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I. INTRODUCTION

..

The following report contains the results of a'Stage IA
cultural resources survey for the proposed Foley Square
project, New York, New York. The project was conducted in the
spring and Summer of 1989 by Historic Conservation and
Interpretation, Inc. (hereafter also "BCI") of Newton, New
Jersey for Edwards & Kelcey Engineers, (hereafter also "E&K")
of New York City.

The proposed Foley Square project consists of the
construction of two buildings in lower Manhattan, New York
City under the sponsorship of the u.s. General Services
Administration (see Figure 1). One building will be a U.S.
courthouse located between worth and pearl streets to the east
of the existing New York County courthouse. The second
building will be a Federal/Municipal office building located
on Broadway between Reade and Duane streets to the immediate
south of the existing Jacob Javits Federal Building and court
of International Trade. In addition, 2 tunnels will be
constructed for the new courthouse, one providing access
between the new courthouse and the existing u.s. Courthouse
and.the other prOViding access between the new courthouse and
the existing correctional center. The proposed Federal/
Municipal office building will be 800,000 square feet in size

-1-

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

••

••
••

•



• • • • • • •• • • •

lEG E IID

Prt.. ,., IlIp.Id
Area Boundlr1

Secllftdt,., IlIIplICt
Arell Bound.,.,
IIlJ11ber of
Effedtu lilies



(
and the proposed u.s. Courthouse will be 740,000 square feet;
each building will require property that is approximately a
square block in area.

The two project areas, which are designated the "Broadway
Block" and "Courthouse Block" for the purposes of this report,
refer to the property to be acquired by the Federal government
from the city of New York (see Figure I). The Broadway Block
project area (Block 154) is a 70,500-square-foot parcel
bounded by Broadway, Duane Street, Elk street, the eastern
half of Manhattan/Republican Alley, and Reade street. Not
incorporated in the project area is the city-owned office
building at 22 Reade Street that will remain in its present
owner?hip and use. Currently, the Broadway Block project area
is used as a parking lot and gas station for city vehicles.
Three structures at 60 Duane street, 72 Duane street, and 74-
76 Duane Street stand on the project area. All are proposed
for demolition as part of this project. Manhattan/Republican
Alley would be de-mapped and the western half of it
incorporated into the project area.

The Courthouse Block project area (Blocks 160 and 161) is
a 70,OOO-square-foot parcel that is roughly bounded by Worth
street, Chatham Towers apartments, Park Row, Pearl street, and
the New York county courthouse (see Figure 1). The project
area is irregularly shaped, consisting of a parallelogram and
a triangle. Because the western boundary of the project area
follows the curved and angled eastern property line of the
county Courthouse, the Courthouse Block includes the
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•
triangular-shaped parcel created by Kent Place and the grassy
island between Kent Place and Cardinal Hayes place. All of

•

cardinal Hayes Place between worth and Pearl streets is
incorporated in the project area. Part or all of 44 city lots
constitute t~e project area. Today, the Courthouse Block is
used as a commercial parking lot.

The present configuration of the Courthouse Block project
area differs considerably from its historic configuration
because of the construction of the County Courthouse and

•

•
Chatham Towers ana the closing of Baxter street. The project
area is composed of most of Block 160, the closed portion of
Baxter street between Worth and pearl streets, and the

•
northwest corner of Block 161. Block 160 was a trianglar-
shaped parcel bounded by park Row, Baxter, Pearl, and Park
streets, with worth street marking its apex. Block 161, to
the east of Block 160, was bounded by park Row, Worth,
Mulberry, and Baxter streets. It is the historic configura-•
tions and legal designations of Blocks 160 and 161 that are

•

•
referred to in this report.

The approach adopted for the research summarized in this
report was to provide an overview of the histories of the
Broadway Block and ~ourthouse Block project areas and to use
the documentary record to assess the archeological potentials
of both areas. Research was focused on gathering a big-

•

•
picture view of the project areas over time and placing the
project areas into the larger context of the historical
development of the New York City. Historic maps, compendiums

•
-4-



of historical sources, tax assessment records, city
directories~ building records, historic photographs and
illustrations, and numerous secondary sources were used in
this effort. Deed research was carried out only to clarify
particular historical points, and no attempt was made to carry
out a complete chain of ownership for the project areas.

simultaneously, research was carried out to ascertain the
archeological potentials of the project areas. The concern
was whether the use of the parcels or construction of
buildings during the late-nineteenth and twentieth centuries
might have obliterated potential archeological deposits
contained within both project areas. Building records in the
Municipal Archives and the Building Department and soil
borings data at the Subsurface Section of the city's
Department of General Services were used in this effort.

No specific effort was made to examine the potential for
cultural resources that would be affected by the construction
of the 2 tunnels proposed for the Courthouse Block project
area because information about their specific locations was
not ~vailable. However, the general informatiori contained in
this report could be used to extrapolate the potential for
cultural resources when specific locations are known.

From these two efforts, the considerable differences in
the histories and archeological potentials of the project
areas became apparent. These differences guided further
historical research reflected in the dissimilar treatment
given to each project area in this report. The discussions of

-5-
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the two project areas in this report differ considerably in
detail and focus. For the Broadway Block project area (Block
154), a more detailed history of those areas with archeo-
logical potential is offered. For the Courthouse Block
project area (Blocks 160 and 161), the historical development
of the project area as a whole was traced.

In addition, HCI was asked to identify all designated and
proposed National and New York state Register sites and
districts as well as New York City landmarks.within the
primary and secondary impact areas surrounding the proposed
Foley Square project areas. The staffs of the New York City
Landmarks preservation Commission and the New York State
Historic preservation office were consulted to accomplish this
task. Their records constitute the primary information used
in this portion of the report.

The proposed construction on the Broadway Block will
entail the demolition of all existing structures, with the
exception of 22 Reade Street. The purpose of HCI's work was
to evaluate the project area for the presence of significant
cultural resources. ("Significance" is evaluated by
compliance with any or all of the Criteria of Significance for
inclusion on the National and New York State Registers of
Historic places.) The extant structures on the Broadway BlOCK
were therefore evaluated for their potential significance.

Finally, all data collected during the course of this
project were analyzed and summarized for presentation in this

final report.
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II. PHYSIOGRAPHY

The two blocks of the Foley Square study area lie on
Manhattan Island, which is at the southern end of a narrow
peninsula (the Manhattan Prong) of the New England Upland
Physiographic province. The landscape of this province is
characterized by very old, worn mountains and glacial debris
(Hunt 1974: 253-303). Manhattan's higher elevations are
formed by a very old, hard underlying bedrock known as the
Manhattan Formation, the principal rock of which is mica
schist (Schuberth 1968: 66). In some locations, bedrock is
exposed on the surface; in other portions of the island it is
thickly covered by glacially deposited debris and topsoil.
The most distinctive ridge or spine of this bedrock is called
the Manhattan Ridge, which runs north-south along the western
side of the island (Schuberth 1968: 72). Between Midtown and
Lower Manhattan, bedrock lies well beneath the surface of the
ground and the terrain is relatively flat. Bedrock again
rises above the surface further downtown, although its
elevation is much lower than where it is exposed uptown
(Schuberth 1968).

The deep bedrock found in the area between Midtown and
Lower Manhattan has had a profound effect on the city's growth
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since, until recent times, the foundations of skyscrapers were
expensive or impossible to build here because their footings
had to be anchored to the bedrock. As a result, most large
buildings were built north and south of this locale. More
recently, modern foundation designs have overcome many of the

_problems associated with the deep bedrock and it is now
feasible to construct larger buildings similar to the complex
proposed for the present study area (Cross 1985: 127-40).

The lowest point in the area between Midtown and Lower
Manhattan was a sink for freshwater surface streams and
numerous springs. The freshwater that aggregated in this
lowest point formed Manhattan Island's largest pond, which
eventually became known as the collect Pond. It was located
close to the shore of the East River; however its main outlet
flowed to the west and emptied into the Hudson River. The
pond's main outlet and a number of other brooks created a vast
meadow that also drained to the west and emptied into the
Hudson. This meadow became known as Lispinard's Meadow, named
after Leonard Lispinard who was a Huguenot and one of the
first settlers to establish a farm on the collect pond's
southern bank (Van Rensselaer 1909: 75).

The two blocks of the study area are located in the
immediate vicinity of the now-filled Collect Pond. The
Broadway Block is situated on the sloping ground west of the
former pond. -The Courthouse Block is situated on the former
pond's eastern bank near a secondary drainage outlet that
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•
flowed eastward, created yet another swampy meadow, and
eventually emptied into the East River. •

The Collect pond was a fresh water pond; however, it is
unclear what the pond's.elevation above the high tide mark
was. It is possible that Lispinard's Meadow was a tidal •
estuary because in times of high ~ides that were coupled with
a strong wind, both the wet meadows and the Collect Popd would
flood, making lower Manhattan an island (Harlow 1931: 6). •

Another factor supporting the theory that Lispinard's
Meadow was a tidal estuary is the fact that strong documentary
evidence exists stating that the aborigines worked a shell •
fishery east of the Collect Pond. These gathered shellfish
may have been exclusively marine species; however, they may
also represent the gathering of a variety of species that •
flourish in intertidal bodies of water. Unfortunately, the
documentary record has not produced any evidence supporting
either case, and it will remain an open question until the •
remains of the shell midden are located.

•
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III. DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH

• A. prehistoric Era

•

In recent years, culture historians have excavated a
number of proposed construction sites located in Lower
Manhattan, south of Canal Street. Indian artifacts were
uncovered in all the sites that contained a seventeenth- or
eighteenth-century topsoil deposit. Unfortunately, artifacts
were not found in intact strata associated only with
prehistoric peoples. This is not surpris~ng considering the

record of subsequent land use.
Therefore, it would not be surprising if HCI were to

recover aboriginal artifacts in the proposed Stage IB
archeological testing. It would be a very rare and
significant discovery if intact prehistoric cultural material
were found. The two study area blocks have very different
potentials for containing such a site. The Broadway Block has
a low potential. prehistoric remains might be found only if
some portion of Republican Alley has remained undisturbed.

There is a higher potential for such a site to exist on
the courthouse Block, because of a variety of reasons. The
block is situated in the immediate locale of an Indian

•
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•
encampment that was noted by early settlers. It was called
nWerpoesn in the Algonkian language and nlime shelln or nShell •
Pointn by the Europeans because a large heap of marine
mullosks had been carried there from fishing grounds in the
harbor (Baugher-perlin et al. 1982: 64). In fact, it may well
be that the Collect pond's name may be an Anglicized way of
pronouncing the pond's Dutch name, which was Klatch, K~lck or
Kollick. This word has been described as a synonym of the
English word nchaulk,n which is a common early way of

.describing limestone (Harlow 1931: 7). Alanson Skinner, who
was one of the first students to look at the potential
aboriginal sites on Manhattan, reported what he had learned

about this site as follows:
••• Mrs. Lamb says that the Dutch found a large shell
heap on ~he west shore of Fresh water pond, a small pond,
mostly swamp, which was bounded by the present Bowery,
Elm, canal, and Pearl Streets, and which they named from
this circumstance Kalch-Hook. In course of time, this
was abbreviated to Kalch or Collect and was applied to
the pond itself. This shell-heap must have been the
accumulation of quite a village, for Mrs. Jno. K.
VanRensselaer speaks of a castle called Catiemuts
overlooking a small pond near Canal street, and says that
the neighborhood was called Shell point. (Skinner 1961:
51)

Writing at the turn of this century, Reginald Bolton
notes that the Indian village of nwerpoesn was located non the
line of Elm Street, between Duane street and Worth street,n
and that nmasses of shells were disturbed on grading Pearl
Street through this site" (Bolton 1934: 133). Unfortunately,
Bolton does not give the sources of his information. An 1856
article that appeared in Valentine's Manual of the Corporation
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•
of New York describes the city "Commons" roughly as being the
area from City Hall Park north to the western side of the
Collect Pond, and discusses the possible location of the

Indian village:

• There is no account, we believe, in our historical
records, of the precise locality at which the tribe known
as the Manhattans resided, but judging from what has been
received as undoubted evidence of the establishment of an
Indian village, namely the mixture of shells with the
upland soil, this spot [the Commons] has been either the
site of, or in the immediate vicinity of a large Indian
village at some period more or less remote. (Valentine
1856)

•

•

The traditional placement of. the village on the land known as
the Kalckhook, which was later the Calk Hook farm granted to
Jan Jansen Damen and located west of the Collect Pond, would
locate it in the near vicinity of the Broadway Block study

•

area.
Such shell middens were of value to European settlers.

• The crushed shells were an excellent and readily accessible
source of lime for construction, fertilizer, poultry scratch,

•
Ifluxing material, as well as much more. Crushed shells also

were used to construct and repair roads (Bel 1985: 86).
Therefore, it is possible that much or all of the shell midden
and Indian village was removed before the area underwent

• urbanization.
From the sources cited above, it is apparent that the

•
exact location of the prehistoric site is not known. However,
these sources do agree that it was located in the same
neighborhood, of which both study areas are a part. Although

•



•
the probability of intact prehistoric remains still existing
on both study areas is low, nevertheless it is possible, and
provisions should be made for such during the archeological

•
infield testing stage of this project.

•B. Historic Era

1. Blocks 160 and 161 (Courthouse Block)

a. Early Settlement and Establishment of the
Street Grid •

The history of Blocks 160 and 161 between 1653 and 1755
consists primarily of a chronology of its ownership, with
little knowledge of its uses during this period. Presumably,
the blocks were used for agricultural proposes. During these

•

years, Blocks 160 and 161 were within the holdings of the •
Shriek, Webber, Minthorne, and Reade and Kingston families.
The two blocks were part of an approximate 5-acre parcel
granted by Peter stuyvesant, Director of New Amsterdam, to
Paulus Shriek on October 7, 1653. This parcel was located

•
between the Collect Pond, also known as the Fresh Water, and
the Bowery, south of lands granted by stuyvesant to William •
Beekman. The Shriek parcel was sold to Johannes Megapolensis
and his' son-in-law Cornelius van Ruyven on September 1, 1662
and later confirmed by the British Richard Nicholls. On •
January 26, 1670, van Ruyven sold the parcels formerly owned
by Shriek and William Beekman to Wolfort Webber. With the
marriages of webber's daughters Anna and Hillegonde to Jacques •
Fountain of Bushwick in May 1689 and Philip Minthorne in July

•



•

•

1696, respectively, he conveyed his holdings to. son-in-laws
Minthorne and Fountain in five transactions dating between
July 1699 and October 1713. Fountain's two parcels were then
acquired by Minthorne in October 1713. upon the death of
Philip Minthorne sometime between November 1728 and February
1729, Blocks 160 and 161 were inherited by his yeoman son,
John. On November 21, 1751, a parcel in excess of 12 acres,
including parts of Blocks 160 and 161, was conveyed to
blacksmith John Kingston by "Jacob Reade, tailor, and his wife
Jannetje, formerly widow of John Minthorne dec 'd. executrix,
Johannes van Duersen, Cordwainer, Executor of John Minthorne"

(stokes 1915: VI, 110-11).
Blocks 160 and 161 were among the earliest to have been

established in the area. Between the 173015 and 1750's, the
street grid of the area east of the Collect Pond developed
concommitantly with its shift from undeveloped or agricultural
lands to industrial uses. The Bradford Map of 1730 and
Manuscript Plan of 1732-5 show the project area as being an
undeveloped quarter situated between the Collect Pond and its
East River outlet, the "High Road to Boston," and the swampy
meadow in the area of present-day Cherry Street. Grim's
General plan of 1742-4 presents a more agricultural image of
the area, with what are presumed to be John Minthorne's
holdings depicted as a mature orchard. Figure 2 depicts the
intersection of Pearl street and the "High Road to Boston"
during this agricultural period. Note the outlet of the
collect directly adjacent to pearl Street {Bradford 1730;

•
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•

FIGURE 2. Illustration depicting the intersection of Pearl •
Street and the "High Road to Boston" during the mid-eighteenth
century. Note the outlet of the Collect Pond directly ad-
jacent to Pearl Street (Moss 1897: frontispiece).
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•

Manuscript plan of 1732-5; Valentine 1858: 426; Moss 1897:
frontispiece}.

Mid-eighteenth-century maps show that changes had
occurred in the vicinity of the project area by the 1750's.
The street grid of the area appears to have been established
during the preceding decade. The slaughterhouse, which was
located along the eastern edge of the Collect at present-day
Bayard Street had been connected to the nEigh Road to Bastonn

by Orange (currently Baxter) street, and some development had
occurred on Blocks 160 and 161. Depicted on these maps are
buildings fronting chatham street (now Park Row) on Blocks 160
and 161, tanyards along the Magazine (now pearl) Street
frontage of Block 160 adjacent to the outlet of the Collect,
in addition to several structures on the northern portion of
Block 160 near the intersection of orange (now Baxter) and

Cross (now park) streets.
Because the particularly detailed maps of the 1750's hint

at the establishment of the street grid that set the
configurations of Blocks 160 and 161, considerable description
of the Maerscha1ck Plan of 1754 and the Holland Map of 1757
f61lows (see Figures 3 and 4). The Maerschalck plan shows the
collect Pond, its outlet, and. the slaughterhouse on the
eastern edge of the Collect near present-day Bayard street.
Leading from "High Road to Boston" (now Chatham Street and the
Bowery) to the slaughterhouse was Orange (now Baxter) street,
and from Orange Street to the Collect was Cross (now park)
street. Although the public magazine and a much-restricted,

•
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• FIGURE 4. A portion of Holland's 1757 Plan of the Northeast
Environs of the City of New York showing the development
Block 160 that occurred between 1754 and 1757 (Valentine
Scale: 1 inch ~ 66 feet).

of
1859;

-18-•



stub-shaped outlet of the collect are shown, Magazine (now
Pearl) Street is absent. Two rows of tanneries are shown
aligned along a curious line, which perhaps could be the edge
of a marshy area, a foot path, or some sort of sluiceway from
the Collect. It is thought that these tanneries and the
curious line were within the boundaries of Block 160
(Maerschalck 1754).

The Maerschalck plan of 1754 also shows the Tea water

••
. I

f ...
~, •

Pump, which at that time was the most important source of the ,.
city's drinking water, outside the project area on Block 161.
The pump's water was carried from buckets back to individuals'
households. More commonly, its water was conveyed throughout •
the city in carts and sold door-to-door for household use.
The pump was an important gathering place for the city's
slaves whose household tasks included pumping and carrying
water for their white masters. After the so-called "Negro
conspiracy" of 1741, blacks were prohibited by the Common

Council from using the pump.
The Holland Map of 1757 shows Chatham, Orange, and Cro?s

streets very distinctly, but Magazine (now Pearl), Mulberry,
Matt, and Bayard streets as single dashed lines suggesting
that they were less than formal streets. Also depicted is a
hill or raised area on the southeast portion of Block 160 that
may have fronted Magazine (now Pearl) Street. Both the 1754
and the 1757 maps show Cross (now park) Street only between
the Collect and Orange (now Baxter) street. On the Holland
Map of 1757, twelve structures are shown as having fronted

-19-
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•
Orange (now Baxter) and Cross (now park) streets in the

•

northern part of Block 160. Two buildings also fronted Park
street, each with two structures aligned behind them, as if
maximizing the limited space of a narrow, rectangular city
lot. Four b~ildings fronted Orange (now Baxter) Street, two
of which seem to have had a building at the rear of the lots.
Also, two buildings are shown as having fronted Chatham Street

•

• (Holland 1757).
property records suggest that the initial subdivision of

the northern portion of Block 160 and both blocks' Baxter

• Street frontages of John Kingstonrs farm occurred in 1763,
which was approximately a decade after the street grid had
been 'established and numerous structures had been constructed.

• In February 1763, streets through the farm were released by
Kingston and Jacob Reade and their wives to the City of New
York (Minutes of the Common council of the City of New York

•

(MCC)* 1763: 321; Stokes 1915: VI, 111). During November and
December of that year, several individual lots on Blocks 160
and 161 were conveyed to house carpenter Obadiah Wells and
Albert Baker (New York County Index to Deeds, Block 160;

•

stokes 1915: VI, Ill).

• b. Industrial Development of Block 160 -
Tanyards

Historical sources give evidence that tanyards occupied

• the southern portion of the project area by the 1750's and were

*NOTE: Minutes of the Common Council of the City of New York
will hereafter be cited in the text as MCC.

•



located along Pearl street adjacent to the East River outlet of
the collect pond. These tanyards were part of a larger
concentration of tanneries established in the Collect Pond
area. The Collect Pond was one of four areas in Manhattan where
the tanning industry was located historically. While it is
known that tanning occurred on the Collect in the vicinity of
Centre street beginning c. 1694, it is less clear, however,
exactly when the tanneries that were located on the
southeastern side of the Collect and along its East River
outlet first began operation. The tanneries on Block 160 were
certainly in operation by the 1750's, but there are suggestions
that they may have existed during the 1730's and possibly prior
to the 1728 construction of the public magazine, which. was
located on an island between the Collect and Little Collect

ponds.
Around 1653, the city's first known tanner, Conrent Ten

Eycke, had his tanning operations at a site near Beaver and
Broad streets. About ten years later, Adrian and Christopher
Van Laer had a tan mill at the northwest corner of Exchange
Place and Broad street, about a block to the north. After c.
1664 when the tanners were ordered to move outside the city
proper, tanning firms established the "Shoemaker's pasture,"
which was bounded by Maiden Lane, Broadway, Ann Street, and
Gold street. Between c. 1700 and 1800, a ten-block area that
surrou~ded Beekman's swamp had become devoted to tanning.
This area was bordered by Beekman, Cliff, Gold, Spruce, Ferry,

•
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and Jacob streets (Norcross 1901: 1-8; Baugher~perlin, et al.

1982: 116).
By the 1750's, the area_east of the Collect Pond and near

the previously mentioned slaughterhouse located at Orange and

Bayard streets served butchers, tanners and curriers,
renderers and other processors of non-food animal remains.
Cattle from upstate New York or Long Island were bought by
butchers either at specially designated wharves or at the
stockyards of the Bull'.s Head Market. Slaughtering took place
at the abattoir of the Bull's Head Market. The availability
of non-food wastes and the plentiful supply of water from the
Collect supported many processing operations and facilities.
Aside from the Collect's many tanneries, numerous rendering
plants, glue factories, and bone mills characterized the area,
as did breweries, ropewalks, and other industries.

Although little is known about the pre-1750's history of
the project area's tanneries, historic tax assessment
information, a summary of the history of Magazine Street by
the Common Council, and hydrological and locational advantages
all provide evidence for the very early tannery use of Block
160. The possibility that the project area may have supported
industries, (e.g., tanneries) even prior to the 1728
construction of the public magazine in the Collect is
suggested in a history of Magazine street by the Common

council:
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•
Queen (pearl) street was extended west; of Chatham Street
to the Fresh water at an early period, and several •
tanneries were erected on its northerly side, a block or
more west of the present Chatham Street. When the public
magazine was erected on the island in the pond this was
the way of access, and hence that portion became known as
Magazine Street, the same name was applied after the pond
was filled up, the magazine removed, and the old '.
landmarks obliterated. (MCC 1866: 610-11)

In 1731, only three years after the construction cf the
magazine, at least ten tanyards (which included those of
Joseph Waldron, Johrannis Lyminisch, Peter Myre, Cornelius
Clappor, Andres Myre, Victor Myre, Cornelius and John Stevens,
John Gradenberg, William Book, and Jacob Quick), were located •

•

near the Collect within the Montgomery Ward. Several houses
were also built by this time (New York City Record of Assess-
ment 1731). Interestingly, some fifty years later, an
individual named Jacobus Quick owned a tanyard on Block 160

•
and one William Bock also was associated with property on
Block 160. Probably the most persuasive argument for early-
eighteenth century development of Blocks 160 and 161 is the

•
blocks' proximity to important hydrological resources and
transportation corridors. Given that tanyards were in the
immediate area by 1731, it would seem that Block 160's
location along the outlet of the collect and close to the

•

"High Road to Bostonft would have been too advantageous not to •
have been part of this early industrial history of the area.
Furthermore, the use of the subterrean springs beneath
adjacent Block 161 as the Tea Water pump, the city's main •
source of water, is established in 1740's accounts. It is

•



•

•

very likely that initial use of the Tea water pump
substantially predated the 1740's.

Based on the Maerschalck Plan of 1754 and Holland Plan of
1757, tanyards occupied the southern portion of Block 160 by

the 1750's (see Figures 3 and 4). The Maerschalck Plan
portrays a much-restricted, stub-shaped outlet of the Collect
and Magazine Street apparently is absent. Two rows of
structures are identified as tanyards on the map; the first
row being located immediately adjacent to the outlet of the
Collect and the second row of structures being aligned along a
curious, irregular line between the Collect and Chatham Street
that more or less parallels the outlet. This line may mark
the edge of a marshy area, a foot path that is nascent to
Magazine Street, or some sort of sluiceway from the Collect to
the tanneries. On the Holland map, six structures along the
north side of the outlet are identified as tanyards, arranged
less formally than the two rows shown in the earlier
Maerschalck plan. Also, Magazine Street is present
(Maerschalck 1754; Holland 1757).

Property ownership records provide some information about
the pre-1785 tanyards located within the project area on Block
160. It appears that at least between the years of 1773 and
1785, John Robins, Jacobus Quick, George and John Shaw, and
Captain Abel Hardenbrook were involved in a partnership called.
the Nine Partners. As individuals, they apparently controlled
Lots 1 through 17 and Lots 23-25, (466-492 Magazine (now
pearl) Street and 51-61 Cross (now park) Street (see Figure
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5). Nearly two thirds of these lots are within the project
area. They include Lots 1-11 and the southern portions of
lots 12-16 (following the oblique angle of the New York County
courthouse's southeastern facade and stairway). These parcels
were surveyed in 1773, 1785, and 1806; the latter two were
made by city surveyor Edward Bancker (see Figure 6). On the
Bancker surveys, the parcels are referred to as the "tan yard
lots near the Fresh water" (New York County Deeds 42: 363). •

Details regarding the Nine partners are elusive. A deed
dated 1785 mentions that the Nine partners owned two tanyards
on this property. Fortunately; some relative information was •
revealed in this deed that states Quick, Hardenbrook, and the
executors of John Robin's estate, newspaperman Hugh Gaines and
Abraham Mesier conveyed an approximate 2l9-foot wide parcel
that fronted Pearl Street to George and John Shaw's, eldest

•
son Jacob (New York county Deeds 42: 363). This parcel
corresponds to 472 to 486 Pearl street today. It is known •
that John and George Shaw were tanners and curriers, and Abel
Hardenbrook may have been a member of the same Hardenbrook
family who purchased New York city land for a tannery in the •
seventeenth century and owned the Tea Water pump during the
eighteenth century (New York County Deeds 42: 468; 43: 200).
Based on tax assessment records, Quick may be the same •
individual who owned or operated a tanyard in the vicinity as

early as 1731.
The conveyance of the Pearl street parcel to George and

Jacob shaw seems to have settled the two elder Shaws'

•
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FIGURE 6A. A plan of the Tan Yard Lots (1785) shows the
existence of tan yards on Block 160 (the Courthouse Block)
in the eighteenth century. "Street 30 feet wide" located
at the-bottom of the map is current Pearl Street (Bancker
1785) .

•

•

•

•

•

•FIGURE 6B. A Plan of the Tan Yards Near Fresh Water
June 2, 1806 depicts the subdivision of the tan yard lots
on Block 160 (the Courthouse Block) that were possibly
subdivided when some of the tan yards ceased operating.
At bottom of map is "Magazine Street 50 feet wide" (Bancker
1806). •
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interests in the Nine Partners. with this transaction, it
also appears that the Shaw family concluded its history of
tanning in New York city. Tanner and currier George Shaw
moved with his wife, Mary to St. John, New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, and physician and surgeon Jacob Shaw, son of deceased
John Shaw, relocated to westchester County (New York County
Deeds 42: 468; 43: 200).

The use of Block 160 as a tannery declined after 1785.
Tanyards did, however, continue on a limited basis until
shortly after 1818 and had become situated within an
incongruous mix of residential, commercial, industrial, and
even public uses. After 1785, the tanyard parcels of the Nine
partners, most notably those of the Shaws, that were located
on the eastern half of the pearl street frontage were
subdivided into 50-foot-wide, and subsequently 25-foot-wide,
lots and appear to have been developed for residential and
commercial uses by their subsequent owners (Bancker 1785,
1805) •

The western half of the Pearl Street frontage seems to
have retained its historic tannery uses until the opening
years of the nineteenth century. Based on tax assessment
records of 1799, this western portion of pearl Street
~ontained tanyardsand houses of John Lorillard, located at
the corner of pearl and Cross street, those of Blaze
Lorillard, and also those of Philip Arcularius and Jacob Grim
located at 480-486 pearl Street (Lots 10-13). Of these three
tanyards, only the latter is within the project area. William
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•
Bryden's tannery,· formerly the tanyard of Arcularius and Grim,
seems to have been in operation until sometime between 1802
and 1812, the last such operation in the project area (New
York City Record of Assessment 1802; 1812 Directory). outside
the project area, a tanyard at approximately 63 Cross (park)
street owned by Jacob Lorillard was the last to operate on
Block 160, having existed until shortly after 1818 (J~rvis
IB18; MCC 8 September 1817: 277).

Complaints to the Common Council and resolutions and
ordinances regarding tanyards near the Collect that the
Council subsequently passed may suggest the general conditions
of the tanyards within the project area, including those of
the Nine Partners or Arcularius and Grim. In response to
petitions by a neighbor complaining of the "exposed situation"
of John R. Livingston's tanyard, which was located on the
north side of Cross Street across from Block 160, the City
Council passed an ordinance that required Livingston to
"enclose the tan yard with a good fence and the tan vats to be
filled up with good wholesome earth by the first day of August
or penalty of S100" (MCC 1797: 356). Similarly, Andrew
stockholm, who owned a tanyard to the west of Livingston's,
was ordered to "fill his lot to the proper height with good
wholesome earth by September 1 or SlOO penalty" (MCC 1797:
356). complaints against the unfilled condition of
stockholm's property at 50 Cross Street continued at least
until August 1817, when a city inspector suggested that the
City fill the parcel and put a lien against the then-current
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owner, Mr. Walton of New Orleans. During the following month,
william Coulthard, who operated a brewery on Cross Street on
Block 160 but outside the project area, complained that Mr.
Lorillard's tan vats on Cross Street were highly offensive
(MCC 1817 IX: 277). No doubt, Coulthard referred to the
adjacent tannery of Jacob Lori1lard, located on the parcel
controlled by Mesier and Gaines for the estate of John Robins
and originally part of the Nine partners' holdings during the
eighteenth century. CertainlY these complaints suggest that
the tanyards in the area had odorous vats and were unfenced.

In the absence of documentary information about the
eighteenth-century tanyards and their operations located
within the project area, a portrait of a typical tanyard can
be dr~wn from documentary sources. Webster's defines tanning
as the art or process by which a "hide is converted into
leather by treating it with an infusion of tannin-rich bark or
other agent" (Webster's 1983: 1205). Through the related
process of currying, tanned leather is prepared for
manufacture through various activities to soften and even the
thickness of the tanned hides. The several sub-processes of
tanning may be summarized as follows: 1) splitting the hides
and removing their ragged head parts, tail, and legs; 2)
washing, soaking, and giving the hides a superficial scrape to
remove their blood and dirt; 3) "liming" the hides and
"handling" them to soften their hair; 4) "beaming" the hides
to remove their hair; 5) "bating" the hides in manure and
water mixture to remove the lime from the "liming" process; 6}
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•
"tanning" the hides through soaking them in-tannic acid,
generally from oak or hemlock bark; and 7) smoothing and
beating the hides, scouring out their tannin, and drying them

•
(Weiss and Weiss 1959: 16-22).

A typical pre-1794 tanyard required a nearby water source •
such as stream or river and consisted of a number of facil-
ities that included vats, both below and above ground;- a bea~
house; a mi1l--e.g., large circular trough with wooden and •
stone wheels for crushing bark and possibly a structure for
bark storage; and possibly structures for liming, currying,
drying, or storing hides. vats were generally ,topless and •
bottomless oblong wooden boxes that measured approximately 10
feet long by six feet deep by six feet wide. A primitive
version of the vat was a six-foot rectangular pit, four to •
five feet deep, lined first with clay and then with hemlock or
spruce planing. Later, as vat construction improved, wooden
troughs, tiered leaches, and hand-operated pumps were used to •
remove the spent tanning "liquor" from the vats. Plates from
Diderot's Encyclopedia in Weiss and Weiss show a tanyard with
shed-like structures immediately adjacent to a river (weiss •
and Weiss 1959: 18). The initial washing operations are shown
as taking place directly in the river, with access via simple
~catwalks,n and the initial soaking and scraping operations
are shown as occurring in above-ground, circular, wooden vats

•
in the riverside structures. In contrast, liming vats are
shown as being circular, stone, and located below the floor of·
the "lirningft structure. Eighteenth-century tanyards varied in'

•
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•
size and complexity from m~re open yards with river or stream-
side wooden vats to large and complex, fenced yards with many
formal structures that housed soaking, liming, tanning,
beaming, and drying operations and bark storage and milling.
This variation in size and complexity of tanyards is

• demonstrated also by the different number of vats at early New
Jersey tanyards, which ranged from 6 to 100 {Weiss and Weiss

• (1959: 19).

c. commericial/Residential Development,
c. 1785 to 1820

•
The port of New York grew tremendously after the post-

Revolution reconstruction of the city, and the city's business
sector expanded. Attracted by these opportunities in

• conjunction with a labor shortage and problems in their native
situations, relatively poor immigrants carne to New York city
from Ireland, England, and Scotland. Many came as indentured
servants. New York city grew rapidly to provide its newly-• arrived inhabitants with housing, food, employment, and other

•
services. By 1800, the city extended to present-day Houston
Street. The few vacant or less densely settled parcels in the
~outhern, older parts of the city and swampy or low-lying

•
areas became subject of intense pressure to intensify
development on them and to change from industrial to residen-
tial and commercial uses. The declining water quality of the

•
collect pond and the conflict between the close proximity of
settlement to the unsavory industries that lined the collect
accentuated this developmental pressure on Blocks 160 and 161.

•
~ ....
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The area's transition to a lower class, residential
district was noted by a visitor from France in 1797. He
commented that dwellings in the area around the Collect were
"mean, small and low, built of wood" (pomerantz 1965: 230).
In 1810, the Sixth Ward--of which Blocks 160 and 161 were a
part--constituted 31 percent of the city's alien population
and 12 percent of its blacks. Aliens and blacks accounted for
more than 25 percent of the ward's population. Certainly the
residents of the sixth Ward were among the city's poorest.
Their per capita annual income of $178 was the least of all
the wards and shockingly low compared to the city average of
$320. These statistics were most exaggerated for the area
near Blocks 160 and 161 in particular (pernicone 1973: 23).

Lots on Blocks 160 and 161 that were previously used for

industrial functions were subdivided, and vacant lots were
initially developed. It is apparent that after 1780 numerous
transactions of Block 160 property involved tanners and
curriers as grantors, which included George and Jacob Shaw,
John Garrett, and John Leake. In contrast, nearly all of the
grantees of these transactions appear to have been in
professions other than curriers and tanners, which included
house carpenters Henry Lott, Obediah Wells, and William

Hawkins.
In 1785, the pearl and Baxter Street frontages of Block

160 took different paths in their continued development. On
Pearl street, new small-scale commercial and residential
development was rapid and augmented its continued tannery
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uses. In contrast, the development of Baxter Street was
slower and smaller in scale. Even as late as 1799, develop-
ment of a few lots at the two corners of Baxter Street and in

•

the middle of the Baxter Street frontage set off the expanses
of vacant land owned by James Beekman (New York city Record of
Assessments 1799). However, it is the history of the
subdivision of the George and Jacob Shaw's 209-foot parcel
along Pearl street--formerly among the holdings of the Nine
partners--that is most instructive of how the transition

•

occurred from industrial to residential and commercial uses.

• It is clear that the sale of the parcel served as a foothole
for the block's transition to residential and commercial uses.

•

Initially, the shaws subdivided the parcel into two approx-
imately IOO-foot wide parcels that front Pearl Street. They
must have conveyed the western parcel (Lots lO-l~, 480-486
Pearl Street) to John Leake, although no deed has been foune
(see Figure 5). Leake conveyed the parcel, which included the
"tan yard and buildings" and a "garden at the back of said tan

•

•
yard," to phillip Arcularius in september 1785 (New York

County Deeds 43: 65).
The Shaws conveyed the eastern parcel (Lots 6-9, 472-4i8

pearl Street) with "three dwellinghouses or tenements" to.~ house carpenter Henry Lott in 1785 (New York County Deeds 42:
363). It is possible that Lott erected these three structures

•
. .

unoer a pre-purchase arrangement with the Shaws. Lott
subdivioed his parcel into four approximately 25-foot lots,
perhaps constructing aoditional structures on them. Two year~

•
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later, he conveyed Lots 8 and 9 to yeoman George Orff (New
York county Deeds 42: 1I9). In August and September 1793,
baker Tobias Hoffman bought two adjacent lots along Pearl
street, Lot 7 from Lott and Lot 8 from Orff (New York county
Deeds 49: 201, 203). The latter lot included a "dwelling
house, bake bouse, and oven, and the foundation of the oven in
the said bake house on standsn (New York County Deeds 49:
203). The Shaws also conveyed two, 2S-foot wide parcels of
Block ·160 located on chatham street to tobacconist Blaze Moore
in 1786 and 1787 (see Figure 5; New York County Deeds 43: 285;

44: 228).
Tanyards remained on the lots in the western portion of

Pearl Street (west of Lot 9) until sometime between 1802 and
1812. However, a few other uses--inc1uding dwellinghouses and
a church--were sandwiched between the tanneries. Proceeding
eastward along pearl street from the corner of Cross (now
Park) Street in 1802 was the tanyard of John Lorillard,
followed by the house and tanyard of Blaze Lorillard. the

Universalist Church. and then the tanyard and house of
William Bryden at 480-486 pearl street. which was on land
owned by tanners Philip Arcu1arius and Jacob Grim. Bryden's
tannery, which closed sometime between 1802 and 1812, is
thought to have been the last to operate on the project area.
In 1816, Arcularius sold Lots 10, 11, and 12 to Peter
Lori11ard and Lot 13 to Felix pascale (see Figure Si New york
County Deeds 112: 586; 117: 220).
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The incongruity of a church sandwiched between industries
and commercial establishments reflects the mixed nature of
land use during this period of rapid demographic growth and
economic change. A newspaper account from 1797 hints at the
location of a Lutheran church (outside the project area) that
was sandwiched between the tanneries and breweries of Block
160 (Stokes 1915: V,1343). It describes a fire that began at
the back of the church and spred to Phillip Arcularius's
adjacent tannery, the dwelling of Mr. Loril1ard, and the
nearby brewery of Isaac Coulthard on Cross (now Park) St=eet.
Arcularius may have leased the property to the church. It was
not until January 1802 that Arcularius conveyed to the
Trustees of the Society of United Christian Friends a 50-foot
wide parcel on Pearl Street consisting of Lots 14-17 (see
Figure 5; New York county Deeds 61: 311). Part or all of
these lots seem to conform to the location of the earlier
Lutheran church that was the source of the 1797 fire.
Churches continued to occupy this location well into the
nineteenth century. -In 1821, the congregation of the New
Jerusalem Church took over the ·church from the Universalists,
although the conveyance did not take place until sometime
later (New York county Deeds- 153: 170; 300: 365). In 1846,
the Zion Baptist Church purchased Lot 14 (New York County

Deeds 469: 622).
The 1812 city directory provides a quick glimpse of the

intensification of settlement within the project area during
the early-nineteenth century. Pearl street had lost its
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industrial character and had overwhelmingly become commercial
and residential. A granary, bake and grocery shops, a fruit
store, a fish shop and book shop, and a stable seem to have
lined pearl street. proceeding westerly on pearl Street from
the corner of Chatham street were Matthew Balmer's granery and
grain chandlery at the corner of pearl and Chatham streets; S.
& W.'s Dry Goods store at 466 Pearl Street: at 466~ a fruit
store, Martha LaGravets boardinghouse, and other residential
tenants; a tallow chandler at 468 Pearl Street: widow Mary
Linn at 470 pearl Street; a grocer at 472 Pearl street; livery
stabler Lewis Storms at 474 pearl street: at 476 Pearl street,
two bakers and a carpenter; a grocer, b~ker, and two other
occupants at 478 pearl street; grocer John Mansfield and an
accountant and another occupant at 480 and 482 Pearl Street,
respectively; bookseller william Durrell at 484 Pearl Street;
and the preserved Fish Co. at 486 pearl street (see Figure 5).
presumably, 488 Pearl street was occupied by the Universalist

Church (Elliott 1812).
Orange (now Baxter) Street seems to have supported less

commercial uses than pearl street. Many of the parcels had
front and rear buildings even by this early date, both of
which were used residentially. From the occupations of the
occupants listed, it also is clear that persons with common
trades lived in the same house. Unfortunately, it is less
clear the degree to which storefront or small businesses were
housed in the Baxter street properties. For those addresses
that information is provided, the 1812 directory lists an
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aver~ge of 3 heads of household per address. More than a
third are women, nearly all widows. At 2 Baxter street were a
shipwright and shipmaster; at 6 Baxter Street were a
tobacconist and coachman: a grocer, carpenter, and two female
heads of household occupied 8 Orange Street. At 16 Baxter
Street were two shoemakers, two signpainters, and a female
head of household. Two cartmen occupied 20 Baxter Street.
Finally, a tavern run by widow Mary Knapp was located at 26
Baxter Street at the corner of Cross (now Park) street (see
Figure 5). More grocers occupied the east side of Baxter
Street within the project area, as well as shoemakers,
shoeblacks, a mason, a carpenter, a tailor, and several
laborers. The presence of front and rear buildings seems less
evident than on the west side of Baxter street (Elliott 1812).

Because the 1812 directory does not provide information
about individual addresses for Cross Street, an analysis of
its occupants is not possible on a lot-by-lot basis. However,
among them were the familiar names of certain individuals
associated with earlier industries on the block. These
include Jacob Lorillard, who owned a tannery on Cross Street,
and William and Isaac Coulthard, who owned and operated a
brewery at 63 CrosS street (~ot 28) on an adjacent parcel.
Located just outside the project area, this brewery was in
operation until· sometime after the 1830's .. Sometime prior to
1849, the brewery, which was dilapidated and abandoned, became
a flophouse of the intemperate and criminal element .
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d. Remaking the physical Landscape: Natural
to Urban Environment

The demise of the water quality of the Collect pond
throughout the eighteenth century coupled with the demographic-
pressures to intensify development of already-settled areas of
the city spelled the end of the local natural landscape- The
Collect seems to have had a Janus-like identity; its pictur-
esque setting and rich wildlife provided unique recreational
opportunities, whereas it also supported such unsavory
industries as a slaughterhouse, tanneries, and glue factories.
During the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries~ the
surrounding hilly terrain, mature trees, and deep pure water
of the collect pond were a picturesque setting for skating,
fishing, leisurely promenading, picnicking, and boating. The

,
stock of fish was so rich that net fishing was permitted until
1734. The Tea water pump located on Block 161, but outside
the project area, also became part of the social and recrea-
tional life of New Yorkers. Gardens were planted around it and
mild beverages made with its pure water were sold there.

Undeniably present, however, was the Collect pond's less
picturesque nature. Certainly the tanneries, slaughterhouse,
and other unsavory industries that lined the Coliect pond
contributed to the demise of its water quality by the mid-
1780's. Likely the prohibition of net fishing at the pond was
more a reaction to its diminishing supply of fish than to a
nascent environmental ethic. In the Mangin Report of 1796,
the collect Pond was aescribed as a "stagnant and methitical"
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pond and a menace to the city's health (Stokes 1915: Ill,
540). It was pronounced "a shocking hole, wh~re all impure
things center together and engender the most wholesale

I

productions; from this pond, foul with excrement, frog spawn
and repeti1es ..•the water has grown worse manifest within a• few years" (Harlow 1931: 123).

•

Various proposals were advanced to drain the Collect ano
nearby low-lying areas, beginning with Anthony Rutgers' idea to
build a canal. In keeping with the then-popular miasmal or
atmospheric explanation of disease, vapors from stagnating
waters, such as those of the collect, were thought to

•

contribute to the presence of disease ane epidemics. Epidemics
of yellow fever, malaria, and other diseases fueled 10no-J

• standing interest in developing new sources of drinking water

and municipal sanitation services.

•
The first successful attempt to drain the Collect was

Anthony Rutgers' construction of a canal in 1733, located at
present-day Canal and Greenwich streets leading to the Hudson

•
River. Rutgers, whose family long had ownership of lands to
the west of the Collect, earlier that year had received a grant
of about 70 acres that included the collect Pond and the swamp
to its west on the condition that he drain them. He was so

• successful that the tanners around the Collect were left
without water. In August 1734, they petitioned the Common

•
Council to re~ove the canal (stokes 1915: IV, 536). Rutgers
continued to drain the collect, although he did modify the plan
to accomodate the tanners. OthEr aborted proposals to drain

•
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•
the collect inc~uaea a plan of 1789 to create a park on lts
filled land and a scheme to construct a canal and boat dock
that would connect the collect Pond with the Hudson and East
rivers (Baugher-perlin, et al. 1982: 66).

At about the same time, the swampy meadow east of the
Bowery that was drained by the outlet to'the collect was
filled. The 1785 common council's efforts to drain and fill
the swampy meadoW in the vicinity of cherry Street met with
the resist~nce of local property owners who balked at
shouldering the expense of the project. In 1792, the city
directly undertook the effort (pomerantz 1965: 255). The low-
lying nature and high groundtable in the vicinity of Blocks
160 and 161 seem to have been a probl~m for some time.

The filling of the Collect Pond began in 1802 and was
concluded by 1811. This task was first accomplished by
leveling several hills, including the steep and pyramida1-
shaped Buncker Hill (pres.ent-dayjunction of Grand, Baxter,
and Elm streets), a hill at the present-day intersection of
Broadway, worth and Canal streets, and several others. Also,
the City1s Street commissioner paid individuals five cents per

'cartload of dirt to fill the Collect (stokes 1915: V. 1434).
Efforts to make fuel from turf of the Collect in 1808 likely
contributed to the de-vegetation of its borders. Briefly that
same year, the organic sediments were dredged and also sold
for fuel (Valentine 1860: 564). Work preliminary to develop-
ing the already reclaimed area was progressing. The fill
consisted of ~a very offensive and irregular mound of several

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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acres ••• from 12 to 15 feet in height above the level of the
tide and of the remaining water in the Pond" (Valentine 1864:
849). Adminstratively, more progress was made than the
filling may have warranted. Collect Street, located between
pearl and Hester streets was "opened" administratively in

•

•

1808; Brooks Street became incorporated in 1809; and street
assessments were published in 1810. In 1809, the first plots
from the reclaimed land of the Collect were developed
(Pernicone 1973: 22). Even by 1810, substantial ~illing work
apparently still remained to be done. An 1810 report to the
Common Council states that an estimated 26,400 cartloads of

•

earth would be required to raise the collect a single foot

(MCC 1810, ,VI: 66).

• Once the Collect pond was filled, flooding problems

•

existed for the surrounding area. The underground springs
continued to flow, despite the filling and flooded the
surrounding area and buildings. A Grand Jury looking into the
condition of the Collect in 1812 reportedly found " ••• much to
complain of; cellars in the neighborhood and particularly in
the lower end of Orange street are filled with water which

•

from its appearance has been in them some time" (Stokes 1915:

.'
V, 1546). An attempt to rectify this flooding was made with
the construction of a ditch along collect (present-day Centre)
Street. The water problem apparently continued because
Collect street was re-graded in 1838 so that the water would
flow into a trough or gutter, located in the middle of the
street; planks had to be laid across the stream for

•

•
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•
pedestrians (Harlow 1931: 126). In 1819, the western outlet
of the Collect was channeled through a culvert under Canal

street (Baugher-perlin, et al. 1973: 69).
The 1818 Jarvis Map of the sixth Ward provides a rare

glimpse of the street grid during the transition from a
natural to urban landscape (see Figure 7}. It shows Centre
street north of pearl street, and worth street is shown only a
half block east of Centre Street, abruptly ending before it
meets Little water Street. This image records the difficul-
ties of rectifying a neutral, abstracted urban landscape with
one that was created in keeping with the pecularities of
nature. Orange (now Baxter) street and Cross (now park)
street (products of the eighteenth-century street grid) had
been laid out with oblique angles south of Bayard street to
accommodate the curve of Collect pond. Pearl Street was
located along the convergence of the outlet of the Collect and
the line to the island on which the Magazine was located
between the ·collect and Little Collect ponds. The Jarvis map
suggests that there were difficulties in rectifying the two
street grids. It shows that two lots, which were historically
located adjacent to the eastern shore of the collect Pond and
fronted Little water (later Mission) Street (relicS from the
eighteenth-century street grid) were obstacles to the eastward
extension of worth street. Shortly after 1818, worth street

was extended further east through .these two lots. An
irregularly shaped, five-pointed intersection with a
triangular parcel resulted from the juncture of these two

•
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•
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• FIGURE 7. A portion of Jarvis's 1818 Map of the Sixth Ward
showing the street grid in the vicinity of the Courthouse Block
project area during the transition from a natural to urban land-
scape (Jarvis 1818).
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•
historically and conceptually different street grids. This
intersection is the namesake for the nineteenth-century
neighborhood of Five points, of which Blocks 160 and 161 are a •
part (see Figure 8).

e. Nineteenth-Century History: The Five
points Neighborhood •
1. General Overview and

Early Development •
The area east of the Collect pond became home to the

city's working poor during the Federal Period, the character
of which became accentuated by continued population pressures •
of the mid-nineteenth century. Throughout the nineteenth
century, the area offered crowded, dilapidated living
conditions to the city's poorest, largely foreign-born
inhabitants. In 1855, the sixth Ward, of which Blocks 160 and

•
161 were a part, contained nearly three-quarters of the
foreign-born inhabitants of the city, which included German
and Polish Jews, Irish, English and Scotch, and a few
Italians. Most were laborers, artisans, peddlers, and- small
shopkeepers. Sharing an apartment with relatives, boarding .•

•

within families, or living in boardinghouses were the usual
residential arrangements. The inhabitants of Five Points •endured crowded and substandard living conditions. More than
a third of the buildings in the Five points and Mulberry Bend
areas of the ward were frame, compared to twenty percent for
the entire sixth Ward. Dickens's tour of the area in 1842, •
escorted by two policemen, and his writings of Five Points in

•
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•
FIGURE 8. 1827 illustration showing the area known as
Five Points that developed around the intersection of
orange, Cross, and Worth streets (currently Baxter, Park,
and Worth streets; Dietz 1914: frontispiece).
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•
American Notes introduced an international readership to
America's first and foremost slum. Nearly fifty years later,

writings and images of the area continued to find an
interested readership with Jacob Riis's How the other Half
Lives (1892), which fueled the social reform movement among

•

the middle-class pUblic.
The filth and poverty of Five Points and its

predominantly foreign-born inhabitants were interpreted
negatively by New Yorkers and Americans and certainly with

•

•
religious overtones: " ••• all that was degenerate, debauched,
and sinful," "where poverty and depravity, ignorance and all
uncleanliness walk hand and hand." carol Groneman summarizes •

common depictions of Five points:

Variously portrayed as a 'nest of vipers' and a 'plague
spot,' its inhabitants were described as 'rioting demons •
at lewd and hellish orgies' whose 'bloodcurdling screams'
could be heard throughout the night' ••• 'its muck, and
mire, and slime, reeking, rotting, oozing out of every
pore of the pestiferous place.' (pernicone 1973: 193)

•The mid-nineteenth-century image of the Five points area,
including Blocks 160 and 161, came from more than the curious,
five-pointed configuration of the intersection of Worth,
Baxter, and Cross streets. Other aspects of the area's

•
physical nature contributed to this image. Brothels, liquor
stores, used clothing stores, and gambling dens abounded in •
the Five points area. These establishments were housed in
small, dilapidated, frame tenement buildings, with cramped

apartments in their upper stores. parcels were so intensivelv. ... •
developed that front and rear buildings with jerry-rigged
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additions and extensions were separated only by small yaros,
which supported privies and sheds. So haphazard and unplanned
was the assemblage of buildings in the Five Points area that

•
narrow alleyways connected adjacent buildings. These
alleyways--of which Murderers' Alley that connected 14 Baxter
Street to the "Old Brewery" at 63 Park street was an example--
were thought to be hiding places for thiefs, murderers, and

drunks.• Also contributing to Five Point's. negative image was the
fact that the cholera epidemics of 1833 and 1852 initially
broke out and were extremely virilant in the Five Points area.• The city's earliest and most notorious gangs--the Plug Uglies,
the Shirt Tails, the Forty Thieves, and the Dead Rabbits--came
from this area. Charles Dickens's description of the area in• 1842, 'however, balanced this unsavory image with a more

positive side:

•

The coarse and bloated faces at the door have counter-
parts at home and all the wide world over. Debachery has
made the very houses prematurely old. See how the rotten
beams are tumbling down, and how the patched and· broken
windows seem to scowl dimly, like eyes that have been
hurt in drunken drays ••• So far, nearly every house is a
low tavern; and on the barroom walls are colored prints
of Washington and Queen Victoria of England and the
American Eagle. Among the pigeonholes that hold the
bottles are pieces of plate-glass and colored paper for
there is, in some sort, a taste for decoration, even
here. (Dickens 1874: 101)

•

•

•
During the 1830's and 1840's, the Five Points area

particularly felt the effects of commercialization in the
downtown wards of the city. New York's booming dry goods
industry and its other businesses took over increasing amounts

•
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of space in downtown Manhattan, resulting in increased lana
values and rents. These pressures were the ".~. roots of the
complex problems which would plague the poorer districts for
generations .••: overcrowding, lack of transportation,
inadequate health facilities, lack of sanitary laws or control
over housing, neglected and unclean streets" (pernicone 1973:
34). The subdivision of single-family dwellings into three
and four apartments, the construction of large, barrack-like
tenement housing, and the conversion of cellars to the lowest-
quality housing in the sixth ward and Five points area date to
this commercialization period of the 1830's and 1840's.
Blocks 160 and 161 did, no doubt, increase in density

(pernicone 1973: 34).
certainly Blocks 160 ana 161 saw intensified use during

the 1830's and 1.840'5. The Perris maps of 1853 and 1857 show
small-sized structures at the front and rear of the lots of
Blocks 160 and 161 th~t supported numerous additions and
extensions constructed of a variety of building materials (see
Figure 9). The effect given is that the blocks evolved
incrementally, with little wholesale replacement of buildings
since their initial construction. According to the two 1850's
maps, the numerouS extensions and additions on the frame
buildings that lined pearl and Orange streets likely reflected
the block's intensified use during the 1830's and 1840's
(perris 1853, 1857). Based on information from tax assessment
records linked with city directory listings for 1830 and 1840,

it appears that grocers almost uniformly lined the Pearl
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FIGURE 9. Portion of an 1857 map showing the intensified use
of Blocks 160 and 161 during the mid-nineteenth century. Note
the numerous extensions and addi~ions on the frame buildings
that line Pearl and Orange streets (Perris 1857).
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Street frontage of Block 160, and at least one grocer, a
physician, a clothier, and a distiller were listed for the
west side of Orange Street. Many grocers also dispensed
spirits by the glass, thus suggesting that Blocks 160 and 161
had a more unsavory character than immediately apparent

(pernicone 1973).
The "Old Brewery" at 63 Cross street, just outside the

project area, surely contributed to the negative image of
Blocks 160 and 161 during the 1830's and 1840's. Owned and
operated by the Coulthard family from 1792, the three-and-one-
half-story Brewery was closed by 1837, and then apparently was
converted into a tenement (Ladies of the Mission 1854: 49).
Writers of the 1840's described it as a veritable ruin and
claimed that it sheltered a thousand drunken men, all of whom

were the worst criminal element.
The Old Brewery was connected to the west side of Baxter

street through a three-foot-wide alleyway called "Murderers'
Alley," which ran along the side the Raines Eotel at 14 Orange
Street. The alley earned its name from having been the site
of a violent shooting of a policeman (Moss 1897: 57). The Old
Brewery was so notorious that the ladies of the Episcopal
Methodist Church could find no more dramatic subject for their
campaign of moral and religious improvement. In 1849, they
purchased the ruined brewery and established the Five points
Mission House. The related Five points House of Industry was
located on Worth Street across from the park. Facilities at
the Mission House included a school, a library, workrooms,
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•
•offices, and a chapel. During the next fifty years, the

simple Mission House that was constructed by the ladies in
1852 was rebuilt frequently, each time gaining a progressively

more imposing neoclassical front.

• 2. Disease

•
The Five points' history of virulence, particularly as

strongholds of the 1832 and 1849 cholera epidemics, contrib-
uted to its negative image. Figure 10 shows Five Points as

•
one of the centers of the 1832 epidemic. The area was subject
to much suspicion because the largest number of cases and many
of the earliest of that epidemic were reported as having come
from Five Points. This suspicion was expressed in the Eveninc

•

•
The Five Points ... are inhabited by a race of beings of
all colors, ages, sexes, and nations, though generally of
but one condition, and that ..• almost of the vilest
brute. With such a crew, inhabitating the most populous
and central portion of the city, when may we be con-
sidered secure from pestilence. Be the air pure from
Heaven, their breath would contaminate it, and infect it
with a isease. (Rosenberg 1987: 33-34)

• Physicians and benevolent workers attempted to allay the
suffering in the Five points area, only to corne into conflict
with the high value given to alcohol. When they found that
the loaves of bread that they had distributed were being•
traded fc: rum, workers resorted to. cutting the loaves into

• quarters to de-value them on the black market (Rosenberg 1987:

34) .

•
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New York city's first victim of the 1849 epidemic was Mr.
James Gilligan, who lived with four women in the basement of
the rear building at 20 Orange Street and worked periodically
as a laborer. Gilligan was stricken with the fever, cramps,
diarrhea, and vomiting that are typical of cholera on Friday,
May 11. By Monday evening, he and three of the women with
whom he shared the modest basement had died of the disease.
The report of the attending physician, Dr. Herriott, augmented
by an 1853 map of the block, gives an impression of the
physical conditions of 20 Orange street and the area.
Buildings covered most of the parcel of 20 Orange Street.
Fronting Orange Street was a small frame building, with a
narrow alleyway leading to a frame building approximately 15-
feet long by 2S-feet wide at the rear of the yard. Extending
perpendicular to this rear building and along the southern
boundary of the lot were frame and metal buildings. PreSUffi-
ably, the basement of the rearrnost frame building was home to
Gilligan and the three women, despite its fallen door ano
paneless window sashes. Their ten or twelve foot-square roern
had an earthen floor and little else. There were rags and a
makeshift table of the fallen door supported by two empty
barrels, but otherwise no beds, chairs, or other furniture
(Rosenberg 1987: 105-6; Perris 1853).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
3. Demography

• Groneman's excellent demographic analysis of the Sixth
Kare and the Five points neighborhood during the years 1855-60
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•
provides an excellent context for examining Blocks 160 and 161
during the mid-nineteenth century. It also provides excellent
baseline data against which to detect demographic changes·
during the late-nineteenth century. She attributes almost
three-quarters of the city's foreign-born inhabitants to the
sixth ward in 1855, the highest percentage of any ward in the
city. While many blacks moved outside the ward to adjacent
Fifth and Eighth wards during the 1840's, a greater percentase
of blacks remained ir.the sixth Warc in 1855 compared to
elsewhere in the city. Within the Sixth Ward, Germans were
concentrated in the area of Elizabeth Street and the. Bowery,
and German and ?olish Jews were in the area of BayarD, Baxter,
Mott, and Chatham streets as well as Blocks 160 and 161.
Irish immigrants were concentrated particularly in the Five
Points area, including those who had arrived during the late
1840's and earlier in adcition to many who arrived after the
Famine. In total, the Sixth Ward consisted of approximately
14,000 Irish, 5,200 Germans, 1,200 English and Scotch, 1,000
Italians and Polish, and 1,500 persons of other nationalities

in 1855 (pernicone 1973: 34-36).
Information from the 1851 city directory relative to

Blocks 160 anc 161 confirms Groneman's descriptions of the
Five points area. She cescribes Baxter street as a center for
the retail sale of seconohand clothing. German and Polish
Jews ran these stores anc worked as tailors, cutters, ana in
relatea occupations within the needle trades (Pernicone 1973:
3B). This information was confirmed by the directory
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listings. Approximately 25 percent of the individuals listed
on Baxter street had German and Eastern European surnames and
nearly all of these were employed in the clothing business.
In contrast, the Irish on Baxter street and throughout Blocks
160 and 161 were employed as shoemakers and other artisans,
as laborers, and as merchants and peddlers of crockery and
junk, fruits and vegetables, baked gooas, rags and chamois.
Pearl Street residents are listed in the directory as having
been employ~d in the following businesses and occupations: a
saloon business at 466~ and 470 pearl Street; a grocery at 468
and 480 Pearl Street~ a liquor store at 470r 474r and 480
pearl Streeti and a bakery at 476 Pearl street, which was the
parcel first purchased by baker Tobias Hoffman during the
1790'S (see Figure 5). Other residents of pearl Street were
in such trades as carpet upholsterYr carpentry, shoe or
bootmaking, or worked as tailors and seamstresses, coopers,
and porters and washerwomen. Directory listings suggest that
the inhabitants of park Street were predominantly Irish,
employee in the liquor business, shoemaking, and as laborers.
The proximity of R.B. and H. pirnie Co., distillers and the
Pirnie and Co., brewers at the corner of Baxter and Park
streets may explain this high rate of employment in the liquor

business (Doggett 1851).
Groneman's analysis of the listings from the 1855 New

York State Census for the sixth Ward, giving attention to
household composition and migration patterns, suggests that
the Five Points area was surprisingly family oriented.' Most
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Irish in the Sixth Ward who fled the Great Famine did so in
family groups, rather than as single individuals. Those who
carne as individuals did so as part of a larger pattern of
family-based chain migration. One member (usually a father or
son) migrated to the united states, took a job, and remitted
monies to family members in Ireland, thereby enabling them to
emigrate later. The Irish lived more frequently within family
situations, either as a family member or boarder than other
nationalities within the sixth ward. Further, the Irish
children who lived with their families were somewhat older,
and mOLe were unmarried than their counterparts from other
countries. With few boardinghouses located in the Five Points
area, this family-oriented household pattern may have been
particuQarly accentuated among the Irish of Blocks 160 and
161. It should be noted that the 1855 Census may reflect the
recent construction of the Five points Mission House on the
site of the abandoned and ruined Old Brewery at 63 Cross
street, which was reputed to have been a gathering place ana
flophouse for drunken and undesirable men. If these men were
included in earlier census counts, they likely would have been
listed as living outside family-based residential situations.

A radical change in the demographic composition of Blocks
160 and 161 can be seen twenty-five years later. This change
reflects the arrival of hundreds of thousands of Italians to
New York City. HeI sampled 33% of the addresses within the
project area from the 1880 u.s. Census and analyzed them for
household size, composition, occupation, and country of birth·
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of household members. I~ all, 335 individuals living- within
66 households were considered. Listings for the following
addresses were analyzed: i5 and 69 Park Street; 2, 14, 17, and
20 Baxter Street; and 466, 470, 478, 482, and 488 Pearl Street
(see Figure 5). Household size ranged from one person to
eleven individuals. The average household size for the
project area was 5.1 individuals. Of the total households
sampled, 51 percent (34) were Italian; 38 percent (25) were
Irish; and the remaining 11 percent was made up of polish,
German, or Eastern European (4): English or Scots (2); or
those of native-born ancestry (1). The locations of eac~
nationality by streets was marked, with Baxter Street having
been overwhelm~nglY Italian, Pearl street having been
predominantly Irish, ana Park Street having been quite mixed.
The few Germans, Polish, or Eastern Europeans and other
nationalities were distributed among all three streets (u.S.

Census 1880).
The average household size and composition varieo

somewhat according to the nationality of the household. The
Italians had the smallest household size and the Eastern
Europeans, poles, and Germans had the largest size households.
Average household size was 4.85 individuals for the Italians,
5.7 individuals for the Irish, and 6.5 individuals for the
Eastern Europeans, Germans, and poles. Clearly the
disproportionately small number of Eastern European, German,
and polish inaividuals hinaers comparision between the ~roups"
T~e fact that they were not living in proximity to other
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•
Eastern Europeans, Poles, or Germans may suggest ~hat they
were atypical for some reason. In terms of "the composition of
household, the Italians seem to have lived in nuclear families
more frequently than the Irish. Sixty percent of the Italian
households were nuclear in type, compared to 44 percent of the
Irish. Twenty-five percent of the Italian households were ex-
tended or joint in type and 15 percent included unrelated
boarders, compared to 32 percent extended or joint types and
20 pe~cent with unrelated boarders among the Irish (D.S.
Census 1880).

Occupationally, distinctions can be seen among the
Italians, Irish, and Eastern Europeans of Elocks 160 and 161.
Working in t~e fruit and vegetable industry as pecdlers,
dealers, or clerks was the most popular occupation among
Italians, followed by work as laborers. Young women, nearly
all unmarried Daughters, workec in candy stores or as tobacco
strippers. Young boys worked as boot or shoeblacks, partic-
ularly when living in fatherless horne situations. Wives
contributed to the family income by keeping house, particularly
considering that more than a third of the households took in
kin-related or unrelated boarders. No wives or mothers worked
outside ~he home.

With t~e Italians replacing the earlier Irish in the fruit
and vegetable industry, Irish males on Blocks 160 and 161 were
involved in an eclectic mix of other occupations, which
included a house asent, a laborer, a bookbinder, and a long-
shore~an (r.s. Census 1880). "Irish women also contributed to
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•
the family income by keeping house, frequently for boarders.
Among the Eastern Europeans, eight of the nine individuals who

• were employed outside the household were involved in the needle

trades or second-hand clothing stores. The remaining
individual was a shoemaker. Like Italian and Irish women,

• Eastern European women kept house and many likely contributed
their sewing skills for horne-based work related to their
husbands' needle trade work or second-hand clothing stores.

• 4. Architectural Development
and Sanitation

The second half of the nineteenth century saw radical

• change in the building history of Blocks 160 and 161. The
Perris maps of 1653 and 1857 portray the blocks as retai~ins
many of their early buildings, and show many small structures

• to the front and rear of lots, with numerous extensions and
adaitions constructed between them. Approximately half were
mace of frame. They likely were rather low and simple in

• configuration, e.g., two bays with a storefront and
residential space in the one or one-and-one-half stories
above. The buildings at 466~ and 468 Pearl Street may be

• representative of these pre-1870 structures (see Figure 11).

•
Although outside the project area, the construction of the
Five poin~s Mission House on Cross Street in 1852 was a sig-

nificant architectural event for Block 160. The ramshackle,
twc-anc-one-half story brick brewery with rear extension

• probably dated to the 1790'5 when Isaac Coulthard began

brewing on the parcel.

•



FIG~~~ 1:. Early t~entieth-cen~ury ?hoto of buildi~cs
C~ Pearl Stree~. At the far ri~~t is 466 Pearl Stree~.
?rocee~i~~ to ~~e ~e:t are 466~, 468, and 470 Pearl
s t r ee >. ,.,-hc 'c.·,'i":;"~c<::: --"- .166;'"",.....::joS °e:-;~l -~"" e :-;--_ __ _~._ .... ...... .- ... _- c::. ..... "- :: .. \,.,.r,. ........ - c::..-. ...... ~ _ ...
?le= c= ~re-1S~O s~r~=t~res. (~~otc:~ ?ossessio~ ~;
t~e ~E~ ~or~ ?u~lic Li~rary, s~ecial Collectio~s.l
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Beginning in the 1870's and continuing throughout the
late nineteenth century, it appears that new brick buildings
replaced this earlier pattern of more incremental, tentative
construction. Buildings erected during the 1870's seem to
have occupied either the front or rear of lots. Typically
four and five stories and made of brick, they sheltered eight
to ten families. They consolidated the earlier, he lter-
skelter assemblage of shed-like rear buildings and extensions
and additions with larger, more·substantial buildings that
could accommodate more occupants. During the 1880's and
1890's, this rebuilding continued with the constr~ction of
even larger buildings that combined one or two stcres and
apartments into a single, four- or five-storied teneffient.
These structures extended nearly lot line to lot line, with
the exception of the rea: eight to ten feet. It is likely
that privies and school sinks (the sanitation of the day)
occupied this rear space. As the nineteenth century
progressed, the number of apartments in the new buildings
increased. At 10-12 Baxter street, 30 apartments and a
second-class store were located in the six-storied tenement
that was built in i894. Similar six-storied tenements were

built on the east side of Baxter Street on Block 161.
Even as late as 1915, Blocks 160 ana 161 contained

structures representing the full extent of their building
histo!y. This can be seen in Figure 11, which depicts Pearl
street c. 1915, when usee in conjunction with fire insurance
maps a~~ building records. The brick tenement at 466 Pearl
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Street/lS6 Chatham Street, located at the extreme right of
Figure 11, appears to be the most recently constructed
building. The two buildings to its left, the 2-~ story frame
structure at 466~ Pearl Street and the 2-story, brick tenement
at 468 pearl Street, probably date to the eighteenth century
and may be original to the block. At the extreme left of
Figure 11 is 4iO Pearl street, a 4-story brick tenement that

was possibly constructed in 1868.
A survey by the city's Board of Health in April 1869

revealed that cellars were a common location for lodging
houses and other uses. According to the survey, 12,000
cellars city wide were used as dwelling places, lodging
houses, stores, or groceries, only 211 of which were judged to
be legal. An estimated 96,000 to 100,000 people lived in
these cellars, many in "bed houses." These lodging houses
were of the most modest type. For 25 cents, a night could be
spent sleeping on a straw mattress on the bare, earthen floor
or in a barracks-like wooden or sling-style bunk. For an
additional 25 cents, the lodger could procure dinner of coffee
and bread or soup (McCabe 1872: 405-6).

The residents of Blocks 160 and 161 may have seen little

updating of their sanitary faci1iti~s throughout the
nineteenth century, even if they lived in increasingly more
up-to-date buildings. The erection of the Croton Aqueduct in
1842 made running water possible for New Yorkers. However,
the construction of mains and property hookups proceeded
accordi~g to the relative wealth and political influence of

-63-
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the neighborhoods and homeowners. Evidence from the archeo-
logical investigations at the Sullivan Street, Greenwich Mews,
and 25 Barrows Street sites in Greenwich Village suggest that
even after public water was available, cisterns continued to
be used until the turn of the twentieth century. Presumably,
they were used as drainage outlets for water from yards and
house roofs. The date when privies ceased to be used depended
upon the availability of water to the properties, the socio-
economic level and number of the occupants, as well as other
factors. Data from the Greenwich Village sites hints that the
wealthier residents filled their privies during the 1850's,
but the working-class residents continued to use their privies
until the 1880's. It can be inferred from these archeological
investigations that Blocks 160 and 161 had inadequate
sanitation facilities. Also, several mid-nineteenth-century
surveys, including those by the Citizens Association of New
York and the New York Association for Improving the Condition
of the poor, point out the inadequate sanitation conditions in
various parts of the city (Wall 1989, Yamin and Salwen n.d.;

Geismar 1989).
At 11 Mott street, located about three blocks to the

northeast of the project area, an inadequate school sink
continued to be used in the rear yard until c. 1902, although
hallway toilets and slop sinks were provided in the hallways
for use b~ the tenants of the 16 apartments of the 1883
tenement (New York City Municipal Archives Building Records).
During the 1870's at 27 Washington Street, eight privies were
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•
located in the rear yard of the tenement with night soil
within a foot of their seats. The privies drained into the
surface of the yard and/or into the sewer in the street

•
through a four-foot wide and three-foot deep "manhole." The
manhole was located immediately beneath the floor boards of
the basement, which was used as living space, and was a

•
veritable cesspool (McCabe 1872: 410). It is possible that
this manhole was an old cistern that was covered over by the
subsequent construction of a building or building addition.

f. Twentieth-Century History: Courthouse,
Parks, 2 Parking Lots•

During the twentieth century, the use of Blocks 160 and
161 changed drastically. In 1915, Block 160 became part of the

e· parc~l on which the New York County Courthouse was constructed.
To accommodate t~e construction of the Courthouse, the
triangular-shaped Five Points park, Block 160, and the block to

• the immediate west of Block 160, were consolidated into a
single ·parcel. park Street was closed as part of this
consolidation. The City of New York took possession of the

• parcels in Block 160, and in 1916 demolished all the structures
on the block except those at the corner of Pearl and Baxter
streets, 466-472 Pearl street through 2-8 Baxter Street.

e Construction on the Courthouse began c. 1916 and was
completed by 1921, with the courthouse opening in 1927. A

• circular drive, Cardinal. Hayes place, was constructed around
the eastern side of the hexagonal-shaped courthouse. Ac-
cording to plans of the project area prepared by the City of

•



•
New York, this 20-foot-wide drive has limited utilities
located along its western curb beneath its bed. The lots on
Block 160 east of Cardinal Hayes Drive (in the project area) •
were leveled and landscaped for use as a park. It is presumed
that this leveling involved filling above the early twentieth-
century grade and filling in the basements of the buildings,
rather than cutting down this level. Historic photographs of
the park show it as a pleasant, grassy public space enclosed

•

•by an iron fence, much of wh.ich rerr.ainstoday. Pear the
corner of Worth street and Cardinal Hayes place was a statue
of Christopher columbus, surrounded by a belgium-block •
pavement that remains today.

Buildings at the corner of pearl and Baxter streets
continued to be used, primar~ly as apartments, a church (158
Chatham Street/park Row), and a parking lot (472-474 Pearl

•
Street). These structures were demolished in c. 1937, and the
parcels were used as a parking lot during the 1940'5. The
buildings on the east side of Baxter Street were demolished in

•
1962. Baxter street was closed and filled sometime after
1962. It is likely that the current parking lot on the •
project area dates to 1962.

The alignment of Cardinal Hayes and Kent places to the
historic lots that constitute Block 160 and the location of •
three oil tanks must be noted. cardinal Bayes place curves

across 26-14 Baxter street, from the midcle of 24 Baxter
Street to the rear of 16 Baxter street. It continues south-
ward through 476 Pearl Street. Kent Place crosses across 480



•

•

and 482 Pearl Street, so that 478 and 480 constitute the
triangular parcel between Kent and Cardinal Hayes places. It
is likely that at the time of the Courthouse's construction,
three oil tanks were installed east of Cardinal Hayes Place,
approximately in the middle of 14 to 18 Baxter street. Oil is

stored in these ~anks for the Courthouse, conveyed through
lines that cross Cardinal Hayes Place. The tanks are
contained within a concrete chamber that is 41 by 45 feet in
size and 22 feet deep. This chamber is markea by a manhole
cover that is located south of the belgium-block-paved
driveway east of Cardinal Hayes Place. It is assumed that the
current grade of Carai~al Hayes and Kent places is above the
historic grade of the lots. However, this needs to be

verified archeolosically.
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•
2. Block 154: The Broadway Block

•a. General Eistorical Overview of Block 154

1. Early History: 1620-1730

•Block 154 (the Broadway Block of the project area)
straddles the boundary between two of Manhattan's original
farm grants. The southeastern portion was the northern part
of a grant mace to Cornel is Van Borsum in 1673. The grant was
actually made on behalf of Van Borsum's wife, Sara (nee
Roeloff), for her services as an Indian interpreter. The
piece was carved out of the city's common lands, which
included present-day City Hall Park to the south. The
"Commons" hao been usee as cattle grazing lands by the Dutch
who settled in New Amsterdam (about a mile to the south), and
under the British the ground continued to be open public
spaCEj the land granted to Van Borsum probably remained
unenclosed well into the eighteenth century. The parcel
extended from south of present Chambers Street north to the
Kalkhook farm, and from Broadway 44 rods eastward. It is
likely, based on its later history, that the Van Borsum
property was often used as a continuation of the city's common
lands even after the grant was made (stokes VI:82-3, 123).

The northwestern portion of Block 154 was part of a grant
to Jan Jansen Darnen. The 1646 ground-brief conveys a parcel
known as the nKalckhoeck" which had been in use by Darnen for
ten years. The farm consistec of lanas bounded on the east by
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the Fresh Water (Collect Pond) and extending east of current
Church street. It probably included the site of the Indian
village and the shell midden from which the farm derived its
name (Stokes 1915: IV, plate 7B). The portion of the calk
Hook Farm which lies within Block 154 was owned by Abram Isaac
Verplanck, and was conveyed by his heirs to William Huddleston
in 1697. Huddleston conveyed the unlotted parcel to Captain
Richard Hill in 1702; it was subsequently acquired by Anthony
Rutgers by 1726 via several deeds with grantors Sill, Lewis
and Kierstad (New York County Deecs 31: 115-25). Rutgers'
land extended far to the north and west, and the site of his
1723 mansion was on current Church street to the north of

•

•

•

•
Worth.

The boundary between the Van Borsum and Danen grants runs
diagonally across Block 154. No structures arE known to have
stood within the project area during the seventeenth or early
eighteenth centuries. Early farm buildings may have existed,
but have gone unrecorded. No roads were laid out in the area
during this period. Broadway, known at the time as Great
George Street, was not extended north to the Rutgers farm

until the 1760s (Valentine 1858: 429).

•

•
2. li30-c.1800: Land Ownership and Use

•

•

Sarah Roeloff bequeathed her lands (including the
50utheaster~ half of Block 154) to her eight children by Lucas
Kierstaa, but it was held in trust by three men: her son Lucas
Kiersted, Jr., and sons-in-law Johannis Kip and William

• -6~-



•
Teller. It was not until 101 years after Sara Roeloff's death
that the lands were finally partitioned legally. Throughout
the eighteenth century the land was disputed (though only
sometimes actively) by the heirs of Kip and Teller. In th~
meantime, it was used by the Corporation of the city of Ne~
York as well as by the various claimants (New York County
Deeds 195: 405-20, and Stokes 1915: IV, 394). Henry H. Kip
and others petitioned the cornman Council in 1784 to layout
streets in the area, and a committee was·appointed (Valentine
1858: 433). Duane and Reade streets were laid out to the east
of Broadway sometime between 1784 and 1795. Duane was
originally called Anthony Steet, then Barley street until 1809
when its name was changed to Duane. Elk street was originally
Little Ann or just Ann Street; by 1800 it became Elm Street.

In 1795, a partition deed was drawn up dividing the land

among all the heirs and claimants to the estates of Sara
Roeloff's children (New York County Deeds 195: 405-20). This
fifteen-page instrument (filed April 1833) specified the
portions allotted to each set of heirs and the method by which
the parcel was to be subdivided. Parties to the indenture
included Henry H. Kip, AbrahaffiI. Van Vleck, John Kip, Samuel
Kip, Samuel Breese, Aaron Burr, Samuel Bay, Theophilis
Beekman, Isaac Van Vleck and Elizabeth Matthews, and Daniel
Denniston~ The land was surveyed and eight lots were laid out
on Broadwai-. The names of Sara Roeloff's eight children were
placed in a box, and the numbers of the eight Brcad~ay lots
placed in another. Naffie~ana' numbers were drawn and matched,
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thus determining the ownership of the most valuable lots in
the parcel. The remaining lots were divided equally based on
the evaluations provided by the city surveyors and assessors.

A map entitled "Map of the Chamber street Property as
divided among the Heirs of Kip," filed May 30, 182, is
reproduced in Figure 12 (New York County Records, Map File
76J). This is undoubtedly the partition map prepared by the
city surveyor as ordered in the 1795 deed. Initials of the
owne~s as well as assessed values are shown for each lot. It
is not known what the extra "EEK" (Henry E. Kip) label on some
of the lots signifies. The deed notes that portions of the
land were involved in a lawsuit between George Janeway, the
Corporation of the City of New York, and the heirs, but this
was probably land just to the east of the project area.

It should be noted that the alley which was to become
Republican Alley was laid out at the time of the survey,
although it's position shifted. The alley actually passed
through Reed (Reade) street Lot 45 on the map, and through Ann

(Elm) Street Lot 58.
Meanwhile, the Rutgers family had retained the property

to the north (the old Calk Hook Farm). The property in the
study area was within Henry Barclay's share of the Rutgers
estate. Henry Barclay was rector of Trinity Church and a son-
in-law of Rutgers. When he died, his widow Mary and Leonara
Lispenard, his executors, saw to the division of the estate,
ana the old RutgerS lanos were surveyed and lotted in 1787
(see Figure 12). The lots within Block 154, along with
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•FIGURE 12. T~acing of two late eighteenth-century'
maps of the 5UDdivision of the Kip and Barclay prop-

.e~ties within the Broadway Block. The map on the
left is the Kip propertYi the one on the right is the
Barclay property (New York County Deeds 46: 139i New
York County Records Dept. Map Files: #76J). •
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•
surrounding parcels, passed ·to Anthony Barclay in 1788 (total
price L 5,465i New York County Deeds 45: 198). The boundary
between the Barclay land and the Kip land to the south, a line
that ran from Broadway. eastward to the city powder magazine,
had to be re-surveyed sometime in the late eighteenth century,
probably reflecting the new interest in selling off these

valuable properties (see Figure 13).

•

• The development of both the northern and southern
portions of Block 154 was underway in the 1790's, as t~e
street grid was laic out and houses were built on the newly-

• surveyed lots.
The "Negro's Burying Ground" appears on the 1754

Maerscha1ck plan, with the old boundary line between t~e Van

• Bersum/Kip land and the "Calk Hook"/Rutgers farm forming t~e
northern edge of the ground (see Figure 3). It is clear that

•
the southern half of Block l54 was within the burying ground,
as depicted clearly on a historical map of the area drawn by
the city surveyor in 1865 (see Figure 14). This map was based
on the 1787 survey of the Barclay land (see Figure 12).

• The Negro Burying Ground was the common designation given
to the disputed land bequeathed by Sara Roeloff Van Borsum
Kiersted and it was a common geographical reference point in

• documents of the later eighteenth century (MCC June 27, l796).

In 1795, the city set aside land on Chrystie Street for a new

Black
~cemetery, but It is not clear whether the old ground was

, -. still being usee up to that time (MCC II: 137). An article•
acoearinc in Valentine's Manual of the Corporation of New York.
-~ ~
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•
in 1865 mentions that the burial ground dated back to the
Dutch period; however, no evidence of this is cited. The city
ordered that no blacks could be buried in the Trinity church-
yard as of November 1697, but no special provision was made
for a separate burial ground (Stokes 1915: IV, 403). The

•

•Valentine manual's description of the ground and its use
reflects a nineteenth-century perspective on the marginality
of both the ground itself and New York'S Black population in •
the previous century:

Beyond the commons lay what in the earliest settlement of
the town had been appropriated as a burial place for
negroes, slaves and free. It was a desolate,
unappropriated spot, descending with a gentle declivity •
towards a ravine which led to the Kalkhook pond. The
negroes in this city were, both in the Dutch ane English-
colonial times, a proscribed and detested race, having
nothing in corr.monwith the whites. Many of them were
native Africans, imported hither in slave ships, and
retaining their native superstitions and burial -customs, •
among which was that of burying by night, with various
mummeries and outcries ...So little seems to have been
thought of the race that not even a dedication of their
burial-place was made by t~e church authorities, or any
others who might reasonably be supposed to have an
interest in such a matter. The lands were •unappropriated, and though within convenient distance
from the city, the locality was unattractive and
desolate, so that by permission the slave population were
allowed to inter their dead there. (Valentine 1965: 567)

Research into the location and customs of internment of •
Afro-Americans in early New York needs to be undertaken in
order to assess the full significance of the burial ground
site. The burying ground seems to have been in use from at •
least li4:. In that year, the Afro-Americans who were tried
and executed in New York's 50-called "Negro conspiracy" were •probably buried here (stokes 1915: IV, 292). An account of
this "conspiracy," the trials[ and the resulting executions is

•
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•

contained in Judge Daniel Horsmanden's Journal of the
proceedinas in the Detection of the Conspiracy formed bv Some
White PeDDle in conjunciton with Negro and Other Slaves for
Burnine the city of New-York in America and Murderina the
Inhabitants, published in 1744, and in navis (1985). The
"Great Negro Plot" was not the large-scale planned slave
revolt depicted by prosecutors. But a rash of fires ano

robberies in early 1741 had led to a certain level of panic,
especially as prosecutors began to elicit confessions. The
"confessions" pointed to widespread unrest among the slave
population, and testimony to the effect that blacks
congregated either to plot criillesor just express hostility
toward their masters struck fear into New Yorkers •. Fear of
the city's two thousand blacks on the part of its nine
thousand whites ran high in this period, especially since the
1712 uprising in which white citizens were ambushed and
brutally killed, followed by the suicides of six black
consFirators and the brutal execution of nineteen others
(Davis 1985: 53-55). Severe restrictions on the movements anc
activities of blacks had been enforced, but an "underworld"

had developed nonetheless (Davis 1985: 2-4).
Within this "underworld", blacks met socially at

designated places during their off-hours, sometimes secretly
and sometimes more or less openly. No "Great Negro Plot" to
burn the-entire city and kill the whites was hatched in these
meeting places in 1741. Nevertheless, Davis argues that it
was not just paranoia that lee to the consFiracy theory, the
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•
trials, and the executions, but that small-scale conspiracies
in fact were formed among the black slaves. The adoption of
still more stringent slave laws that restricted movement and •
assembly followed the 1741 season of panic (Davis 1985).

In all, thirty-four people were executed during the
spring and summer of 1741. Thirteen African-American men were

•
burned at the stake, and an additional twenty-one were hanged.
Four white people were also hanged as conspirators. The
public executions took place as usual in the commons, probably

•
on the small island between the Collect and the "Little
collect," but no account of the burials following the •
executions has been found. Those who were not burned at the
stake were hanged to rot in public view in the Commons for
many weeks. It stan9s to reason the bodies would have been •
interred 1n unmarked graves in the common ground.

The Negro's Burying Ground would certainly have been
notorious after the executions of 1741, but the ground may
well have been in use much earlier. The 1712 revolt had also

•
led to executions in the Commons, and a nearby burial ground
may have been in use at that time. The city's black popu-
lation, slave and free, may have used the ground regularly (as

•
suggested in .the Valentine article cited previously), as no
other such cemetery is known from the records. •

John Teller, claimant to the old Van Borsum/Roeloff
estate including the Block 154 property, petitioned the Common
council in 1753 for a grant of land in exchange for the "Negro •
burying ground," in addition to a piece of land (probably to .

•
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•
the east) on which a pottery stood (MCC V: 416). It is not
clear what prompted this petition (although it was probably an•
attempt to preempt Kip in the dispute over the property), nor
is there any further mention of it in the minutes. On the
1754 Maerschalck p1~n a dashed line running along the north of
the burying ground may denote either the property line or an

•
actual fence enclosing the ground (see Figure 3). The plan
shows a gate or gatehouse at the Broadway end of this dashed•
line, suggesting there was in fact a fence of some kind. By
1768, Teller was occupying a house on the ground, "had a fence
enclosing the burying-ground and claimed it as his property
•••and took payment for the use of the ground". During the

•
Revolutionary War, the British army occupied the land,
destroyed the houses and fence, and used the burying ground•
for deceased American prisoners of war (Stokes 1915: IV, 394).

• the south and to the west of the "Little collect," immediately
By the 1730's, potteries were located in the area just to

adjacent to Block 154. Ketchum notes that "tf]rom the
earliest times clay was dug from the banks of the collect and
the sides of the nearby hillock" which became known as "pot
Baker's Hill. The first known potter in the area is thought
to have been William crolius, as depicted on Grim's 1813 plan.of the area in 1742, although the accuracy of this map is
uncertain (see Figure IS). The crolius pottery stOOD to the

•

•
• east of Block 154. Crolius family potters continued to

operate in the area until 1814. other potters in the area
surrounding Block 154 included the Remmeys (probably to the

•
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•

•
northeast) and the Campbells, whose works were located dir-
ectly accross Broadway from Block 154 until 1799 (Ketchum
1970: 23-29; Grim 1813b). Brick kilns were located within the
Commons during this period as well (Valentine 1856: 427-

• 28) •

There is no evidence that pottery kilns stood within the

•
present limits of Block 154. The presence of pottery kilns,
ancillary structures, waste heaps, and so forth within the
project area, however, cannot be entirely ruled out, given tte
dense concentration of potteries in the immediate area during

• the latter half of the eighteenth century. Both the Ratzer

•

Plan depicting New York in 1766 and the Holland map of 1776
shOW struct~res on the block which may be associated with
potteries (see Figures 16 and 17). The maps also indicate but
do not identify structures along Broadway. Both maps depict a

building in the northeast corner of the block, on the
....sou ...n

• boundary of the Rutgers property. On the Holland map this
building appears to straddle the line of present day Elk
Street. The nature of this structure is not known.

• Eighteenth-century deeds that have been examined for the
corner property do not mention any structures (New York County

Deeds 52: 242, 328).

• The Ratzer Plan does not identify the burying ground, nor
does the Holland map of 1776. The buildings shown seem to be
on the north side of the Kip/Rutgers boundary line, indicatir.g

• that they were in fact outsiae the burying ground.

• -£1-
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•
FIGURE 17. Portion of Helland's Ma~ of the City of New York
showing the projec~ area in 1776. ~o~e the structures on the
way Block that may have been associated with early potter~es
(Holland 1776).
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•
A number of public buildings in the immediate vicinity of

Block 154 affected the character of the area (Valentine 1858:
426-39). One block to the sou~h, on the south side of •
Chambers Street, barracks were erected shortly after 1757 (see
Figure 17). The barracks were leased to families as dwellings
in 1784. Later this was the site of the second city alms- •
house, built in 1796. The first site of the New York Hospital
was across Broadway between Duane and Worth streets. Begun in
1775, the unfinished structure was occupied by the Eritish •
during the Revolutionary War, and was finally completed and
opened in 1791. It stood at this site until 1869. The city's
powder magazine was located to the northeast of Block 154 •
between 1728 and 1785, on the small island or neck of land
between the Collect and Little collect ponds.

•
3. Nineteenth century

Development of Block 154 was rapid once it had been
lotted. The major impetus for this development was the growth
of the city's population that led to expansion northward along
main thoroughfares such as Broadway. The commercial expansion
which followed the War of 1812 gradually led to a shift from
mixed commercial/residential to wholly commercial use of
property along Broadway.

The project area was never one of the city's upper-class
or even micdle-class residential neighborhoods. Its residents
were artisans or working-class in the first half of the
century. By the 1860's, warehouses and light manufacturing

•

•

•
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•

establishments replaced residences and small businesses in
this area, and smaller buildings were torn down and replaced
by factory/warehouses of five stories or more which extended
over their entire lots. This part of Broadway had become the
foremost retail district in New York by mid-century.

The Block 154 lots that were partitioned in 1787 (on the
north) and 1795 (on the south) were sold and quickly develop-
ed, beginning with the Broadway properties. The tax roll of
1799 indicates that almost all of the lots on the north side
of the block had been sold off and built upon. The estate of
Henry H. Kip still owned several lots (including two on
Broadway and five along Reed Street), but houses had been
built upon approximately half of the lots and construction was
underway on others (New York City Record of Assessment, 1799).
Lots along Reed (Reade), Barley (Duane), and Little Ann
(Elro/Elk) streets and the Alley were not yet numbered in 1799.
Reed street east of Broadway was simply designated "Upper
Reed" at this time (New York City Directories). Earley was a
new street, but would be made into an extension of Duane in
1809. Republican Alley was known as Republic Lane.

The first residents of the block included cartrnen,

carpenters, coopers, masons, upholsterers, laborers, a
shoemaker, and a tailor (New York city Directories, 1799).
Many of the owners and residents listed on the tax rolls coule
not be located in the directory; however, it appears that many
of the new buildings were not owner-occupied, and that
artisans were typical resicents{ along with cartmen and a few

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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laborers. Some of the many individuals listed in the
directory with construction-related occupations were probably
artisans working on new houses on the block.

Residents who paid real estate taxes in 1799 included
potter Henry Bogart, who owned the westernmost house on Barley
street; however, there is no indication that his pottery works
was located on the site. Just east of Bogart, cartman John
Van Buskirk owned a new house, and his eastern neighbor was
upholsterer Grant Cottle, who had two lots. Further east on
Barley lived Weart Valentine and John Freclon, who are not
listed in the directory, and John Pool, a cooper. On Broadway
lived the Widow Bruce, whose house at the corner of Barley was
unfinished at the time of the tax assessment, her neighbor
Robert Allen, and Alexander Clark, who owned three houses at
the corner of Reed and appears to have lived in the middle
one. Charles Field lived in the third completec house to the
east on Reed Street, and Hugh McCormick had one of the houses
on Republican Alley (New York city Record of Assessment: New

York City Directories, 1799).
By 1802 the streets had been nu~ered and very few lots

remained undeveloped in the project area (see Figure 18).
Houses seem to have been about 50% owner-occupied, the rest
having one or more tenants (New York city Record of Assessment
1802). Artisans and laborers continued to live here (New York
City Directories, 1802). The 1812 residents of Block 154 were
of approximately the same occupational status as those of
1802, "mostly artisans and cartmen, with a few merchants,
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•
replaced builders, perhaps indicating the establishment of a
residential/commercial neighborhood. Most houses were not

owner-occupied. •
In the early nineteenth century, Block 154 was just

across the street from the famous Manhattan Company water-
works. Wells and springs with public pumps had supplied New •
Yorkers with water until the end of the eighteenth century,
but the water had become increasingly brackish and contamin-
ated. The Tea water pump provided the best drinking water •
from springs associated with the Collect, but this source
inadequate to the growing city's needs as the nineteenth

•century begaD. The Manhattan Company, incorporated in li99,
was actually begun as a banking venture of Aaron Burr and
others (in competition with Alexander Hamilton), but it
provided New York's first pipeline water system (Hall 1918).
The Company bought up a great deal of property adjacent to the
south and east of the Elock 154 project area. Hall's

•

description of the waterworks' physical plant is here

excerpted:
In prosecuting the water-works business, the company

sank a number of wells [these were across Elm Street from •
Block 154], built tanks and reservoirs, and extended its
distributing system [pipelines built of pine logs]
generally throughout the city below Chambers street. In
1836 the system was extended northward along Broadway as
far as Eleecker street, when the company had about 25
miles of mains and supplied about 2,000 houses .••One •
consDicuous landmark of the old water works was the
Chambers Street reservoir •••lt stood on the north side of
Charr~ers street between Broadway and Park Row ...Another
landmark of the comoanv was the tank which stood on the
northwest corner of-Reade and center streets ..• (Hall
1918: 519-20) •

•
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"Manhattan Wells" became a place-name for the property
owned by the company, and was used in the clarkson Cro1ius
pottery marks of the period (Ketchum 1970: 29). It is
possible that the Manhattan Company's pipelines served some of
the buildings in the Block 154 project area after 1836. The
company continued in operation until the opening of the Croton
Aqueduct in 1842. Huge iron works had rep~aced the remaining
potteries and water works in this part of the Sixth Ward by

mid-century.
During the 1820's and 1830's, tenements and commercial

operations continued to occupy the block. Among the homes and
workshops on Duane street stood the Rutgers Medical College.
It occupied the double lot later numbered 66-68 Duane Street.
(The 1828 Goodrich Map, which is a schematic depiction, shows
the college a~ what would later be 80 Duane; however, tax
records indicate the college stood several lots further east
[Goodrich 1828; New York City Record of Assessment 1830]).
This medical school was a branch of the Rutgers College at New
Brunswick, and was open between 1827 and the late 1830'S. The
city considered purchasing the building as a potential cholera
hospital in 1833 (when another epidemic was feared), or as a
curative hospital or prison. But the site was considered
inappropriate: "Its situation is on a forty feet street,
compactly built upon, and densely populated," and poor
ventilation and lack of open space were considered detrimental
to health (New York city Board of Aldermen 1833: Documents 25,

•

•

•

•
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•
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41). Subsequently the building became a restaurant and later
apartments and shops (stokes 1915: IV, 1748).

The 1833 description of Duane street reflects the growth
of the working-class Sixth Ward, which was soon to be the most
densely populated area of New York. By mid-century, residents
of the buildings on the block held a very wide variety of
occupations and various businesses leased offices in the
buildings (Doggett 1851). SOIDe tenants both lived and worked
on the premises, while others only had office or workshop
space in the buildings. Only one lot, 30 Reade street,
appears to have been occupied by its owner, jeweler Joseph
Deguerre. Block 154 was clearly one of the better blocks in
the Sixth Ward which at this time was notorious for its slum
to the west at Five points. Huge iron works stood in the
blocks immediately to the east of the project area, across Elm
Street (Perris 1853). Many laborers lived in the vicinity of
this industrial district (pernicone 1973: 43). In the space
of one block, Block 154 represented an eastward transition
from the solidly respectable Broadway "facade" to the city's

industrial core.
The first houses on Block 154 were probably frame,

although the variation in assessed value indicates differences
in size and quality (New York city Record of Assessment 1799,
1802). It is apparent from the tax records that some of the
owners of lets on Reade Street had second houses built on the
alley side of the property, or leased or sold the alley half
of their lots (e.g. New York County Deeds 99: 525, which
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conveys an alley lot). This was not possible on the Duane
street side of the block, because the northern 'lots at first
did not extend through to the alley. Deeds from the late
eighteenth and early nineteenth century apparently resolved
this property alignment, as lots were squared off or Duane
street owners acquired the irregular pieces back to the alley
(New York County Deeds 52: 242, 328; 77: 9; 101: 321; 112:
504). As late as 1818, the 74 Duane Street lot still had a
diagonal rear property line (Jarvis 1818). It is not known
who had use of these parcels while negotiations were being
made. Eventually all of the Reade street and several of the
Duane street parcels hac two buildings, one facing the street

and one on Republican Alley.
The 1853 Perris map depicts numerous small,structures

along Reade, Duane, anc Republican Alley, however, on Duane
and Broadway larger structures that occupied entire lots were
beginning to replace them (see Figure 19). Frame buildings
stood at the corner of Broadway and Duane, at 70 Duane, 60

Duane, 12 Elm, at the south corner of Elm and the Alley, at
14-18 Reade, 28 Reade, and on a few of the Republican Alley
lots. The remaining buildings were constructed of brick. The
smaller buildings were dwellings or dwellings with stores,
whereas the newer and larger structures were commercial
fac~ories or warehouses designated as "hazardous" on the fire

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
maps.

• The city widened Reade Street in 1857, causing the lots
along its northern sioe to be truncated by twenty-five feet.

•
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FIGU?E 19. Por~ion 0= 1853 Perris map showing the struc~ura:
development of the Broadway Block during the mid-nineteent~ •
ce~tury (Perris 1853).
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This probably speeded the replacement of older structures by
deeper and taller ones that extended back to t~e alley.
Figure 20 depicts some of the lots which were affected and the
existing structures in 1857. The 1857 Perris map shows frame
structures still standing at 12 Elm, 60 Duane, 70 Duane, and
on the corner of Broadway and Duane (Perris 1857).

An 1865 elevation of the buildings that fronted Eroadway
(from Valentine's Manual of the Corporation of New York)
illustrates the period's typical style of commercial
architecture (see Figure 21). Cast-iron and stone facades in
a new Italianate style was the fashion, replacing the older
brick ones. Buildings stooo five to seven stories. This part
of Broadway had become New York's most important retail
district after 1846, when t~e famous A. T. stewart department
store (the first in the country) opened just across Reade
street to the south of the project area. The street reffiained
a leading retail thoroughfare through the remainder of the
century. The cast-iron and brick building still standing at
22-26 Reade Street (in the project area) was built in 1865-66
as a warehouse for A.T. stewart's department store.

This phase of commercial construction, begun in the
1840's, was probably completed by 1870, although only one new
building plan for a five-story brick structure at 70 Duane
street survives from 1869 (Municipal Archives Building
Records, Block 154 Lot 17). The neighborhood hac lost its
rewainin~ residential character; light factories, offices, and
warehouses now occupied the u?per stories of buildings.
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FIGURE 21. 1865 elevation of the buildings that fronted Broadway
which illustrates the typical style of mid nineteenth-century com-
mercial architecture in New York (Valentine 1865: 564).



Although new building permits are missing, 1880's records
indicate that most buildings on Duane and Reade streets were
5-story brick structures that covered the entire lot, through
to Republican Alley. The factories and warehouses underwent
alterations in the late nineteenth century that usually
consisted of the installation of elevators, fire-proofing, or
plumbing. Most contained stores/offices as well as loft space
(Municipal Archives Building Records). Most of these struc-
tures remained standing and were altered during the twentieth
century. The building at 80 Duane street is an exception. A
possible original three-story structure was replaced in 1920

by a new five-story building (see Figure 22).
At the close of the nineteenth century, the Broadway lots

saw yet another phase 6f coristruction. New buildings went up
on every property, several spanning more than one lot. South
to north, these structures included the Dun Building at 290-

294 Broadway, fifteen stories high with a brick and granite
facade (1897)i a ten-story building at 296 Broadway (1898)i a
McKim, Mead, White building at 298 Broadway, which later
incorporated 300 Broadway and was raised to ten stories (the
date of original construction is unknown; it was possibly
prior to 1894)i and the corner building at 302-304 Broadway, a
sixteen-story building constructed in the late nineteenth or
early twentieth century (later a Fordham University building) •
The continuing vitality of this part of Broadway at the turn
of the century is thus clearly reflected in impressive new
construction. Number 12 Elm Street (the only remaining Elm
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• FIGCRE 22. C.1919 photo 0: 80 Duane Street just ?rior to its
demolition. (Photo in possession of the Ne,';York Public Library I

S?ecial Collectio~s.)
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street lot) also underwent new construction in 1899; a five-
story brick building with a 17 to 20-foot deep foundation was

constructed.
All of the Broadway buildings had deep foundations and

sub-basements. 'It appears that some of the structures also
may have had deep vaults extending beneath Republican Alley.
(An elevation for the building at 298 Broadway indicates a
probable vault). Most of the late nineteenth-century
buildings on Reade and Duane streets also had sub-basements,
with the exceptions of 80, 62-64, and 60 Duane. The
structures at 16-26 Reade had vaults that extended ten feet at
the rear beneath the alley, and 72-76 Duane had vaults at the
rear, apparently only 3~-feet deep. A building record from
1946 mentions the presence of brick arches beneath the
Republican Alley sidewalk at 66-68 Duane. These were probably
the arches of nineteenth-century vaults. The vaults would
have been used for coal delivery and storage in the nineteenth
century, and later to provide light wells for basements (New
York city Municipal Archives Building Records, Block 154).

The City of New York began 'acquiring the properties
within Block 154 during the 1960's, planning to build a civic
center complete with underground mall and parking garage.
Although the civic center was never built, most of the
buildings were demolished in 1968. Exceptions are 60 and 72-
76 Duane street anc 14-26 Reade street, which remain standing.
A gas station with buriea tanks is located on the Broadway end
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•
of the block, and the rest of the area is a parking lot
surrounded by a chain-link fence.

b. specific Histories of Lots with Archeological
potential on Block 154

• Lots 12", 20/20~, and 21 (80, 62-64. and 60 Duane Street,

•
respectively) are now contained in the consolidated Lot 10 of
Block 154. The following is a summary of the history of each
of these lots, which BCI has determined to have archeological
potential. This determinat~on is based on the fact that the
last structures built on the lots had single basements. The
remaining lots of Block 154 contained buildings that occupied
the full extent of the parcel with basements and sub-basements
to a depth of approximately 20 feet. Because the excavation

•

• of these sub-basements would have destroyed underlying strata,

•
HCI has deerr.edthese remaining lots not to have archeological

potential.
Lot 12 (80 Duane Street) was designated Lot 11 on the

1787 survey map dividing the Barclay property (see Figure 12).
The property was leased by Grant Cottle in 1794 from Robert
watts, a joiner who resided on water Street (New York County
Deeds 77: 9). Cottle was an upholsterer and wallpaper
manufacturer who operated at 80 Duane until 1800. In 1802 the

•

• lot and house were taxed to Cottle, but he no longer resided
here. The tenants at that time were Charles Simmons, a mason,

• and Samuel Ashmore, an upholsterer. Watts, the owner, con-
veyed the lot to Thomas and Susan BarclaYi it was subsequently
sold by them in 1807 to "grocer" Michael Miller, (who had
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•
occupied the lot since 1804 (New York city Record of
Assessment; New York city Directories). This deed also
conveyed a piece of land along the alley to the rear of the
lot that Thomas Barclay had purchased from Henry Van
Solingens. This was the small triangle of old Kip ground
between the'Rutgers boundary and the alley (Republican Alley)
that was laid out in 1797. Miller was listed as a distiller
on Barley (Duane) street from 1804 until 1848. The distillery
or store was located on Lot 12 (80 Duane), his home being on
the next lot to the west.

The succeeding occupant of the distillery was Benjamin
Lowerre, a syrup manufacturer who lived in Brooklyn. The 1851

directory lists Lowerre, Trautmann, and Co., Cordials, at 82
Duane (Doggett 1851). Occupants for the second half of the
nineteenth century have not been traced. Miller's heirs sold
the property to Margaret and Albert Van Saun in 1858, who in
turn sold it to William Harrison in 1865. Harrison conveyed
the lot ~o Hugh Ferrigan in 1866.

The first structure known to have stoo~ on the property
was Grant cottle's house and/or upholstery and wallpaper
manufactory. The workshop may have been located on the
adjacent lot to the east, which Cottle also was taxed for in
1799 (New York City Record of Assessment). Miller probably
operated his distillery out of this same house. He purchased
the lot and house for L 900 from the Barclays. In 1853, a
brick building with a boiler stood at the rear of the property
on the alley (see Figure 19). This building may have housed

•
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the still, as it is designated "hazardous." It is not known
when this brick building was constructed; it may have been
part of Miller's original distillery, or been added later for
Lowerre's syrup/cordial distillery. The building at the front
of the property is designated as a dwelling; however the
tenants are unknown. It is likely that the building shown in
Figure 22 is the same structure. An 1875 building alteration
application refers to a three-story brick building standing on
this lot that was known as the "Pattulo House." By 1894, the
fire insurance map depicts a single three-story brick buil~ing
with a baserr.entthat covered the entire lot. This was
replaced in 1920 by a five-story brick building.

Lot 20/20~ (62-64 Duane) ·are within Lot 17 on the 1787
Barclay's survey map and Lots 58 and 59 on the 1795 partition
map of the Kip land (see Figure 12). They are the second and
third 2S-foot lots west from the corner of Little Ann/Elm/Elk

street.
Lot 20, the western lot, was conveyed from Isaac Van

Vleck to Robert Snow probably in 1796 (New York County Deeds
52: 328). Van Vleck was one of the parties to the partition
of the old Kip land to the south. Apparently he had acquired
claim to the property within "Lot 17" of the Barclay lands,
for he also conveyed Lots 20~ and 21 (62 and 60 Duane).
Neither Van Vleck, a notary pUblic, or Snow, an accountant,
ever resiced at this address. Lot 20 was sold by Robert Snow
to Edward ~itchell before 1799 (New York County Index to
Deeas, Block 154; New York city Record of Assessment, 1799).

•
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Mitchell had to acquire the rear portion of his lot from Henry
Teller via a separate deed: however the deed has not been
found, but was probably recorded in 1812 (New York County
Index to Deeds, Block 154). Mitchell, a book binder and
seller, did not live in the house (he is listed at Maiden
Lane), and the 1802 tax roll lists Caleb Boyle, a portrait
painter, as tenant. Boyle was also listed at 12.Fair Street,
but by 1810, was no longer listed at the Duane Street address.
By 1612, Abner Curtis, a marshall, lived here, along with
Fairchild White, of unknown occupation (New York city
Directories). The lot was taxed to a David S. Lyon in 1820,
but no deed has been recorded conveying the lot to him (New
York City Record of Assessment). In 1825, James Englishbee
w~s awarded Lot 20 in chancery. court (New York County Deeds

174: 128, 187: 237).
Lot 20~ (62 Duane) was conveyed from Isaac Van Vleck to

Richard Wilkeson in 1797. Wilkeson immediately conveyed to
Frederick Bindover (alternately spelled Bienhauer, pincover or
Eincover), the lot b~ing "part of land in Lot 17 heretofore
Barclay's land" and part of two lots 58 and 50 "lately of E.
Kip and others" (see Figure 12: New York County Deeds 52:
1797). A Frederick "Fine" was taxed for this lot in 1799 (but
did not live there), and a Frederick pincover in 1802. Andrew
Peach was listed as tenant in 1802, but no occupation was
give~ in the directories (New York City Record of Assessment;
New York City Directories, 1802). In 1812, the Double
Directory lists a "Mrs. Bard" at this location, and her

•
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•
occupation is listed simply as "wash." Bard was not found in

any other directory before or after i8l2.
A deed recorded in 1816 conveyed the property at the rear

of this lot from Henry Teller to Frederick Bienhauer. This
piece was "bounded southerly in front by Republican Alley," to
the east by property of Joseph Earle, to the north by
Bienhauer, and to the west by Mitchell (New York County Deeds
112: 504). when Bienhauer acquired the lot, its southern
boundary was given as the Alley. It thus appears that a
parcel of ground between the Duane street lot and the actual
line of Republican Alley remained disputed and possibly
undeveloped for a period of time while ownership was decided.

In 1834, James Englishbee acquired the lot in a court
decision. It is not known why these two lots (20 and 20~)
were subject to Chancery proceedings. They were both
subsequently sold by Englishbee to Myer Myers via Abraham Van
Wyck in 1839 (New York county Deeds 354: 326; 392: 460). In
the 1850's, Myers conveyed the lots to a William Inglis, who
then conveyed them to James Conner (New York county Deeds 760:
168; 767: 258). Conner conveyed them to Robert Hoe in 1862
(New York county Deeds 857: 214). Occupants of the lots are
not known between 1812 and 1862. The 1851 reverse directory
does not list 62 Duane, and lists 64 as "unoccupied." In
1882, the lot was occupied by a factory owned by Robert Hoe
(New York city Municipal Archives Building Records; Doggett

1851) •

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

• -103-



•
The 1853 perris map indicates that the two lots were

occupied by joined brick buildings (see Figure 19). These
buildings may have been under construction in 1851, when they
were listed as "unoccupied." The "hazardous" designation
indicates they may have housed a factory of some kind. The
rear of the building is set slightly back from the alley. An
1882 building alteration application describes 62 Duane as a
25 by 74-foot structure on a 25 by 80-foot lot, five stories
with a ten-foot foundation (New York City Municipal Archives
Building Records). No new building record survives for this
lot or the adjoining one to the west. It seems likely that
the structure(s) shown on the 1853 map survived until the
twentieth century. The slight set-back at the rear of the 5-
story joined building (with single basement) is shown on the
1894 and 1923 Sanborn Maps. Although the interior is
different, probably because it is shown in more detail, the
building is probably the same one depicted in 1853. In the
twentieth century, the building housed the canfield paper
company shipping offices and warehouse (Sanborn 1894, 1923).

Lot 21 (60 Duane) also falls within Lot 17 on the 1787
Barclay"'s survey map and Lots 58 and 59 on the 1795 partition
map of the Kip land (see Figure 12). It is located at the
corner of Anthony/Duane and Little Ann/Elm Streets. The 24 by
74-foot lot was conveyed from Isaac Van Vleck to Richard
wilkeson in 1797, then from wilkeson to Peter Pride (New York
County Deeds 52: 242). Apparently the parcel included what
was later to become Lot 22, the southern h2lf of the property.

•
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The lot passed from the Wagstaffs in 1860, ultimately to

William Wetmore and Lyman Taylor (New York County Deeds 803:
505, 506; 827: 54, 57; 842: 273). A deed recorded in 1866

•
conveys the lot from wetmore and Charles Havens to Matthew
McCullough, and it subsequently passed to William Havernayer in
1867 and to Benedict stewart in 1882 (N.Y. county Deeds 1032:

116) •

• This lot was probably empty when Van Vleck conveyed it to
Wilkeson. Peter Pride was a carpenter who moved several times

•
r

in the 1790's to different addresses in this part of the city,
possibly building new houses (New York city Directories). He
probably built a house on this lot, which he later sold to
Wagstaff. A frame dwelling with a store on the first floor is
indicated on Figure 19. Sometime before 1883, this dwelling
was replaced by a brick building of five stories, which still•
stands on the lot. This building has a single basement, and

• covers the entire 25 x 50-foot lot.

•
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IV. ARCHITECTURAL COMPONENT OF THE FOLEY SQUARE

CULTURAL RESOURCE SURVEY

•Primary'and Secondary Impact Areas

Hcr was asked to survey the primary and secondary
impact areas of the Foley square project to locate any
designated o~ proposed National Register, New York State
Register, or New York city landmark buildings and/or
districts. The primary and secondary impact areas,

•

•
approximately a 50-plus block area, contain many of the
city's and nation's most important historical, architec-
tural, and engineering landmarks. The staffs of the New •
York State preservation Office, New York City Landmarks
Preservation Commission, and National Park Service were
consulted and have produced the following recognized
individual buildings as well as historic districts (see

•
Figure 23):

1. city Hall •
Located within city Hall Park, this National Historic

Landmark is also a New York City landmark. •2. Tweed Courthouse
This National Historic Landmark is located at 52

Chambers Street and is also a New York city landmark. •

•
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FIGL,'"RE 23. Ma.? show'ing the blocks of the proje::t area as well as the pr irrary
and secondary ~ct areas. (Mapprovide:i by Edwards & Kelcey Engineers, Inc.)
In addition, the follOW'ing designated National/New York State Register or New
York City 1andrrerk buildings and/or districts have teen indicated.:
1. City Hall 15. Tribeca v-est Historic District
2. Tweed courtrouse 16. 85 leonard Street
3. portions of City Hall Station, 17 . Fonner New York Life Insurance

IRl' Su1:wayStation Building
4. Municipa.l Building 18. 361 Broadway (Jarres \tillite
5. united States Courthouse Building)
6. New York County Courthouse 19.' Tri.beca East Historic District
7. Surroaate's Cot.J.r""'L.n::mse 20. Firel"Duse, Encrine Co. 31
8. Forner Emigrant Savings Bank 21. Church of the ~Transfiguration

Building (Lutheran Zion Church)
9 . Sun Buildi..Yig (A.T. Ste'.~art) 22 . Edward Mconey House

10. 287 Broadwav 23. Mariners TemPle
11. Cary Buildi.;g 24. Alfred E. smit.h House
12. Tribeca SOut,."1Historic District 25. St. Janes Church
13. 8 Thomas Stree,,: 26. First Shearith Israel GraveYa!
14 . 319 Broadway 27. Brooklyn Bridqe

•
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•
3. Portions of City Hall Station,

IRT subway Statlon
This New York City landmark is located in the vicinity •

of City Hall.
4. Municipal Building

This National and New York state Register building,
which is located at the intersection of chambers and Centre

•
streets, is also a New York City landmark.

5 • United states Courthouse •
This historical structure is located at Foley Square

and is listed on both the National and New York State
Registers of Historic places. It is also a New York City

landmark.

•
6. New York county Courthouse •This Kew York City landmark is located at Foley Square.
7. Surrogate1s Courthouse

Located at 31 Chambers Street, the courthouse is both a
National Historic Landmark and New York city landmark. •

8. Former Emiorant Savinas Bank Buildino
This National and New York State Register building is •located at 51 Chambers Street. It is also a New York City

landmark.
9. sun Buildinq (A.T. Stewart Department store) •Located at 280 Broadway, this National Historic

Landmark is also a New York city landmark.
10. 287 Broad~av

This historic structure is a New York City landmark.



•

•

11. carv Building
This New York city landmark is located at 105-107

Chambers Street. It is also on the National and New York

State Registers of Historic places.
12. Tribeca south Historic District

The approximate boundaries of this proposed New York
City historic district are Chambers Street on the south,
west Broadway on the west, Thomas and Duane streets on the
north, and Broadway on the east.

13. 8 Thomas Street
This New York city landmar~ is also on the National and

New York state Registers.
14. 319 Broadway

This historic building is a New York city landmark.
15. Tribeca west Historic District

The approximate boundaries of this proposed New York
City historic district are Reade Street on the south,
Greenwich Street on the west, Hubert Street on the north,

and Varick Street and Broadway on the east.
16. 85 Leonard street

This New York city landmark is also listed on the
National and New York State Registers of Historic places.

17. Former New York Life Insurance Buildina
This National and New York state Register building is

locatec at 346 Broadway. It is also a New York city

landmark.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
-l~C-



•
18. James White Building

Located at 361 Broadway, this New York city landmark is
also listed on the National and New York State Registers. •

19. Tribeca East Historic District
The approximate boundaries of this New York city

historic district are worth Street on the south, Church •
street and west Broadway on the west, Canal street on the
north, and Broad and Van Cortlandt Alley on the east. •

20. Firehouse, ~naine Companv 31
This National and New York State Register building,

which is lccated at 87 Lafayette Street, is also a New York •
City landmark.

21. Church of the Transfiouration
(Lutheran Zion Church) •Located at 25 Matt street, this New York City landmark

is also listed on the National and New York state Registers.
22. Edward Mooney House •This National and New York state Register building is

also a New York city landmark and is located at 18 Bowery.
23. Mariners Ternole

Located at 12 Oliver street, this New York City
landmark is also listed on the National and New York State

Registers. o
24. Alfred E. smith Bouse

This National Historic Landmark is located at 25 Oliver

street.



•

•

25. St. James Church
This historic church is located at 32 St. James street

ana is on the National and New York State Registers. It is

also a New York city landmark.
26. First Shearith Israel Graveyard

Located at 55-57 st. James Street, this New York City
landmark is also on the National and New York State

Registers.

•

•

•
27. Brooklyn Bricae

This National Historic Landmark is also a New York City

landmark.

B. Foley square project Area

• HCI also surveyed the extant buildings in the Foley
Square project area to evaluate their potential significance
(see Appendix for individual architectural survey forms).
Three buildings are present on the Broadway Block: 14-26
Reade Street, 60 Duane Street, and 72-76 Duane Street (see
Figure 24). There are no structures located on the
Courthouse Block; however, the foundation of the existing
u.s. Courthouse, which is listed on the National Register of
Historic places, will require minor moaifications to
accommodate two proposed tunnels connecting it with the new
courthouse, which will be located across Pearl street.

The assemblage of four buildings at 14-26 Reade Street
(a.k.a. 22 Reace Street) is an excellent example of the
Italianate, palazzo-derived architectural style that was

•
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FIGURE 24. Map of the Broadway Block showing the location
of the buildings that were architecturally surveyed by HeI.
(Map provided by Edwards & Kelcey Engineers, Inc.)
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popular for commercial buildings erected in New York City
during the mid-nineteenth century (see Figure 24). HCI has
evaluated these buildings as being potentially eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic places.

Recently, the city of New York, which owns the four
buildlngs, extensively renovated and internally connected
the structures. Architecturally, the four buildings are of
load-bearing masonry construction, with stone facades on
their upper floors and cast-iron storefronts. Number 14
Reade Street is a narrow, seven-story building of red brick,
the first five stories of which were constructed in 1886.
Its upper two stories were added in 1895 (New York City
Municipal Archives Building Records). Its facade is divided
into four parts: a first floor consisting of a cast-iron
storefront and Elk street facade with banded rustication; a
second floor of simple straight-headed windows with splayed,
keystoned lintels; third through fifth floors of straight-
headed windOWS with hooded lintels; and six and seventh
floors with windows of simple flat, box lintels.

Constructed between 1870 and 1871, 16-20 Reade Street
is composed of two, five-and-one-half story structures, one
of three bays and the other of four bays, that have been
unified by a single stone, Italianate-style facade (New York
county Record of Assessment). This facade consists of a
bracketed cornice, a molced stringcourse dividing the
plainer half story from the more ornamental, five-storied

•
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main body of the building, and a cast-iron storefront in the
Corinthian order.

Constructed between 1865 and 1866 as the warehouse for
A.T. stewart's department store located across Reade street,
22-26 Reade street is a five-and-one-half story, nine-bay
building with and Italianate stone facade (New York County
Record of Assessment). This building has the same
Corinthian, cast-iron storefront and cornice as its neighbor
to the east, thereby unifying the three distinctive facades
of the four buildings. The building's flat, ashlar stone
facade is punctuated by the relief of its ornamental windows
with architrave moldings, cap molded lintels, and molded and
eared sills. A.T. stewart's department store, which was the
first in America, is credited with being the first com-
mercial building in America to draw inspiration from the
architectural style of the palazzos of the Italian
Renaissance. Thus stewart's continued use of the Italianate
style for his warehouse is both historically and
architecturally significant.

BCI has determined that the remaining two buildings on
the ,Broadway Block, 60 and 72-76 Duane Street, do not m~et
the National Register Criteria (see Figure 24). They are
not distinguished examples of a~ architectural style, and
their architectural integrity has been compromised by recent
interior and exterior changes.

Located at the southwestern corner of Duane and Elk
streets and constructed between 1866 and 1867, 60 Duane

-, ,~-
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•
Street is a simple, five-story, load-bearing masonry
structure at the southwestern corner of Duane and Elk
streets. Its windows have stone cap lintels and plain stone
sills. Unfortunately, its original storefront and interior
have been removed.

Three independent buildings at 72-76 Duane Street are
unified internally and visually with a single facade design.
In 1684, 72-74 Duane Street were unified internally (New
York city Municipal Archive Building Records, Alteration
Application 1884: 58). Built between 1856 and 1858, 76
Duane street set the architectural precedent for the other
two buildings, which were constructed during 1865 and 1666
(New York County Records of Assessment). However, only 72
Duane street retains its architectural detailing today. It
seems quite clear that the facades of 74 and 76 Duane street
were the same as that of 72 Duane Street. The three
structures are five-story, four-bay buildings with cast-iron
storefronts in the corinthian order, bracketed and panelled
cornices, and quoins. Their larger, straight-headed second
floor windows contrast with the segmental arched windows of
their floors above. The windows of the upper floors have
simple architrave moldings and molded, eared stone sills.
The modifications of all window openings, removal of
windows, cornices and storefronts, and modification of the
interior of 74 and 76 Duane street certainly render them
ineligible for the National Register of Historic Places.
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•v. CONCLUSIONS· AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Courthouse Block project Area (Blocks 160 and 161)
•

Based on the history of the use and development of Blocks
160 anc 161 during the late nineteenth and twentieth
centuries, and on soil borings·data, the C~urthouse Block
project area seems to have unusual archeological potential.
The twentieth-century uses of the blocks as a park and parking
lot probably minimally impacted archeological deposits that
may be extant. In fact, these uses may have served as a
protective cap for the deposits. Geological borings data also
support this view. Furthermore, the stratigraphy of Block 160·
appears to be complex and possibly indicative of substantial
pre-nineteenth-century filling. Given these factors, all 44
lots of Blocks 160 and 161 within the Courthouse Block project
area are judged to have unusual archeological potential.

Two sets of borings data for Block 160 provide excellent
information for synthesizing the stratigraphy of the block and
ascertaining its archeological potential. One series of
borings was taken during the 1960's near the corner of Baxter
Street and park Rowand toward the front of lots along Baxter
Street (Giles 1963). A second series of borings of Block 160.

•

•

•

•
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was taken for the current project further to the west and more
evenly distributed than the earlier series (Jersey Drilling
and Boring Co. 1988). Synthesized together, these borings
data suggest that the block is composed of four macro-strata:
1) miscellaneous fill and building debris in the basements of
the structures demolished during this century that extend to a
depth of six to nine feet below grade; 2) fine medium brown
sand that begins below the uppermost stratum of building
debris and miscellaneous fill, slopes westward and northward

•

•
from the frontage of Baxter Street and the corner of Baxter

• Street and Park Row, and extends to a depth of about 20· feet
below grade; 3) cinders variously mixed with miscellaneous
soil, brick, and mortar in the western half of the block that

• overlay the stratum of brown sand; and 4) black organic clayey
silt with peat that extends between 11 and 20 feet below grade
located along Pearl Street along the southern 100 feet of the
block. This reconstruction must be considered conjectural be-•
cause of difficulties in rectifying the locations of borings

•
and the various drillers' soil descriptions.

Based on the documentary record, it is estimated that
there is a low probability that prehistoric archeological

•
remains exist at Blocks 160 and 161. It is probable, however,
that the historical archeological remains exist at the two
blocks. It is most probable that the archeological remains of

•
t~nyards anc cornrr.ercialand residential development that date
to the Colonial and Federal periods (pre-18l2) exist on Elock
160, as well as the remair.s of the nineteenth-century Five

•
__ n
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Points neighborhood. In addition, it is probable that the
remains or evidence of the East River outlet of the Collect
Pond will be uncovered. Archeological testing should be
undertaken to verify that the" construction of Cardinal Hayes
and Kent places involved filling above the historic surfaces
rather than grading below them~ If, indeed, it is verified
that the 20-foot-wide swath across the middle of 24 Baxter
Street to the rear of 16 Baxter Street did involve filling,
there is high potential that the area beneath Cardinal Hayes
and Kent places will contain intact archeological d~posits.
Clearly the area of 14-16 Baxter Street surrounding the 22-
foot-deep concrete chamber and oil tanks for the Courthouse
should be considered archeologically disturbed. Archeological
monitoring of their removal, however, may reveal informa~ion
regarding the soil and water conditions below the 22-foot
depth, particularly about possible early filling of the
periphery of the Collect Pond.

There is also potential for finding archeological evidence
of the East River outlet of the Collect Pond within the project
area. While it seems likely that pearl street was laid out
along the outlet, the relationship between the two is not
known. A historic illustration depicts the outlet as a brook
that ran down pearl Street, but it is impossible to judge its
accuracy (see Figure 2). It is not known if the outlet changed
size, location, or configuration over time. The outlet may
have been filled and channelized as part of the refinements of •

•

•

•

•

•

•
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the urban street grid and filling of the Collect Pond.
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Interestingly, tanyards continued operating outside the project
area on Block 160 and across Cross Street until as late as
1818, at least seven years after the filling of the Collect
Pond. This raises the question whether the area remained
sufficiently low-lying and muddy that the tan vats were fed
from the springs below, or whether actions were taken to divert
or channelize the outlet. If remains of the outlet exist, they
will be impacted by excavations across Pearl Street for the
tunnel between the Courthouse Annex and the u.s. Courthouse as
well as along the Pearl Street frontage of Block 160. The
tunnel across Pearl Street, in particular, offers a unique
opportunity.to investigate this important natural and
historical feature. Every attempt should be made to optimize

this opportunity.
Potential deposits attributable to the Colonial ana

Federal periods include 1) tanyards on lots along Pearl street
dating c. 1750's to 1812; and 2) residential and commercial
development dating c. 1755 to 1820 along Pearl street east of
lot #9 and at locations in the northern portion of Block 160
fronting worth Street and the Baxter Street frontage of t~e
block. This Colonial residential and commercial development
is depicted on the Eolland Map of 1754 and its Federal-period
counterpart is contained in deeds and tax assessment records
(see Figure 4). Representativ~ of this development are
parcels occupied by or associated with carpenter Obediah
wells, carpenter Henry Lott, baker Tobias Hoffman, and others

(Elock 160, Lots 6-9, inclusive).

•
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Based on ~istoric maps, tanyards seem to have been
restricted to a corridor fronting pearl street and the lower
portion of Cross Street on BloCK 160. Within the project
area, tanyards are most likely to be present on Lots 1 through
16. These lots were among the holdings of the Nine partners,
which owned and/or operated at least two tanyaras on parcels
that extended along Pearl and Cross streets. As part of the
Nine partners holdings, Lots 14-17 were owned and/or operated
by Jacobus Quick during the 1770's to c. 1785 and then by
Phillip Arcularius. Lots 10-13 were owned by John and George
Shaw; George and Jacob Shaw; tanner John Leake; and finally
Phillip Arcularius and Jacob Grim until 1816. Tanner William
Bryden operated a tanyard on Arcularius and Grim's property
until just prior to 1812. Lots 6-9 were owned by John and
George Shaw and then George and Jacob Shaw, who subdivided and
sold the parcels for non-tannery use after 1785. Lots 1-5
were owned by Abel Hardenbrook, who sold them for non-tannery
use by the close of the eighteenth century. Because the
relationship of pearl street to the outlet of the Collect pond
is unknown, it is possible that there are remains of tanyards

beneath Pearl street.
Of the features contained in a tanyard, tan vats have the

greatest potential for· preservation. They most likely would
be oblong, wooden boxes containing mud, leather remains, and

the partially decomposed residue of bark. The tannic acid
from this bark might have aided the preservation of the vat.
It has been reported that a feature of this description was
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uncovered during the excavation for the Pace University
building near what was historically Beekman's Swamp (Ebbitts
1989: personal communication). Other tanyard features might
include structural remains, leather remains, strata high in
organic matter from the bark, bark crushing apparatus, and the
tool kit of tanners and possibly curriers.

If the remains of Colonial and Federal period tanyards
were found within the project area, it would represent one of
the first opportunities to document and investigate resources
of this type and period. A review of the archeological
literature reveals only three archeological investigations of
tanyarcs to date, none of which is of an equivalant time
period and Iocational context to that of the project area. A
technologically primitive tanyard in Frederick, Maryland that
dates from the eighteenth through twentieth centuries has been
investigated by MAAR Associates, Inc. of Newark, Delaware.
Post-1850's tanyards in Wilmington, Delaware that used
industrial (chemical) processes and transportation facilities
have been documented by scholars from the Hagley Foundation.
A Revolutionary War-era tan vat at the Baylor's Massacre Site
near the Hackensack River in New Jersey also has been
excavated, but its industrial archeological research value was

.de-emphasized in favor of its Revolutionary War associations.
The archeological remains of tanyards in the project area, ,if
present, represent a unique opportunity to investigate New
York City's tanning industry of the colonial and Federal
periods. This investigation would include the examination of
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•
issues of technological change that led to the industry's
exodus from the city and its transition from a small, locally

based industry to a world industry.
The residential and commercial development of the

Colonial and Federal periods within the project area, if
present, would consist of the foundations of small, modest
frame and brick buildings that were erected as combined homes
and workplaces of artisans and small merchants. The parcels
of or associated with carpenter Obediah Wells, carpenter Henry
Lott, baker Tobias Hoffman (Block 160, Lots 6-9), and others
are representative of this development. Other archeological
remains of this development would include privy chambers,
cisterns, and dump concentrations. Remains of this type and
period would have the highest likelihood of having been
truncated by later development, a product of the processes of
urban growth and development illustrated in Figure 25. These
archeological remains would contribute to New York ~ity's
growing Federal-period archeological data base and could prove
particularly informative about 1) the social consequences of
the city's post-Revolution port development and business
expansion; 2) the separation of the home and workplace: 3) the
development of neighborhoods for the city's working class and
working poor: and 4) how transitions from industrial to
residential and commercial uses and development occur.

It is probable that archeological remains of the Five
points neighborhood, America's most notorious nineteenth-
century slum, are extant within the courthouse Block project
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•
area. This nineteenth-century component should be present
throughout the project area. Typical evidence would consist of
the structural remains of frame, metal, or brick buildings and

additions that range considerably in size, age, and
substantiality of construction. Also typical would be features
such as privy chambers, cisterns, dump concentrations, and
yards and basements used as living areas. In addition,
features might include sewer and water lines and other evidence"
of municipal services. Like the potential remains of the
Colonial and Federal periods, the archeological deposits that
date to the early years of the occupation of Five points could

•

•

•

•
be truncated by the large-sized later development. This should

be particularly true for those lots on the eastern side of

BaxtEtr Street where buildings nearly a full-lot in size were •
later constructed. Documentary research suggests that the
archeological remains of the 1860's-1880's, when the density of
occupants was very high and the city ineffectively enforced
health and sanitation legislation, may be the most
archeologically unexpected and complex. It is possible that
tenement yards of this period may contain the remains of
several privies and cisterns per lot, the locations of which
may be atypical from earlier periods. These may co-occur with
and be connected to sewer and water hook ups on the same
property. Excavations at columbus park, located across worth
street from Block 160 and historically known as Mulberry Bend,
by the City's Parks and Recreation Department in 1986 uncovered •
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•

nineteenth-century basements and artifacts. This certainly
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suggests that the presence of such remains on blocks 160·and
161 is quite probable (Pagano 1989: personal communication;
Hansen 1989: personal communication; Ferguson 1986).

The archeological remains of America's most notorious

nineteenth-century slum, if extant, are judged to have
considerable'archeological and historical research value.
These remains would contribute new data on the life and living
conditions of the immigrant working poor in addition to the
characteristics and historical development of a slum. These
data coule prove central to the investigation of such funda-
mental social historical and social scientific topics as the
processes of urbanization, immigration, and industrialization
in America. As more nineteenth-century archeoloSical sites
representative of populations of varied social-economic classes
and ethnic backgrounds are investigated in New York city (the
25 Barrow Street, Greenwich Mews, and Sullivan Street sites in

Greenwich Village--which all date to the nineteenth.century,
are notable examples), it will become increasingly important to
have comparative data from the sites of the working poor, such
as offeree by Blocks 160 and 161. Interest in the poorer
classes of New York City seems to be growing; the new Tenement
Museum, the Chinatown History project, and the City's
excavation of the almshouse at City Hall park all focus on the

city's poorer, immigrant populations.
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•
B. Broadway Block Project Area (Block 154)

Remains of the eighteenth-century Negro burying ground •
may be preserved below grade along a narrow strip within the
east-west leg of Republican Alley. Although the Alley has not
been built upon, deep vaults that extend from buildings
beneath the Alley on its northern and southern sides would
have destroyed any archeological remains, leaving only a
narrow strip down the middle'of the alley. It has not been
possible to pinpoint the location of all vaults in the alley,

•

•
because they are not always incicated in building records. •Building plans for the standing structure at 22 Reade Street
(formerly 14-26 Reade) indicate it has a lO-foot-wide, 22-
foot-deep vault at the rear. The standing structures at 72-76 •Duane street have approxiffiately 3~ feet of vault space at the
rear of their sub-basements. Test borings in the east-west
leg of the alley indicate the following depths of "distur- •bance" or cultural material (New York City Department of
General Services, Subsurface section, Jobs #444 and 633, New

York Civic Center):
Boring #6 - a disturbance to 10 feet below grade.
Borino #M13 - a disturbance to 19 feet below grade.
Boring #7 - a disturbance to 9 feet below grade.
Boring #M12 - a void (vault space) with concrete floor

28.5 feet below srade.
Eoring #MII - a void (vault space) with concrete floor at

12.7 feet below grade.
Evidence shows that the Eroadway lots have deep vaults

_ extending beneath the north-south leg of the alley. The
building which stood at 298 Eroacway had a vault at the rear,



•

•

as indicated on a 1960 elevation (New York City Municipal
Archives Building Records). Test borings taken in the alley
indicate that a double vault extended beneath the alley to the
rear of the Dun Building, which stood at 290-294 Broadway (New
York city Department of General Services, Subsurface section,
Job 633, New York Civic Center, Boring iM19A). A test boring
taken on the eastern side of the alley near the corner of
Reade Street indicates disturbance to a depth of approximately
20 feet, which suggests that the entire width of the alley has
been disturbed along this section (New York City Department of
General Services, Subsurface Section, Job 444, New York Civic

Center, Boring ;10).
The construction of deep sub-basements would have

obliterated any remains within the lots that fall within the
historic bounds of the cemetery, including all lots on Reade
Street and on Eroadway. Data from limited test borings, which
indicate very deep basement disturbances (Borings iMIB and
#M20), show basements of 33 feet and 21.5 feet (New York City
Department of General Services, Subsurface Section, Job #633,·
New York Civic Center). Lots to the north of the alley, which
have shallow basements (namely 62-64 Duane Street), may
contain the northern edge of the cemetery. The basements in
these lots extend to a depth of 9 feet B inches, plus footings
(New York City Municipal Archives Building Records). Remains
may be preserved below this depth if filling took place prior
to construction of the last building on the lot (c. 1852).
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The significance of Manhattan's first Negro burial ground
is based on its potential for research as well as its
association with important events in local history. The
potential for the preservation of skeletal remains is unknown;
however, even if no skeletal remains exist, any evidence of
the graves or grave goods would constitute important new
information about an aspect ,of Black life in early New York
that received little attention from contemporary chroniclers.
Because the site has been greatly disturbed through continual
building and construction of deep basements, it is likely that
only very limited remnants of intact subsurface strata exist
below Elock 154, probably within Republican Alley or possibly
below the basement of Lot 20/20~. Any such strata, however,
may contain evidence of the burial ground. Regardless of how
limited this archeological resource may be, its significance
would remain high. Infield testing is necessary to determine
whether intact subsurface strata do in fact exist. This
testing should be designed to obtain an overall idea of the
below-grade strata in" the sensitive areas of the Block, but
should be carried out in such a way that evidence of burials,

even if ephemeral, can be detected.
Within the lots of aD (Lot 12),62-64 (Lot 20/20~), and

60 (Lot 21) Duane Street, remains of domestic or commercial
structures and backyard features may exi~t. The most recent
buildings on each of these lots contained only single
basements, which would have left deep features intact (see
Figures 25). Remains of the unidentified eighteenth-century
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•
structures shown on the Ratzer and Holland maps (Figures 16
and 17), pottery works outbuildings, or the domestic and
commercial occupation of the properties may all be preserved

beneath the basements.
The presence of backyard cisterns, wells, and privies

that date to the late eighteenth century is expected in the
former backyard areas of Lots 12 and 20/20~. Piped water or
sewer systems were not available until the 1830's and 1840's.
It is possible, but not likely, that these lots received
public water supplied by the Manhattan Company after 1836.

More likely, they would have received piped water after the
opening of the Croton Aqueduct system in 1842. This means
that backyard features may have been abandoned only after
individual structures were hooked up to the city water and
sewer systems, and may therefore contain refuse deposits
dating to that time. However the potential presence of
earlier abandoned features or earlier deposits cannot be ruled

out.

•

•

•

•

•
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Lot 21, at the corner of Elk street, is a shallow lot
extending only 50 feet deep. Lot 22 to its rear contained a
recent building with a deep basement which may have
obliterated any features in the former backyard of Lot 21.
However, the owner of the lot may have had to build his own
cistern and priVy immediately behind the house. Also,
structural or other remains from the eighteenth century may be
present below the building which now stands on Lot 21. As we
have seen, an unidentified early structure appeared on the
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1766 Ratzer and 1776 Holland maps in the approximate location

of this lot (see Figures 16 and 17).
The significance of archeological resources that relate

to the domestic and commercial occupation of Lots 12, 20/20~,
and 21 is based on potential contribution to historical
research. As demonstrated at other archeological sites in New
York City, filled backyard features often contain large
amounts of domestic and commercial debris; the material
culture of past residents provides a remarkable source of
information about a particular people's domestic life or
commercial practices, as well as information about change in
patterns of consumption and use of material goods over time
(see the following archeological site reports: Rockman et al.
1983; Bianchi and Rutsch 1987; Geismar 19B3, 1989; Yamin and
Salwen, n.d.). Because the block saw a shift from early
residential/workshop use to mid-nineteenth-century
commercial/tenement occupation, it is expected that ~emains
contained within the four lots will be useful in establishing
the correlation between the material changes in the
organization of home and workplace. Lot 12 may provide a
glimpse into the early "decorating" industry (with its wall-
paper and upholstery manufactory), and/or the distilling
industry in the first half of the nineteenth century. In
addition, it may yield evidence about the domestic lives of
its occupants (e.s. Grant Cottle and his assistants). The
same is true for Lots 20 and 20~. Although it was not within
the scope of the present study to trace the specific occupants
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of Lots 20, 20~, and 21 after the turn of the nineteenth
century, further research should allow relatively firm
attribution of any archeological resources. Lot 21, although
it might not contain deep backyard features, may have had an
eighteenth-century structure. It was also closest to the
early to mid-eighteenth century potteries of New York, and
remains associated with this important industry may still
exist. If any filling occurred prior to construction of the
late eishteenth- or early nineteenth-century buildings,
remains from earlier periods may be present below the present

basement.
Eecause of the possible proximity to a Native American

villase ana shell midden, any extant subsurface strata within
Block 154 should have potential for containing prehistoric or
contact-period material. The potential for in situ preser-
vation is not high, due to the fact that disturbances took
place in the historic period over the entire area of the
block. However, prehistoric material may be mixed with
disturbed fill layers. Because a Native American site has yet
been discovered in this part of Manhattan, any remains
associated with Native American occupation, such as remnants
of a shell- midden or artifacts, will be significant for

research.
Testing in the alley and beneath the basements on lots

12, 20, 20~, and 21 should be designed to determine the
presence of prehistoric strata or midden depositsr and to
examine historic layers for possible Native American material.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
-132-



•
The construction of the proposed project will negatively

impact the potential archeological resources within Republican
Alley and beneath Lots 12, 20/20~ and 21. No subsurface
strata within Block 154 will remain undisturbed by excavations
for the footings and basements of the proposed structure.

•

•
c. Architectural Component

The approximately fifty-plus block area encompassed by

the primary and secondary i~pact areas of Foley square con-
tains many of the city and nation's most important historical,
architectural, and engineering landmarks (see Figure 23).
Within the primary and secondary impact areas are 27
significant properties. There are six National Historic
Landmarks in the primary and secondary impact areas: the
B!ooklyn Bridge, city Hall, Tweed Courthouse, Surrogate"'s
Courthouse, the Sun (A.T. Stewart) Building, and the Alfred
smith House. Twenty-one additional properties are listed on
the State and National Registers of Historic places. Of the
27 properties, 23 have been designated Landmarks by the New
York city Landmarks Preservation Commission. In addition, the
Commission currently is considering the designation of three
large historic districts and a number of individual structures
as landmarks, part or all of which fall within the boundaries
of the primary and secondary impact areas.

The Broadway Block of the Foley Square project area
includes several structures that require evaluation of their
elisibility for the National Register of Historic places, in
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accordance with 36 CFR Section BOO.4(b), by the u.S. General
Services Administration and the New York State" Histori~
Preservation Officer. Architectural survey forms for 14-26
Reade Street, 60 Duane Street, and 72-76 Duane Street have
been completed and are presented in the Appendix. One
assemblage of buildings, 14-26 Reade Street, is potentially
eligible for listing on the National Register. It is an
excellent example of the Italianate style used in the mid- to
late-nineteenth century commercial architecture of New York
City. The association of the building at 22-26 Reade Street
with A.T. Stewart and its use as a warehouse for the A.T.
Stewart Department Store makes it particularly significant
architecturally and historically. The buildings at 60 anc 72-
76 Duane Street do not appear to meet the National Register
Criteria because they are not distinguished examples of a
style, method of construction, or building type and have had
their architectural integrity severely compromised by recent
renovations. The Duane Street structures are proposed for

demolition.
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Hook' owned by Jacobus Van Cortland, Thomas LEwis,
John Drioie, and Abraham Verplank. Compiled by John
B. Holmes, C.E. and City Surveyor. Municipal
Archives Map Files.

Map of the Sixth Ward. By L. Jarvis, City surveyo~.
New York City' Topographic Bureau, Ace. No. 170. June
1.

Ludlam, stephen
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•
A Mac of the Propertv Half Way of Each Elock
Opposite to that Part of pearl street to be Widened
and Improved Between Lhatham and Auoustus streets.
By Stephen Ludlam, City Surveyor. New York City
Topographic Bureau, Ace. No. 170.

• 1857

Ludlam, Isaac
Mao of the Property Recuired for Widening and
Extendino Reade street Between Broadwav and Chatham
Street. Isaac Ludlam, City Surveyor. New York City
Topographic Bureau, Ace. No. 1784.

1754

Maerschalck, F.• plan of New York.
Manuscript plan of New York in the Year 1735

• 1732-35
Moran, Proctor, Freeman and Meuser, Engineers

1914

•

•

Map overlays of present street grid on outline of
collect pond, Commissioned by New York City Dept. of
General Services, Subsurface Section.
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New York county Records Dept. Map Files
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1853 Maps of the City of New-York surveyed under the
Direction of Insurance companies of Said City, Vol.
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William Perris, New York. o

1857 Mans of the City of New-york SurveYed under the
Direction of Insurance Companies of Said City.
William perris, N. Y.

Ratzer, Bernard o
1766-67 plan of the City of New Yerke

sanborn Co.

, 1923
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Manhattan. Sanborn Map Co., N. Y.
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• Continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building. Ne~ York City

Item No. 11, Integrit~:

• Although the 22 Reade Street Building has seen few modifications
historically, it has incurred some changes recently. With the
City of New York's recent rehabilitation of the Building, the
four structures of which it is composed have been integrated in-
ternally. A new entrance in 14 Reade .Street functionally re-
places the entrances of the other structures, although the his-
toric door for 22-26 Reade Street remains. Ne~ multi-light,
fixed-pane anodized aluminum windows and the entrance at 14 Read~
Street have been inserted behind the original members of the
Building's cast-iron storefront. A chronology of these and ear-
lier changes follows:

•

• Ca. 1979 to 1987: Rehabilitation by the City of New York. The
four structures ·constituting the 22 Reade Street Building ","ere
internally integrated into a single building through removal of
some 0 f the pa rt y walls of the inciividual structure s , The in t e-
r icr of the structures was "gutted," and a new. modern in t eri or
installed. The interior cast-iron supporting columns of :.!:;-:;:[j
Reade Street remain. \\"i th the integration of the four s t r-uct.n res
i n t a a sin g 1e bu i1din g • the e n t ran c e was est a b 1 is bed 1 [J

formerly-l-l: Reade Street. The structural members of the cast-
iron storefronts ha~e been retained, as has the door of 22-2t
Reade Street. and behind these members have been inserted cast-
iron panels above which are new annodized aluminum, mult.i-light
fixed-pane ~indo~s.·

•

•

•
1-1: Reade Street -1895: The top two stories were added, bring
building height from 56 feet to 74 feet. An elevator was added.
Richard W. s.i cc k . o..ner. Frederick Jenth, architect (A.P._-\..
334/1895}.

16-18 Reade Street -191~: Mezzanine story added at rear of first
floor. Adolf Pseuder, owner. Jacob M. Felson and Samuel Conen,
architects lA.P.A. 861/191-1:}.

• -1888: 18-foot long by 20-foot wide skv Lisht

of iron and glass added 20 -f ee t, from front of buildinSO!. Est.ate
of Adolf Pseuder, o~ner. John B. Snodk & Son. archite~t IA.P.A.
155/18881.

•
20 Reade Street -1962: Openings cut to 18 Reade Stree t on secOllL1
through sixth floors (A.P.A. 49/1962).

•
1
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Continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building. New York City

Item No. 1i
Interrelationshi of Buildin and Surroundin '5:

•

The 22 Reade, Street Building is located on block 15~ at the
northwest corner of Reade and Duane Streets in lower Hanhattall. a
densely developed area rich in c hoi c and comme rc j aL a r c h i tee t lire.
The block is bounded by BroadwaY on its wes~l Reade Street orl its
south, Elk Street on its east. and Duane Street on its n o r t h .
Chambers St reet • a ma.j or east -w e s t tho rough fare fa r commerc i a 1
and public functions. is located one block to the sou t h . TIlt
mor e re ta i 1-0 r tented Broad ....·ay is the rna j 0 r-, no r t h-es ou t h thorOllgh-
fare of the area. To the immediate north of the bloc!" is J<1~'OLl
.Ia v i t.a Federal Plaza. a high-rise to .....er housing Federal offices.
ov.-ned prim a r i 1;;. by the Cit y 0 f Ne h Yor k , b 1 0 c k 15 -I is" a c n rdol'
strllctures and currently used as a city parking lot and ~ns s t n>
tion, except for the standing structures at 1-1-26 Reade SLre~l
([I.k.a. the 22 Reade Street Buildinogl at its southeast c o r ne r : fi()
Duane Street at its northeast corner, and i2-76 Dua ne Streel ill

i. t s In iddl e 0 f Duane St reet f ron t a ge . The Federal go\"ernmf.>JJ t h a s
pro pas edt he con s t rile t i :J n 0 f a h i g h - r i 5 e ann ext a Fed era 1 P LG ;~<l

on block 15-\. As part of this proposal, the Federfll go\-ernmell
t

w 0 111d a s s \1me 0 w ne r s h j p 0 fbI 0 c l~ 1 5.,J, e x c e p t f ,; r 1.,J - ~ f) R e ,\d e
Street (lots 23-36. Lnc Lus t ve i . a.nd wo u Ld demolish the stt'\W:.ll[·es

at 60 and 72-76 Duane Streets. The 22 Re a d e s i i-e e t Ellil'lin£
....o u l.d remain. althollgh •.-ollld be surrounded t.o its immed.inte not'f_b
and \vest b:-" the proposed high-rise annex. Thus. its immedi.\tE;c'

setting wouLd be altered.

•

•

•

•

•

The ~2 Reade Street Building extends the full extent of its 1-\9-
foot ",ide by 76-foot (east boundary) and 86-feet deep ll.o:est
boundary) parcel. This parcel is composed of four Lots, desig-
nated lots 23 through 26, inclusiye. The buildiIlg froots OIJ

Reade Street, its rear abuts nn L-shaped alley t.hat. transects the
block, and its east eleva tion front s Elk St reet . Because the
City of Nev.- York has demolished the buildings to its west. 22
Reade :?treet Building appears to be a detached, t'r-ee-slanditlg
strllcture instead of the "ro...--sty.Le't deyeLopment from ...·bich it
was built, e.g .• its western elevation, althoHgh struct.uraLI;> irl-
dependent of no .....-demolished 28 Reade Street, was nol designerl to

be seen.
•

•

The Building i.s Located in an area of many historically and [1.1'-

chitecturally important public and commercial buildings thal br1\.E;'
bee n r ecog n i zed i nd i ....i d u alL y b ~. the Cit y • S La t e, all d Fed e r [1 1
governments. To its south and east are maTlY pqbl i.e llill Ldi Ilg.S

that are excellent examples or monumental ci\:ic archilec1.lIre, in-
cluding those at Foley Square, City Hr.lll P:1rl~, and tbe. corn.;!r t)1"

C 11 f1.11lb e r s a 11dee II t reS t r e e t s , Tot. Ite nor t !l all d \oi e 5 l 0 f b Lac l\ 15-~
are manY ex cell e n t e:-~amp 1e s 0 f mid - t 0 1ate - rd net e e n L 1l .::e II t 11r ;.
cOlllmE'tTl.al bld Lditl!?s. ma.n:--- beilll:; cr.Lst-iron sLt"\lcll\l'E'S by UJe :;e

t

,

Yorl;;: City fOllndrjes of .James Bogardlls aBel Danit:'l Badger'. h'illllU

•



Continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building, New York City

a two-block radius of 'block 154 are five City-designated and Na-
tional Historic Landmarks: the Ci ty Hall. Tweed Courthouse, the
Brooklyn Bridge, the A. T. Stewart (Sun J Building, and the Sur-
rogate c ou r t Building. One block to the northeast at Fo i e v 0
Square are the New York County Courthouse and the Federal Cour~-
house, both City-designated Landmarks and the latter listed on
the National Register of Historic Places. Other notable
landmarks in the area are the Municipal Building. the former~
Em i gran t Sa,' i ng s Bank. and the wool worth Bu i ld i ng . Le s s than a
block to the west and across Broad\<,"ay are two excellent e xamp le s 0
of mid-nineteenth century commercial buildings, the 287 Bto adwa v
and ca rv Bui ld Ln gs , both City-des .igna ted Landmarks and t.h e I a t t e t

listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

Item No. 18. Notable Features of Building and Site:

T h e 2 ~ Rea deS t r e e t Bu i 1 din g i s compas e d 0 f f 0u r s t rue t u l' e ~; (1 i
Reade Street, 10-18 Reade Street. 20 Reade Street. a ud 2:":-~r;
Rende Street l that we r e built independent o f each other but ,·..e re
in t e g rat e d r e c e n t 1 yin to a sin g 1 est r 1I c t u r e . .-1.11 I' 0111' ;1 r: ~
lU<1.ri-bearing masonry (brick) structures wi th similar cast- i ro n ..
storefronts, All were built as lofts and used as ,,·ar'eiJollses ;.\IJ,[

v ell.IO
US

light illd\lstrial and commercial enterprises. .,;, de s c r i n-:
tion of each building 1'olloKs.

l~ Reade Street is a narro w , seven-story, brick structure w it l:
f J a t l'0 0 f t hat i s t h r e e b a ~.5 wid e I 0 Ccup 'Y i n g lot :.::.~ aLl. 11c ..
£lortln.-est corner of Reade and Elk Streets. OriginallY. i I wa s
construct.ed v i t h only five stories, and in 1895 its uppermost t wc
stories w e re added .. Its facade is divided into fOlll' c:ompoll€tlls:
a ground floor ...ith storefront; an archit.ecturall~·-plalllE'I' s e c om:l
f 1 0 0 r ; the t h i r d t h ro u g h f i f t h s tori e s 0 f red b [' i -..:J~; and L 11e
sixth and se....-enth stories, also of red brick. Nark.illg it::; grollw:l •
floor is iLs original cast-iron storefront. behilld ~..-tdch [1Il

anodized aluminum building entrance has been inserLed. Tilt::
s tor e fro n Lis ill the Cor i nth ian 0 r de 1', wit has i ng 1e, f ['e est a rld-
ing colnmn establishing t.he sout.heast. corner of t.he uulld.iu!S (j,JlI:!

uL be r s LIPPO rt i ng membe rs be.i ng pie rs . The El k S tree L fae ade .:.:011-

sists of a similar cast-iron side entrance alld fou!' >"iudo\o\'s ;"01 LlJ •
splayed. keystoned lintels (now filled with cast-iron pauels i.
T11i s w' i nd Q \0,' t rea t men tis can tin ue don t 11e sec and l' lou r u r II d:'

Reade and Elk Street facades. A string course separates tile
second and third through fifth s"Lories of "Lbe I..lll.ild.iIlg. Til""
Lll; I'd throll!?:l! fift.h stories are of red brick and hase ::;tl'aii::.llL-
he ad e d \<" i nd; ....s \o\'.iLh p1a .in 5ton e sill san d ha a d 1 ill tel::; , TIJ EO'~dII- •

,:10\,5 ul" L!Je Elk street facade are some ...·hnt plainer "itb simple.
rlal lilltels rather than the hood l.intels. The ccauEO'lled LI1;1.·.:1-
(.:GI'llit.:e that cro\o,-ned the building originally noK mad~s tlte d.i·. i-

s .i 0 n be u. e e nil s fir 1.h Ufld 5 i x t h s tor i Eo"' 5 • A 1so 0 r red LJ r i L' L, I II':'
'.,it"JG~'S ,;r llli:.,; qppermosl di\ision of the facade ~lre pL1ill, •

.;

.;



•

•

•
VII. APPE}'~IX

• New York state Building-Structure Inventory Forms

•

•

•

•

•

•
A-I

•



• FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

UNIQUE SITE NO. _
QUAD _

SERIES -------
NEG. NO.

BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM
.caJ:.a11lOl. ... r .._..*~ ''\ NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION

f i & HISTORIC PRESERVATION• ~ iDIVISION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION
~ .. _..,..".r, i (518) 474-0479

YOUR NAME: Marjorie Ingle DATE: 9-19-89

YOUR ADDRESS: 601 7th street. Brcoklvn TELEPHONE: 718-768-7185

• ORGANIZATION (if any): Historic Conservation and InterPretation, Inc.

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •
IDENTIFICAnON
I. BUILDING NAME (5): :-=22~Rea==de=--=S::..:tr=ee=- t=--_-:-_-=--:- __ -::Eo=====r:.::ou=gh:.:.:...: ~Manha~=-ttan::..=::.:.:...-
2. COUNTY: New York TOWN/CITY: Ne'"w York VILLAGE; ------
3. STREET LOCATION: 14-26 Reade Street
4. OWNERSHIP: a. public !&i b. private 0
5. PRESENT OWNER: City of New York ADDRESS::':"",...-..----------o. USE: Original: ware.iJ.ouse(Lofts Present; .....;Of=f:.:ic=e5=---==-- __ ----:=- _
7. ACCESS!BIL1TY TO PUBLIC: Exterior visible from public road: Yes !Xi No 0

Interior accessible: Explain In PUblic use an:::l o;.;nership

•

• DESCRIPTION
s. BUILDING

MATERIAL:
a. clapboard 0
e. cobblestone 0

b. stone jg]
f. shingles 0

c. brick rn:
g. stucco 0

d. board and batten 0
other: cast-iro.Tl

a. wood frame with interlocking joints 0
b. wood frame with light members 0
c. masonry load bearing walls ~
d. metal (explain) _
e. other, ----;::::;- = _

a. excellent lK) b. good 0 c. fair 0 d. deteriorated 0
a. original site g] b. moved O· if so.when?
c. IiSl major alterations and dales (if known): ----------

see attached sheet

•
<}. STRUCTURAL

SYSTEM:
(if knovn ]

10. rONDITION:
II. INTEGRITY:•
12. PHOTO: 13. MAP:

•

•

•

•



•

•

•

•

14. THREATS TO BUILD!f'.:G: a. none known 0 b. zoning 0 c. roads 0
d. developers 0 e. deterioration 0
f. other: Dp!TpJopnent ra:oro.ilC. by FQdaral ~ to

RELATED OCTBL'JLDIi'.'GS AND PROPERTY: imrediate north and Xlest will alter setting
a. barn 0 b. carriage house 0 c. garage U of building.
d. privy 0 e. shed 0 f. greenhouse 0
g. shop 0 h. gardens 0
i. landscape features: _
j. other: _

SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one if necessary):
a. open land 0 b. woodland 0
c. scattered buildings 0
d. densely buill-Up ~ e. commercial Ga
f. industrial 0 g. residential 0
h. other: _

15.

[6.

17. INTERRELATIO~SHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:
(Indicate if building or structure is in an historic district)

• see atrtached sheet.

•

•

•

•

•

•

18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND 'SITE (including interior features if known):

14 Reade St.:lB86 22 Reade St.:1865-66
SIGNIFICANCE 16-18 Reade St.:' 1870-71
\1.). DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION: 20 Reade St ·1865-66

ARCHITECT: 14 Peace St.: Frederick Jenth; 16-26 Reade St . Unknown

BUI LDER: tbknown

20. HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

see attached sheet.

~I. SOURCES:

See attache:: sheet.

22. THEME:



•
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Continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building, Ne~ York City

dou bI e-hung in t~'pe with simple 1intels and sill s . The corn ice
is flat and panelled and may have supported a projecting com-
ponent that no longer exists. •
16-18 and 20 Reade Street are t.w o six-story, brick structures
with flat roof that are unified behind a common stone facade. so
Lllat they appear to be a single building that is seven bays wide.
Hi-IS Reade Street is four ba v s (31 feet l wide, and 20 Readt:"
Street is three bays (25 feet) wide. A Corinthian-style pier in
the storefront establishes the juncture of the two buildings.
Tile t'ac;"lde has a very planear appearance with its Corinthian-
style storefront; ornamental w i nd ow lintels and sills, ·~t s t r Lns
c ou r s e . and projecting and bracketed cornice providing its oul;·
dimension and relief. Architecturally, the front facadE of Hi-IS
a nd 20 Reade Street is in the Lt a Li a na t e "palazzo" style <1nJ i s
ma rke d b y three di ...·isiofls; the ground-level c a s t v i r-on s t o r-eLr out :
the second through fifth stories w i Lh segmentally-arched \.o,-indo\.,"S
or descending size; and the sixth story w i t h s ho r t.e r . str.:ti~bt.-
IH::"aded ~ indows . All w i nd ow s in this facade are double-hung, sa s h
type w i t h two-o\-er-L\>io light.s. Rusticated q uo i ns establi:.ob llt;:'

corners 0[' t he buildfn.g.s. Like that of 1-.1 and 2:2.-26 Re a c e
Streel, the storefront of 16-20 Reade Street is ill the Co r i n t.IrLan
style, with the corners and meet.ingpoint of the buildings estab-
lished with piers and the inter\"ening bays w i t h COlUlIlIlS. T1J';:'
t' £l end e oft he sec and t h I'aug h f i f t 11 s tor i e sis comp 0 sed 0 f o r -
namental, segmenlally-arched w Lndcw s , The windo\,s of t he se c ond
tLo o r ha ve a richer architectural treatment, w i t.h console-like
ke~'stolles on the ot.her\o.'ise plain lintels, architrave moldings,
a n J e ':U"r e d 5 i, 11 5 ,.: i t 11 dec a r n t .i ve mol din g s . The s imp I e I' win d 0 ~ s
01' the t h i r d thl'ough fifth slories have the same moLde d a r>
cbitrn ves and earred sills. The size of these windo\<'"s decreases
a s c end .i. ng the b1I i 1 din g . D i v i d i 11g the sec and t h rOll g II f.i r t h
stories from the sixth story is a string course with ornamental
floral elements that marks the ba:-'s of the building. The treat-
ment or tile sixth story, .,.;hich is directly beneath the brackeLed
and projecting cornice of tbe building. is tlle plaillest ..... ilh
lle~ll'lY sqIHl.re-shaped. straight-headed windows.

•

•

•

•

•

22-26 Reade Street is a six-story brick building ~dtb flat roof
and stone front in the Italianate "palazzo" st~'le. It is se\'en
bays (i5 feet) wide. The o...·erall configuration of tht:' frOlll
rO,l:ade of Llle building is \,ery similar to that of 16-18 and 20
Reade Street.. The facade has a similar plalleal' i:lppear<.lIlce ".-.i LlI
relief and dimension pro\"ided by its Corinthian-style storefront.
,,'indo\.' lintel~ and sills; a string course, aIld projeclilll:', ;.\lld •
b r cu.: I~e t.. e d cor 11 ice . R u s tic ate d quo ins mar k the cor ne rs oft 11e
uuilding. At its ground flool'. the bu..i.lding bas t!lt:"' sallie
Corintbiatl-ordel', cast-irOll storefront as the adjacent st't'llC-

lures. HO\.oo'evE'r",ils uriginal doubie doo['s ~U1d r.;asL-iroll "L.i, ..:J..
vl.:\le" ~<lrlels ClI'E:" illL"l.ct. alt!lOl1~h modern anodized aluminum.

•

•



• FOR OFFICE USE O:\LY

•

BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM
,,"t..tt().l,. .... ~

;~'*- .\ NYS OFF!CE OF PARKS, RECREATJOt\
~ ~ & HISTORIC PRESER\ATION

~ DIVISIO\, FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATIO;-':
!.......('III" ~: ...~, I (51 8) -+74..(}4 79

UNIQUE SITE NO. _
Ql!AD _
SERJES _
NEG. NO.

YO L'R :'oJ AM E: ...lM~"';:.rr:..."j;..>.QJ.l.r......:~..s;;e:..-.LI.l.nLl:;gi-l.1..t::e:....--------- DAIE: 9- 1 9-89

YOL'R ADDRESS: 601 7t..1;, St. ( BrCQkl;m TELEPHONE: 718-768-7185

• ORGANIZA TIO:\ ilf any): :listar';c Conse.."'IJation and Inte ...·'....·..retation, Inc.

• • * * * • • * • * • • • • * • • * • • * • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •
IDENTI fiCA TIO~
I. BLJILDIi\G NAME(S): 60 Dua..~eSLreet Eorauc:h: Manhc.t~'1
2. COL'\,TY: New York IOW~!CITY: Ne:tJ York. YlLLAGE: _
3. STREET LOCATIOS: 60 Du2...'1~ Street~"----':===-==.,,==----""""=::-----------------
4. OW\,ERSHIP: a. public :-X h private [J of Ge.."neYal serv.ices
5. PRESE\'T O\l,~ER. Cit'; of Ne'.·; Yo~k-De!Jt. ADDRESS: MunJ..c"::a' Bui1c.i'1C
6. USE: Onainal: War""~"<:e Present: ---=v.~a~can=.:.:t,,---=:--__ ---:=- _
7. A(CESS!B[ LITY TO rU3Uc. Ex tenor visible from public road: Yes ~ ~o L:

In rerior accessible: Explain ...::U~m.:::oc=cuo=::::;1.:::.:' e::::::_:=." _

•

• DESCRIPTIO!"
.Ii. Bl.'ILD1\C;

~l:\TERIAL.
c. brick :Xl

g. stucco LJ
d. board and batten ~
Other; -------

3. wood frame with interlocking joints 0
b. wood frame with light members C:
•. maser l)' load bearing walls Xi
d. me tal (explain} _
e. other :-- -= ----:=- _

;'.1. excellent = b. good Ll c. fair i...Z d. deteriorated: ,
a. or.ginat site '-..; b. moved 0 if so.when? ---~-------c. list major alterations and dates (if known):

see atrtached sheet.

a. clapboar d : ,
e. cobblestone ;-

b. stone =:
r. shingles 'I

•
lJ. STRl'CTU{.-\ L

SYSTE.\!·

I D. CO\OITIO\
I I. I\Tl:CRITY:

•
12. PHOTO: 13. MAP:

•

•

•

•



._----

•
14, THREATS TO BULDI~G: a.nonekno .....n [J b.zoningO c. roads 0

d. de\'e[ooers!Xl e. deterioration 0
r. other ~ill be c~lished bv U. S. G::lvE:.-"T'.Ire.'1t for Fe::ieral

I~, REL.-\TEt) OL'TBL'lLDISGS A\'D PROPERTY: Plaza annex.
a, barn G b. carriage house n c. garage ~
d. privy Q e. shed 0 f. greenhouse [J
g, shop n h. gardens 0
j, landscape (eatures : -- ------r other: _

16 SL:RROL.'WJ'iGS OF THE BULDISG (check more than one if necessary):
a. open land 0 b. woodland 0
c. scattered buildings 0
d. densely built-up ~ e. commercial ~
f. industrial n g. residential 0
h. other: _

•

•

•
I::. 'STLRRELHIOSSHIP OF BClLDlSG AND Sl'RROlrNDlNGS:

(Indicate if budding or structure is in an historic district)

See at~c~ed sheet. •
I~, OTHER SOTABlE FE.-\Te'RES OF BL'lLDISG A~D SITE (including interior ;eJtures if known):

See at.tached sheet.. •
SIC\'IFICANCE
J'I. D,~TE 0 F l~lTI.-\l COSSTRUCTI as: _1_8_6_6_-_6_i ----- •

ARCHITECT: __ UnJ_kn_a_,\_1!1 -----

Bl'ILDER: ----------------------------
':0, HISTORICAL A:\D ARCHIH.CTL;RAL IMPORTANCE: •

See atrtacned sheet.

•

•':1. SOURCES:

See at~c~,,~ sheet.

•
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continuation Sheet - 60 Reade Street. NeK York City

I t e m ~ o. 1 1, In t e g r it," :

• The chronology of modifications of 60 Duane Street is as follc~s:

•

The first floor of 60 Duane 'Street has incurred su bs t a n t i a I
modifications recently. I~s historic storefront has been remo~ed
and replaced v.:ith a very recent (COil. 1 985?) storefront of 1-."000,

stucco. and mod e r n windo",·s. Av.:nin@s adorn the entrance and f i r s t.

f 100 r Kin do KS • The SOli the r nma s t t ,.;0 bay S 0 f the fir s t flo a r' <1 TJ ,j

the sign area abo\'e the first· floor to the sills of the second
flo a r 1..' i ndo",'s ha': e bee n stu ceo e d a1so. The fir s t floor i 1l t e rio r
of the building has been exT.ensi ....·e~~' modified to accommoria:e n.
restaurant, so that no historic finishes such a tin c e i Li ns <Ip-
pea r toe xis tor mny be 0 b s C 11red. Its h a 11I d ben 0 ted t hat the
documentary record for the buildin~ suggests that the orig-inal
storefronT. ",'as modified at least t v i c e historically and mav hav e

been long removed.

•

•
1911: Storefcont modified. iron a nd glass marquee installed ,)!1

Elk and Duane Street facades, a.nd sidet.;-alk lift insL111ed. \i:
.f e s c r i p t ion a f s tor e fro n t :nod i. f i c a t, :, 0 ns (,.l. •• P . .-\. 29 :3 H/ 1 :111 1 .

188:2: Iron columns of storefront remo\'ed and replaced w i t h "111-

do td; and g 1ass on fir s t flo c r l A. ? ...:.. 739 / 1882 ) . ~0 des c ~'i pl. j Gn
of ho« brick and glass w a s installed on storefronl.-

• Item :-';0. 17, Inter:'elat ;onc;:hip of 13l.lildinQ and. Surrollndin£.~:

•
60 Duane Street is located on block 15-i at the south\.o,·est corner
a f Dua ne and D11a neSt r e e t sin 1D.' e I' ~a n hat tan . I t ex Let J d s t IIe
full extent of its 25-foot w i de by 50-foot deep parcel. desig-
nated lot 21. The building fronts on Duane Street and abnts Elk
Street. Because the City of New York has demolished the bllild-
i n g s to its ...·est and south, 60 Duan'S Street appears to be n
detached, free-standing strllcture instead of the "ro,,-style"
de....-elopment from \.o,"hich it was built. e.g., its southern and \.o,'i7st-
ern e I e '\"a t ion s , a I tho ugh s t rue t u r a 11 yin d e pen d e IJ t. v.; ere II 0 t
de signed to be seen. Al though no t ment ioned in the dOC\lme~:t a ry
r e cor d 0 f the bu i 1din g, b ric ked - ina r c he d 0 pen in gsa r e \. lsi iJ LeU!l

the south ele\'ation of the building, su~gesting that it ;"'85 01lCE'

internally articulated to the structure to its immediate S01It!l.

•

•

EL:.cJ;: 15-l is bOilnd b;: 13roa.dv.'ay on its l..;est, Reade St,ee, an ie:';

sOli t h. Elk St r e e 1. 0 nit sea st. a Ii G DIIa neSt r e eta tl i t::i [I (; r l II •

Cllambers Street, a major east-I,,:es[ tho~ol1ghfar€' fer comme~"cii\l
,Hid public functions. is locate':! one block to the sOlllll. Tlle
mCl'e retail-or~ented Sro;1.d.,,::y is c.he ma.ior. north-sollth thC~'OIlS.!I-
I'are of the area. ..:..c:-css Dual'e Srreet is Jncol: .J;l\ j lS r,=dc~':d
FI:l;:a, ~ hlgi:-ri.se to;,'er il011Silig r,=,d"'rrd 'lffices.

•
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O..r n e d primarily by the City of Ne w York, block 15-1 is v a c a n t 0,'

structures and currently used as a city parking lot and gas sta-
tion. except for 60 Duane Street and those at 1-1-26 Reade Str~E'~
la.k.a. the 22 Reade Street Building', which houses the City Pla[]- •
n i.n g Departmeni: offices) and nOK-\-acant i2-76 Duane Street. ill","
Federal government has proposed the construction of a bi gh-l' I SC

annex to Fe ri e r a L Plaza on block 15-4. As part of this p r opo s a L,
the Federal gO\'ernment w ou Ld assume ow ne r-s h i p of most o r' bl c cr.
15~ and ~ould demolish 60 Duane Street. •
60 Dnan e Street is located in an area of man:' hi storic::t! 1:: '11,1

<.l.rcilitectnr.1.1l:" importan-: public and commercial bllildin;;:s t ni r

h a v e been recognizee. indiyidually by the City, State, and r!"oiE'"[''',
g n v e t' n men t s , To its SOIl t han d e as tar E' man Y p u b 1. j C ~Il I \ I : i : [1 s "
that are e x c e l l e n t examples of monumental c i v i c architectl],,,,"- 1"-

l']'ldillg r h o s e a t Foley :::qllarp., Cii;: Ha.ll Parl~. and the ro r n e r "
Chambers a nd I::'entre Streets. To the north and we s t ,)1' b t c r.r- 1"
a t e Inany e:-: C' ell e n t e :--:a In P 1e s 0 f mid - to 1ate - n i n e tee n t il ,~'" r:' 1::"'-

COTTlTTlercjn.1btllld:ings, manv being cast-iron structtirl'?s bv t:!"::"' \ ""'.,

'\"01'1; ;~jt:· fOlitldries of J;:unes Bogardus a n d Da n i e I Bad~·e:'. :-:\.:::'::.
;~ t\'c-[',l';c].;: r3.d:'tiS of clock 15-1 are f i v e Cit:<---design8teci :1,1'! \;,-

tiOlJ~d Historic Lnndlfl8.1'ks: the c i t v Hall. Tt.-eeri CourtholtSe, ;::i:"

B roo k 1 Yn Brid ~ e, the A. 1. S t e \,'art (S IlniB u 1. 1din £;, all d t;, c:' :--- 'i[' -

l' :)~Jl.t e COl l rIB 11 i 1din ~ . 0 neb 1 0 c k tot hell 0 r the .'l ;-;t A. 1 :- G ~ t- "
S<.,!llCl.re are tile \e\, York County Courthouse and the Feder,ll '~'.;II~·~-
hOllse, both City-desigr~ated La.ndmarks and the L.\tter Ll~:.i::'-: ,~l:

t IJ e \ <l t .L 0 11a 1 Reg i s t e rot' His tor i c P lac e s . (J t II <? l' il '.'1 ;l I' : "'"

l. [\ n Iim<;I- r I,;'; i 11 t h t? are <1. are t h. e ~tun i c i p n 1 B1\ i 1din,? L II e " .' ["111 <7 !' -

E In i. g ran 'c S ;'l. \. inS" s Ban h:. and t !1e K0 0 I \, 0 r"t h Bu i 1.dill g . Le S" ~'= t l' < I I ,

'bloc!.;: te the I.est and across Broad\,ar at'e t,,·o e\:.ceLie!lt ...,..\,~lnl~·l':".',

of mid-nine~~eenth centur:--- commercial buildings, the :':H~ E:'u;\,l·,.·,'.~

and Cary Bui.ldings, both Cit;y-designa"ted LnndlllClI"ks nJld LhE:- j:11.:.,=-~·

lis ted 0 nth e ~a t ion 8. l Reg i 5t e r 0 f His tor i c P1a <: e ~~.

•

•

•

•
11'.'2111 '\0. 10. \oU'Ible Features of Building and Site:

nO Dllane Street is a simple, fi ....e-story building \-\itlJ l;d."e'lIt~.:··

<.l.nd flat roof of red brick. located on lot 21 at tile :;(;.Ti'.lJ"t:'.·,··

corner of Duane and Elk Streets. It occllpies Lbe 1"1111 e,'.Le!" ,;
i 1;--) ~:=>fooL b:,- 50-foot corner parcel. Its Duane StreEt ele'.,';' :':'11

t5 three bays I'icte. and its Elk Street ele'\aliufl 1!::: fl',,=, 1,:,,-:
,.:i .[ e . It:::; e Jli. r':-:,nee lsi n til e c en t ralb a y 0 f 1. LsD U GL -2 •..::.L :.;-; ~- '..
ele\'ation. ,..I,.rchitecturally, it has simple. dOllb!",,-l,IIII;':' ';;1. L
,,'ltJd;;'';s "itl, pL1Lli. sLene sills and cap-style, st.CJl;:- L:!IL""~c,

Its briel, ccr;\ice is ~:ori.Jelled 1n a mnIlrter mere l\~'J,,<,I~ ,·1 oj,

dW;t.l'\rd bIILLjir;~s. its t'Ll'!::t rloor' cOIlsisls ,)[' <1 \(;'~'" :';'<~'~i:

(ca, 1::J6~;':1 st01~e!'I'Gr;t of \,-ood. stIIC':O. alld lIlullC','!l .•. ;:i~·<'

_ '..' 11 ~ rl ~ S '1';::' r II t!l e e r: :. ~.f1 riC E' ~ II d L" irs l floor "i. r. j :-'" ~o '

:"{)llt!jErlllll'.j~~' 1\,0 b:t\'~ of" tJle rlr~t rloer ~lfid llle ~l"':' "._.
~ I.e' I' i ['~:;\ :'1 :-., ~. ; \' :. !,i:::' .s;! 1 ~ .:1l' l be :-;(~C:,)lid l'l<.',OI· "il;::C,h::" .',

•

•

•
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•
been stuccoed also. The first floor interior of the building has
been extensively modified to accommodate a restaurant, so that nc
historic finishes such a tin ceiling appear to exist 01' may be

obscured.

Item ~o. 20. Historical and Architectural Significance:

• 60 Duane Street is a very simple and typical example of mjd-

nineteeth century commercial architecture that is otlleI'l.-ise nCL

historically nor architecturally distinguished. Recent mcd i f .ica-

• tions to its first floor exterior are considered signific3nl com-

promises to its architectural integrity. Const~ucted 136~-67 i'··r-u.

•
o w n e r Da v i d "'agstnft', a Ne~ York City merchant, it a p pe a r s lo

ha v e been typ ic aI 0 f t he many i n e x pe ns i v e yet func t iOflull,\" a de r

qua t e structures that w e r-e built to be rented as r e n t a I s pa c e s

for a va r i e t v of commercial and light industrial er,t",~'Pl'l.:';i;;:;

c111I'iog t he lILid-nifleteellth c e n t ur v . Tbe architect and bu i Lde r of

60 Dllane Street are unknown.

• \oi h i 1e his tor i c a 11y its ere c t ion and use r e r 1e c t t, he ~e !le r 3. .l.

post-lB40 history of the surrounding lo~er westside ar~~ of lo~e~

t-1anhattan. 6U Duane Street. has none of t he s t i-uc t ur c I and st~'lis-

tic inno .....ations associated w i t.h the Italiallate "pala::::o"-:;;L~'le

buildings of stone fronts or cast iron that were buill ill t h i s
•

area at the same time.
This Iowe r- westside area w a s t.b e c e u t e r

•
of the dry goods, g r oc e rv . and printing indust.ries a Lt e r lE,I~I- :~.

The l ex til e i ndus try, i n par tic u1a r, m0v edt o U i i s a r ~ C\ d I'L !:' t l he

1835 fire destroyed mest of its buildings in the Pearl Slree':

area.
The 1825 opening of the Erie Canal, the g r ov t h of ;~~\.; YC!'j.

l'jty'S po rt, ,• Lribuled to the rapid g ro v t h of :':e\..- York c Lt.v ' s textile i i.d us t r'

•
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retail stores after the 18.+6 opening of A.T. Steh-art~5 Departnl-:'lL

Store,
the bu-ildings on the east/v,:est-oriented side s t r e e c

n: •
the area supporred related secondary function~ such as ~holesnLe

and ret ail v,' are h 0 use 5 and s 111a 11 n e e v 1 "" and p r i n t s hop!': . .-.'::"

d e rnond for comme~'cia1 a nd lil;;,:·t. industrial s pa c e increused d u i :'11:...

the mid _n i net e e n ..' c e It t u r Y I the are a \-;a s reb u i 1t ...:i the 0 In IIIe ~.,: ~, •
h i g h , 0 c:CII pie d the f II 11 ext e n t 0 f ttl e .i r lot s . 3. n l~ \, ere 1 J 1

Itnlianate "palazze" ;~rc:hi'lec"'::.ul':::'l styLe first assoC:'i..H,e'l

-\.T. Ste\,;nrt's De[Jartlllent Store at t.h e c o r n e r or ,::-II;.11ll1.:e! ::;1 :.~~' •

TIH:' \lev.." York City foundries
~.c~ Daniel

., ~-- •
; 11J' 1 111t\ de' o f cas \.- i I' 0 tl S t rue t u 1'Do 11:- 0 r f 0 r f a c 0.J e l r e L\ l ;lle !1; •

Dll,1ne Stl"eet certainly 1::0 a \'€r'y modest s t r uc t u r e . 1.\.1-<:,1'. L,~!,!~··,L

immediat.e n e e d for ifle~;petlsi\"e rented CLJllIllle~',:i<tl :.HI:.1 11'S111.

dIlS1~'l~1 sp:l.ce.

. I, •
Item '<0. :21. SO\l!"ces: •B II i I d L[]~ [' e cor d s :'111 d r e L.' 0 r d S 0 f v n 1Ll at ion i t <l ..: ,l '-, :.::.i:! :":.",:111-::- ; '.

rec<Jl'ds) ",,'ere the l\o.'o SOU!'ces usee! ill Ulis ~lll~..!.;'·~.i~· Bf..)I.lJ~"'··
01' ['ecol·.-!s [\I'e Lo<.:at.ed at the ~lltncipo.l r\l'chi\-es. S'll"l'0";;:<.1t~ C~,'l:'"
BII il d i !l g. :..;1 CII amb e I" sSt l' eeL. Note t It a t L he '-l U;r- e \ i ,1 L.;,c..l 11-. " ' -. ,

['COrers LLJ alte['[lLio!l pel'!llil appl.ic:o.tiollS tho.t. an:' t":'-li::'d i:l:.ll
iJu.i.ld.irl~ records Cor' each property. For examr..:lt' .. ':".f'.> .. ~:F. 1: ."
["erer's La i.11ler'ut.iofl pel'mit nppliCD.'"..ion ::2J5 fCd' tile ye~lr ~~~.-

•

•

•
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•
mu I t i -1ight, fixed-panel windows have been inserted beh ind the
storefront members. The windows of its second through fifth
s to rie s are rec tangl ar and straight-headed in conf igura t ion and
dou bl e- hung sashes in type. Ornamentally I they have rna lded ar-
chitraves, earred and sills, and projecting lintels with decora-
tive moldings. They decrease in size" ascending the building. A
de<.:orative string course t.h r oug h which the ears of the f ou r t h-
floor w i ndo....rs project provides some visual distinction bet ....e e n
the third and fourth floors. Finally, the sixth stor~ appears to
be a half-floor under the roof, with very small and plain windoK5
beneatll the projec~ing, bracketed cornice of the building.

•
Item ~o. 20, Historical and Architectural Significance:

•

•

The 22 Reade Street Building, composed of four buildings d e s i~-

"lwled 1-1 Rende Street, 16-18 Reade Street, 20 Reade Street. and

22-26 Reade Street 1 is architecturally and historically s i s >

nifiL:aIlt. as a n excellent example of mid-nineteenth c e nt ur v co:n-

In ere i a 1 arc hit E' c ttl rea nd for its ass 0 cia t ion wit hpJ:' 0 III .i f1 e It 1.

department store o.....n e r A, T. Ste .....a r t and the dry goods a ud p r Lnt :-

.ing industries that ...ere centered in this lower westside a re a or• Hnnhattall after 18 ...lQ--l5. 22-26 Reade Street is significant pnr-

•

ticularly for its association w i t h A.T. Stewart, who cOllstructed

the building as a w a r e hous e for his Department Store located

across Reade Street to the south. Constructed iu 1865-6, sbortl;,-

a ft.e r the .. iden i ng 0 f Reade Street, the facades of 16- 26 Reade

Street are excellent examples of the Italianate "palazzo" ar-

c: hi tectural style that was popularly used for commerc ia1 bulld-

• 1n g s d uri ng the mid - n i net e e nth c e n t u r J,' •
This style w a s

popularized for use on commercial buildings by John Snook's and

Joseph Trench's designs of 1846 and 1850-51, respect.l,,-ely, [0Z'

Thus, the intention behind the..:.. T. " S le\.1.'art' s Deportment Store.
use of this style for 16-26 Reade Street, of which 22-26 Reade

have been an architectural e~-• Street was owned by Stewart, may
pression of a corporate identity and s u r e Lv was HOt. a coiu-

Tho:= Italianate architectural style was continued in l-icidence.
Reade Street, which was constructed some~hat later irt lBBE.•
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THREATS TO BL'ILDI\'G. a. none known Ii b. zoning n c. roads 0
d. developers \Z e. deterioration 0
f. other: n c:: r.....,'zp..--...:::e,-,+- ...,.... ....~lish for
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•

•

•
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A RrH IT EeT. _ ....L..,..,....·.:>k:"~~'"'",'.~'"----------------------------

Bl'ILDER: Unjm:;r,y1J, •
~ (1 HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECn'RAL IMPORTAr--;CE:
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•

•
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I t em \ o. 11. In t e g r i t ,-:

•

The e':c:eriors of 7-\ and 76 Drt a n e Street h a v e been e:-:7.en.=3i\·,?:·,
rnod i f Le d . Their cornices. assumed to ha v e been pro.iect.ill~ ;it::

bracketed Like that of 72 Duane Street, h a v e been r e mcv e c . '1:;.-
",indo\,s of the easternmost b a v of 7-! Duane Street h a v e b(O=~,
remo\'ed and t h e i r opE-nings filled in. likely to ac c ommc-co t e ;11:

i n t e :;i 0 r e 1 e v ate r 0 r he i st. S i mil a r 1 ''-, the 0 the r h' i n d 0 \,.~ ::1 I: d,
sills or 7-\ n n d In Dna ne Street h a v e been r e mov e d and repL;H:p,,~
\, 1 t h 5 t ,J C 1,. do u b 1e - hun g, S 8. she ci v," i n do v,' s . The 0 pen i !I g: S ,,-1 l' :! I e-

."e Ca !l(~ t, hr c. II ~ !J f c \i r t l: s tor y - '" i nc c ;; s hAS e bee n 10 h'e !'e -:: ;,n ':: :-!;[' , :'
u p p e r p o r r ions fi:"led in. The historic storefronts of ; -r '.Il;,: ,'-

Du u n e S::.:'eet ha ve r e nro v e d a n c re-;:laced ....·itl1 a pS:IE-'-i,,-,-,j!.--,rl: 1

::;t:.'12 [rcnt. c::lmplete ....·ith brake:l pedimented entl~.:l.nce 31ld ·"i~,,~j.::,;,-
1'-1.th ::;pli?-;.-ed Lintels and keystones. These chan~es a~',)p<',:, ~-,,:':i:--,'--=
from ':.~Jf.= 195(,'5 (possibl~' afte:' the 1955 fire in 7Q [lll,llit:' :=,i,"o--;,',

tLL-01;~:: c,~, l:-!E:i. Other- char:g'es are noted in ti,e :l,"":~i:~':::: ,:"

reC'ol"~ :

•

•

• t ~.~:~ ~: r:- ~ :. e i. n ;-f) 0 1 ~ ~ L ~ __'":. :: i.. :"' e e ~
" .~ . F' . .~ ~ :il:. J ~ :; 6 ;

1 1--", ;-: ~ : rt n ~:i .,-i
.q E oJ " E' C :. ., n g u 1[l l'

D\l n 11e ::;t r 2 e t 1. ::. ':. ~ r nnl1 \' C :J nIle c:: ;:> 'i c Jj L' 0 I I~i,
op€'!lin~s in part:: "'-all l.":'.P .. -\. 5~:,"1~E-i;,

-1 :- -. : ~-;.-

•

•

7:;:-:n Dlun(;' Street IS lCCCltec on lots designClte"j l.';, 1 j, '1[1'.:

i.ILc,,:::~ iC~ In lo\'<'" \h.ntL"\ttar:. -:-r.e hllildine. e~~teTlr:i:::: 1.!li? ~'1::; ,-
tL~L'i. "" the ,:::-t(::::-t \o:ide b,' ,:::-:'oot Lil?ep parcel. Be-.:<,I!;c-e • [:'-'
(' i I Y ::,f '; e h Yo r k h <l. S :i e In 0 1 ish e!""1 the b u i 1 d i 11~ s t 0 it,; ',,-?:;: , :. :;

east. fi() Duarle Street appeE\rs to be a. der.ached. t're",-:O:7.,l!J;;ir,:..:.
,;"tr

l
(ctut'e instead of the "rcl.--st:.-le" de,-eLopment from i,I·li.;J

\,as bUllt, e.g .. its ~estern and. eastern ele\'[ItiotJ,,,,. <.lltl;,:ll~;,

s t r!l c t \l l' [I, li yin d e pen den t, wet' e not des i ISned to be see tl •

•

Bloc!i. l~+ is bOllnd by Broad\.:ay on its west Reade S:_reE'_ '~'" ~'.~
.:;;';l;til, Elk Sr:reet on its east, and Duane Str~et CI~ i.t:; tl'-,~'·: ..

Chambers Street. a major east-west thoroughfare f,j,' ,'Pllllll'" [. I,:
-'1.00 p\lbl~c f\lnc'.:ions. i.s located one bLock to the ;;Oll'_:). 1:,'-
mere ret.ail-oriented Broad\o:ay is the rna,jar, north-sctltl, 1,!!-."·r,·,1:'..:I,-

farE> C~ tl:e areA.. Acr8SS Dllane Street is .rncob J;1\'il':-; i7l"I;'~':!!

. p 1[\ = a , a h i g h - r i set 0 .....e:' hc u :;:i n ~ Fed era J 0 r ;' i ._';..::~, ,,,,I 1 0:- ' :

?r:ma-:-:'ly by the l-:-ity of \e\, Yer]::, block 15-\ is \';lCHI; ',i .=.1 ....

t I I reosan dell r r e n t 1-:--' use d Po S A. C '- ~ y P[\ r kin::; LCo 1 ~\ i , ' 1 .,;: ;1'. .:::, :! I,,::,

e ~:c: e ~~" :' 0 r the l) It i 1 :::i II ~ oS ::\ ';" ~ : ~ L:: ; (':n eSt r'e e r. j i - :..:f~ Rf- I;: i:-

( a . :; . ;,. t lIe') ., R E- aci e S' T' p ~ - ~ 1: : ~ din ~, i,hie t J II j ~ I I~.i:' '.: t! ,f' " : 1 '

7' ~ _~'e.:' .'1 !::"1 '7 :.:. - - r. j"l I 1;1 t1 r S:~' 7'=''' , Tit e FF' d E.' t':, f .::. ',--, ': E- ,':1 Tl!,-~!, ' I '

•

•
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Continuation Sheet - 12-76 Duane Street. New York tity

on b l oc k 15-1. As part
would assume ownership
72-76 Duane Street.

of this proposal,
o f m0 s t 0 fbI 0c k

the Fed~ral governme~t
15 -l and would deme I I sl: •

72-76 Duane Street is located in an area of many historically and
architecturally important public and commercial buildings that
have been recognized individually by the City, State. and Federal
go\-ernments. To its south and east are many public b u i Ld i n g s
that are excellent examples of monumental c i v i c architecture. in- •
eluding those at Foley Square, Ci:y Hall Park, and the c o r ne r of
Clwmbers and Cent r e Streets. To the north and we s t of block 1;: ~
are rna nv excellent examples 0:' mid- to late-nineteenth cerltllr~,
commercial buildingsl ma nv be i na cast-iron structures b~- the \e"
York CiLY foundries of James Bognrdus and DanIel Badger. kithj;:
R t. ,,' 0 - b 1. 0 C k r a diu s 0 fbI 0 c k 1;) -l are f i \-e Cit Y- des i g nat e d 8. n d :-;;..- •
tional Historic Landmarks: tile City Hall, Tw e e d co u r-t ncu s e . ::,t'
Bra 0 k l :' tl Brid ge, the A. T , S t e t.: a r : (S u n ) Bu i 1 din g:, and the :) I : ;'-

rag: ate COli r t Bu i 1 din g . 0 neb 1 0 c k tot hen 0 r t lJ e a s tat Fe, L::'\'
Square are t he \eh- York Cour.t:- ~-:-cllrthollse and the Feder:ll COII,'~-

ha 11 s e, bot h Cit :--- des i g n a. ted Lan dmark s and the 1at t e r .1 i s 1. ed c r.
t II e \' a t ion a 1 Reg i s t e r 0 f His t .-:.r : c P J. nee s . c; t : 1 e !' n c '.:;, ~:: '= •
landmarks in the area al'e the ~junjcjP.:l·l Bllildjng. tll€ t'ornJcor'-
Emigrant Sa\-ings Bntll~. and the \'oolt,·orth BlliLding. Less tha:, <l.

block to the \.;est and across Broad\,a'· are t\.;o eXce ll.ent e:~anl!- i e~_
of mid-nineteenth centur;: c::;.mme~'::ial blli.ldin~s. the ;";b7 E,I·O;ll::·,,;l'-

and Ca.ry Buildings. both Cit:---designated Lalldmal~ks and t.he L;lllel' •
Listed on the National Register of Hi3toric Places.

I t e ill \"::;. 18. ~0 tab 1e Fe a t u r e ~ 0 f ~II e 2l~ i 1din ~ 8. nd i t <.: Sit e :

72-76 Duane Street is a simple. fi'l:e-stor'- brick bllilding ',.;ith
basement and sub- basemen t and topped by a f.La t roo f. lis t' rc;l, t. •
is of ashlar stone and is in an extremely simplified \"ersicD :)j'

the Italianate "palazzo" architectural style. It oCCllp;e:,c !.I,e
fIliI extent of its 75-foot by 79-foot parcel. OriginalJ..y, the
building J..'as constructed as three separate strL1ctllres. each '.1:':

feet ·,..;ide, unified by facades of the some architectUI'Rl desl:':'1-
Each st.ructure is -I baYs \o;"ide and has quoins at the cornet':::; <-'i'.
its facade.

7:: Dllane Street. the facade of J..'hich is intact. J..'i11 be lIsen ;1:::
the pro tot Yp e for des c rib i n g \,'hR t the fa cad e s oft Ile 0 1 I) e ~' t;;, .

21 rl[;::~~lires flr€, assumed to hose iool~er:: iil;;:e prior to mociiric:~t :"rJ.
These modifications arE' desc:-:Ded in item 11 .. J, c:\st-iru',J.
stot'eft'cnt tn tile corltll!liatl o~'~er marks Lhe first f!,oGr 01' LJ,fO-
bl[ildi:l~. Three corinthian-st.~.-ce columns slllJport tile tt.,; Ill!;':':

h;'\~-S, ;,'j1et'e<lS pLain box piers e:':~_3t:l;sh lhe corner's ot' t.he l)ll: i;~-
!!lg's. Entil,nCE' to the Il?;:;e~' S+L,-r-jf?2 i.s ~ailJed lhrf.1us;l: ll.'::' ,.f7"I-

e~.~III1C."" 1.,n;.: J.tld :1cceSS !,~ '..lle >:l':HILd- Lf>\'el reSla\'I·~Lt IS Ll.r",Il:,'::.

~l;~ .SE'CGlld :;eSlE'!'nlIlo£t b.-:::. T), c;'·l:l\ "indo\,;:: o\-er ~,:[1.tlE:;llc': ;, I I •
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i 2 - 7 6 Du a neSt r e e t , Ne h' Yo r I;: C i C,'

•
p La t e s occupy the remaining' t v o bays of the storefrout. "[1,<:,-

sec end flo c r has 1a l~~ e do u b 1e - h ling, sa s h ~'in d ov s ~ i t h t' 0 II r - o v e r -
four Lights. ,Tbe third through fifth stories ha v e s e s men t u L L-,-
i:'l.rched w i nd o...·s \o;ith pLain. slightly earred sills. Finall:--, tl,,,",
strllcture is cro\,ned by a projecting, bracketed tin <'Gt'!li,~~'.

en 1 y the i n t e rio r 0 f i 2 D11a neSt r e e tis i nt act. . 1 t r e t ~1 i fl:, I [ .:

i h re e <lttenuaJ:ed c;l.st-iron coLumns in the early gothjJ' s t y l e 1.l]C;'

s u p p o r t the c en t era f the bu i 1din g . A1 so in t act are its ttl t: ,-= r : c z:
f\tli:o~hE'S, SIl;·ll ;15 i ts pressed tin eei Ling, c o v e d c e i 1 ill~ mol d i.r,. .
"lid pr-essed tin she;.1tlling o v e r the interior staircase, Tile 11<':".,'-

t' i. ~ I E- d. ,t rei 1e ' : Clt-' e II i 11 ~ son the P a r j:.- '" <1 1 1 t 0 "7 ~ [I I I :l 1I e ,~.i l' <-' ;"- .

remain \,]si.ble.

•

•
1 I I ,',= S. L '" " ',' p :",- s i Ill" i e a IId l~'-p 'i cal e:;:Ct mP 1e 0 f In i j - r',L n ,= " ,~<-:' ~: ,,",:;-

his t .; '.-\.: ,,: : '.• Recent mod.il'iC::,lll,:·rl.3 !:.;

• i i ty t' t he . hr-ee , - 6 Duane .... L
, ,. ::~~

II e~ r' l '- "
s :.. I'ue ~Il roe S , ; ~ tOPe

co'" t'llcterl n rst i 11 12.~S-~ for OKner B H Lu\,'e r:c ~j I' L(_rh.:~ ~':r ... --. :~

-- '

~-e:l r,,; . so notfllll~ 1S knov;n abcut "7,j ,3, n d. - ..
i ....

...... "

•
\ II PP-;5-c

The Par-sons of R:--'e, \e\' \"";1'], ~,e:
Fn.l'sons •. Jr., respectiyely.

• - .,
1-

l 0 ,. t) D I 1.:\ll e .::.L r e e t 0. P P e (l. r t a h <:IS e bee n t;: p i ('D L 0 l

Lil-:e ~ji, Lo......er;:. nothing is !;.noh'n a.1Xlllt ~11
elllll'.!. ll~ ::.: ;:;,

e~:peIlsi\'e yet [Uflct ionally adequate st.rilclures lll."\t h'el'::' i."II:'

I',;,t' "l \"t<elY at' commercial and light indllstr~[\l e!l:'i..':-;·:<'"~·

d u !' i n <; the HI i d - :, .i net e e nth c e n t U r;: .

•

•
i. •..•
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Continuation Sheet - 72-76 Duane Street, New lork City •
extremely simple versions of the Italia.nate "palazzo" architec-

tural style that were used popularly on similar structures in Lilt' •
vicinity at the same time. This lower westside area was the cen-
ter of the dry goods, grocery, and printing industrie5 al'1..e!"

IH-lO--l;). The textile industry, in particular. moved to th i s area

after the 1835 fire destroyed most of its buildings ~11 tile Pe o r :

S t r e eta rea . The 18 :::;) 0 pen i n g: 0 f the EI'i e Can a1, the gI'C I, t II 0 t'

!':e" York Cit;-'s port, and o t he r trans-national ecoJlomic [actor":.;

con t I' Lbut edt 0 the rap id gr ov tho f Ne h' Yor k C1 t y 's t ext i 1ell, -

•

d u s t r-v in this area. ';0; h i 1e Br 0 ad w a ;' bee a IIIe the f ash i o n <1 b 1c •
Department. Store,

the b Ll i 1din gson the e a s 1. / I, est - 0 r .i12Tl Le ::.1 S l :J <:'

s : r e e t s of the area' supported related secondac: ruuc t Lc» s . ;;Uc..:l

as 1,.; h 0 1e sal 12 and ret a .i1 ....a r e h a use s a nd s rna 11 r1t' e (11e a nu t-' l' i tIL •

shops.
::...S de1Ila nd [ 0 reO menere 1a 1 a n d 1I g ht i II du S t, I' i a L :;1;<:1(: e .iH -

creased during the mid-nineteenth cenLury. the a re n w a s relJllilL

w i t h commercial and light industrial buildings Uwl w e re SL', LU

s e v e n stories higil. occupied tbe full ext.e1JL of the.!.r' lel':;, ..til'.! •

\.o,'eI"e ttl the rtalianate "p:\laz2o" architectural sL:-le rjrsL '.lS-

sociated Kith ...\oT. St.e\oo'art's Dep;'J.rLmellt Store at L1le COerIJ!:'!' ,:;["

Chamber Street and Eroad~'ay.
Daniel Badger and James Bogardus Kere respons.ible for mall;" ..::;1" Ll1<=' •

In t h.i.s 10 cal arc hit eeL ULl 1
cast.-iron buildings in the area.
conte:\.t, 72-76 Duane Street represeuts a modest \'e1's.i011 e1' til':'

It.n.liarJate "palazzo" architecturnl style poplllarl:: '" "a P p 1: '=' ,1 Lv

c.:omnlercial aud ligbt industrial buildillgS during Lllt.' fIli,"I- •

Unfortunately. its many recent modificaticn3
tlineteentb ..;entury.
ha\'e subsi..antially compromlsed .its arch.iLectur"al lntegr'it;,.

1 L e III \ (). ..,1. Sou r c e s : •
f,qildillg r'ecoras and !'eCol'::!S of \,rtlua"ior.. (tax '.1s:;essme:lt.
r"econJs 1 ....erE' Ule u..-o sources u:=ed in tbis all<1lysis. BoLlJ '.:iel"::
<,l' t'ec~:;r"ds '~lre loc.J.Led G.... the ~1tl!l(;lprl1 ,':'rchi\'es, Sll:'r:::,~<).'-;: ",:0ll1"_

EII.!idill~,:n Chamber"::; St:'et'~. \cte Uwl t.he aLLJr"e\l<:ll.ivll ':'.r,:,. •
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•
refers to alteration permit applications that are f' i Led w i LlJ lJ:~
hili l d i n s records for each property. For example. A.P.-\.. J:~:1/1H~;~
refers to alteration permit application =3~~5 for the ve u r 1l'L~;-·.
I n :J. d d i t ion, T r 0 to; ! S \1e t,' Yo r k Dire eta r Y (1 8 5 6 - 1 8 6 6 l t.' R S Co n S I i I l t'd
at the Ne',' Yor k Public Library.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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Continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building, New York City

through the use of the same Corinthian-style, cast-iron

storefront as used at 16-26 Reade Street. The uppermost two

stories of 14 Reade Street were added in 1895. While it is known

that 14 Reade Street was designed by archi teet Frederick Jenth

for owner Richard Block, the architects of 16-18 Reade Street, 2Q

Reade Street, and 22-26 Reade S't r ee t are not known. Because.i t
is documented that John Snook did design a skylight for 20 Reade

Street and was associated with A.T. Stewart's Department Store

across the street, it is possible that he may have designed the

facades of 16-26 Reade Street. This is, however, me r e specula-

tion.

•

•

•
Hi sto r i c a Ll y and archi tec turall Y t the 22 Reade Street BLl i ld Lng

was part of the surrounding Lower .,-estside district, in whi ch t.he

dry goods, grocery, and printing industries \.o"ere centered after

1840-45. The textile industry, in particular, moved to this area

after the 1835 fire destroyed most of its buildings in the Pearl

Street area. The 1825 opening of the Erie Canal, the growth of

New York Ci t v ' sport, and other trans-national economic factors

contributed to the rapid growth 'of Nex York Ci t v ' s textile in-

du s t r v in this area. While BroadwaY became the fashionable

avenue for retail stores after the 1846 opening of A.T. Stewart's

Department Store, the buildings on the east-west-oriented side

streets of the area supported related s e c orida r-v functions, such

as wholesale and retail warehouses and small needle and print

shops. The 22 Reade Street Building reflect this development.

With the need for warehouses with large expanses of open space

and James Bogardus's innovative cast-iron structural system. the

area ","as rebuilt w i t h commercial and light industrial buildings

tha t were six to seven stor Les high, occupied the full ex tent of

their lots, and \oo,"ere in the rtalianate architectural style w i t h

ei ther stone or cast-iron fronts. The New York Ci t v foundries of

•

•

•

•

•

•
6
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continuation Sheet - 22 Reade Street Building, Ne" York City

Daniel Badger and James· Bogardus were responsible for many of

• these cast-iron buildings. Indeed, the 22 Reade Street Building

•

exemplifies the many structures built in the area in the
Italianate "palazzo" style with stone fronts and ca st e i r-on
storefronts.

Item No. 21, Sources:

•
Building records and records of valuation (tax assessment.
records) were the two sources used in this analysis. Both sets
of records are located at the Muncipal Archives, Surrogate Court
Bui ld i ng , 31 Chambers Street. Note that the abb revi ation .4.. P ....;'
refers to alteration permit applications that are filed with the
building records for each property. For example, A.P.A. 335/1895
refers to alteration permit application #335 for the year 1895.

•

•

•

•

•

•
7


