s d gqgr)

1703, July and Sept. 15, 2 3
1704/5 15, 3 1 3
1706 20, 4 -
1708 5, - 11
1709 5, - 6



1721

to

1724/25 - John Mambrut, Jr., house
Elias Mambrut in "

Assessed:
_ , (¢, £ s d gqr)
1721 to 1722/23 - John: 10, 2 6 %
Elias: 5, 1 3 %
1723/24 - John: 10, 2 6
, Elias: 10, 2 6
1726/27
to

1732/33 - [?] Hendricke Meyers .
Note: see 56 Wall Street

2 .

House and lot owned or occupied by Cornelius Trebout or
Tiebout prior to 1786 [Noted in deed for No.56 Wall Street
(see Liber 47:470)]

?

House and lot owned or occupied by John Ellison in
1786. [Noted in deed for No.56 Wall Street (see Liber
47:470)1 -

?

House and lot owned or occupied by Peter Keteltas in
1785. [Noted in deed for No.56 Wall Street (see Liber
44:188}1]

1787 - Brockholst Livingston, Esq. (Franks)

?
John Marsden Pintard obtains the lot from (Peter Keteltas ?)

1789 - (No. 12 Wall Street)
John Marsden Pintard, house. Real: 1100
Personal: 600
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward:
The New York Directory, Hodge et.al.)

1790 - Jochn Marsden Pintard {Hodge)



1791 - John M Pintard, house. Real: 1200
John R. Livingston, in " Personal: 500
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

(John Pintard not in directory)
John R. Livingston, merchant.
(Duncan)

1793 - William Davis, boarding house _
(no Pintard, no Livingston at this address)

(Duncan)}

1794 - (No. 46 Wall Street)
John Pintard, house. Real: 2000
William Davis, in " Personal: 100
James Woods, in " 50

{Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)
William Davis, board-house. ]
(The New York Directory..., Duncan)

1795 - John Pintard, house. " Real: 2000
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

1796 - (No Davis, Woods or Pintard listed at this
address) (Low)

1797

to

1800 - Thomas Knox, merchant { Longworth's)

?

John M. Pintard (?) conveys the lot and house to Samuel
and Abigail Pintard

April 13, 1799, recorded April 27 1809 - (New York County
Deeds Liber 62:37) | _

Samuel Pintard, Esquire, and Abigail his wife, of
Hempstead, convey the house and lot to Thomas Knox, a
Merchant, for £3,800.



1799 - Thomas Knox, brick and wood.

1802
to
1815 - A

Real: 5866

(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

" , house. 1802 - Real: 4750
{Tax Assessment, Second Ward)

1808

to

1812 - Real: 3500
Personal: 500
1813 - Real: 3500
Personal: 750
1815 - Real: 13,000

Persconal: 7,500
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" , merchant. (Longworth's)

" January 16, 1816, recorded May 21, 1816 - (New York County

Deeds, Liber 117:365)
Thomas Knox, Merchant of New York City, conveys lot to
John G. Warren, a Broker in New York City for $20,000.

1816 - John S.

John S.

1817
to
1818 - John G.

Samuel Jarvis

Larned, house.

Real: 13,000
Personal: 1,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Larned, merchant, 68 South St.,

home 46 Wall.
(Longworth's)

Warren, house. Real:
1817 - 13,000
1818 - 17,000
Personal: 3,000

(Tax Assessment, First ward)

John G. Warren, broker, h. 64 William.

Samuel Jarvis,

tailor {Longworth's)



1819

1820

1821

1822
to
1824

1825

1826

1827
to
1834

John G. Warren and Sons, broker
(Jarvis no longer listed) (Longworth's)

John G. Warren Real: 13,000
(Tas Assessment, first ward)

noo " and Sons, broker
John 0'Kill, broker, h. 200 Duane
(Longworth's}

John O'Kill ' Real: 12,000
(Tas Assessment, first wWard)

" " . broker

John G. Warren and Sons, broker
' {Longworth's)

John G. Warren and Son Real: 12,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward;
Longworth's)

John G. Warren and Son Real: 13,000
Greenwich Fire Insurance Co. Personal: 250,000

John G. Warren and Son Real: 15,000

John G. Warren and Son
Firemen's Insurance Co.

Real: Personal:
(Warren) (Firemen's)
1827 L
to :
1829 - 15,000 280,000

1830 - 20,000

1831

to

1832 - 25,000 296,000
1833 - 30,000

1834 - 32,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)



May 9, 1834

John G. Warren wills property to his son and business
partner, John Warren, in trust for children (Record of
Wills, Liber 71:484)

1834

1835

1836

1837

1839
to

1840-

1841

1842

John Warren, broker

(widow of John G. Warren at 339 Broadway)

Vacant (ldt)

{John Warren now lis

Firemen's Insurance

Firemen's Insurance

Equitable. n

[ 2 ]
Firemen's Insurance
Washington Mariner
Equitable
(slight fluctuation

(Longworth's)

Real: 35,000
(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

ted at 49 wWall St.)
(Longworth's)

Co. Real: 90,000
Persconal: 298,750
(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

Co. Real: 63,000
Personal: 298,750
e 300,000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Real: 75,000

Co. Personal: 298,750
" 300,000
non 273,519
in persocnal estate rates in
1840)

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

(Firemen's not listed)

John Warren
Equitable Insurance
Washington Marine "

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Real: 70,000
Co. Personal: 258,376
" 100,000

(Record of Assessment, First ward)
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Value of personal estate not listed in tax assessments
after this date.

1843
to
1844 - Estate of John G. Warren (owner)
Alliance Mutual Insurance Co. (occupant)
Real:
. 1843 - 60,000
1844 - 73,000
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

Owner of property only listed in tax assessment after
this date.

1845

to

1885 - Estate of John G. Warren Real:
1845 to 1857 - 73,000
1858 to 1861 - 70,000
1862 to 1863 - 63,000
1864 to 1865 - 65,000

1866 - 75,000

1867 to 1870 - 100,000
1871 - 95,000
1872 - 85,000

1873 to 1885 - 80,000
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

Insurance and other companies:

New York Equitable Insurance
R. J. Thorne, pres.
John Miller, sec.
Union Mutual Insurance
J. S5. Tappan, V. pres.
Ferdinand Stagg, sec.
Dennistown, Wood and Co., bankers
Wm. Wood, B. F. Dawson
Weeks and Co., brokers
R. D. Weeks
J. W. Underhill
E. A. Weeks
D. S. Kennedy, banker
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R. R. Ward, lawyer

J. S. Huggins, lawyer

H. G. DeForest, lawyer

J. A. Weeks, lawyer

F. W. Downer, lawyer

J. G. King, Jr., lawyer

R. L. Kennedy

New York, Providence and Boston R.R. Co.

James Rutherford, sec.

F. Bull

W. F. Thorne
(Doggett's New York City
Street Directory, 1851)

April 21, 1886 - May 1, 1886
Richard W. Robinson acquires the lot from the children
and grandchildren of John G. Warren in the following deeds:

April 21, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:243)

Richard W. Robinson acquires the right of J. Watts
Kearney, of New Orleans, to 58 Wall Street.

April 26, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:241)

Richard W. Robinson acquires the rights of John Warren
Hardenbergh of Jersey City, New Jersey, to 58 Wall Street.

April 26, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:236)

Richard W. Robinson acquires the rights of the
grandchildren of John G. Warren, deceased, to 58 Wall
Street, Warren Hardenbergh, Cornelius Hardenbergh, John
Warren Rice, James Kearny Rice, Annie W. Ogilby, Thomas
Robbins Warren, Mary Elizabeth Warren, Mary Louise Warren,
and Robert H. Neilson. The parcel conveyed contains a
building. "

May 1, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:234)

Richard w. Robinson acquires the rights of Susan R.
Coxe, Elise W. Rice and Ann Spooner, of New Brunswick, New
Jersey, to 58 Wall Street. )

May 1, 1886, recorded ? {New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:230)

Richard W. Robinson acquires the rights of James Kearny
and Susan S. Warren, his wife, of New York to 58 Wall
Street.



May 1, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1959:227)

Richard W. Robinson purchases 58 Wall Street from James
Kearny Warren for $175,000.

May 8, 1886, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1958:342)

Richard W. Robinson of Brooklyn New York conveys the
western portion (14 feet wide and 112 feet deep) of 58 Wall

Street to George Peabody Wetmore of Newport Rhode Island for
$103,856.85.



LOT 10 -- No. 59 Pine Street

August 7, 1691, recorded October 12, 1692 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 18:186)
Executors of John Vangee convey the lot to Samuel Burt

1695 - Samuell Burte Estate & C. £90, 00 01 10 2
(Assessment of the East Ward,
December, 1695)

2
(Assessment of the East Ward,

January, 1696)

1696 - Samu" Burtes house €90, 00 12 12 7-%

1696 - Samuell Burte house £90, 00 13 05 %
(Assessment of the East Ward,
August, 1696)
Samuell Burte - and John Theobald are the Tax Assessors
for the ward for the years 1695 and 1696. Burt also owned
another lot in the North Ward.

1697 - Sam. Burte house £90, 00 13 01 3
(Assessment of the East Ward,

August, 1697)

1697/8 - Samuell Burte house £90, 00 13 07 00-3
{Assessment of the East Ward,
February, 1697/8)

1698/9 - Sam" Burtes house £100, 00 13 16 02
{(Assessment of the East Ward,
March, 1698/9)

1699 - Samuell Burte house £100, 01 03 04
(Assessment of the East Ward,
July, 1699)

February 11, 1702 - Samuel Burt's will provides for disposal
of dwelling house by his executors, William Morris, James E.
Mott, and wife Sarah (Record of Wills, Liber 7: 90).

1702/3 - Samuel Burt, house £45, 07 06 00
. (Assessment of the East Ward,
January, 1702/3)

1703 - Samuel Burt, house £50, 07 06
(Assessment of the East Ward,
July and September, 1703)



1704/5 - Samuel Burt house

William Morris in "

£50, 10 05

(Assessment of the East Ward)

1705/6 - Samuel Burt house
Junior Bonan in "

1706 - William Glencross house
(Assessment

1708 - no listing for this lot
(Assessment

1709 - william Glencross house

(Assessment

Thomas Tudor in "

{Assessment

of the East Ward)

50, 10 -
of the East Ward)

of the East Ward)

£30, 3 -
£l0, 1 -
of the East Ward)

November 10, 1712, recorded December 5, 1712 (New York

County Deeds, Liber 26:568)

The surviving executor of Samuel Burt, Merchant, James
E. Mott, conveys the lot and "brick Mansion house” in East

Ward to John Tatham, Gentleman, for £350.

Lot measures

approximately 34 feet wide, frontlng on King Street, and is’

78 feet deep.

- ? 1712

According to the previously cited deed the house is
"now in possession of Mrs. Mary Wendham, Widow."

?

John and Hester David acquire lot from ?

February 4, 1714 (New York County (?) Deeds, Liber M: 189-

192)

John David, elder, and Hester David, his wife convey
lot to John Dupuy (recited in New York County Deeds, Liber
37:325 - dated July 5, 1764).

S 1721
to
1732/33 - Dr.

[John] Dupuy, house and estate
Assessed:
1721 to 1722/23 - £70, 17
1723/34 - £65, &

[N
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1726/27 - €45, 11 3
1727/28 - €40, 10 8
1728/29 - £40, 11 10
1729/30 - £50, 15 10
1731 - £50, 15 5
1732-33 - £40, 13 4
(Assessment of the East Ward)

2

John Dupuy, Doctor, leaves the property to his wife
about the year 1745. An obituary appeared in The Weekly
New-York Post Boy (No. 13), dated July 22, 1745.

August 12, 1754 S

Myer Myers, advertises in The New York Mercury that he
has moved his goldsmith's shop from the Meal Market to a
house on King street, belonging to the widow of Doctor Dupuy
(Gottesman 1938:53).

?
The widow of John Dupuy conveys lot to Daniel and
Hester Dupuy, her children.

July 5, 1764, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
37:325) _

Daniel and Eleanor Dupuy, and Hester Marchal, the widow
of John David (Daniel and Hester are children of John Dupuy)
convey the property to Myer Myers.

August 26, 1776

Myer Myers advertises that the lot on King Street is
for sale in Rivington's New York Gazetteer (Gottesman
1938:54-55).

1787 - (57 Queen Street)
John Pintard (Franks)

Myer Myers ev1dent1y conveys the 1ot to John Byvanck
[?] prior to 1789.

1789 - John Byvanck, house . Real: 850
John Pintard, in " Personal: ~ 200
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

John Pintard, merchant
(The New York Directory, Hodge et. al.)




1791 - (57 King Street)
Estate of John Byvanck, house Real: 700
John Pintard, in Personal: 200
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

1792 - John Pintard no longer listed at this address
(Duncan)

July 18, 1792 (Record of Wills, Liber 41:41)

John Byvanck's will proven, leaving estate to his
children. Son Evert receives a lot in the North Ward, re-
maining estate to be divided among children when they come
of age. Underage daughters are Mary and Jane.

1794
to
1795 - (55 King and Pine Street)
Estate of John Byvanck, house Real: 1000
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

?, recorded July 24, 1799 (New York County Deeds, Liber 56:
531)

The executors of John Byvanck's estate convey the lot
to Mary Codwise, the. daughter of John Byvanck and wife of
George Codwise.

?, recorded July 23, 1799 (New York County Deeds, Liber 56:
527)

George and Mary Codwise convey the lot, among other
parcels, to Jane Youle for one shilling (Mary and Jane are
children of John Byvanck).

November 13, 1795, recorded December 2, 1799 (New York
County Deeds, Liber 57:205)

- Jane and Garrett Noel Bleecker, a merchant, convey the
house and lot of ground to Josephine Youle (the daughter of
Jane [Youle] Bleecker by a previous marraige). The "rents
from the house are to go toward Josephine's education and
maintenance.”

1799 - Louis Jones, brick and wood Real: 3333
"William Proctor, in "
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

Louis Jones, printer
{Longworth's)



1802

1800
to
1807 -

1808
to
1809 -

to

1811 -

1812 -

1813 -

1815 ~

1816 -

becomes NoOSs.

assessments
and one for

Louis Jones, wood [store?] Real: 2600
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

" " , printer (Longworth's)
Wwidow Jones, house | Real: 2500
Louis Jones; in " , 1000

| Personal: 200

(Tax Assessment, First Ward}

Widow Mary Jones (Longworth's)
Mary Jones, house 1000
Robert Forrest in " Personal: 300

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
Mary Jones
Robert Forrest
(Elliot's New-York Double Directory, 1812)

Mary, Widow of Louis Jones

Robert Forrest, shipmaster {Longworth's)
Mary Garrick, house _ Real: 3000
Josiah Wilson Personal: 100

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Pine Street lots re-numbered. It appears No. 55
57 and 59 (note there are two real estate

for this lot in previous years, one for store

house)}. Henry McVickar is listed at No. 57 for

the next few yvears, while No. 59 is conveyed as follows:

April 13, 1816, recorded April 30, 1816 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 120:255) '

Josephine Youle, spinster, conveys lot to David R.
Lambert for $8,000



1816 - (No. 59 Pine Street)
John Graham, lot Real: 3500
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

April 3, 1817, recorded May 1, 1817 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 120:259)

David R. Lambert conveys lot now known as No. 59 Pine
Street to John Graham and Ann, his wife, in a partition deed
that includes No. 61 & 63 Pine Street. Richard and Mary
Black acquire the property, through a mortgage of 14,000
held by John and Ann Graham (New York County Deeds, Liber
167:261) .

1817 ~ John Graham, store Real: 10,000

u " , merchant, h. 56 Greenwich
(Longworth's)

1818
to
1822 -~ John Graham and Co. Real:
1818 - 10,000
1820 - 9,000
1821 to 1822 - 8,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1822 - John Graham and Co.
Buchanan & Calder Co., merchants
] (Longworth's)

June 27, 1823 (New York County Deeds, Liber 167:261)

John and Ann Graham and William Calder, merchants of
New: York, convey lot to William M. Black and Robert Dyson,
for $14,000. Black and Dyson assume the mortgage of Mary
Black, widow and executrix of Richard Black.

1823
to
1827 - Buchanan & Calder Co. Real:
1823 to 1824 - 8,000
1825 to 1827 - 9,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
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November 6, 1824, recorded January 18, 1825 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 184:320)

Robert and Jane S. Dyson convey one half interest of
lot and warehouse to Mary Black.

April 30, 1827 recorded May 9, 1827 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 221:76)

William J. and Phebe C. Black convey % interest in lot
and warehouse to Hugh Spooner for $9,300

May 1, 1827, recorded November 20, 1833 (New York County
Deeds, leer 307:124)

Hugh Spooner conveys lot to Mary Black for $1 as
security for a debt of $16 000 (indenture refers to entire
lot and warehouse).

? recorded May 17, 1833 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 307:127)

Mary Black transfers mortgage held against Hugh Spooner
(since deceased) to Thomas Sands of Liverpool, who will act
as her attorney.

November 23, 1833, recorded November 25, 1833 (New York
County Deeds, Liber 308:607)

Land and warehouse sold at public auction by Thomas
Sands to Joseph Sands of Brooklyn, for $35,000, the highest
bid.

1828
to
1833 - Sands, Spooner and Co., store Real:
ig8z28 - 9,000
1829 to 1830 - 10,000
1831 - 16,000
1832 - 19,000
1833 - 22,000
(Tax Assessment, First ward)
" 1] " 5
Joseph Sands, merchant, h. Brooklyn
(Buchanan Calder now at Exchange Pl.)}
(Longworth's)
1834
to
1835 - Lawrence and Munsell Real:

1834 - 23,000
1835 ~ 24,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
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1836
to
1837

to
1838

1839
to
1841

1842

1843

1844

Sands, Turner and Co.

Lawrence and Munsell, merchants

(Wwm. A. Lawrence, h. 53 Walker; Henry H.
Munsell) {Longworth's)

Lawrence and Munsell Real:
1836 - 28,000
1837 - 19,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" L}

Sands, Turner, Fox and Co. (Longworth's)

Sands and Co. Real:
1839 - 22,000
1840 to 1841 - 21,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

(Lawrence and Munsell now at Exchange Pl.)
(Longworth's}
Joseph Sands Real: 19,000

(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

Sands, Fox and Co. (Longworth's)

Sands, Fox and Co., occupant
Joseph Sands, owner Real: 17,000
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

sands, Fox and Co., importers of dry goods
{Doggett's)

Joseph Sands, owner and occupant Real: 25,000
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

Sands, Fuller and Co., importers of dry goods
(Doggett's)



Owner of property only listed in tax assessment after

this date.
1845
to
1849 - Joseph Sands Real:
1845 to 1847 - 25,000
1848 - 21,000
1849 - 20,000
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)
to

1848 - Sands, Fuller and Co., dry goods '
(Doggett's)

June 10, 1848, recorded November 8, 1848 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 509:539)

Joseph Sands of Brooklyn, New York, a Merchant, and his
wife Maria, conveys 4 interest in lot to David Hadden, a New
York Merchant, for $9050.

September 19, 1848, recorded October 17, 1848 (New York
County Deeds, Liber 508:539)

Joseph Sands, Merchant of New York City, conveys 3
interest in lot at No.59 Pine Street to Horace Fuller, also
a Merchant in New York City.

January 8, 1849, recorded November 3, 1848 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 509:541)

Horace Fuller, and his wife Martha Anne, conveys %
interest in lot at No.59 Pine Street to David Hadden, of New
York City, for $£9,050. :

1849 - Horace Fuller, importer, h. 42 E. 2lst
Graydon, Swanwick and Co., importers
John Graydon, lawyer, h. 125 Allen
Joseph Graydon, merchant, h. 411 4th
Samuel Graydon, importer, h. 24 Rutgers
(Sands now listed at 28 Pine)
(Doggett's)

Horace Fuller dies by September, 1849
(Record of wWills, Liber 98:120)



1850

to
1857 - David Hadden Real:
1850 to 1853 - 20,000
1854 to 1855 - 22,000
1856 to 1857 - 18,000
(also owns 61 Pine)
(Record of Assessment, First Ward)
to

1856 - Graydon and Swanwick, dry-goods, clothing
. . {Doggett's, Rode's, Trow's)

Graydon and Swanwick listed at 139 Broadway
after 1856. (Trow's)

April 23, 1856, proved June 11, 1856 (New York County
Wills, Liber 117: 446)

David Hadden's will provides for sale of property by
his sons and executors, William A. and John A. Hadden.

May 1, 1857, recorded June 10, 1857 (New York County Deeds,
Liber 730:675) -

Executors of David Hadden, William A. and John A.
Hadden, convey lots at Nos.59-61 Pine Street to William
Wetmore, Merchant of Newport, Rhode Island, for $44,000.

1858 -~ David Hadden still listed in tax rolls;
now and hereafter 59 is assessed with building
and lot at 61 Pine: Real: 55,000
Record of Assessment, First Ward)

1859
to
1870 - william S. Wetmore Real:
' 1859 to 1861 - 55,000
1862 - 47,000
1863 to 1865 - 45,000
1866 - 60,000
1867 to 1868 -~ 75,000
1869 - 80,000
1870 - 90,000
Record of Assessment, First wWard)



1871 - Hereafter assessed with No. 56 Wall Street

July 18, 1871, recorded ? (New York County Deeds, Liber
1184:333)

Anne D. Wetmore of Newport, Rhode Island, one of the
devisees of the estate of William S. Wetmore conveys lots
No.56 Wall Street and No.59-61 Pine Street to George Peabody
Wetmore for $140,000.



LOT 10 -— No. 61 Pine Street

In 1709 Thomas Clark Sr. acquired the lot at 63 Pine Street
from the surviving executors of John Vangee: Garrett Roos {(a
Carpenter) and Luke Van Theinhoven (Surgeon). The deed
notes that the lot adjacent to the west (61 Pine Street) is
"land bequeathed by Van Gee to Amarentia Provost." It would
appear that Clark purchased the lot at 61 Pine Street from
Amarentia Provost sometime prior to 1703 (see New York
County Deeds, Liber 26: 351)

1703 - Thomas Clark house £20, 3 -
{Assessment of the East Ward,
July and September)

1704/5
to
1706 - Thomas Clark house
Edward Wilmott in "
1704/5 - Clark: £20, 4 2
_ Wilmott: gh, 1 1 1/2
(Assessment of the East Ward)

1708 - Thomas Clark house €10, 1 10
James Jeffrey in "
(Assessment of the East Ward)
1709 - Thomas Clark house &c £60, 6 -
' Thomas Clark house £10, 1 -
James Jeffrey in " £5, - 6
(Assessment of the East Ward)
1721 - Thomas Clarke house £25, 6 4 1/4
(Assessment of the East Ward)
1722723
to

1729/30 - Thomas .Clarke house
Samuel Payton in "

1722/23 - Clarke: £20, 5 1
Payton: £15, '3 9 3/4
1723~24 ~ Clarke: £20, 5 -
Payvton: £15, 3 9
1726/27 - Clarke: £40, 10 -
Payton: £15, 3 9
1727/28 - Clarke: £15, 4 -
Payton: £15, 4 -
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1728/29 - Clarke: £15, 4 5 1/4
Payton: £10, 2 11 1/2
1729/30 - Clarke: £15, 4 9
Payton: €10, 3 2
{Assessment of the East Ward)

1731
to
1732/33 -~ Thomas Clarke house and estate
1731 - £30, 12 4
1732/33 -£30, 10 -
(Assessment of the East Ward)

April 28, 1732, Recorded August 10, 1744 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 32: 462)

Thomas Clark conveys King Street house and lot to
Thomas Clark, Junior, Gentleman, for ten shillings. Lot
lies between the lots of Dr. John Dupuy (to the west) and
Mr. Jandine (to the east). Also conveys to his son another
house and lot on Wall Street in the East Ward, and lands in
the North Ward. Deed specifies the King Street house as
residence of Thomas Clark, the father.

February 14, 1775
Charles and Sarah Jandine convey lot to James McCready

1787 - (56 King Street)

James McCready, cordwainer {Franks)
1789 - (56 Queen Street)
James McReady (variant spelling) Real: 800

Personal: 200
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

James McCready, shoemaker
(The New York Directory...Hodge et.al., 1789)

1791
to
1795 - (56 King Street, changes to 57 King Street
' in 1794, 57 Pine Street in 1795)
James McCready, house
1791 - Real: 700
Personal: 200
1794 to 1795 - Real: 1000
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William Proctor, in ™
1791 - Personal: 25
1794 - 150
1795 - 200
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East/Second Ward)

James McCtready, shoemaker
William proctor, merchant
(The New York Directory...Duncan)

1799 - Thomas MbCready, Brick and wood Real: 2933
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

to

1808 - o i , Shoemaker (Longworth's)

1802 - " " , wood [store?] Real: 2400
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)

1808 - " " , house Real: 1500

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

1809

to

1814 - " " , house

1809 - Real: 1500
Personal: =----
1812 - Real: 1500
Personal: 500
1813 - Real: 1250

James McCready, in " Personal: 100

Thomas McCready, shoemaker
James McCready (Longworth's})

July 14, 1814 (recorded June 7, 1815) - (New York County
Deeds, Liber 107: 424} |

James McCready, Cordwainer, and wife, convey lot,
including a "dwelling house and outhouse,” to Oliver Wol-
cott, Merchant, for $3500. Lot measures approximately 20.3
feet wide by 80 feet deep.



1815 - Thomas McCready, house Real: 3000

Personal: 1500
Charles Buxton 100

Charles Buxton, M.D.

James McCready

{Thomas McCready now at 50 John St.)
(Longworth's)

June 19, 1816 (recorded April 3, 1817) - (New York County
Deeds, Liber 57: 205)

Oliver Wolcott conveys lot and dwelling house to David
R. Lambert, James King, and John Graham. The lot, with the
same dimensions as in prior conveyance, is entitled to Lam-
bert for $12,000.

1816 - (61 Pine Street)
Jas. G. King, lot Real: 3,500
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

(No listing in directories) (Longworth's)
1817
to
1818 - James G. King, store Real: 10,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
" " and Co., merchants (Longworth's)
1819
to
1821 - Bosworth Mackie and Co., store Real:.

1820 - 9,000
1821 - 8,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" " merchants
(Longworth's)



1822
to

1825 - Abraham Bell [and Co.], store Real:

1822 to 1824 - 8,000
1825 - 9,000
(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

" " , merchants, h. Sullivan
(Bosworth Mackie and Co. no longer here after
1822) (Longworth's)

April 10, 1823 | .
James G. King conveys the lot to Rufus King

February 2, 1824
Rufus King conveys the lot to David Hadden

1826
to
1827

1828

1829

1830
to
1832

David Hadden " Real: 9,000
(Tax Assessment, First wWard)

" " , merchant, h. 654 Broadway
Abraham Bell and Co.
(Longworth's)

Abraham Bell and Co. no longer listed here.

David Hadden, and later David Hadden and Co.

(or "and Sons"), merchants or importers, are

listed at this address through 1857.
(Longworth's)

David Hadden Real: 10,000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Dawson and Brothers, store . Real:
1830 - 10,000
1831 - 16,000
1833 - 19,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)



1833
to
1835

1836

1837

1838

1839
to
1840

1841
to
1843

1844

- Hutchinson and Curtiss Real:

1833 - 23,000
1824 - 24,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" ", merchants
Richard J. Hutchinson, h. 20 Pike
David Hadden and Co., merchants (Longworth's)

Hutchinson and Co. Real: 28,000
g {Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" " Real: 19,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Hutchinson and Tiffany; merchants
David Hadden and Co.
{(Longworth's)

David Hadden and Co.
(Hutchinson and Tiffany now at 43 Exchange)
{ Longworth's)

Armory Leeds and Co. Real: 22,000
. (Tax Assessment, First Ward)

David Hadden [and Son] Real:
1841 - 21,000
1842 - 19,000
1843 - 17,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

David Hadden, owner Real: 25,000
Fisher and Co., occupant
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)



David Hadden and Son, importers
Fisher, Howe and Hamilton, commission merchants

(poss. dry goods - Edwin Hamilton is listed
as dry goods dealer)

(Doggett's)

el R R R R R R e e e e e e L e —————

Owner of property only listed in tax assessment after

this date.
1845 - David Hadden' ‘ Real: 25,000
(Tax Assessment, First wWard)
" " and Co.
Fisher, Howe and Hamilton {Doggett's)

Fisher Howe and Hamilton no longer listed after
this year. Hadden listed through 1857.

1846
to
1857 - David Hadden Real:

1846 to 1847 - 25,000

1848 - 21,500
1849 to 1853 - 20,000
1854 to 1855 - 22,000
1856 to 1857 - 18,000

David Hadden acquired 59 Pine Street in 1848, but these lots

are not assessed together until 1858. See outline of
ownership for 59 Pine Street from 1856.
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Lot 24 -- No.69 Pine Street

According to the boundary description of a deed dated
October 12, 1785 for 64 Wall Street (adjacent te the south),
69 Pine Street was owned or occupied at this time by a "John
Troup” (see New York County Deeds, Liber 43: 116)

1789 - (50 King/Queen Street)
Hugh Walsh Real: 800
Alen Duncan Personal: 100
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)

...Duncan, chandler (Hodge et.al.)

October 19, 1790, Recorded February 22, 1800 {New York
County Deeds, Liber 57:452)

Hugh Walsh and Catharine his wife, of Ulster, New
Windsor County, convey lot to John Jones, merchant of New
York City, for 2,000 pounds; lot is 50 feet wide, 93 feet
deep, with adjacent 9 foot-wide alley to the east. The lot
appears to include a part of Lot 7 (67 Pine Street} to the
west.

1791 - (52 King Street)
John Jones, house
(assessed with 53 King St.) Real: 1400
Francis Wainwright, in "
(Tax Assessment Rolls, East Ward)
1794
to
1795 - (65 King, Pine Street)
John Jones, house Real: 700
John C. Shaw, in" Personal: 200
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)
John C. Shaw, merchant {Duncan)
1799 -~ John McDonald, brick house Real: 1400
(Tax Assessment Rolls, Second Ward)
u " ., boarding house (Longworth's)
1802 - Mr. Mills, brick house Real: 1800

(Tax Assessment, Second Ward)

1808 - Zachariah Lewis, printing office Real: 1400
(Tax Assessment, First ward)
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1809

1812

1812
to
1813

1815

1816

1817

" " , editor, Commercial Advertiser
(Longworth's)

i} " , office Real: 1400
Garrit Tunison, in " Personal: 100
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

(Zachariah Lewis now listed at 40 Broad; no
Garrit Tunison listed) _ {Longworth's)

Samuel williams
B.L. Swan and Co. (Elliot's New York Double

Directory)

Samuel Williams, house Real:
1812 - 1400
1813 - 15Q0
Perscnal: 100
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" " , accountant (Longworth's

" " , house and printing office
Real: 3000
Personal: 100
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

(69 Pine Street)

Holt and Irvin, house Real: 3500

Samuel Williams in " Personal: 100
' (Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" " , dccountant (Longworth's)
B. Irving, house Real: 3500
D. H. Raines Parsonal: 100

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
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1818

1819

1820
to
1821

1822

1823

A. Spooner, store Real: 3500
David Raines, in" Personal: 100
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Alden Spocner, editor, Columbian, h. Brooklyn
(Longworth's)

" " , office Real: 2000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

John Cotter, store Real: 2000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)
" " , mer. tailor ’ (Longworth's)
Carter and Prentiss Real: 2000

(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

" o " » editors, Statesman
(Longworth's)

September 23, 1823, recorded ? (New York County Deeds,
Liber 172:15)

The Commissioners of the Estate of John Jones, Isaac
Jones, John Hone, and Edward W. Laight convey the lot and
dwelling house to Isaac C. Jones. The lot is under lease to
Alden Spooner, which started on May 1, 1818 and ends on May

1, 1824.
1824 - Estate of John Jones Real: 2000
(Tax Assessment, First ward)
1825
to .
1835 - J. W. Schmidt [and Co.] Real:
: 1825 to 1828 - 8,000
1829 to 1830 - 9,000
1831 - 12,000
1832 - 15,000

1833 to 1834 18,000
1835 - 19,000
(Tax Assessment, First ward)
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1835

1836

1837

1838

1839

1840

1841

J. W. Schmidt, Prussian Consul and vice-consul
for Hamburgh, h. 106 Greenwich

(after 1826, Schmidt and Co., merchants, also
listed here) (Longworth's)

Angier and Tyler, commission merchants also
listed (along with Schmidt) (Longworth's)

Vacant, store " Real: 22,000
' (Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Peter and John S. Crary, importers
Peter Crary, h. 361 Broadway
John S. Crary, h. 34 Varick
(Longworth's, 1836/37)

P. and J. S. Crary Real: 15,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Crumby and Draper, merchants
John Crumby, merchant, h. 48 Bond
Simeon Draper, Jr., h. 10 Warren
(Longworth's}

Crumby and Co., store Real: 17,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Chadwick and Co. Real: 18,000
(Tax Assessment, First Ward)

Chadwick, Carrington and Co., commission mer.
Wm. N. Chadwick, John W. Carrington
{Longworth's)

Vacant, store Real: 18,000
{Tax Assessment, First wWard)



1842 -

1843 -

1844 -

1845
to
1847 -

1848
to
1851 -

1851 -
- 1845

to
1874 -

Fox and Polhemus Real: 14,000
(Record of Assessment, First wWard)

Robert R. Fox, merchant, h. 3 Morris
Theodore Poclhemus, Jr., merchant, h. Brooklyn
(Longworth'a)

Isaac Jones, owner Real: 15,000
Brinckerhoff, Fox and Co., occupants

Isaac Jones, owher ' Real: 17,500
W.A. Stephens, occupant

William A. Stephens, commission merchant
{Doggett's)
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{no directory listing found)

Hasluck and Co.
Richard Hasluck, importer {Doggetts's)

Buckley and Co., importers

C. A. Buckley

Richard Hasluck, Jr. (Doggett's New York City
, Street Directory)

Isaac Jones Real:

' : 1845 to 1847 - 17,500
1848 to 1853 - 15,500

1854 to 1857 - 17,000

1858 - 16,000

1859 - 15,000

1860 to 1861 - 14,000

1862 - 10,500

1863 to 1865 -~ 10,000

1866 - 15,000



1867 to 1868 - 17,500

1869 - 18,000

1870 - 17,000

1871 - 16,000

1872 to 1873 - 15,000

.1874 to 1875 - 13,000

(Record of Assessment, First Ward)

1875
to
1880 - Rebecca Jones Real:
. 1876 to 1882 - 12,000
1883 to 1884 - 13,000
1885 - 18,000
(Record of Assessment, First wWard)

December 16, 1880 (New York County Deeds, Liber 1578:74)

The Executors of Rebecca Jones, Woodbury C. Langdon and
William C. Cruickshank, convey her estate to her grand-
children, the children of her late son Lewis C. Jones: Syd-
ney Colford Jones, Edith Colford Iselin, and Helen Adele
Jones. - The property, which includes the lot with building
at 69 Pine Street, is divided into three equal parts.

Sydney Jones Colford (formerly Sydney Colford Jones)
recieves the lot, which is presently subject to a mortgage.

April 21, 1893, recorded April 26, 1893 (New York County
Deeds, Liber 18:141}

Sydney Jones Colford (formerly Sydney Colford Jones)
and his wife Laura F., convey the lot to Max S. Korn for
$100.00. ,

2 -

i895 The property is subject to a lease held by
paniel O'Shaw and Company which expires on May 1, 1895.

June 23, 1896 (New York County Deeds, Liber 50:248)

Max S. Korn conveys lot to Isidore S. Rorn for $100.00.

July 11, 1905 (New York County Deeds, Liber 91:421)
Isidore S. Korn, widower, and Max S. Korn, unmarried,
convey the lot to the City Real Estate Company for $100.00.

September 18, 1905 (New York County Deeds, Liber 96:237)

Sixty Wall Street Corporation buys lot and building
from the City Real Estate Company for $100.00. The lot is
approximately 22-feet wide and 93-feet deep and fronts on
Pine Street.



APPENDIX B: A SHORT HISTORY OF WATER SUPPLY AND
WASTE DISPOSAL IN NEW YORK CITY
WITH REFERENCE TO WALL STREET

by

David E. Church

An important aspect of the historical geography of any
urban location is an understanding of the nature and
development of public utilities. The history of water and
sewer systems is of particular interest to the archeologist
because such systems played important roles in determining
settlement patterns, and because the physical remains of
these systems often survive as archeological features
containing rich assemblages of artifacts.

The people of New Amsterdam and later New York City,
like all occupants of urban locations, had to deal with the
problems of obtaining suitable water and removing various
wastes. New York's history of water supply and sewerage
reflects a constant urgency in development as the community
tried to avoid crisis situations primarily due to the city's
impressive population growth, which, by the nineteenth
century, had overwhelmed the natural resources of Manhattan
Island. Complaints of inadequate and/or foul wells and
waters in the colonial period became the sources of health
and fire crises in the nineteenth century as the built
community grew and outpaced the construction of adequate
public water and sanitation systems.

The following text outlines the history and development
of water and sewer systems on Manhattan, emphasizing the
influences which that development might have had on the
history of the 60 Wall Street site. Primary and secondary
information on the locations and construction of water
supplies, from the earliest neighborhood wells to the
contemporary systems of outlying supply reservoirs, is
readily available. Information on sanitation systems is
more scant until the development of sewers in the later
nineteenth century. The following chronology is, therefore,
based on a mixture of detailed information and the known
general patterns of development that occurred both in New
York and in other eastern American cities, such as Boston
and Philadelphia. '

Throughout the colonial period, New Yorkers relied on a
combination of private and public initiatives to secure
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water and to remove wastes. The earliest settlers utilized
shallow wells dug into the glacial soils on the island.
Water was drawn from these privately constructed wells by
buckets raised either with rope and pulley or by balance
poles (Wegmann 1896: 2). As early as 1658, the burgomasters
of New Amsterdam reported on the necessity of a public well
and the preferred location of the well in what was then
Heere Street (later Broadway). Such a well was dug just
south of the Bowling Green. This well remained the only
public supply until 1677.

With English control, the New York Common Council began
systematic construction of wells in public streets. The
council ordered the inhabitants of each street to place
several wells at designated locations. Half the costs were
to be borne by the city and the other half by the residents
of each street. This system of dividing expenses for wells
between the city and the benefactors continued into the
nineteenth century.

As ordered by the Common Council in 1677, these wells
were dug at the following specified locations:

... one in the street opposite the butcher Roeoliff
Johnson's house; one in Broadway opposite the Hendrick
Van Dyke's (near Het Cingle or Wall Street); one in
Smith Street opposite John Cavleer's; one in the Water
Side opposite Cornelis Van Borsum's; and one in the
back yard of the City Hall at 73 Pearl street. (Hall
1918a: 675)

The latter well was reportedly the first stone well in New
Amsterdam.

On September 10, 1686 the Common Council ordered nine
additional wells built, again within existing streets.
These wells were named for the nearest resident and included
De Riemer's Well at Whitehall near Bridge Street, William
Cox's Well near the Stadt Huys at the head of Coentes Slip,
Ten Eyck and Vincent's Well at Broad Street between Stone
and South William streets, Rombout's Well on Broadway near
Exchange Place, Suert Olphert's Well near the previously
mentioned well; and FPrederick Wessel's Well on Wall Street
west of William Street. As shown in Figure 10 for 1695,
this last well was very convenient to the district now
defined by 60 wWall Street (Hall 1918a: 675; Wegmann 1896: 3,
and Plate 2).

Like the securing of adequate water, the disposal of
wastes in the colonial period was quite informal. The Dutch
of New Amsterdam dealt with waste disposal in a variety of
manners depending on the type of waste. Storm.water.was
considered--the-biggest-waste_problem~and--i:nspired
construction—of=the-only-publsic=sewers. These sewers
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consisted first of wood and later of stone- or brick-lined
gutters that carried storm water from the streets to the
nearest natural drainage. Loop (1964: 3) reports that in
New Amsterdam it was customary to dump kitchen slops
directly onto the ground or into cesspools, to feed refuse
to free-roaming pigs and chickens, and to collect sewage in
pails to be dumped into rivers and canals. More
enterprising colonists also constructed wooden drains from
kitchens or cesspools to nearby natural drainages.

By 1657 an ordinance was issued requiring that "all
such things" as rubbish, filth, ashes, dead animals, etc. be
brought to one of the following areas: the Strand (East
River), near City Hall (Pearl Street), near the gallows
(Pearl and Whiteman streets), the baker (northwest corner of
Bridge and Broad streets), or near Daniel Latscho's (just
outside the water gate near Pearl and Wall streets). Other
ordinances of this period dealt with refuse, the keeping of
hogs, and the removal of privies on the street "having their
outlet level with the ground” (Loop 1964: 3-4).

The earliest public sewer was probably placed within a
portion of the right-of-way of Broad Street c. 1703.
Originally a narrow inlet of the East River draining marshy
ground in and around present Exchange Place, after the Dutch
settlement this drainage was made into the Heere Gracht, a
canal following the present course of Broad Street north
nearly to Tuyn Straet or today's Exchange Place. A similar
branch canal, the Begun Gracht, left the Heere Gracht west
along a portion of the present Beaver Street (see Figure 6).
These canals added to New Amsterdam’'s distinct Dutch
character. They were used informally for the disposal of
wastes until 1676, when the Common Council of British- '
controlled New York ordered them filled up in response, at
least in part, to their uncontrolled use as refuse dumps
(Moscow 1978: 31). Loop, however, reports that the main
canal was extended through newly made land at the river end
in 1688 (1964: 4). .

During the last decades of the seventeenth century and
the first decades of the eighteenth, the Heere Gracht was
transformed into a covered, stone-lined sewer beneath Broad
Street. The canal was filled in, and, as directed by a
Common Council Act of October 1, 1691 and a petition to the
Council dated June 25, 1703, New York officially committed
to building a common sewer below Broad Street. BY November
of 1703, this sewer was at least partially erected, and by
the 1740's stone arches and pavements were being added (Loop
1964: 5-8).

Apparently, private individuals were allowed to lay
connecting drains to this common sewer, illustrated by the
Common Council's 1728 grant of permission for Obadiah Hunt,
tavern-keeper, to lay such a drain through Pearl Street and
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into the sewer (Loop 1964: 8). Other connections, whether
formally petitioned to the Common Council or informally
erected, no doubt occurred as the compact city grew.

Similarly, the securing of an additional water supply
in the first decades of the eighteenth century remained
casual, with more public wells added as needed. The common
means of procuring water supplies in New York, and
throughout the American cities and towns of this period, was
for the inhabitants of a particular district or street to
petition the city authorities to erect a public well at a
convenient location. After the first half of the eighteenth
century, these wells commonly included hand pumps. In New
York, 249 pump wells existed by 1809 (Blake 1956: 13; see
Figure B-1).

New York was not known for the high quality of its well
water{yiggﬂbracklsh conditions_were a common"ﬁfﬁblem. :
HOWEVET, one large._spring just. north i of the town became
heavily relied upon for drlnklng purposes. ~AS Peter Kalm,

thé SWedish traveler, noted in 1748,

There is no good water to be met with in the town
itself; but at a little distance there is a large
spring of good water; which the inhabitants take for
their tea and for uses of the kitchen. (Kalm 1937: I,
133)

Enown as the Tea Water Well, and later as the Tea Water
Pump, this spring was located on Park Row east of Baxter
Street (Stokes 1918: 1III, 976). Dangerously close to the
Tea Water Pump was the notoriously filthy Collect or Fresh
Water Pond, a natural marshy basin which by the eighteenth
century had become the residential and industrial open sewer
for this district of New York. Despite its proximity to the
Collect Pond, the spring site became extremely popular for
use by residents and by "tea-water men," who delivered water
around the city in carts. The site became so popular that
the Common Council on June 16, 1757 was forced to regulate
the activities of the tea-water men, who, on occasion, would
block the streets. Improvements to the Tea Water Pump
through the eighteenth century included raising the pump and
lengthening the handle and spout to reduce the obstruction
to traffic and pedestrians. The grounds arcund the pump
were also landscaped to create a garden-like appearance
(Wegmann 1896: 3; Hall 1918A: 677-79; Stokes 1918: III, 976).

Rain water for drinking, bathing, and washing was also
obtained by individuals during this period through the
construction of cisterns. Runoff from roofs could be held
in masonry or wood-planked basins, located either in the
cellars or in paved yards. To keep the water cool and
fresh, builders commonly placed cisterns below ground and
covered them with a layer of soil. However, by the late
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eighteenth century, complaints of reduced water quality
included water stored in many cisterns, apparently a result
of increased amounts of dust and ash falling on roofs and
subsequently washing into the cisterns (Weidner 1974: 15).

Other urban conditions during the eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries led to renewed interest in improving
water supply and waste removal systems. Like other cities,
New York suffered periodic episodes of fire and disease.
The means by which American cities dealt with these
catastrophes demonstrated that despite their size, their
governmental and public works infrastructures were still
those. of villages.

Serious fires which gutted four or five buildings were
frequent occurrences in New York during the eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries. To fight such a blaze,
volunteer firemen had to rely on the nearest pump well, from
which bucket brigades or hoses brought water to the few fire
engines then available. At the engines, men again had to
pump water, this time through a nozzle. An engraving in the
Stokes Collection of the New York Public Library dated 1750
and reproduced in Kouwenhoven (1972: 57) shows a scene of
this period of fire fighting.. Major fires hit New York in
1776, when 493 houses or nearly one-gquarter of all homes in
the city were destroyed, again in 1828, and yet another time
in 1835, when 674 buildings, including much of the south
side of Wall Street (and the last of the city's Dutch
houses), were destroyed. The 1835 fire was brought under
control only after a line of buildings was blown up,
creating a fire-break which kept property losses just below
an estimated $40,000,000. Thousands of jobs were lost and
hundreds of businesses were ruined, including fire insurance
companies through subsequent bankruptcies (Blake 1956: 5;
Weidner 1974: 18). In the aftermath of these fires,
victims, as well as public works policymakers, began
pleading for the security of more reliable water supplies
and better fire-fighting procedures.

More serious than fires were the occasional but
dramatic outbreaks of disease, such_as cholera, smallpox,
and yellow fever. Nearly every city in the new nation of
America had experienced a yellow fever or other epidemic by
1800. The great Philadelphia yellow fever epidemic of 1793
terrified that city for months and shocked much of the
remaining country. The 1790's were an agonizing decade for
epidemics. During 1798 and 1799, yellow fever_took over
2,000 lives in.New~York-and.-forced.many.. others.to.Elee the
city for the safety of the nearby countryside (Blake 1356:

5=6). - ‘Greénwich Village was ‘eéstablished as a result of just
such an epidemic, when its founders were escaping from Lower
Manhattan during the summer season.
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During this era, the scientific community was seriously
divided on the issues of the causes of disease, as well as
on appropriate treatments. The two major and opposing
schools of thought were each identified with a Philadelphia
physician. Dr. Benjamin Rush and others aligned with the
Academy of Medicine attributed disease, particularly yellow
fever, to warm climates and a fouled environment or "putrid
exhalations from the gutters, streets, ponds and marshy
grounds in the neighborhood of the city" (Academy of
Medicine of Philadelphia 1798: 5). These gentlemen
advocated the treating of afflicted individuals with
bleedings and purgings and the cleaning of the city itself
of filth and wastes. On the other side, Dr. William Currie
and others associated with the College of Physicians saw
yellow fever and other maladies as distinct diseases brought
to this country through ships from the West Indies and other
locations. They advocated milder treatments for individuals
and emphasized preventive measures when necessary, such as
inspection of incoming ships and quarantining of their
sailors and passengers (Blake 1856: 6-7).

Today, it is common knowledge that both groups were
essentially wrong, thanks to Dr. Walter Reed's experiments
with mosquitoes that revealed the insect as the transmitter
of a virus. However, the Rushites were correct in
identifying stagnant domestic waters as a source of
pestilence (i.e., a breeding ground for the mosquito and,
consequently, yellow fever), just as Currie and the College
of Physicians were also correct in identifying the source of
the disease as foreign.

Public officials of the early nineteenth century
generally decided to be cautious and take the advice of both
groups. Quarantine laws were enacted and port activities
became more regulated. Boards of Health were also formed to
identify existing or potential health threats so that
remedial actions could be taken to cleanse the environment
of accumulated wastes. In cities, these decisions meant a
greater need for abundant, clean water, and, later, for more
efficient sewage systems. Philadelphia was the first
american city to adopt efforts to obtain clean water and to
combat the accumulation of wastes in the environment. New
York took slightly longer to react.

Just prior to the debate regarding the causes of
epidemic disease and appropriate remedial actions, the New
York Common Council did respond to public complaints
concerning the poor quality of the city's well water and the
inadequacy of these wells for combating fire by contracting
for construction of a municipally owned water supply. In
1774, Christopher Colles, an English engineer, was hired to
build a reservoir to be supplied by pumped well water and
distributed throughout the city by pipes. Before the
Revolution interrupted Colles' project, he constructed a 30-
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to 40~foot diameter, 50-foot deep well near the Collect
pond, from whence a steam engine forced water through bored
logs to a reservoir .on Broadway between Pearl and White
streets having a capacity of 20,000 hogsheads. Isaac Mann
of Stillwater, New York was also contracted to supply 60,000
linear feet of pitch or yellow pine timber for making
distribution pipes. These pipes were to be laid throughout
the lower portion of New York, including some 1,750 feet
along Wall Street and 1,760 feet along King (now Pine)
Street (Hall 1918a: 699-701). Colles' use of an atmospheric-
type steam engine similar to those utilized to pump English
mines was a significant achievement in a time when most
scientists in America had never seen such a machine. Common
Council Minutes report that Josiah Hornblower was paid for
attending the engine of the works, and that Peter T.
Curtenius and Richard Sharpe, both associated with a foundry
on the North River in Manhattan, were paid for casting a
cylinder for the engine. This domestic casting and use of a
steam engine may have been the first of its kind in America
(Bishop 1868: I, 534; Hall ]318A 700; stokes 1922: IV, 874;
1926: v, 1212).

The extent to which Colles completed his water works
project before being disrupted by the Revolutionary War
might best be represented by his petition for payments due
from the city upon his return in 1784:

That your memorialist did accordingly proceed in the
execution of the work and erected a reservoir capable
.,of containing twenty thousand hogsheads of water; dug,
walled, covered and completely finished a well of
thirty feet diameter at the inside, from which he
pumped by means of a steam engine which he also
erected, two hundred gallons of water, fifty-two feet
high perpendicular per minute, into the said reservoir.
" (Hall 1918a: 701)

No mention is made of laying pipes. Apparently, the
distribution system was not completed, leaving Wall Street
and the remainder of New York to rely on the fickle system
of wells and cisterns.

Given the growing concern with epidemics and fires, as
well as the necessity for adequate water supplied to combat
both potential tragedies, the Common Council entertained a
number of proposals to furnish the city with water in the
late eighteenth century. These proposals included
rejuvenating the abandoned Colles' system as well as
utilizing the Bronx River as a source. Physicians across
the city were calling for better sanitation and regular
flushing of streets to combat potential outbreaks of
disease. The Bronx River as a source of water was
championed by one of these physicians, Dr. Joseph Browne,
who had the foresight to recognize that the answer to New
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York's water needs would lie with sources off Manhattan
Island. The Common Council apparently liked Browne's
proposal to capture and divert Bronx River water, and on
December 24, 1798, it recommended that William Weston, an
English engineer experienced in building canals in New York
and Pennsylvania, be hired to investigate this and other
proposed plans (Blake 1956: 47; Weidner 1974: 19-20).

By the end of 1798, the Collect Pond-and~the Tea Water
Pump_were. fouled beyond repair, and the city was just coming
out of its worst yellow fever epidemic to date. By then,
Boston, .Philadelphia,-and Baltimore had. all either proposed
or--commenced building public water works. With the
acceptance, in principle, of Dr. Browne's proposal, the
Common Council was finally moving toward satisfying New
York's needs. Unfortunately, the Common Council could not
agree whether the water works should be constructed by
private enterprise or through public efforts. By March of
1799, the Council clearly favored asking the State
Legislature for public powers to implement construction of a
water works based on Weston's recommendation and plan for
utilizing Bronx River water.

With the city finally united behind a proposal, the
Common Council sought necessary authorization and powers
from the State Legislature for implementing Weston's plan.
However, through an interesting series of meetings,
memoranda, and legislative maneuverings orchestrated by the
then State Assemblyman Aaron Burr, the Council agreed to
allow the State Legislature to dictate how best to provide
for New York's water needs as regards the question of public
or private control. By April of 179%, a bill had passed the
State Assembly and the State Senate, and had also received
final approval from the Council of Revision, permitting a
private company to-supply New York with its needed water.
The company also had power to "... employ all such surplus
capital as may belong or accrue to the said company in the
purchase of public or other stock, or in any other monied.
transactions not inconsistent with the constitution and laws
of this state or of the United States, for the sole benefit
~of the said company"” (Laws of the State of New York, 22nd
Session, ch. lxxxiv, p. 816; Blake 1956: 45%-51). A company
had been incorporated with all the necessary powers not only
~to construct and operate a water works system but also, more
importantly, to conduct banking business. Thus was the
private Manhattan-Company, eventually a prominent banking
business that continues today, born out of a public proposal
to secure a water supply. The_company.,. whose original
directors--included-RAaron Burr and Burr's brother—in-law,
John B..Church, became-the--first-non-Federaldist controlled
bank in New.York, the only othe€t banks being the-Bank of New
York and a branch- of the Bank of the United States (Blake
1956: 52).
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Burr's motives and tactics were obviously in part
selfish, and he lost re-election to the Assembly owing to
the ongoing controversy surrounding the Manhattan Company
issue. However, the company did fairly quickly proceed to
honor its charter of incorporation by not only conducting
banking business but also demonstrating clear intentions to
finance and construct a water works. The Bank of the
Manhattan Company immediately opened an office within an
existing building at 40-42 Wall Street, a site the bank
still occupies, although in a newer building.

The directors of the bank were sincere regarding their
cbligation to the public, and they immediately formed a
water committee to review the issue. By May of the same
year of its incorporation, the company had decided to pursue
a modest proposal to obtain water from a well within the
city, preferably near the old Colles site, and to pump that
water by steam engine to a reservoir for distribution. Many
of the city's citizens had hoped the company would work
toward a more ambitious project, utilizing, for example, the
Bronx River as a source. However, the-system-finally .put
into service in 1800 -was a modest, economical -one,
reflecting the company's primary -investment in the- banking
business... Overseen by Dr. Joseph Browne, the original works
drew water from the 0ld Colles well by a horse-powered pump,
both located near the intersection of Reade and Chambers
streets. Water was then piped to a reservoir on the north
side of Chambers Street between Broadway and Centre Street
{(Stokes 1918: III, 975). This rectangular reservoir had
sloping walls built of flagstone, clay, sand, and tar; its
Chamber Street facade was highlighted with four doric
columns and a figure of the sea god Oceanus (see Figure
B-2). As originally planned, the reservoir would have held
1 million gallons, but construction was again scaled down to
a very modest 132,600~gallon capacity (American Scenic¢_ and

Historic Préservation Society 1915: 203; Hall 1918a: 717;
Blake 1956: 58-59).

Also constructed c. 1800 was a water tank on the
northwest corner of Reade and Centre streets, directly over
one of the company's wells. The 4l-foot diameter, 15-foot
high tank consisted of iron plate sides and bottom resting
on a massive masonry foundation, itself rising 23 feet above
the ground. The structure, later enclosed in a three-story
brick building, was demolished in 1914 along with the
Chambers Street reservoir to make room for new construction.
Hall both witnessed and recorded the demoliticn (QBIBA:?I?-
19).

The reservoir and tank served as storage for a
distribution system of bored wooden logs, running
principally down the elevated axis of Broadway and then
descending laterally east and west down side streets to the
East and Hudson rivers. It was the first functioning water
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system with piped distribution in New York. The bored
wooden logs of the Manhattan Company brought water to nearly
anyone south of Chambers Street who was willing to pay rates
based on the size of his structure. Residences were charged
by the fireplace, with charges being $5 per year up to four
fireplaces and $1.25 per year for each fireplace beyond
four. ©Ships were charged $0.20 a hogshead, and commercial
and industrial users had special rates. Fire companies were
allowed free use of the water (Blake 1956: 59). A certain
"give and take” existed within this system, in that the flow
of water supplied by the company was often interrupted for
repairs or was poor in quality, but consumers quickly
learned how to tap into mains individually or to share water
with non-paying neighbors and customers.

Although. the Manhattan Company serviced New York with
water unti) 1842, when Croton water was brought into the
entire city, the quality and quantity of water avadlable
were often unreliable. Steam pumps were added and
additional distribution pipes laid, but nearly two-thirds of
New York's area was left unserviced by this inaugural
system. The remaining one-third of the city, downtown,
commonly continued to rely on street pump wells and backyard
cisterns to supplement the unpredictable Manhattan Company
supply. Undoubtedly, customers in the commercial and
wealthier residential neighborhood of Wall Street would have
tapped into the Manhattan Company system as early as 1800.
However, they also would have probably maintained their
cisterns and street pump wells as late as 1842.

Methods for handling sewage and other wastes in the
early eighteenth century had changed little from those of
earlier methods. As mentioned previously, the city did
occasionally build common sewers as demanded, but no-overall
system existed for New York or for any of its neighborhoods.
Privies,- cesspools,. .and. natural.-.drainages..continued .to be
the receptacles for wastes of .all_sorts. Unfortunately,
seepage from these below-ground receptacles was becoming
recognized as a pollutant to the groundwater sources of the
city's wells. Further amplifying the link between water
supply and waste disposal was the understanding-that without
an adequate supply of water a more comprehensive sewage
system was impossible.

Despite the efforts of citizens and public officials to
clean up its foulest areas, early.nineteenth-century_New
York was considered to be relatively dirty. Travelers'
accounts commonly include reports on various aspects of the
city's foul environment. Although the Manhattan Company had
laid nearly 40 miles of wooden water mains by 1830, the
inadequacy of the supply and the frequency of repairs kept
the availability of water well below that needed
periodically to flush streets, gutters, and sewers (Weldner
1974: 22-23).



One important improvement to the city- was-the- ditching,
draining,-~and—-filling=in of the wetland district-which
included the Collect Pond, Lispendard's Meadows, and the
route. of .today's Canal Street. As._early.as.18ll,.-an.8-foot
wide cpen..ditch or.canal had been constructed to partially
drain this district along.a route now defined by Canal
Street, and by.s1819% the open ditch had been converted..into a
covered sewer with an elliptical cross section to allow-more
effective drainage and more efficient travel along-the. new
Canal Street (Stokes 1915: I, 397; Vv, 1926: 562). This
sewer, like the majority that made up the city's hodge-podge
sewer system, served-primarily-to-divert- standing-waters.and
storm=runoff- to: the .nearest river.

The. .Canal Street sewer was one of many sewers built by
the city to solve the drainage problems of a particular
area. Loop mentions that Common Council minutes report
sewers being built or repaired during the Federal period in
Broad, Canal, Chambers, Chapel, Thompson, and Roosevelt
streets (Loop 1964: 4-11). Minutes of the Committee on
Wharves and Piers (1825; Sept. 1826; Mar. 29, 1847) report
complaints and recommendaticons related to the Clarkson
Street and Canal Street sewers. These latter reports
document the growing concern with wastes and sewage
remaining trapped within and between wharves,. piers, and
slips. An accepted solution for this problem was dredging
or otherwise cleaning out the accumulated matter while
extending the sewer outlets to the pier or bulkhead lines in
order to direct discharges further into the Hudson River.
Another solution was the use of bridge~and-block wharf
construction to ensure the flow of deep water in and around
piers.

Other than constructing single sewers as demanded by
crisis circumstances, the city combated filthy conditions
and' potential diseases through health laws. These laws were
primarily guarantine laws designed to prevent disease from
arriving in the city ({(Loop 1964: 13}, Therefore, as a
group, the laws reflected a bias of health and public
officials toward the notion that disease should be shut out
rather than prevented through a more comprehensive system of
sewage disposal and treatment. This bias in public policy
appears to have survived until the 1870's, after which
sewage disposal based on a planned system became the focus
of the Board of Health and the Department of Public Works.

The water issue appears to have been a more poignant
concern to New York until 1834, when the introduction of
Croton water from Westchester County brought New York its
first high-quality, nearly limitless supply of water.. With
the fickle system of the Manhattan Company inadequately
serving only the downtown portion of the city, and given
citizens' continued reliance on pump wells and cisterns, New
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York's well-being was far from guaranteed. Throughout the
first three decades of the nineteenth century, the New York
Common Council and the Manhattan Company remained locked in
battle. The city clearly felt that the Manhattan Company
was in violation of its charter of incorporation by having:
provided only a portion of the city with anunreliable water
supply instead of having provided the entire city with a
reliable supply. The Council regularly discussed and
debated the water issue and entertained numerous citizen
petitions either complaining about the water situation or
offering to remedy it. Many of the proposed remedies
suggested that, given the great growth rate of the city's
population and its over-reliance on the soils of Manhattan
Island not only to supply clean water but also to handle
buried wastes, the only prudent choice would be to base a
water system on off-island supplies. The Bronx River, as
well as Rye Pond in Westchester County, were suggested
sources (Blake 1856: 108-109).

Unfortunately, the Common Council seemed plagued by
debate and indecision regarding the water issue; however,
the city did respond to a March 1829 report from its fire
department documenting the inadequacy of the Manhattan
Company system for fighting fires. Since the company only
serviced the district south of Pearl Street on the east side
of the island and only south of Grand Street on the west
side, the majority of the island was unserviced. The fire
company then had to rely on equipment to hand-pump water
from the nearest river, a distance which could be as much as
2 miles, or from any of the 40 or so public cisterns. The
report recommended construction of a large reservoir near
14th Street in the north portion of the city to be supplied
by nearby horse-driven pump wells (Blake 1956: 123).

In 1829 the city constructed this reservoir for fire
purposes on the north side of 13th Street east of Fourth
Avenue, The 233,169-gallon capacity reservoir was a cast-
iron tank enclosed by a 27-foot high octagcnal building.
Water was pumped from wells by a l2-horsepower steam engine.
The distribution consisted of 12-inch cast-iron mains and
10- or 6-inch cast—iron branch lines to various points down
Broadway and Third Avenue and 13th, Bowery, Chatham, Pearl,
and William streets (Wegmann 1896: 16-17). Stokes (1918:
IIT, 976) reports that this reservoir was enlarged in 1832
and again in 1837.

Into the 1830's the city was continuing to respond in
piecemeal fashion to the expanding problem of water supply
while attacking the Manhattan Company and its activities.
From the myriad proposals for, and debates over, supplying
the whole city with a truly adedquate supply of water, there
began to emerge the concept of utilizing an upstate source
of water and diverting that water into reservoirs on
Manhattan. The Croton and the Bronx rivers appeared to be
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the most widely accepted and rational sources for a city
water system.

Anxiety over thée Common Council's indecision on the
water question may have peaked in 1832 with the reports of -
cholera spreading through Europe and the Mediterranean. By
June and July of 1832, when cholera cases had been reported
in Canada and northern New York and New England, New York
City officials began inspecting the city and ordering filthy
locations cleaned. The New_ York Evening Post of June 23,
1832 reports on this and earlier efforts to clean New York:

We give up all hope of ever seeing New York a clean
city. The streets are now in a more deplorable
condition than before the new plan of cleansing went
into operation—-if indeed it can said to have gone into
operation at all.

However, the next month the same newspaper reported,

The measures taken to clean the streets, and to
disinfect places which are ordinarily the receptacles
of corrupt air, have been so effectual, that he who
perambulates the city is almost led to distrust at
least one of his senses, that of smell, and to ask
himself if this is really New York, and if the pure
breezes which he breathes, really belong to that
atmosphere which formerly in the summertime was so
offensive. (Blake 1956: 131)

Unfortunately, dirty streets were not the true source
of the disease, and by October of 1832, 3,500 people had
died and over 100,000 people had fled the city, bringing
business to a standstill. New York's public officials
became well aware of the fact that Philadelphia, with its
good water system beginning at the Schuylkill River, had
survived the cholera epidemic relatively well, with only
about 800 lives lost. The apparent direct connection
between a clean water supply and safety from the epidemic,
although later understood to be false, strengthened New
York's interest in securing fresh water and inspired the
city to consult engineers and conduct surveys for possible
water systems.

By December of 1832 an impressive report by Colonel

_DeWitt Clinton advocating the Croton River as the most
likely water source began to draw support. In 1833 the city
gained legal approval to appoint five water commissioners,
who quickly ordered surveys of both the Croton and the Bronx
rivers. They selected the Croton River as the best
potential source based on a report by Major David B.
Douglas. With the background information gathered
throughout 1833 for direction, the Common Council and its
Water Commissioner proceeded to select and detail the
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engineering and financing aspects of a water system
utilizing the Croton River by damming and diverting water
through an aqueduct to reservoirs on Manhattan. 1In April
1835, the citizens of New York voted nearly 3 to 1 in favor
of the Croton proposal, and the city proceeded with building
the Croton system, initially under the direction of Major
Douglas but primarily under that of John B. Jervis (Blake
1956: 144-47). Urgency to complete the system was evident
after the fire of December 16 and 17, 1835, which destroyed
most of the First Ward, including much of Wall Street. The
fire was perhaps the city's worst. '

In 1842, Croton River water was let into the completed
systeim in successive stages. On June 27 of that year, water
was let into the Yorkville Reservoir in what is today
Central Park between 79th and 86th streets. On July 4,
water entered the Murray Hill Reservoir, an impressive
masonry basin on the site of the present New York Public
Library (Fifth Avenue between 40th and 42nd streets). The
Murray Hill Reservoir was demolished in 1899-1900, whereas
the Yorkville Reservoir was incorporated into Central Park
and was supplemented by completion of a larger reservoir in
the park in 1862 (Stokes 1918: III, 975-76; Blake 1956: 164-
65).

Therefore, in 1842 New York finally had the supply of
water it needed at a cost that approached 13 million
dollars. By 1848, the city was looking to expand the system
owing to higher than expected rates of consumption. The
100-acre reservoir in Central Park was added, and, of
course, during subsequent decades, the supplying drainage
areas for the entire system were greatly enlarged with the
expansion of the Croton works and the addition of water from
reservoirs on the west side of the Hudson River in the
Catskills and the upper Delaware River drainages.

After 1842 New Yorkers came to expect the fresh,
reliable source of water that entered directly into their
buildings. .Simultaneously with this introduction of water
came -the steady ‘abandonment of earlier technologies and the
introduction of new -ones. Indoor plumbing, including the \5 X{}
widespread_psg_gi,the_wgggg_glpset,ﬁwas_rapidly.added to QQ U
many_buildings,-resulting in a greater-than-anticipated C>Pﬂ
demand.being. placed on the water system and the antiquated
sewage—system_provided_by.-privies_and storm sewers.
Backyard cisterns, originally designed-to-collect rainwater
from-.-roofs, were no-longer-needed. Loop..reports-that“many’
vere.turned_into_cesspools by removal of their bottoms to
allow seepage (Loop 1964: 12).

A reliable water supply did provide for cleaner
buildings and streets and also allowed for more efficient
fire fighting, but the introduction of a vast new source of
water into the hodge-podge of street sewers and the
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modification of cisterns into privies accentuated an already
serious waste-handling problem on Manhattan. Like the water
problem, the sewage problem was not resolved gquickly but
needed a few decades 6f near-crisis td push the citizens
into demanding that officials respond with a planned,
comprehensive system for cleaning the city. Based on
surveys conducted by the Citizen's Association, whose
volunteer membership conducted sanitary inspections across
the city and published the results, the city was pressed
into creating a Metropolitan Sanitation District and a Board
of Health in 1866. Various boards and bureaus within the
Board of Health reported on the conditions of streets,
wharves, bulkheads, piers, cesspools, privies, and sewvers.
Cleaning and repairs to privies and cesspools, as well as
sewer connections, were ordered to be completed by the
affected property owners; orders for necessary sewer repairs
and connections were referred to the Croton Aqueduct
Department, soon to be included in the Public Works
Department (Loop 1964: 13-14).

Through this combination of citizen and bureaucratic
effort, sewers became an assumed aspect of streets, and
owners of undeveloped blocks of land began postponing
construction until sewers were completed on the street.
Privies were also regularly inspected and cleaned under
orders of the Board of Health. Unfortunately, the city came
to rely more and more on an unplanned sewer system primarily
designed to get storm water off the island. Sewage thus
transported was fouling the harbor, particularly between
piers and slips where sewage seemed to stay trapped by tidal
action.

New York lagged behind many major cities in the world
in responding to the problems of sewerage, perhaps owing to
their enormous scale. The first comprehensive plan for
organization of New.York's sewer system was not adopted
until 1865; before 1888, no serious consideration was given
to protecting the harbor from pollution.

Although it was not until 1931 that New York drew up a
plan for construction of sewage treatment plants,_
improvements of the situation were noticed by ¢1891, when the
privy-had~been-nearly-abandoned in the city, Efforts_of
c1ty_bureaucrac1es-had reduced. the 15,000 privies in use 4n
New.York in.1875 to less than 1,000 in 1891, with most of
to_the. c1ty where sewers had not beén constructed (Loop
1964: 15-17). T

In conclusion, as New York grew through the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries, the emerging city faced the same
public works problems of water supply and waste disposal
that have confronted all cities throughout history. Because
of the enormity of the problems associated with what was
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rapidly becoming the largest city in the world, New Yorkers
tended to rely on simple technologies-—-such as pump wells,
cisterns, privies, and cesspools--years after other cities
had built larger-séale public works: Eventually, however,
New York also had to construct the public works necessary -to
provide a healthy, livable urban environment.

The neighborhood of Wall Street, as part of the initial
colonial settlement in the First Ward, was one of the
earliest areas to be serviced by piped water and public
sewers. AS a relatively affluent neighborhood after the
Revolutionary War, the residences on and near Wall Street
were probably some of the earliest buildings to have sewer
connections as well as indoor plumbing and water closets.
However, the use of street pump wells and cisterns for
water, and that of backyard privies, cesspools, and, later,
modified cisterns as waste receptacles, no doubt continued
into the mid-nineteenth century as practical solutions to
the necessities of urban living.
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I. Introduction

The recovery of several thousand bone specimens from a
single urban site provides sufficient material for at least
a preliminary analysis of cultural use of vertebrates. Such
is the case with the 60 Wall Street site, although the
numbers of specimens differ considerably among the several
lots and many cultural units. Although the samples are
small compared with those from other historic sites (e.g.,
Lyman 1977 or Parris 1985), they nonetheless provide much ;
useful information.

The preservation is generally good; thus the fragile
skeletal elements-of birds and fish are well represented.
Although domestic animals are best represented, a signif-
icant sample of bones from wild fauna is present.

The osteoclogical collections of the New Jersey State
Museum were made available for comparative identification of
the specimens. Discussions with Mr. William Eames of the
New Jersey State Museum were also much appreciated.

II. Taxonomy

A faunal list complete with scientific and common names
is provided for both the Wall and Pine Street sides of Lot
10, as well as for Lot 24 (see Table C-1). No demonstrable
remains of goats (Capra hirens) were identified. However,
it is possible that some bones identified as sheep (QOvis
ariegs) were actually from goats, the two species being
nearly indistinguishable from post-cranial bones.

Use of the term "pigeon™ (or Family Columbidae)
indicates that the specimen could be from either a common
rock dove, Columba livia (either domestic or feral), or the
passenger pigeon, Ectopistes migratorius. Although the
former species presumably would be more common in urban
sites, the latter was marketed extensively prior to its
extinction. The species can be difficult to distinguish
from some elements.

A. Fauna of Lot 10 (56-58 Wall Street Side)

As summarized in Tables C-2 and C-3, the fauna was
quite unevenly distributed among the ten cultural units. It
includes most of the bones from the entire 60 Wall Street
project with especially large numbers attributed to Cultural
Units I and J. Because Unit I is believed to represent
mixed age material (18th-20th centuries) and because Unit J
consists of unassigned materials, little can be said of
these faunal samples other than they were species utilized
(or merely present) at the site. All other contexts are

-3



unknown for the two samples. The other eight cultural
units, having more precise data, may be discussed in more
detail.

Cultural Unit A

This unit, believed to pertain to early eighteenth-
century construction, has evidence for the use of fish and
large mammals at that time. Inasmuch as it is probably a
secondary deposit, no further conclusions are warranted.

Cultural Unit B

Believed to be late eighteenth- or early nineteenth-
century fill from a feature of that dates to the early
eighteenth century, this unit yielded significant amounts of
bone attributable to a diverse fauna. Substantial numbers
of large mammal bones, although few are identifiable to
species, demonstrate that those were the dominant meat
sources used by the residents at the lot. However, various
fish, fowl, and even.some reptilian species are also
represented.

Especially interesting is the evidence for game animals
in this unit, notably deer and cottontail, but also possibly
birds. (Phasianids, columbids, and anatids could be either
wild or domestic.) The fish, turtle, and crustacean are
wild species which could have been either caught or
purchased. Whatever the means of obtaining these undomesti-
cated species (by hunting, fishing, or purchase of marketed
game), it is clear that the occupants (presumably residents)
of the site had ready access to edible undomesticated
species. Inasmuch as it is well known that the area was
urbanized by that time, it would seem that the purchase of
wild species was the usual source. (Note that Cultural Unit
A, presumably of earlier date, had no certain evidence of
use of wild mammals.)

Beones from Cultural Unit B are widely distributed among
both waste bones and those which are from marketable meaty
portions. However, those of large domestic mammals are
mostly waste bones rather than commercial cuts. Two
exceptions are the proximal humerus of a sheep (equivalent
to breast stew meat) and a subadult sheep femur (leg of
lamb).

Cultural Unit C

This small assemblage of bones is identified as
belonging to domestic and commensal vertebrates. Inasmuch
as it is probably a secondary deposit (late eighteenth to
early nineteenth' century), no further conclusions are
warranted.
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iTABLE C-2
Mistribution of Bone Specimens by Cultural drit, Lot 10 (54-38 Wall Street Bide}
Lat 10 (54-38 Hall Street 5idel .
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iDistrinution ang Zstizates of Minioua Number of Individuals and
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TABLE C-1: FAUNAL LIST, LOTS 10 AND 24,

COMMON_NAME

Anatid

Artiodactyl

Bass

Bird

Black seabass

Blackfish

Bobwhite

Box turtle

Catfish

Chicken

Columbid

Cottontail-

Crustacean

Deer

Duck

Eastern gray squirrel

Fish

Fish (teleost)

Fish scales

Housecat

Mammals

Muskrat

Norway rat

Ox/cow

Pig

Pigeon

Rodent

Sheep

Sheepshead

Turkey

Turtle, cf. Diamondback
terrapin

Woodcock

SCIENTIFIC NAME

Anatidac
Artiocdactyla
Centrarchidae

Aves

Centropristes sp.
Tautoga sp.

Colinus virginianus
Terrapene carolina
Ictaluridac

Gallus gallus
Columbidac
Svlvilagus_floridanus
Crustacea

Odocoileus virginianus
Anatidae

Sciurus carolinensis
Osteichthyes
Teleosti
Osteichthyes

Felis catus

Mammalia

Ondaltia zibethica
Rattas norvegicus
Bos_taurus

Sus scrofa

Columbidae (Columba or Ectopistes)

Rodentia
Qvis aries

Archosargus
Meleagris gallopauo

Chelonia, c¢f. Malaclemys terrapin

Philohela ﬁinor

60 WALL STREET SITE




Cultural Unit D

Believed to date from the middle nineteenth century,
this unit contained a small number of bones, all from ¢ommon
domestic mammals. There is insufficient basis for further
discussion.

Cultural Unit E

This unit has been attributed, on independent evidence,
to the years 1830-50. Presumably a feature (privy) which
contains specimens deposited by the occupants of the lot (a
commercial institution, most likely), it also is a sample of
sufficient size to require more extensive comment. A privy
is also a logical disposal area for some unwanted pest
carcasses, slaughter offal, or possibly kitchen garbage. A
cat and a muskrat, both represented by numerous bones of a
single individual, were probably discarded carcasses. The
former could have been either a pet or a feral pest--the
latter an incidental pest, victim, or domestic pet.

Slaughter offal is represented by the waste bones of
ox/cow. Sheep bones, however, are of more commercial
guality {leg and breast portions). These, along with fish,
bird, and bird eggshell specimens, seem to be disposals from
kitchen .and dining activities. It is essentially a domestic
fauna, lacking swine. Possibly some food was prepared at the
site (instead of merely being brought in for consumption,
already prepared) because of the presence of waste bones.

The fauna of Cultural Unit E fits a preconceived notion
of a typical urban vertebrate asssemblage: food animals,
commensals, pets, and pests. It is also a reascnable sample
to expect from a place of business where food was
occasionally prepared and made available as a convenience,
but not a place where food service was a common activity.
(The latter situation would probably result in a greater and
even more varied bone sample.)

The absence of swine, indicative of ethnic preferences
in some sites, may be significant. However, to drav a
conclusion based on negative evidence in a sample of 600-700
specimens would be unjustified.

Cultural Unit F

None c¢f the bones from this unit is identifiable to
species, although fish, bird, and large mammals are
represented. It probably pertained to the middle nineteenth
century. -



Cultural Unit G

Also of middlé nineteenth—centﬁfy age, this unit
yielded a fauna consisting almost completely of domestic
animals (mammals and birds). The collection is not large nor
is the context entirely clear. It is notable that the large
domestic mammals are represented by waste bones and not by
the equivalents of commercial cuts. The specimens may
therefore be remnants of slaughter offal either strewn at
the site or brought in with fill after being discarded
elsewhere.

Cultural Unit H

The few faunal remains from this unit could be
intrusive, since only rat bones (probably from one
individual) and one bird bone are present. This situation
would typically result from a rodent burrow. Even if the
material is within the supposed nineteenth-century context,
it is too sparse for further analysis.

SUMMARY

Most notable in the overview of this site is the much
different fauna of Cultural Unit B from Unit E, although
only a few decades separate them (see Tables C-4 and C-5).
The two units are reflective of the rapid changes that were
occurring on the block and the downtown area in general. By
the third decade of the nineteenth century, the Wall Street
area, the most important residential area in the city, had
become a commerical district.

B. Fauna of Lot 10 (59 Pine Street Side)

The few bones found in this site, divided among four
cultural units, provide only rudimentary information about
faunal uvtilization (see Tables C~-6 and C-7}.

Cultural Unit A
This unit contained no bone.
Cultural Unit B
Although bones from this unit demonstrated use of
domestic artiodactyls (pig and sheep), fowl, and locally
obtainable fish (sheepshead), little else can be concluded.
No butchering techniques, age distributions, or use
variations can be discerned.

Cultural Unit C

Large mammals and birds were present, but nothing
further can be concluded.



TABLE C-4. AGE IMPLICATIONS OF MAMMALIAN TQOOTH SPECIMENS,
LOT 10 (WALL STREET SIDE)

Catalog Cultural

Species No. Unit Dentition

Housecat 98.1 E p3-ml

Housecat 98.2 E p4-M1

Housecat 446.8 B dp2

Housecat 478.1 B C

Pig 53.12 B P4

Pig 446.7 B p2

Pig 591.2-5 I P3-DP4~-
M1l-M2 and
unerupted
P4

Oox/cow 72.1 J P3

Oox/cow 439.1 I dil

Ox/cow 676.1 E il

39.4 B il

. Sheep

c-10

Age Implied

At least 6 months

At least 6 months

4-6 months

At least 4 months

At least 12-15 months
At least 12-15 months
12-15 months

At least 1%-2 years
Less than 1%-2 years
At least 1%-2 years
At lest 1%-2 years



Catalog Cultural

TABLE C-5: AGE IMPLICATIONS OF EPIPHYSEAL CONDITIONS:
SPECIMENS FROM LOT 10

*Cultural unit from Pine Street side of Lot 10:
. Wall Street side, Lot 10.

C-11

Species No. Unit Portion Age Tmplication
Pig 128.1 I Dist. tibia epiphysis Less than 2 yrs.
Ox/cow 51.2 B Calcaneum (unfused) Less than 3 yrs.
Ox/cow 59.1 I Dist. tibia epiphysis Less than 2% yrs.
Ox/cow 166.1 J Metatarsal More than 2% yrs.
Ox/cow 218,1 E Distal radius epiphysis Less than 4 yrs.
Ox/cow 540.1 I Innominate More than 10 mths.
Ox/cow 542.1 G Distal radius More than 4 yrs.
Ox/cow 621.2 I Capitus femora Less than 3% yrs.
Ox/cow 647.1 E Distal tibia More than 2% yrs.
Sheep 34,1 i Distal tibia More than 20 mths.
Sheep 34.3 I Proximal humerus More than 4 mths.
Sheep 51.1 B Femur (unfused) Less than 3% yrs.
Sheep 68.1 c Distal radius More than 3% yrs.
Sheep 150.1 I Distal humerus More than 4 mths.
Sheep 151.1 I proximal tibia More than 3% yrs.
Sheep 158,1 D Distal femur More than 3% yrs.
Sheep 166.2 J Proximal tibia Less than 3% yrs.
epiphysis
Sheep 218.50-7 E Prox humerus and Less than 4 mths.
epiphysis
Sheep 252.1 I proximal radius More than 4 mths.
Sheep 407.1 B Distal humerus More than 4 mths.
. Sheep 484.1 G Distal tibia More than 20 mths.
Sheep 492.1 G Distal humerus More than 4 mths.
Sheep 342.2 G Distal humerus More than 4 mths.

all others from
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{TRBLE C-7
idistribution and Estimate of Minimum Number of Individuals and Usable Meat by Cultural Unit
Lot 10 (39 Pine Street Siga)
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Cultural Unit D

This unit has evidence of cultural use of sheep, small.
mammals, birds, and fish. No further conclusions are
justified.

Cultural Unit E
The unit yielded only a single large mammal bone.

SUMMARY

These units are believed, on other evidence, to date
from the late eighteenth through the nineteenth century in
age; however, the faunal material adds little information.
The presence of the sheepshead Archosargus is of some
zoogeographical interest, since the genus has been
extirpated from New York waters. It was a common local food
fish in earlier vears; this occurrence (Cultural Unit B) is
probably late eighteenth century to early nineteenth century
in age.

Cc-14



C. Fauna of Lot 24 (69 Pine Street)

The vertebrate faunal specimens from Lot 24 of the 60
Wall Street site provide significant information on
eighteenth-century meat resources and uses. However, the
number of specimens is small (fewer than 300), and
statistical analyses are of doubtful value. Nonetheless,
the general aspects of the fauna can be interpreted, and
they give a glimpse of vertebrate exploitation in one small
urban tract. : '

Basic faunal information for Lot 24'is summarized in
Table C-8 and C-9. Although basic parameters of
identification, abundance, and biomass are listed in the
conventional way, the known history of the city and the site
suggest caution in interpretation. Some modifications are
suggested.

Identifications are grouped by cultural unit. All the
cultural units on this lot yielded bone. Particularly
interesting is Cultural Unit A (the builder's trench of
Feature 17, a well). It yielded specimens which had
presumably accumulated at the site prior to the initial
construction on the parcel (c. 1730-50). Cultural unit C,
postdating the abandonment of the well (¢. 1800), provided
some bone specimens of comparative interest.
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