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INTRODUCTICN

Snug Harbor Cultural Center, a New York City owned property on Staten
Island, is a multi-use cultural rescurce. It is being developed as a
cultural center to house museums, galleries, a performing arts center,
a botanical garden, and a conference center. Snug Harbor has;'had a
rich and varied past. The extant buildings, seven of which are
aesignated New York City landmarks, are visible reminders of the site's
use as an institution for aged and sick seamen. Prior to the 1831
construction of Sailolrs' Snug Harbor, this land was used as a colonial
farm conmplete with main house and outbuildings. Because this property
was near a fresh water inlet which fed into the Kill Van Kull, Native
Americans may have set.tled on this land. Artifacts from the site's
pre-20th century use stil]_. lie buried in the ground. This
archaeological study will discuss the archaeological resources at the
Harbor, explain how this arqhaeolc;gical data can provide us with new
information about thg’__hiétory of the Harbor, and.analyze and predict
where these arch_aeé'i‘éngical resources are located.
This report presents strong evidence that exciting archaeclegical
materials may 'be found at Snug Harbor which reveal significant aspects
of the histories of:

1. American Ir;dians before the arrival of the Europeans

2. a colonial and early nineteenth century farm

3. a German-American farmer

4. one of the most significant charitable institutions of the

nineteenth and twentieth centuries, Sailors' Snug Harbor.




The New Yo-rk ILandmarks Preserwvation Fourndation, the non-profit arm of
the New York City landmarks Preservation Commission applied to the
Department of Cultural Affairs for a $4,500 matching grant to develop
an archaeological predictive model of the Snug Harbor Cultural Center.
This grant is the first archaeological grant from one sister agency to
another. The project can be used as a model for develop:"mg a detailed,
long-term archaeological program for any city-owned site. This model
.analyzes Snug Harbor in its entirety. The goal of the model is to
delineate areas of high archaeclogical potential based on prehistoric
(i.e. American Indian prior to 1524 A.D.) and historic land use and the
amount of modern ground disturbance. Just as with preservationists,
archaeologists must evaluate the site's significance in terms of local
and regional history. Discovering the degree by which any twentieth
century construction may have destroyed earlier material will determine
the important archaeological issue of how "intact" the site is. Having
a well-designed research plan for the Harbor enables archaeclogical
projects to stand as _gompbnents of a larger historical study rather

than as separate d‘xlurelated reports. The maps and the text ;'Erom this
report can be useéi by other city agencies to determine if their
project will impact_ on an archaeological zone at énug Harbor. The
agency professionals can discuss with the ILandmarks Ccmm'_‘ssion the
agency's plans and the type of archaeological work involved and then
evaluate the pros and cons (in terms of time and money constraints) of
either doing the archaeological work prior to constrqction, or changing
the site of the construction project so that it avoids destroying the
archaeological resources. If archaeological gg_{iqavatim is needed, then
& scope of work can be designed by a city archaeoclogist at the

J

Landmarks Preservation Commission.
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METHODOL 0GY

In researching and developing a predictive:model for the archaeoloqgy of
a large city-owned property, there are a number of tasks that must be
undertaken. This section explains those steps and their specific

application to the Snug Harbor project. There are ten steps.

1. History bocks are used as a reference to get an overview of the site

and its role in local and regiocnal history.

2. Local historical societies and museums are consulted to identify
and research all secondary sources (periodicals armd bocks) which have
been written about the project area. Museum staff and local residents

are contacted for information regarding Snug Harbor.

3. Primary sources {such as deeds, survey records, tax records, land
patents, and architectural plans) are studied to ascertain the pattems

of property transfers, boundary changes, and land use.

Initially, we felt that tasks 1-3 were covered in the report "Sailors'
Snug Harbor: An Historic Structures Report" and in Barnett Shepherd's

excellent bock, Sailors' Snug Harbor, 1801-1976. However, this proved

not to be the case. The emphaéis in these accounts was on the
architectural signif'icance of the buildings,_ construction history,
land use during the Sailors' Snug Harbor occupation, and a general
history of th;e institution. These works did not present detailed
information about the pre-1831 pericd. However, this information would
be necessary for a complete archaeological assessment of the property.

In addition, these accounts did not address the significance of the



Harbor as é cultural institution in terms of broader Staten Islard's
history, the role of the institution as part of the history and
development of the Port of New York (one o:f the major themes that the
Parks Department can'stresé; as part of their Urban Cultural Parks
program), and the institution as a feflection of the nineteenth century
concern for the care of the sick and the elderly. Securing this
detailed information on the historical significance of Snug Harbor is a
necessary first step in order to lay the ground work for developing
research quéstions and a research strategy for any archaeological work

at Snug Harbor.

There were also additional problems in using same primary sources. The
archives at Snug Harbor are currently an uncatalogued collection. The
Staten Island Institute of Arts and Sciences and Snug Harbor Cultural
Center hope to raise grant money to cover the cost of having the
collection catalogued. 1In its present cbndition, a researcher could
spend weeks going th_:_couéh documents before finding any relevant

material.

4. All the historic maps pertaining to the site are compared with

contenporary maps of the site.

5. The locations of all ‘the known buildings {based on the research in
steps 3 and 4) are plotted on a contemporary base map of Snug Harbor.
The lLandscape Division of the Department of General Services has
plotted the location of some of the demolished buildings at the Harbor.
Although these maps were very useful, additional structﬁres needed to

be added. The DGS map, Snug Harbor Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape
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— Phase I was used as the base map for the Harbor from which
structures, utility lines/tunnels, and contract 1imit lines and/or
proposed work were plotted. Because tﬁe DGS map uses the 1906

Borough of Richmond Topographic Survey as its base map, buildings

demolished prior to 1906 are not found on this map. Historic maps were
consulted to obtain the location of Aall pre-1906 structures. There was
an additional problem with the DGS map. The demolished structures that
are plotted on the DGS map were not always the same size and shape of
the exact same structure on the 1906 map. Whenever there was a

discrepancy between the two maps (regarding the demolished structures)

we used the data from the 1906 map.

6. Historical accounts of known American Indian villages, and
archaeological reports of the survey and/or excavation of Native
American sites are reviewed. Any village locations which are

discovered in this research are plotted on the base map.

7. Geographical chénges’iﬁ the landscape such as streams, ponds, and
the original shorei’iﬁe are noted. This information is compared with the
data presente;d in r;xrchaeological regional studies which analyze the
location of excavated Native American sites. These studies also try to
predict the likely locations of other Indian settlements. The locations
for any probable Indian sites at the Harbor are then plotted on the

base map.

8. Twentieth century utility maps which precisely locate sewer, gas,
electric, water, and telephone lines are consulted. The locations of
these utility lines are plotted on the base map. { This task was

completed by the Department of General Services in 1984, and the



departrient provided us with this map). . . )

9. From the material gathered in tasks 1 and 2, a determination is made
about which types of sites at the Harbor are likely to be the most
significant in terms of adding new information akout the past.
10. Final maps and text are prepared indicating which areas (if any)
have a high probability of yiellding significant archaeological rema:l.ns
The final report,based on the above ten steps, will contain:

1) an overview map of the entire Harbor property

2) detailed maps of specific areas of the Harbor

3) a text discussing both the entire Harbor'property and

individual sites within it

Ow: model should be useful to the various city agencies responsible
for planning and developing Snug _Harbbr as well as to individual
museologists, archaeologists, -historians, architects, landscape

architects, and preservationists who are interested in Snug Harbor's

.
-

history.

Outline of the Report

The city's interest in Snug Harbor has focused on the architecture of
the Harbor and its open spaces for use as a public park. The
archaeclogical interest in the Harbor is in the social history of the
institution and the people who lived there‘as: well as the people who
lived at the Harbor prior to the nineteenth century. Consequently our
first chapter —- the historical chapter —— only proviaes a brief

summary of the development of Smug Harbor as an architectural complex.

i
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our focus is on the role of Sailors' Snug Harbor as a cultural
institution. Historian Dr. Robert W. Venables provides a broad context
for understanding the role of the Harboz.; in iocal, regional, and
national history. A chart of the chronology of Sailors' Snug Harbor's

major historical events is provided at the end of this chapter.

Chapter Two presents the archaeological reseér@ questions which can be
tested at the Harbor. For archaeological Apurposes the Harbor's history
is divided into three major cultural periods: Native American, 8,000
B.C. to A.D. 1700; Dutch/ English Colonial to Federal, c.1639-1831;
Institutional, 1831-1976. The chapter explains what types of sites at
the Harbor are archaeologically signi-ficant for each time periocd. The
report discusses why certain archaeological deposits are not
considered to be archaeclogically significant. The chapter places the
sites at the Harbor into a broader qontéxt, and compares and contrasts
them to cother sites being investigated by archaeclogists.

Chapter Three dividés the Harbor into eleven areas and discusses the
archaeological significance of each area. The format is the same for
each of the eleven sections. In each section, the historical data on
the site's use (including key information on the majar structures) is
presentad along with photographs and maps of the area being discussed.

Archaeological recommendations are given for each area.

Chapter Four summarizes the recommendations presented in Chapter Three
of the archaeologically significant areas. This chapter contains a map

of the Harbor marked with all of the archaeclogical areas.



CHAPTER ONE:

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW



Sailors' Snug Harbor (1833-1976) was the Eipek B for retired seamen
in the United States, continuing a tradition of charity and social
‘welfare in New York City which dated back to the colonial era (see
Figure 2:1). ‘It was also the creation of "one of the world's
wealthiest charities" (Harlow 1976:187), because of its real estate
investments on the island of Manhattan. Today, when a return to
privately endowed rather than publicly-funded charities is promcted by
the federal government as more efficient, it migﬁt be fascinating to
sponsor a debate on whether the history of privately-funded Snug Harbor
stands as a beacon of social and cultural success or as a symbol of
extravagance and even waste (given, for example, its Trustees' willful

destruction of the Randall Memorial Church in 1952.)

ILike any significant institution, Snug Harbor's history is in part a

microcosm of broader 'Améz‘:ican sccial and cultural history. The purpose

-
4”

of this short eésa_y is to place Snug Harbor and its seamen in their
major historical contexts. Readers seeking the history of Snug Harbor
in greater detail should consult Barnett Shepherd's excellent and

profusely-illustrated Sajilors' Snug Harbor.

Iegend has it that no less a man than Alexander Hami lton convinced
weal thy merchant/country gentleman Robert Richard Randall (c. 1750-
1801} to endow a retired seamen's hame. The legend is sinply that —
legend (Shepherd 1979:15). But the direct evidence is no more helpful

in determining Randall's motives, for his will gives no hint of his
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Figqure 1:1 Bird's-eye View of Sailors' Snug Harbor, 1898.

(Staten Island  Institute of Arts and Sciences, Archives, Postcard Collection)




reaéons. Circumstantial evidence is strong, however. Randall's
fathef, Thomas Randall, was one of the New York City merchants who
organized the Marine Society of the City of New York in 1770, five
years before the Revolution. Among its many goals was to assist ship
céptains who had fallen on hard times and aid the widows and orphans of
ship captains. Thomas Randall's son Robert joined the Marine Society
around his twenty-first birthday (Shepherd 1979:15). Tt seems plausible
that since the father had founded an organization to aid the captalins
of the quarterdeck,the son would found an institution to help the
seamen of forecastle (“fo'c's'le" — located forward of a ship's first

mast, hence the term "before the mast").

Robert Randall also may have been influenced by a personal insight
into how life at sea could take cruel turns: in 1772, his older
brother Thomas was the master of a ship returning to New York from the

West Indies. As the New York Gazette and Weekly Mercury noted, "a few

miles from Sandy Hock, [Thomas] was knocked overboard with the Bocam and
drowned" (Shepherd_ )1{976_:/15). If his brother could not be saved from
the sea, perhaps'a:hers could be. Or perhaps bachelor Robert Randall
sought to perpetuate in Snug Harbor a familiar, sea—faring family which

would continue for generations.

However plausible the above causes are, they are more sensible than the
legend that Robert was somehow ma_king ame-nds for the fact that his
father's fortune had been partially acquired through privateering
during the French and Indian War, 1754-1763. There was nothing
irherently dishonest about amassing a fortune through privateering in

the colonial period. England as well as her enemies engaged in

¢
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privateéri_ng. Simply put, privateéring was an official, government
sanctioned right to take a privately-fitted ship onto the seas to
disrupt enemy shipping. Prizes seized were the reward. In fact, it
was an ‘economically sound way to sponsor a war at sea: the government
signed a piece of paper (called a letter of marque) and a private
individual raised the crew and obtained the ship. If the privateer
failed to disrupt enemy shipping, the privateer's investment failed,
and the government had not expended any funds. If the privateer
succeeded, the private rewards were deserv_ed because the government got
a percentage. The ships of the official “navies" took on the
indispensable tasks: escorting troops; harrassing major ports and
shipping lanes; battling other navies; and, of course, intercepting and
sinking the enemies' privateers {Leach 1973:136, 197, 210, .248-249,

297, 391, Robinson 1976:418-419).

Privateering, like so many other aspects of American history, has its
roots in England. During Elizabeth I's étruggles against Spain in the
late 1500s, Jchn .anﬁi;xs and Francis Drake were famous for their
exploits as pri\'f'a.teers -~ Drake even visited the English colony of
Roancke in North Carolina in 1586 after a privateering expedition to

the Caritbean (Morison 1971:649-651).

The American colonists did not organize any large-scale privateering
until King William's War (1689-1697) (Rcbinson 1976:418-419). It was
during this war that Captain William Kidd, New York City merchant, gave
privateering its shadiest reputation (Bunker 1979:40-43). The vast
majority of privateers, however, were faithful to the law and order of

their sovereign, and by the mid-eighteenth century privateering was
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institutioﬁalized. This institution continued in the nineteenth
century during the War of 1812. BAmerica's last privateers sailed for
President Abraham Lincoln in 1863 during the Civil War, and for the
Confederate rebels of Jefferson Davis from 1861 to 1865. 1In fact, the
American Confederates have the distinction of being the world's last

privateers (Robinson 1976:419).

Privateering during the colonial pericd was a popular and incredibly
profitable venture which reached its top form during the French and
Indian War (1754—1763.), the war in which Thamas Randall, father of Snug
Harbor's founder Robert Randall, flourished. Well over 11,000 seamen
engaged in privateering during the war. Although a breakdown by
colonial city is not part of the historical record, it is known that
three major ports — New York City, Newport, and Boston — contributed
a total of 230 ships with a total of 5,000 crew menmbers during the
entire war. Prizes seized by these privateers —- 'ships and cargoes —
were reported in New Yfprk".city newspapers as being worth as much as
15,000 pounds st_:er]ﬁng, literally a fortune in those dz:iys. In 1757,
several warships of -the royal navy arrived in New York port only to
have many of their crewmen desert to join the privateers —-- so many
that for awhile the royal navy did not have enough seamen to sail the
ships out of the port! To say the least, Thomas Randall was in the

right place at the right time (Adams 1927:293-295, Fowler 1976:22-24).

Snug Harbor's growth as a charitable institution evolved alongside
other charitable institutions connected with the port, and with

American life in general. The "Society for Promotion of the Gospel

12
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Amohg Seamen in the Port of New f{or " continued a missionizing
tradifion typified by the colconial era's "Society for the Propagation
of the Gospel in Foreign Parts," founded in England in 1701 (Adams
1927:132, 152-153). By 1853, New York City counted a total of twenty-
two asylums, eight hospitals, seven medical dispensaries, and 165
societies working for one charitable cause or another. Among the
institutions charitably serving seamen in 1853 were various religious
missions plus the Marine Society (still helping widows and orrhans of
deceased seafarers, as it had when it was founded in 1770 by merchants
such as Thamas Randall); "The Sailor's Home" for white seamen; and "The

Colored Sailor's Home" for non-white seamen (Spann 1981:74).

Snug Harbor's founding and subsequent expansion not surprisingly
paralleled the commercial growth of the port. Reflecting this growth,
the Seamen's Bank for Savings was fourded in 1829, at 149 Maiden Lane,
to encourage savings among crew members (Bunker 1979:260). In addition,
cne of the reasons Sailor"s Sriug Harbor was able to erect so many fine
buildings was because of its investments in real- estate, investments
vhich would not };ave been as profitable if New York had not emerged as
the premier port of the nation by 1823. Until 1823, it was possible
that preeminence could have gone to Boston, a colonial rival of New
York, or Philadelphia, its primary and superior colonial rival. But Jo,%
1823, New England and Philadelphia had been bested. When the Erie
Canal was completed in 1825, it simply reaffirmed and helped assure
what was already fact (Albion 1939:15, 373). Manhattan real estate
climbed accordingly, and wifn it, the funds available for Snug Harbor's
Trustees. Precisely how Snug Harbor, dependent upon New York real

estate, benefitted and how it paralleled the growth of the port can be

13
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seen in the following statistics of trade (Albion 1939:392-393):

Table 1:1
TONNAGE ENTERED FROM FOREIGN COUNTRIES AT PRINCIPAL PORTS
Compiled from annual Reports on Commeree and Navigation
(Thousands of Tons) P
CHIEF OENERAL PORTS COTTON PORTS ) OTHER PORTS ’
- (=]
u 4
5 5 - 5 » z
gzl S 18l §l§ g § 51k g 3 ¥ 2
- » ™ =
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How was New-York port able to amass this wealth? Was it due to wheat
from the interior? Industrial goods? Furs fram the frontier? Timber?
All of these, but all — and more —— were carried, of course, by the
seamen and their ships. Seamen were attracted to New York port for the
same reason other immigrants and workers were: there were more Jdbs.
The interdependence of commerce and culture is demonstrated by the fact
that when commerce expanded, the city attracted more people who in turn
created more commexce. All of this interaction created a greater base
for wealth and, hence, a greater potentiél material prosperity and

culture {Albion 1939:398).

There is a contemporary footnote to Snug- Harbor in its adaptive reuse
as a cultural center: Snug Harbor is hardly alone in seeing its
maritime legacy turned to other purposes. The South Street Seaport —
another adaptive re-use ~- mimes the sailing port that was once
thriving on the Eést River. The Cunard Building and the U.S. Lines
Building on lower Broa_dway— no longer serve passengers eager to book
tickets aboard }_ine/x"/s destined for Europe. Closer to the Snuggies'
hearts, the Nat'ional Maritime Union of America -(AFL-CIO) building, at
36 Seventh Avenue between 12th and 13th Streets, is now a part of St.
Vincent's Hospital. 1Its sister building, awash in porthole windows,
survives as a union building at 346 West 17th Street, but one wonders
how long before it goes the way of t‘he Seamen's Church Institute, sold

in 1985 (White and Willensky 1978:9, 10, 76, 112).

The fact is that New York's maritime history is fading — or perhaps a
better phrase is integrating -- into a more diversified economy. To

survive, the architectural remnants of that past must be adapted to re-
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use.” In this sense, Sailors' Smyy Harbor remains on course in the main

currents of New York City life.

In 1801, Robert Richard Randall, New York City merchant and bachelor,
died. His will stated that his fortune and lands be used to establish

"Sailors' Snug Harbor," an institution to house and care for "aged,

decrepit and worn—out sailors" (Shepherd 1979:15). Implementation of

the will was delayed for nearly thirty years as claimants to the
Randall fortune and other legal issues k-ept the estate in limbo until
the U.S. Supreme Court cleared the way for the Trustees to exert full
control. Between 1831 and 1833, Snug Harbor's first structure, a fine
Greek Revival building, was erected on the northern shore of Staten
Island (see Figure 2:2). Another legal struggle began more than a
century later. In 1952, Snug Harbor's Trustees demclished rather than
repair the Randall Memorial Church,- a stunning and grand edifice
erected in i892, despite the. efforts of preservationists who had hoped
to save the buil}é_lin&j.. In 1965, the New York City Iandmarks
Preservation Cér&;';'ission, founded that very year, began action to
preserve the surviving complex as a landmark. Snug Harbor's Trustees
battled landmark status in court but finally tacitly conceded defeat in
1971 by moving their operation to North Carolina, selling the buildings

and eventually all of the remaining lands to the city of New York

(Shepherd 1979:32-35). In 1985, as Snug Harbor slowly evolves toward

its adaptive re-use as a cultural center, parallels became apparent in
comparing the legal struggles of 1801-1830 and of 1952-1971, each
followed by the implementation of an institution to serve the city.

The establishment of a carefully-planned instituticn, is apparent. The
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Figure 1:2 A Map of Staten Island showing the location of Sailors' Snug Harbor.
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vision of a carefully designed and refined retlrement hcmé for seamen
was as innovative in the early ni;neteenth century as historic
preservation and adaptive re-use is for the late twentieth century. If
the legal struggles have been time-consuming, the accomplishments of
the nineteenth century -- a charitable institution arrayed in a
stunning series of buildings -~ are an inspiring example to those who
are presently establishing cultural institutions in those same

buildings.

The tradition in the West of institutiocnalized care for less fortunate
members of society, exemplified by Sailors' Snug Harbor, dates to the
Middle Ages. The equivalent medieval ins’;itutions, which had their
roots in the ancient world, were called "hospitals," but they cared for
and fed impoverished people as wéll as tending to the sick of all
classes. Run by nuns or monks, their religious function was the
implementation of Christian charity (Evans 1969:65, 85, 98, 130, Miller

1976:306). Hence thga.--H'dtel Dieu in Paris instructed those who served

-
e

there: "Receive 'tl_ie patients as.jrou would Christ himself" ( Bishop

1968:133).

Snug Harbor's tie with this Christian tradition was physically manifest
in the 1856 chapel and in the 1892 Randall Memorial Church. This
Christian tradition was personally epitomized by the Reverend W. W.
Phillips, a Presbyterian minister who was on the Board of Trustees for
thirty-nine years until 1865. When he preached the sermon at the
opening of the chapel in 1856, the emphasis on Christian love of the

medieval hospice had taken second place to the Presbyterian—Calwvinist
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impulse for Christian reform, but the 6verall context was still
Christian. Phillips charged the "Snugs" (Shepherd 1979:21):
You are here ... not to spend your time in
idleness, in the mere animal indulgence of eating,
drinking, and sleeping; but you are here to refit.
Your voyage has not yet terminated; the most
important part of it is yet before you.... are you
sure all is xight? ....are you habitually ready to
launch at any mavent? Above all, have you engaged

Him who alone can pilot you safely through this
dangerous sea into the haven of eternal rest?

In all fairness to the reverend, he was simply trying to renew an old
seafaring tradition that, 1like everything else, had undergone
significant "secularization" since the 1500s when life at sea routinely

included daily prayers and hymns (Morison 1974:165-171).

Historically, it is misleading to view Sailors' Smug Harbor within the
sole focus of being America's "first"” home for retired seamen. While

local pride in every era always enjoys claiming "firsts,” it is a fact

. of history that nothing springs fram a vacuum and everything evolves

from preceeding_ ef'forts. The direct precedents for Sailors' Snug
Harbor lie in two colonial institutions: hospitals and workhouses (also
called "almshouses") (Miller 1976:306-307). With regard to the latter,
it is significant to note that, except for the first year, the men at
Sailors' Snug Harbor were required to work in Snug Harbor's fields or
other agricultural self-supporting enterprises, or to help in

maintaining the buildings (Shepherd 1979:19).

The first known colonial workhouses were established, appropriately

enough, in Dutch New Amsterdam in 1653 (Bridenbaugh 1971: 84) and 1655

(Stokes 1919-1928:1V, 156). The Pilgrims in Massachusetts followed
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closely with a workhouse in 1658. In 1722, Parliament passed a law
permitting parishes in Britain to establish workhouses, and this law
may have been used in the colonies as a precedent for eighteenth
century workhouses. In colonial New York City, a new workhouse was
established in 1735. Since there was almost always a labor shortage in
ceolonial America, only the most desperate were placed in these

institutions (Miller 1976:306).

Colonial hospitals often evolved from the workhouses or almshoﬁses.
Philadelphia General Hospital began as the infirmary of an almshouse in
."1732 and Bellevue in New York City began in 1736 as a part of the 1735
workhouse mentioned above. Benjamin Franklin helped found the first
hospital which was not asscciated with a workhouse: the Pennsylvania

Hospital in Philadelphia, founded in 1751 (Miller 1976:306).

There are complex reasons why colonial almshouses and hospitals are

primarily a phenomenon ‘of the eighteenth century, with just a few

.

seventeenth centuxy' .Erece'dents. The most basic reason is the fact that
until the 1730s, the number of colonists was relatively small. 1In
1688, for example, the population of all English colonies, north to
south (including formerly Dutch New York) totalled only 200,000. By
1715, that population had more than doubled, but was still only
434,600. Yet by 1754, the English colonies totalled 1,485,634, and by
the Revolution, 2.6 million. In this population total, the urban
dwellers never amounted to more than five percent, so colonial "cities"
meke a startling contrast to the nineteenth century urban enviromment

in which Snug Harbor evolved. 1In 1800, the United States had a
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popul_ation'of 5.3 million; in 1860, 31.4 miliion; and in 1900, 75

million (Morris,

ed. 1982:643-649).

Urban growth for New York City as

compared to its rivals, Boston and Philadelphia (Morris, ed. 1982:648-

649), charts the triumph of New York port just as surely as the

economic statistics cited earlier:

Table 1:3

1730

1750

1770

1720

1820

1860

1200

New York
8,500
13,300
21,000
33,131
123; '76-(’)’—
1,080,330

3,437,202

Boston

13,000

15,731

15,520

18,038

43,300

177,840

560,892

Philadelphia
8,500
13,400
28,000
42,444
112,§00
565,529

1,293,697

Thus the growth of the number and size of institutions serving the

disadvantaged is linked to the needs of a growing population which,

because of its growth, can in turn better afford larger institutions of

charity.
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Another demographic factor which is specifically related to

u

‘retirement" is how relatively few people there were over the age of 60
compared to the rest of the population. Definite .statistics are not
available for the colonial period, nor are ‘statistics for blacks even
in the nineteenth century, but the ninete'énth century statistics on
whites tell their own story. In 1840, only four percent of the white
population were 60 or older (400,000 of 14.2 million). Half of these
were womern. By 1900, this had only grown to seven percent (4.4 million
in a white population of 66.8 million). ILife expec-tancy figures are
misleading, because in any age there are people around who are in their
sixties and seventies. Life expectancy in Massachusetts J'..n 1789 was
34.5 for males (Morris, ed. 1982:649). But statistics do emphasize an
important point in charting the growth of institutions specifically for
"retired" Mmericans: there were fewer "senior citizens" in the colonial
and nineteenth century populatio;ls in terms of percentages of
population because however unreliable earlier figures are, in 1900 the

United States Census established life expectancy at birth as 47.3 years

{it is now above 72) '(U.S. Census 1976:379. cf. Potter 1984).

Other factors in colonial America caused the establishment of
institutionalized charities, the tradition built upon by Snug Harbor
and other nineteenth century institutions. When colonial populations
were smaller, vfami_lies and local churches tended to the less fortunate.
But by the 1700s, the American colonies already were a pluralistic mix
of religions ard ethnic identities, diffusing the effectiveness of any
local church attempting to address commmnity-wide issues. Thus while

pluralism made for a more diverse and tolerant colonial society,
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pluralism hampered the effective and efficient centralization of
charities which had been traditionally, since the Middle Ages,' a
responsibility of institutionalized religion (the "established" or
"state" church). (cf. Kammen 1980:passim). Furthermore, the
eighteenth century Enlightenment, based on rational rather than
religicus solutions to himan problems,. added philosoghical weight to
the necessity of gradually secularizing institutionalized charities
(cf. Wertenbaker 1949:1-17). The choices of sponsorship for such
charities thus primarily focused on eithe'r government ("public") or
private endeavor. The secularization which resulted was evident at
Snug Harbor, where Catholic residents were allowed to worship off-
grounds, while the Protestant chapel tended to the needs of Protestant

seamen (Shepherd 1979:24).

Demographics also demonstrate the increasing need for maritime

~

institutions such as Snug Harbor, as the numbers of seamen entering New -

York harbor not surprisingly increased with New York City's prosperity
and with its genera'l- population growth (Albion 1939:398):

(see table on the following page)

24



Table 1:4

SEAMEN ENTERING THE PORT OF NEW YORK
1835: 22,000
1845: -39,000
1855: 55,000
1860: 66,000

Interestingly, in 1860, only 12,141 of these 66,000 seamen claimed to

be from the State of New York (Albion 1939:420).

In understarding the colonial precedents for Snug Harbor, perspective
suggests yet another step back to better view the context of this

important institution. _Bécause the British colonies were, after all,

-

part of an empire, 'ﬁhe_ reference points of the colonists themselves was
Great Britain. The English precedent for a workhouse dates long before
the 1722 act of Parliament referred to earlier: in 1553, "Bridewell"
was established in ILondon. That the English example survived the
Revolution is evident in the fact that New;v York City continued to czll
its workhouse "Bridewell" {Kouwenhoven 1972:_95', 111). A more
benevolent and far grander English plan specifically for the care of
seamen —- in this case of veterans of the Royal Navy -- was the
establishment in 1694 of the Royal Hospital at Greenwich, sponsored by

Queen Mary II, with Sir Christopher Wren as the architect. Not even
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this was w;'LthOut precedent, however, for the naval hospital at
Greenwich was meant to be as good for veteran English seamen as Charles
I1's Royal Hospital at Chelséa was for soldiers (Greenhill, ed.
1982:15). Ard in America, it was soldiers, ﬁotAsailors, whose fédlity
is an immediate precedent to Sailors' Snug Harbor: during and
~ immediately after the American Revolution, badly wounded army officers
were formed into an "invalid corps" to help train new officers. This
invalid corps was stationed at the Revolutionary fortress at West
Point, and the invalid corps thus became the nucleus for West Point's
faculty and the Point's role as America's:; national military academy
(Boatner 1974:289; Beukema 1976:280). mrthemorle, in 1798 Congress
e:e.tablished a fund for what became the oldest federally-funded hospital

system: the Marine Hospital Service (Miller 1976: 306).

In the present day it is difficult if not impossible to appreciate the
two social and intangible aspects of a seaman's life which were
replicated at Sailors' Snug Harbor, because these aspects are alien to
contemporary concepts of “individual freedom and individual rights. The
first was a so_ciai ’;ense of place, of hierarchy, which pervaded all
American society in the nineteenth centufy but which was especially
pronounced aboard ship. This sense of place recognized, in a positive
as well as a negative way, that part of a person's identity could be
affirmed by acknowledging where that individual fit into the general
order of American society. The second aspect took advantage of and/or
enhanced the first, and was specifically related to life at sea: the
orderly and disciplined nature of shipboard routine. During the days

of sail, a mament's hesitation in going aloft at an officer's orders to

adjust the sails, for example, oould easily mean the loss of the ship.
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In addition to capturing the abruptness and occasional harshness of
this shipboard life, nineteenth century author Richard Henry Dana

captured the immediacy of this life in his 1840 Two Years Before the

Mast (Dana 1981: 404-405). That there could be no prima donnas among
seamen is especially demonstrated in the following passage which
describes the crew's response to the captain's command during the
passage of the ship Alert through the icy seas off Cape Horn, South

America:

Almost every watch, when we came on deck, the air
seemed to grow colder, and the sea to run higher.
Still we’'saw no ice, and had great hopes of going
clear of it altogether, when, one afternoon, about
three o'clock, while we were taking a siesta during
our watch below, "All hands!" was called in a loud
and fearful [i.e., awesome] voice. "Turble up
here, men! Tumble up; don't stop for your clothes
~ before we're upon it!" We sprang out of our
berths and hurried upon deck. The loud sharp voice
of the captain was heard giving orders, as though
for life or death, and we ran aft.to the braces,
not waiting to look ahead, for not a moment was to
be lost .... Slowly, with the stiff ropes and iced
rigging, we swung the yards round,... and we stood
off on the’other tack, leaving behind us, directly
under dur larboard quarter, a large ice island,
peering out of the mist, and reaching high above
our tops ...

%,k
On a ship with a competent captain, discipline was strict, but
harshness was primarily dictated by the working conditions of shiphoard
life and the weather. On a ship commanded by an incon;petent master,
however, life could become tainted by a cruelty jjrposéd by the captain
or by an officer. Richard Henry Dana, on an earlier voyage than the
one quoted above, sailed on a different ship and witnessed a sadistic

captain who, among other things, flogged cne of the sailors for asking
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a cquestion. The sailor was tied fast as the captain (Dana 1981: 155):

began laying the blows upon his back, swinging half
round between each blow, to give it full effect.
As he [the captain] went on, his passion increased,
and he danced about the deck, calling cut as he
swung the rope, — "If you want to know what I flog
you for, I'll tell you. It's because I like to do
itl —- because I like to do it! -- It suits me!
That's what I do it for!” ’ N

A sallor unfortunate enough to sign on with such a captain might have
to endure a degraded life for weeks at sea, for there was no place to
escape. Only the plantation conditions of black slaves, a lifetime

rather than a voyage, held the frightening potential for more sustained

brutality.

Added to the necessity of discipline was the human ;_;roblem of placing
officers and men in what sociologists term a "cloged system," which a
ship became by virtue of the fact .t‘nat éll life was carried out within
a closely-defined spgpe;"/isolated for long periods of time from people
not a part of the -élosed system and isolated as well from alternative
physical space. BAboard ship, the nearest alternative physical space

was land far beyond sight: for example, the voyage across the Atlantic

during sailing days tock about six weeksl

In this closed system, among all-male crews at sea for weeks and even
months, there were occasional homosexual relations and, less
frequently, hamosexual abuses (Philbrick 1981: 13). The challenges of
living within this closed system were complex, and so it is not

surprising that discipline and order took precedence over
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individﬁality. In an age which already recognized and accepted
hierarchical relatic;nships, :E'.hipboard life added conditions caused by
the complexities of sailing maneuvers and .continual close quarters.
The captain's word was law, and all seamen knew it. Discipline was
harsh, for a lack of ordgr threatened life itself. Under such
circumstances, it is not surprising that a few captains and officers
could become egomaniacs exerting their authority with unnecessarily
harsh results. It is equally not surprising that seamen occasiocnally
matinied and nearly always griped. But :Ln general, both officers and
crew knew that their functions were interdependent. In fact, men
aspiring to become ship's officers and captains were naturaliy inclined
to a command mentality. As for the crews, two factors shaped their
behavior: some had no c¢hoice but to become seamen, because economic
necessity and their own lack of skills drew them to what was relatively
unskilled labor (f'md that part which was skilled was quickly learned
from necessity). Still other crewmen were drawn to the security of
being part of a oonmu’r}itff however rugged that community life might be.
Personal security’ 'ar-xd the identity fourd within a group is often more
significant to humans than a "pursuit of happiness," and if "happiness"
did not follow the acquisition of security, many men counted themselves

fortunate to have at least security.

Understanding why shipboard life was as disciplined, as harsh,
as satisfactory, or even rewarding to previous generations does not
suggest that such conditions might be justified as a contemporary
social standard or goal. A return to the "good old days" would be no
more desirable to today's seamen than a nineteenth century factory

would be to today's workers. That life aboard ship was full of tension
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and flare-ups is, however, an indication that even in the context of

the times, humans —— officers as well as crew — could not stand the

strain.

The court records of New York City, where charges by seamen- and
officers saw the light of day beyond the "closed system" of the ship,
provide a glimpse of what these "snaps" in the human psyche were,
alﬂxough it is prcbable that the vast major-_ity of incidents were never
heard in court. In the court records, seamen most frequently accused
captains and officers of "cruel and unusual punishment,”" as well as
"withholding sufficient food" and even "abandoning a seaman in a
foreign port." That shipboard discipline was difficult for captains
and officers is hinted at as well. The charge most frequently brought
against seamen by captains and officers was "assault with a dangerous
weapon." ‘“Endeavor to make a revolt" was another frequent charge, and

on occasion even the charge of "revolt and mutiny"” were heard (Albion

1939: 228).

In this context, it is not surprising that there were occasional
grumblings and even mutinies among the Snugs. In 1890, one of the
Snugs, a man named Anderson, fired three shots at_ the governor (all
missed) to seek revenge for the governor's increased vigilance in
preventing local politicians' from bribing Smugs to vote certain ways.
{Shepherd 1979: 26). While this was a reprehensible act, it may not
be as much a glaring example of Snug Harbor's rﬁgged seamen or of the
Harbor®s discipline as it is an indication that Smug Harbor was, all in

all, well-run: such a violent act only occurred once in the entire
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history of the Harbor. That there were also occasional flares of
arrocgance on the part of Snug Harbor's "captain" -- the governor — is
also not cut of character with the nature of nineteenth century command

mentalities.

The social c.ontext of life at sea points to the fact that when seamen
retired to Snug Harbor, they already understood the roles they simply
continued at the Harbor. Whether or not such a retirement would be
appealing from today's perspective, what seems most apparent in the
history of Smuyg Harbor is how life continued rather successful ly for
these retired seamen whose expectations had been set by a long life at
sea. The wide expanses of lawn, the luxury of the Harbor's public
spaces, the medical attention available, and the spaciousness of their
personal quarters were the opposite of a life at sea. If the Harbor's
routine was relatively uneventful, the seamen could certainly be
forgiven for having had their f£ill of challenging days, and if they
were the types to be driven mad by days of becalmed boredam, they would
have gone over that ’f;orizon long before they reached the Harbor. At
the Harbor, they had‘the routine of labor (their "watch"); many idle
hours to read or carve or simply think; comradeship: "liberty-" spent in
Manhattan or locally; alcchol and tobacco; a good place to sleep; and
food in their stomachs. In an age when the society and the economy
offered most a great deal less and was defined with different
expectations than the ideal today, a life at Snug Harbor would have
been for most "comfortable." As other institutions and circumstances,
such as unionization and the social legislation of the New Deal,
lessened seamen's dependence upon charity, enrollment at Sailors' Snug

Harbor declined. Such a decline does not detract from the fact that
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the Harbor, an idea launched by an eight:eeni:h century merhant, served
g0 well the needs of the nineteenth century and much of the twentieth.
The "Snugs" would have recognized themselves in the following
description of "A Sayler” penned by Englishman Richard Braithwait in

1631 (Morison 1971: 132):

He is an Otter, an Amphibium that lives both on
Land and Water... His familiarity with death and
danger, hath armed him with a kind of dissolute
security against any encounter. The sea cannot
roar more abroad, than hee within, fire him but
with ligquor... In a Tempest you shall heare him
pray, but so amethodically, as it argues that hee
is seldome vers'd in that practice.... Hee makes
small or no choice of his pallet; he can sleepe as
well on a Sacke of Pumnice as a pillow of doune. He
was never acquainted much with civilitie; the Sea
has taught him other Rhetoricke. Hee is most
constant to his shirt, and other his seldome
wash'd linnen. Hee has been so long acquainted
with the surges of the Sea, as too long a calm
distempers him. He cannct speake low, the Sea
talks so loud.... Hee can spin up a rope like a
Spider, and downe again like a lightning. The rope
is his roade, the topmast his Beacon.... Death
hee has seene in so mahy shapes, as it cannot amaze
him. ’

-

The seamen -- the “Snugs" -— themselves make an important element in
American social history, and their presence from 1833 to 1976 in one
location, with records intact, offer a significant-focus for any future
social historian. The seamen themselves even reflect the significant
commexrcial slow evolution of dependence upon sailing ships to steam
ships. Retired seamen who had served aboard sailing vessels had
contempt for those who had sailed upon "tin pot" steam vessels

(Shepherd 1979: 94).

The architectural history —-- some of it regretably demolished —-
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represents a brief but solid tour through American nineteenth century
American tastes c¢limaxing in the Randa_ll Memorial Church —- a
simultaneous declaration of religious confidence and materialistic
grandeur. The Randall Memorial Church is matched on Staten Island by
the Vanderbilt tomb, but nationally it follows the same edifice complex
which led to St. John the Divine j;n New York City and the National
Cathedral in Washington, D.C. American expectations are also
demonstrated in the Music Hall : its physical juxtaposition to the
Randall Memorial Church (built at the same time) says much about the
late Victorian concept that the eternal and temporal should complement
each other, for each was reflective of the other: glory on earth

presaged glory in etemity.

Sailors' Snug Harbor also reflects more subtle themes in American life
as well. The documented rivalries at &e Harbor betwéen governcr and
physician during the lSOOs__\(Shepherd 1979: 23, 62) reflects a broader
social developmenf:_._,-- "'I"'t)l—e rivalry between the two men, housed in
equal ly—:imposinc_}‘};omes on opposite sides of the grounds, .refl ects a
competition for status between two professions recéntly elevated to a
new status, that of upper middle class professionals. During the
colonial period, physicians' salaries were about equal to those of
ministers, but thelr status was lower (Main 1965: 98-117). Colonial
physicians were decidedly in the middle of the middle class. During the
nineteenth century, thanks to improvements in medical science,
physicians gained in prestige. Sea captains, whose responsibilities
grew with the ever-increasing size, speed, and cost of nineteenth
century ships {Albion 1939: 49-50, 322), also found their reputaticns

enhanced -~ especially the glamorous masters of clipper ships, the
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position Thomas Melville held for seven years before he became governor

of Snug Harbor.

To this rivalry for status was added the very real factor that the
Harbor included an e'ver—increasing hospital role in which the
physician's recommendations in the management of the Harbor were vital.
In fact, the building of the Sanatorium (1897-1901) demonstrates the
American vision of science as a predominant force in America's future.
That the Sanitorium opens just seven years following the completion of
the Randall Memorial Church and the Music Hall is also an interesting
Juxtaposition of the late Victorian confidence that religion, culture,
and science would enter the twentieth century harmoniocusly hand-in-

hand.

In conclusion, there is another as'p..ect' in the history of Snug Harbor
which deserves attentio;_l_; - thé natural eﬁvironment. It is appropriate
that one of the _ins'i-:j:tutions which will move into the Snug Harbor
complex is the Staten Island Museun of Science and Art, with its
component focusing on that natural environment. The history of the
natural environment surrounding Snug Harbor is one of human progress
and folly. The enviromment evolved from a bucolic setting which the
Trustees felt was beyond the evils the city into an area which is the
epitome of the late twentieth century urban scene; human, commercial,
and chemical. Ironically, fair winds and strong currents bring to
Sailors' Snug Harbor pollutants unimagined and uninvented when the

first retired seamen tock up residence in 1833.
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TABLE 1:5 CHRONOLOGY OF THE RESIDENTS AT SNUG HARBOR

1833:

1876:

1882;

1900:

1945:

37

600

700

950

375

{Shepherd 1979:passim)
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TARLE 1:6 CHRONOLOGY OF MAJOR EVENTS IN THE HARBOR'S HiSTDRY

1801

1801-1830

1806

1828

1831-1833
1833
1834

c.1836

1841

1842

1846-1847
1848
1851-1852
1855
1855-1856

1867-1884

1874
1876
1877-1878
1878
1879-1880

1880

Robert Randall's will endows "Sailors' Snug Harbor"
litigation and other issues embroil the estate in
controversy, hindering implementation of the will's
provisions for Snug Harbor ’

Trustees meet to incorporate

’

New York State agrees to allow the establishment of
Snug Harbor on land other than on the Manhattan land
originally intended by Randall to be the location of
Snug Harbor

Building Snug Harbor begins

First building opens with 37 residents

Robert Richard Randall memorial erected

A wooden fence begun, primarily to hinder the trade in
alchchol with the locals

$400 for library bocks is allotted by the trustees

Wrought iron fence begun; does little more to hamper
rut-running than its wooden predecessor

Governor's House built; Physician's House built
First fq;léfiﬁe chaplain

Hospigél_built

Dining Hall built

Chapel erected

Tenure of Governor Thomas Melville, sea captain and
brother of author Herman Melville

Gatehouse built; east and west wings added to hospital
Dormitory built; 600 men in residence

Another ‘dormitory built

Boat House and Dock House built

Another dormitory built; 700 men in residence

West Gate House erected
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1880~-1881 -

1882

1883

1884

1885

1885-1886

1889

1820

18920-1892

1893

1894
1398
1893-1900

1203

1915

1215-1%16

Another dormitory built; hospital enlarged by addition
of "Hospital Number Two"

Mounting criticism of Governor Thomas Melville includes an
editorial in the Nautical Gazette that he had transformed
a "good and comfortable home . . . into a Poor House
under prison rules."

Wooden tower added to the chapel

Governor Thomas Melville dies of heart disease on March 5;
statue of Robert Richard Randall commissioned under
Melville from Augustus Saint-Gaudens unveiled at
Srmug Harbor on May 30

Physician's house demolished; separate building added to
the hospital; employees' cottages built

Morgue built

Investigation reveals that local politicians have bribed
Snug Harbor residents to vote in elections prior to 1884,
during the administration of Thamas Melville: Melville's
successor, Governor G.D.S. Trask, cooperates in the
investigation and vows reform

A resident, Anderson, angry at clamp-down on voting bribes
and the eviction from Snug Harbor of the major

perpetrators, fires three shots at Governor Trask
but misses

Randall-Memorial Church and the Music Hall both campleted
Circular pool and statue of Neptune completed in front of
the Randall Memorial Church and the Music Hall

East Gate House erected
Southern Gate House built
Sanitorium constructed

Right of residents to vote withdrawn by a New York court
which ruled that " wards of charities" could not vote
under current New York law (ruling held until 1946 when
two residents won their challenge)

Seamen's Act of 1915 passed by Congress to improve
seamen's working and living conditions aboard ships; the
first act among many which would lead to improved
corditions for seamen and eventually lessen the need for
private charity

Recreaticn Hall built
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19236-1937

1930s

1945

1946

1949

1951

1952

1955

1965

1967

1968

1971

1972
1273

1976

Seamen's strike ties up New York port; frequent wviolence
between strikers and strike-breakers; results in the
establishment of the National Maritime Union of America;
new wages and benefits, plus general public laws of the
New Deal, lessened the plight of seamen

Some lands of Snug Harbor sold by Trustees to developers
of Randall Manor

Only 375 residents

Residents regain right to wote in miblic elections
Trustees lease to NYU, on very favorable terms, the block
north of Washington Square; the beginning of financial

disasters for the charity

Demolition of barn, machine shop, carpenter shop, and
three hospital buildings

Preservationists unable to prevent demolition of the
Rarndall Memorial Church

Governor's House (1846) demolished

New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission grants
landmark status to Snug Harbor despite Trustees' protests
that such preservation would be econcmical 1y burdensame

State Supreme Court rules in favor of Trustees; Municipal
Arts Society aids lLandmarks Preservation Commission

Court rul es new evidence is needed before buildings are
demolished or altered

Tristees announce a plan to move their operation to Sea
Level, North Carolina

Buildings and 13 acres are sold to New York City
Remaining 62 acres acquired by New York City
$6 million facility opens at Sea Level, North Carolina

(Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer 1979: I7, 4.1/2 - 4.1/3;
Perry 1976: 246-247; Shepherd 1979: passim)
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CHAPTER TWO: ARCHAEOLOGICAL ISSUES AND RESEARCH QUESTIONS



-

The land at Snug Harbor may have been used by both Indians and whites
prior to the establishment of the institution Sailors' Snug Harbor. The
Harbor's archaeological history can be divided into three major
cultural periods: Native American. 8,000 B.C.—A.D. 1700; Dutch/English
Colonial to U.S. Federal <.1639-1831; and Institutional 1831-1976. The
chapter discusses the type of sites at the Harbor that are
archaeologically significant. Research questions are posed that can be
tested at the Harbor sites. In addition, this chapter explains why
certain archaeological deposits at the Harbor are not considered to ke
archaeologically significant, for example, disturbed deposits or
twentieth century material. Lastly, the report places the sites at the
Harbor into a broader context,’ and'compares them to other sites that

are being investigated by archaeologists.

Over the past ten thousand years, settlers on Staten Island including
people who liv'éd at Sailors' Snug Harbor have had close social and
economic ties with people living in the Greater)New York area. Staten
Island, because of its close geographical proximity to New Jersey and
Manhattan, has had easy access to other areas by water transportation.
It is only within the twentieth century that Staten Island has

developed the image of being a scmewhat isolated area.

In studying settlement patterns over the years, whether Native American
or Eurcpean, one would expect to find over-all similarities as well as

differences, between the lifestyles of families on Staten Island and
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those other families livi;ig within the coastal area of the Port of New
York. Archasclogical work can unearth e;ridence of both similarities
and differences in terms of broad regional patterns; it can also
provide specific information about the adaptation of families to a more
narrox;:ly defined area —- in this case, 1life on Staten Island.
Archaeological studies of Staten Island sites (of any time period) may
uncover data on the material culture and dietary patterns of specific
families; the trade networks between Staten Island and other areas; and
the comparative settlement patterns on the north and south shores of
the island. While there are general research concerns that -can apply
to any time pericd, each of the three cultural periods does have
specific research questions and poses different archaeological
problems. Because of these differences, each cultural period is

discussed in its own section of this chapter.

N;ative American Cultural Resources -

Staten Island is the oge~'ﬁ01;ough in New York City that still contains
large tracts of }Jndél:éeveloped land. Over the last one hundred vears,
archaeologists have unearthed numerous Native American sites. In the
early twentieth century, archaeologist Alanson Skipner surveyed and
located twenty—four Indian sites (of various sizes) on Staten Island
{see Figure 2:1). Since Skinner's report in 1909, archaeclogists from
universities, museums, and cultural resource management firms, in
addition to advocational archaeclogists, have excavated on Staten

Island. Archaeologists have uncovered artifacts dating back to 8,000

B.C. {Kraft 1977). These Native American sites have been either

coastal or inland sites located along water routes (see Jerome
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envirommental factors, and the degree of contemporary disturbance.
Archaeologist Edward lLenik was hired by I.E;ndmarks as a consultant to
assess the Harbor's potential for containing Indian material. Edward
Lenik (1983) developed a predictive model for evaluating prehistoric
cultural resources in Passaic County, New Jersey. In 1984, he tested
his model and found that 72% of the potential sites did contain Native
American artifacts, (Lenik, Cotz, and Erhardt 1984). Ienik evaluated
the findings in Jo Ann Cotz's(1984) archaeological report on Snug
Harbor, contacted site employees and local collectors as to their
knowledge of sites or artifacts found at the Harbor, and then did two

thorough walk-over surveys of the Harbor. He submitted the fol lowing

evaluation:

I. Snug Harbor's Relevant Envirormmental Factors:

A. Geclogical and Soil Conditions:

Geologically, Sailors' Smug Harbor is considered a part of the coastal
plain physiographic province. The bedrock geology is archean
serpentine which is covered with pleistocene glacial sediments and
marine alluvium. ,.Cétz'sarchaeological tests and our own field
reconnaissance revealed that loose red, orange, tan, brown, gray, and
black sands and clay are found in the area.

B. Topography:

The project area ranges in elevation from 60 feet at the highest point
on the property to zero near the creek on the westerly side. 1In
general, the site is low and flat with gently sloping terrain from
south to north. However, there are some steep gradients along the west
side of the property, bordering the flood plain of the stream. The
flood plain of the creek is probably wet/damp most of the year, thus
making this area undesirable for human habitation.

C. Proximity to Fresh Water:

A small creek and marshy area forms the western border of the Sailors'
Snug Harbor property. This stream would have provided fresh drinking
water for prehistoric campers plus aquatic subsistance resources.
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Jacobson's book for a general over-view of the variety and type of
Native American settlements on Staten Island). This settlement pattern
‘'on Staten Island follows patterns discerned for other coastal areas

(Ceci 1977; Funk and Ritchie 1973).

Snug Harbor is a coastal site on an island with a rich Indian history.
However, the Harbor is located on the part of Staten Island that has
received very little attention from archaeologists. No systematic
archaeological survey has ever been done along the north shore. Reports
on Staten Island Indian sites discuss the sites on the southern and
western shores of the island. The fact that almost no Indian sites
have been located in the north shore area near the Harbor does not
imply that Indians did not settle here: it simply means no one has
throroughly examined this area. Archaeological work has focused on
the underdeveloped areas along the western and southern shores of
Statén Island rather than on the moré urbanized north shore. Areas
along the north shore .theg;,‘hav-e received minimal disturbance in the
last two centuries,’,suélfl as areas that were farms or parks, may still
contain Native Aﬁiéricah artifacts. In studying archaeclogical sites on
the north shore, the major research questions are: Prior to the
seventeenth century, what cultural group pr groups frequented the area?
During which time periods did Indians live on the north shore of the
island, i.e. what is the area's chronology? What type of settlements
did they have — were they permanent villages or seasonal camp sites?

What type of activities may have taken place at such sites?

In analyzing the Harbor's potential for containing Indian sites one has

to look at several different criteria, that is, the areas relevant
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D. Availabilify of Floral and Faunal Resources:

Prehistoric man's adaptive strategies include wtilization of trees,
plants, animals, migratory birds and waterfowl, shellfish, and fish in
order to insure his survival. These would have been readily available
in the surrounding area. '

E. Availability of Lithic Materials:

Small cobbles and pebbles of chert, quartz, and quartzite occur in
depositional material left by the recession of the Wisconsin Glacier.
These local raw materials are present in the area.

F. Climatic Conditions:

Our study indicates that the prevailing winds at the site come from
offshore, that is, from the north and northeast. This suggests that
long-term occupation along the northerly portion of the property would
be undesirable and unlikely much of the year due to the cold, danpness,
and strong winds coming from the Upper Bay Area. However, this area
could have been used for temporary seasonal summer camps.

G. Historic and Current land Use:

The environmental conditions at the site have undergone radical
alterations during the historic period due to both natural and human
processes, particularly the latter. Extensive development of the
property has taken place, and several current projects are in progress.
Thus, the possibility of finding undisturbed prehistoric features in
developed areas —- such as pits, postmolds, and hearths — ig highly
unlikely and remote.

ITI. BSurvey Results:

T

On the basis of the giat; cutlined above, two zones have been identified
as potential areas of prehistoric occupation. All other land areas are
considered to have minimal-to-zero sensitivity for the reasons stated
above.,

The first zone begins at a point northwest of the new "Governor's
House" and runs southward behind the house and 5 adjoining cottages.
This is a narrow strip of land that lies between the cottages and the
Little Ieague baseball field. This zone is lightly wooded, flat, well-
drained land, and generally undisturbed.

The second potentially sensitive area is located in the southwest
corner of the property. This zone is wooded, undisturbed, and has a
gentle and almost imperceptible slope from east to west. It measures
600 feet from east to west and 450 feet from north to scuth and is
bordered by a macadam drive along the west side, and the fence along
Henderson Drive. This area is well-drained, samewhat sheltered, and in
close proximity to the stream. The location of these zones has been
indicated in Chapters 3 and 4.



Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth Century Use of This ILand

Even though the first Europeans settled on Staten Island in the second
quarter of the seventeenth century, there are no records of European
occupation of the Snug Harbor property until the mid-eighteenth
century. In 1677, Governor Andros granted a patent for land {including
Snug Harbor) to Clause Arent. However, there is no documentary
evidence that Arent ever lived on this land. In the mid-eighteenth
century, the land was owned by John Veghf_e, a Captain in themilitia.
Finally, in 1786, Richard Housman acquired the land and lived in the

farm house which may have been built by Veghte (see Figure 2:2).

The Housman site gives us the opportunity to study an ei;;hteenth
century German-American household. The published archaeological studies
at eighteenth century house sites in the Greater New York area, contain
descriptions of the materials discarded by English and Dutch settlers.
But there are no published archaeoclogical reports about the excavation
of a German fa.mily'.s"’i;c;me in either New York or New Jersey. One
research questii:;n is whether there are any differences between the
material culture and dietary patterns of this German family and their
English and Dutch neighbors. Was there any difference in the land use,
including the placement (in relation to their farm house) of their
outbuildings, wells, and privies, to that of their other non~-German
neighbors? In other words, do ethnic differences show up in the
archaeclogical record? Ancther question is whether the archaeological
record shows a similiarity in the material assemblage discarded by this
German family versus other families of a similar socio-economic

position but of a different ethnic badkground. In other words, does the
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archaeclogical record provide us with information about a person's
economic status? The archaeological evidence allows us to address a

variety of questions concerning ethnic and class studies.

Institution, Sailors' Snug Harbor 1831-1976

Sailors' Snug Harbor makes an excellent case study of a nineteeﬁth
century institution with members of almost every socio-economic strata
represented in its community. The Harbor was a planned community with
clearly defined activity areas, and with clearly defined residential
areas. This separation of spatial areas makes it easier for the
archaeologist to link the archaeclogical deposits to the known
occupants of the site (if it was a residential area) or to a particular

activity (for example, cocking for the institution's kitchens).

The previous chapter described- the structured and regimented life of
the seamen and how Sailors' Snug Harbor was also a very structured
environment. The placemept and size of the private houses was linked to
the individuals rank w:Lth the Harbor's closed commnity. In fact, the
Harbor's two"ir;ighest ranking individuals, the Governor and the
) Physican, had identical houses and each house flanked the Main Complex,
which housed the lowest ranking individuals, the seamen.
Archaeologists, by investigating the features (the wells,‘ Cisterns, and
privies) associated with each hoﬁse, can determine if the material
discarded at each house site reflects the owner's rank within the
Harbor. In other words, can archaeological deposits accurately reflect
the socio-economic status of the person/family who discarded the

material.
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In an institutional setting, did the employer provide household goods
for the employees? To what extent did families at Sailors' Snug Harbor
purchase their own goods? Archaeologicallf, would we see a similiarity
in the household garbage even though there were differences in rank? In
studies of southern plantations, archaeclogists fourd a similiarity in
the material goods owned by the Black slaves and the white Overseers
even though there was a marked difference in their status (Otto 1977).
Both slaves and the overseer received goods from the plantation owner.
Perhaps at Sailors' Snug Harbor lower ranking employees used similiar

goods to those used by the lowest ranking individuals, the "Snugs".

Barnett Shepherd (1977) describes Governor Melville as a man who tried
to keep enhancing his financial position. Will ‘the archaeological
evidence from the Governor's house contain many high status goods? The
Governor and the Physican were political rivals but were they economic
rivals? Will the archaeological evidence show a similiarity in the

material possessions.of these two men? These men were living in the

=

"Gilded Age",. ‘a2 time of conspicious consumption. Is there
archaeological evidence of this conspicious consumption in the homes of
the Governor and the Physician?

Given the splhendid architectﬁre which reflects Snmug Harbor's wealthy
endowment, are the food supplies, dishes, and other goods provided by
the Harbor to the retired seamen of a higher quality than would have
been found at other institutions supported by more modest endowments

and funding?

Snug Harbor also enables us to retrieve artifacts that were owned by
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the ;'Snugs." Do the materialsg accidentz;lly or intentionally discarded
by the retired seamen represent a sampling of the diverse countries
they visited while crewmen sailing the Seven Seas? Barnett Shepherd
(1979) describes the problems of alcchol abuse by the seamen. Is there
a higher co.nsumption of alcohol and tobacco at the Harbor than at a

typical working class site?

Many research questions have been posed in this section. BRefore
questions can be answered, we need to clarify what type of
archaeological deposits (at the Harbor) may contain significant data.
In historical archaeology, the major features (containing artifacts)
associated with a house are wells, privies, and cisterns. Ivor Noel
Hume, (Hume 1969:10), Director of Archaeclogy for Colonial Williamsburg
cansiders wells to be :

... time capsules buried deep in the earth and

containing a great diversity of artifacts which, in

many cases, had-been thrown away together and so

had probably been in use by a single colonial

family at-aone moment in history. Not only did the

wells serve as receptacles for these artifacts,

they also provided them with a natural preservation

laboratory. -
Privies and cisterns, when they are no longer in use, also are filled
with household garbage. Like well deposits, this garbage provides
archaeologists with a cross-section of material used and discarded by a
family over a short period of time. Privies also can contain material
discarded, accidently or purposefully, while the privy was still in
use. A privy may contain stratified deposits. However, if the privies
were cleaned periodically, then any artifacts deposited during this

time are usually in a disturbed context (if they have survived).
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At Snug Harbor it is important to know when wells, privies and cisterns
stopped being used. Structures built after this end date would not
contain these features -- therefore, eliminating the need to sub-

surface test for these features.

In 1875, Sailors' Snug Harbor was part of the Village of New Brighton,
and had access to the public services provided by that village. In
1881, the village had a public water supply (eliminating the need for
wells and cisterns). In 1884, the construction of sewers began and the
sewer lines were almost completed by 1893 (Clifton, N.B. etc 1893 jo
50). By the second half of the nineteenth century, citizens of Staten
Island became very concerned about the link between health problems and
unsanitary living conditions. In a newspaper article in 1864, Dr.
Anderson, health officer for the Town of Southfield, discussed why
families must clean their privies and noted that some privies were in a
"most filthy state, their contents overflowing upon neighboring lots

and finding their way.,té"‘neighboring drains" (Richmond County Gazette,

June 3, 1804,). - The concern over the sanitary problems related to
unclean privies was so great t‘;1at the charters of various north shore
villages have provisions about the cleaning of privies and fines for
non-compliance (Village of New Brighton 1875, Village of Edgewater
1886, Village of Port Richmond 1893). The Richmond County Board of
Health Report (1873: 3) suggested that all villages require that
privies be cleaned out and disinfected once a year {this work would
probably remove artifacts from the privies); The Village of Port
Richmond (1893) even required that privies have a minimm depth of six

feet. This information gives us a clue to the standard size of

49



privies. 'Sailors‘ Snug Harbor prided itself on being a model
institution, therefore one would expect the privies to be kept clean
and to be filled with artifacts only when ﬁey stopped being used. In
fact, it is possible t‘;lat, for sanitary reasons, the Harbor privies
were filled with dirt and ashes rather than household garbage.
Perhaps in the uncatalogued archives of Snug Harbor, there may be some
clue in the documents about the cleaning and the scaling of the
privies. Excavation of these late nineteenth century privies can

provide information about the actual sanitary conditions of the Harbor.

In the mid-nineteenth century there was a gréwing concern about general
sanitary conditions. The Richmond County health report of 1873
discussed the problems of garbage disposal and suggested that each town
establish some mechanism for garbage collections. In the village
charters of the New Brighton (1875), Edgewater (1886), and Port
Richmond (1893);_ there are .specific ordinances regarding garbage

disposal with fines .:I.eV'ied against discarding any type of refuse in

village streets,- parks, on village property, or on vacant lots. Since
the ordinances regarding garbage disposal are quite lengthy, it appears
that there were numerous violations. In the 1902 Borough President's
report (Crcmwell; 1202:59), he notes that the Borough of Richmond has
house to house garbage pickups in all but two small villages. After
1902 there should not be any garbage pits on Snug Harbor property. The
1873 Beard of Héalth report notes that people were disposing of their
garbage on vacant lots rather than either having it carted away or
burying it at the edge of their property. Prior to 1902, at Sailors'
Snug Harbor there were specific garbage pits. However, these pits were

probably at the southern-most end of the property which is not part of
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the current Snug Harbor property. Sailc-)rs' Snuy Harbor certainly had
the financial resources to pay to have the garbége carted away. It does
not seem likely that there are garbage pits on the current Harbor
property. If they do exist, the material in these pits would represent
typical garbage disposed by people living at Sailors' Snug Harbor., The
garbage pits would mot be divided into units that could be associated
with any one group or any one activity. These pits would not provide
specific data on the social stratification at the Harbor, on the
specific activity areas at the Harbor, or on the general operation of
the Harbor. The location of the refuse pits and a very small
archaeoclogical sample taken fram the pits wopld provide an end date for
the pits' use and general information about garbage disposal patterns

at the Harbor.

Barnett Shepherd {1979) describes Snug Harbor as being a well-
maintained, landscaped, a_ttracﬂve site. Since Governor Melville was
concerned about thg _Aap;c_)';‘:z_rance of the Harbor, it would be reasanable to
expect that there{was minimal littering on the property. Archaeclogical
testing near the buildings should J;eveal information on littering and
whether all of the grounds or just certain areas (for instance, near

the Governor's House) were wel l—groomed.

Archaeological testing along side a sei'vice huilding, such as a kitchen
or bakery, could uncover information related to work in that particular
building. However, the service buildings at Sailors' Snug Harbor
changed their functions over time. For example,. the employees'

"dormitory and tailor's shop was formerly a hospital. In some cases the
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same buildiﬁg changed functions over such a short time span (less than
ten years) that it would be difficult to associate an archaeological
deposit with a particular function of thé building (unless the two
functions were very different, i.e., a blacksmith shop becoming a
kitchen). In the recent excavations in Lower Manhattan, archaeologists
found that it was extremely difficult to determine (from the
archaeological data) the specific functions of a nineteenth century
mixed use commercial building. In addition, the majority of
archaeological deposits cannot be dated within less than a ten year
time spart. At Snug Harbor we are not flagging commercial or service
buildings such as a laurdry, warehouse, shed, or machine shop that had
mixed use over a brief time period since the archaeological record
would not reveal specific data on the function of these buildings. The
changing fuﬁctions of the buildings at Snug Harbor can be seen by

studying the historic maps

In this report we are only flagging archaeological deposits that can
be associated_ with'- a particular family or a particular activity.
Sailors' Snug Harbor kept very detailed records and these records
survive in archives. Therefore, archaeological deposits from the
instituticnal period but lacking any historical association (such as
mixed deposits or disturbed deposits) are of limited research value

and this report will not consider this material to be significant.

Features, such as late nineteenth century paths, roads, and fences, are
recorded on maps and documents for Snug Harborxr. If these features

were excavated, one could determine how these roads, paths, and fences
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wert-e built. Archaeologists do excavate -such features when dealing with
sites which have little or no documentary information, such as a Native
American path circa 100 B.C., or a Dutch road in Manhattan circa A.D.
1630. If a site is being carefullly restored to its former appearance,
such as in Colonial Williamsburg, the excavation of paths, roads, and
fences can provide additional data for the restoration architect. For
information about the roads, paths, and fences at Snug Harbor, we would

recommend research in the documentary records.

Historians and archaeologists can approach the same topic from
different perspectives and can uncover complimentary and supportive
information that provides a more complete picture of the past.
However, there are some questions and issues that can and should be
handled through archival researd-n versus those that can be addressed by
arhcaeclogical research. For exarrpie, with the service buildings at
Snug Harbor, such as the: _,laun‘dry or the machine shop, archaeclogical
data cannot 'revea}l.»\‘«'ﬂ:lc;was working at these sites, the management of
the building,’ énd the method of distribution of goods and services.
However, a labor historian should find answers to these questions in
the Snug Harbor archives. In reading this report, one must remember
that this is an archaeological study, not an archival or historical
report on Snug Harbor. In this chapter we have described a wide
variety of archasological research questions for the archaeclogical
work at Snug Ha.rbor.' The archaeolcgically significant areas are those
specific areas of Snug Harbor that may contain archaeological data

relating to these questions.
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Chapter Three analyzes each section of the Harbor. Based on existing
historical information, the known degree of disturbance at the site,
and the archaeological research questions each area is evaluated for
its archaeological potential. Significant areas are plotted ocn a base

map for each section and on an over-all map of the site.
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CHAPTER THREE: ARCHAECLOGICAI. ASSESSMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS



This chapter divides the Harbor intc;- eleven areas and discusses the
archaeological significance of each area. The format is the same for
each of the eleven sections. In each section historical data on the
site's use is presented along with photographs and maps of the area

being discussed. Following the historical presentation for each
section, archaeological issues are discussed and archaeological

recomendations are made for each area.

Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer's (1979) historic structures report of Snug
Harbor was an excellent reference for data on the major structures.
The report provided construction and demolition dates, and detailed
information on the various functions of each building. In addition, the
report contained data on employees' housing (for example, the building
now know as the Matron's Cottage was the original hawe for the steward,
then this building was converted into the matron's cottage and the
female amployees don_r'p'_tory)-. Unless other references are given, all
architectural fiatéf i;resented in this chapter is based on information

from Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer (1979).

Jo Ann Cotz's (1984) report, "Cultural Resource Study for Sailors' Snug
Harbor" was a very useful reference for this chapter. In March of 1982,
Cotz did archaeclogical shovel testing in various areas of the Harbor.
This work was funded by the M.Y.S. Office of Parks a.nd Recreation, and
the fieldwork was done prior to the construction of a 1)fire sprinkler

system, 2)new utility lines for the Morgue, and 3) areaway wall

stablization around the Main Complex. Cotz's 1984 report described the
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general soil stratigraphy at the Ha;.rbor and the nature of the
archaeological deposits in specific areas near the Main Complex. In
some cases her findings revealed very disturbed deposits, in other
cases there were clearly defined archaeological levels.  Cotz's findings
provided field data for evaluating the archaeclogical significance of
specific areas of the Harbor. Cotz was as a consultant on this

project.

In the text for each section we refer to the historic maps that are
included at the end of the Introduction to Chapter Three. In the
research for this report we referred to four historic maps that ;.ve have
not included in this chapter; they are the maps by Blood (1845), Butler
(1853), Dripps (1850), and Walling {1859). Archaeologists who have
worked on Staten Island, including the authors of this report, have
found these four maps to be useful in providing general information on
the property .locations which include the owner's name. These four maps
are not accurate in providing the specific location or dimensions of
buildings. In fact,f__,a ri'{Jr;\ber of documented houses do not appear on
these maps. Ir}va"'-l-9;80 annctated bibliégraphy of primary and secondary
sources for archaeological documentary research on Staten Island,
Baugher-Perlin and Bluefeld (1980:109-115) describe the specific

limitations of each of these maps.

The maps used in each section of this chapter are original maps drafted
by Louise DeCesare. The original maps contain J.nfoxmata_m fram a nurber
of different maps and the references for each original map are provided

at the end of this chapter.
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Figure 3:1 Map commissioned by the Haxbor Trustees in May, 1831.

Adapted for this report by Louise DeCesare, 1985.
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Figure 3:4 Atlas of Staten Island, New York.

Volume I.

I.A. La

Feﬁre, 1894.
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Section 1: Ncrﬂmtﬁornerof&mgﬁaﬂm

The northwest corner of the Snug Harbor property contained two
documented historic houses, the Housman Farm (an eighteenth century
farmhouse) and the original Governor's House (see Figure 3:8). These
two properties and the surrounding outbuildings were located in the
northernmost part of the property facing Richmond Terrace. A Gate
House was {and still is) located in this area (see Figure 3:2).
Directly south of t"nese two historic properties, there may have been a

garden for the Governor.

THE HOUSMAN FARMHOUSE

Historical documentation demonstrates the former existence of a
colonial farmhouse in the porth/northwest area of the Harbor property.
Referred to as the Housman Farm, the land on which this farmhouse stood
was.purchased, a’;oriéﬂwith adjoining land, in April 1830, by the
committee cha.rged with acquiring land on Staten Island for the creation
of Sailors' Snug Harbor. The history of this land can be traced,in
documents, back to the original Andros Grant in 1677; the Housman name
first appears in the records when Richard Housman purchased the land on

May 1, 1786 {Liber, E, P. 201, November 19, 1791).

It is not clear exactly when the Housman farmhouse was built. It is
first seen on the map commissioned by the Harbor Trustees in May 1831,

(see Figure 3:1) but a house could have existed on the site any time

64




65

RICHMOND TERRACE . -

HOUSMAN FARM

— (AFPROX'
e Mare
[ o
<7 GOVERNQR'S HOUSE
iy J
". w \ /
N s

ROBERT R. RANDALL
STATUE

GATE HOUSE

,’

LEGEND

UTWITY LINE

LMD 'BF

. Figure 3:8 The Northwest Cormer of Snug Harbor.
Notice extensive disturbance due to underground utility lines.
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after Governor Andros granted a patent for the land to Clause Arent in
1677. We'do know that the Housman farmhouse served as a home, first
for the governor and then for the chaplain, while their official

residences were being constructed. In 1865, it was rented out. It was

demolished in 1880.

After the origijlrlal Governor's House was completed {1847), the Housman
building continued to be used. Barnett Shepherd notes in the historic
structures report that the house was used as a home for the Chaplain,
and when he received a new house in 1865, the Housman building was
rented out and was demolished in 1880 (Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer,
1979, 3.1/2). Prior to its demolition in 1880 it may have been
relocated to another site (unidentified structures appear in the area
of the cottages on Beers' atlas of 1874, see Figure 3:2), but the
historic structures report does not provide any documentary evidence

for the nmove.

The Housman farmhouse was, probably located in the area of the ariginal

-

Governor's House_,_and’—the present Randall Statue (Barnett Shepherd,

perscnal carmuri:ication, April, 1985). This is the general area where

it is located on the 1831 map- (see Figure 3:1). This site is a
degirable level high point of land yet is still near the water, unlike
the area to the west of the Governor's House (see Figure 3:9). This
western area slopes toward the water and would present problems with
both drainage and erosion, thus meking it a less desirable iocation for

a house.

The most important area for the archaeological excavation of the
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Fig 3:9 The Housman House Site.
(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landmarks Preservation Commission, 1985).




Housman farmhouse site would be near the kitchen or in the backyard

area of ’ché farmhouse. Unfortunately, the direction the house faced is
unclear. Tradition offers two possibilities: facing the water to be
able to observe the activity of the Kill, or facing inland for
protection fram the windy northern shoreline. The existing eighteenth
century buildings along the length of Richmond Terrace all face the
Kill Van Kull; therefore, the Housman home probably faced the water
following the pattern of the neighboring farmhouses. The exact
location of the farm outbuildings is not know since the locations are

\
not mentioned in any readily available records.

THE WEST GATE HOUSE

The West Gate House was built in 1880 by Richard P. Smyth (see Building
A), and the structure still exists today (see figure 3:10). It was a
carriage gate used, at first, primarily as a service entrance, and
contained a scale for weighing loaded vehicles. In 1894, a water

closet was added to the northern wall.

THE GOVERNOR'S HOUSE

The original Governor's House (see Figure 3:11) was one of two matching
houses built slightly to the north and on either side of the main
Harbor buildings in 1846-47. The Governor's House sat near the
northwest corner of the property, while its twin, the Physician's
House, was located on the northeast corner. The Physician's House was
demolished in 1893, but the Governor's House remained on its site until

felled by the 1955 retrenchment program. Both houses appear on Beers
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Figure 3:10 The West Gate House, 1901. The original Governor's
House is visible at the left. (Photo: Edward Clegg, Morris K.
Jessup Album, Collection of the Trustees, Sailors' Snug Harbor.)
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Figure 3:11 The original Governor's House, 1901. (Photo: Edward
Clegg, Morris K. Jessup Album, Collection of the Trustees, Sailors'’
Snug Harbor.)
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Atlas of 1874 (see Figure 3:2).

These two houses were designed by William Ranlett, an architect who
resided on Staten Island from 1842 until 1849. Ranlett is best known
for the architectural designs for single family dwel lings which he
published in the form of pattern books to be used by builders and
contractors. One of these patterns, "Stone Villa in the Italian and
Composition Style" probably served as a model for the Governor's and
Physician's Houses. Detailed specifications are available in the Snug

Harbor Archives, State University Maritime College, Bronx, New York.

Both houses were built by a Brooklyn mason, Michael Farrel, and a
Staten Island carpenter, Charles Lockman. Until their demolition,
these houses were treated as a single unit: both houses received a
third story in 1854; both were stuccoed in 1861; and each acquired a
new piazza in 1881. The Governor's House seems to have been used,
throughout its existence, exclusively as a residence. Since its
demolition in 1955, the area where the Governor's House was located has

remained an open space (see Figure 3:12).

THE GARDENS

The Beers' atlas of 1874 (see Figure 3:2) shows a small circular area
(east of the Governor's house) which may have served as a private
garden. .This area may have been a circular drive for carriages and
perhaps the enclosed area contained flowers and grass. This area east
of the house is somewhat enlarged as shown on the 1894 ILa Fevre map,

the 1898 Robinson atlas, and the 1906 topographic map (see Figures 3:3
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through 3:6). 1In addition, on the 1906 _fopographical map of Snug
Harbor, trees and pathways are shown in the area sou.th of the
Governor's House (in the area of the contemporary rose garden). In 1906
the Harbor was heavily landscaped with many trees and pathways
throughout the whole northern and central parts of the complex. Gardens
or orchards in the area of the current rose garden do not appear on any
of the earlier maps, although Barnett Shepherd (1979:24) notes that
Governor Melville did maintain his own orchard. The 1898 painting of
The Bird's-Eye View of Snug Harbor (see Figure 1:1) shows many trees to
tfne east and south of the Governor's House, however there are as many

or more trees shown by Building H and by the Chapel than by the

Governor's House.

ARCHAFOL OGICAI RECOMMENDATIONS

In 1984, the New York City Department of General Services developed a
plan for the _construction of a parking let in the northwestern corner
of Snug Harbor.The proposed site and the proposed storm sewer will
impact scme of the archeiéologically sensitive areas (see Figure 3:13).
Some of these areas will require sub-surface archaeological testing

prior to construction of the storm sewer and parking lot.

We do recommend archaeological sub-surface testing for the northern
section of this site (see Figure 3:14) -- the area directly north .of
the proposed parking lot site. This area probably still contains the
buried foundations of the Governor's House and the eighteenth century
Housman farmhouse. The wells, cisterns, and privies that were

associated with these two buildings are probably also on this site. In
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Figure 3:13 Impact of proposed parking lot and drainage pipe on the
archaeologically sensitive area in the Northwest Corner of
Snug Harbor.
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Figure 3:14 Archaeologically significant area in the Northwest Cormer
of Snug Harbor. This area may contain wells and privies
associated with the Governor's House and Housman Farmhouse.
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1985, the Department of General Services proposed that an undergrourd
storm sewer be constructed in this arch-aeological ly sensitive area;
this construction may disturb archaeological deposits. We recommend
archaeclogical shovel testing along the route of this sewer line (from
the northern end of the parking lot to Richmond Terrace) prior to

construction of this line.

We do not recammend archaeclogical testing of the area of the current
rose garden which covers a major portion of the parking lot site. The
Director of the Staten Island Botanical Garden, Francis Paulo, said (in
a telephone conversation on Feb. 28, 1985) that when the current rose
garden was planted, three foot deep pits were dug for each rose bush.
The planting of the rose garden would have greatly disturbed the
archaeological deposits. Furthermore, in 1982 when archaeologist Jo
Ann Cotz tested the entire length of the proposed sprinkler system for
Snug Harbor, Ms. Cotz uncovered artifacts no déeper than three feet
below current ground level, even through she did excavate as déep as
five feet (Cotz,1984).'{_Ms.'Cotz tested along the southern edge of the
rose garden and in an area east of the garden and she did not find any
artifacts buried deeper than three feet in the ground. The rose garden
is located in a depression and because of drainage problems, would not
have been a prime location fop Indian or historic structures or even
privies. It does not seem likely that there is an undisturbed deposit
buried beneath the current rose garden. Although there may be cbjects
still buri.ed in the ground in the area of the rose garden, these
artifacts are now in a disturbed context. For example, a piece of
eighteénth century pottery may be buried next to a bottle from 1920.

If this ceramic sherd and the glass bottle were excavated, all that
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could-be deduced was that someone used and then discarded these
objects. The amount of historical and archaeclogical information that
could be gained fram excavating disturbed deposits at Snug Harbor does

not warrant the financial expenditure.
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Section 2: The Main Complex

The northern central portion of Snug Harbor contains the Main Complex
(see Figure 3:15). These designated Landmarks (buildings A-E ) were
used as the residential and dining facilities for the seamen at

Sailor's Snug Harbor.

BUTIDING A

Built in 1879-80, Building A was the eighth structure to be added to
the "chain" of ten buildings which make up the main complex at Sailors'
Snug Harbor (see Figure 3:16). ILocated at the western end of the front
(northern) row of bﬁildings, it was the third of a series of four new
dormitories constructed by Richard P. Smyth during the “puilding boom'
of the late 1870's and early 1880's. Smyth was a builder, not an
architect. He was born in England and received his training there, but
became a Staten Islander, residing in Port Richmond. Although he was
cbviously aided by professionals in same of the more technical aspects
of his work, it is Smyth (after Lafevef, of course) who gives the
Harbor a unified architectural style. Seventeen structures at the

Harbor can be attributed to him.

The exterior of Building A has not been significantly altered since its
construction. During the period that the Harbor operated as a seamen's
home, Building A was always used as a dormitory. At an unknown point

in time, a fireprcof vault was installed in the sub-basement (Rcom 09,

adjoining Room 0l). The building is connected by a passageway to
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Fig. 3:16 The Main Complex, 1894.

(Photo: Published by W.H. Parish Publishing Company.
unknown.

Institute of Arts and Sciences).

Photographer
Sailors!' Snug Harbor Collection, Archives, Staten Island




Building B.

BUILDING B

Built in 1839-40, Building B was the second structure to be added to
what would become the main complex. It was designed, but not built, by
Minard Lafever in 1831 (see Building C) as part of his criginal plans

for the complex. When funds became available (June, 1839), work
commenced on Building B. Lafever was no longer associated with the
Harbor at this time, so Samuel Thomson,r as Superintendent, realized
Lafever's plans. Samuel Thamson and Son was a New York City building

firm. Theif most famous work was the design and the execution of the

interior of the U.S. Custom House on Wall Street (1834-5).

Building B is located to the west of the Main Building (C) in the front
{or northemn) xow of structures which comprise the main camplex, and is
joined to Buildings A, C_:, and H by passageways. Construction was
completed in December; 1840. In 1879, the columed portico and steps
were added to the north facade, and areaways were dug around the
building. At this time, the ground floor windows were "lengthened".
The north wall between the two appendages, was once the site of the
basement stairwell. It is also probable that a well exists under these
original basement steps (Historic Structures Report, Volume II, 4.7
36/37). Building B was used as a dormitory throughout the Harbor's
history. Workrooms, for activities such as basketweaving, occupied the

underground rooms and passageways.
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BUILDING C

Building C was ‘the first building at the Harbor. It was designed by
Minard Lafever in May, 1831, and completed in August, 1833. It faces
New York Harbor and was conveniently located within walking distance of
the dock, which at that time was the principal point of arrival at the
Harbor. It is connected by passageways to Buildings B, D, and the

kitchen.

Minard Iafever became a very well known architect, and Building C was
his first executed work. He went on to design, among other buildings,
the First Reformed Dutch Church (no longer extant) and Holy Trinity
Church, both in Brocklyn. However, he is probably best known for his
architectural plan books which diffused the Greek Revival style, of

which Building C is a fine example, throughout North America.

There are no original plans to be found which can pinpoint the use of
each of the interior spaces, but we know that, until 1840 (when
Building B was completed), Building C contained the Harbor offices, a

chapel, dormitories, ‘the dining hall, and the kitchen. The kitchen and

dining hall were in the basement, as were the work areas, heating .

plant, and coal storage room. In 1855, after the completion of
Building G, the original dining area became a smoking hall. From 1884
to 1899, the basement contained a workshop for the blind. The washroom
became a barher shop in 1889. The main floor was composed of offices

and public rooms, and a few sleeping rooms (104, 105, 107, 108, 110).
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0;1 the exterior of Building C, freé standing gas light fixtures were
ins{:alled at both sides of the steps in 1884. 1In 1879, areaways were
created in the northern halves of the east and west walls ané the
ground floor windows in these sections were "lengthened'. 1In 1888, a
"tunnel” was excavated beneath the floor of the columned portico to

provide a front entrance and improved ventilation for the basement.

BUILDING D

Building D was designed by Sarmuel Thomson (see Building B) as a mirror
image of Building B. The exterior was completed in 1840, but the
interior was mot finished until 1844. It was built as a dormitory and
utilized as such. The basement passageways, linking Building D to
Buildings E, F, and C, were used as workrooms for activities like
basketmaking. In 1870, a marble portico with stone steps was added to
the front (north facade) of the building. In 1879, areaways were dug

around the building ard the ground floor windows were "lengthened".

BUILDING E e

Building E was the fourth of four dérmitories to be bui ltl during the
construction boom of the late 1870's and the early 1880's. The cther
three dormitories are Building A, F, and H. Building E is a mirror
image of Building A. It was built by Richard Smyth (see Building A) in
1880-81. It was always used as a dormitory and is linked by a
passageway to Building D. There is no documentation of any exterior

alteration to Building E.
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BUILDING F

Building F is the second of the four dormitories (A, E, F, and H) built
during the construction boom of the late 1870's and early 1880's.
Building F is a mirror image of Building H and was built in 1877 by
Richard P Smyth (see Building A). It is connected by passageways to
Building D {1877} and to the Recreation Hall {1915). It was always
used as a dormitory. The blind sailors were moved here from Building C
in 1899 and a workshop and librafy were created for them in the

basement. There is no record of any exterior alterations to Building

F.

’

BUILDING G

Building G was built in 1854‘ as part of a f)uilding program which
included a new wash house and the Chapel. It occupies the site on
which the 1834 bakehouse originally sat. Building G was designed and
constructed by J ames_golomon, a New York City builder who lived on a
lot, and leased several others, which formed a part of the Sailors’ Snug

Harbor land holdings in Manhattan.

Building G's main function was that of a dining hall, which occupied
the grournd floor, but the building also contained dormitories on the
second and third floors. In the 5asement were located a new kitchen,
the Steward's office and the colored men's and blind men's mess. The
main floor dining hall could seat four hundred men at long tables, ard
the food was brought from the basement kitchen by means of dumb

waiters.
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The water supply for the Harbor comes from scurces on Tysen Street and

Snug Harbor Road. All of the pipes from these sources converge at

Building G, where the water was distributed to the rest of the Harbor

buildings. Building G is joined by passageways to Buildings C, F, H,

and the kitchen.

The exterior of Building G has undergone many alterations over the
years. It is possible that the pass:—_lgewa-.y to Building C was not built
at the same time as Building G because it is not referred to until
1868. 1In 1872, the areaway around the building was reconstructed in
stone. At the same time, the cisterns between Buildings C and G were
raised ten feet and covered with wooden roofs. In 1875, an addition
was made to each side of the passageway connecting Buildings C and G.
At first these two structures were part of the steamheating plant. In
1894, they became "smoking rooms" and in 1955,- the snackibar, “The Bum
Boat" occupied the.wes'tern structure. 1In 1876, a new kitchén was
constructed south of Building G and joined to it by a passageway, the
upper floor of which was used as a clothing storercam. In 1889, a new
office for the Steward was built along the passageway connecting the
1876 kitchen and the south wall of the Dining Hall. This addition is
also referred to as the Commissary's Office. In 1891, a new two-story
passageway was built between Buildings C and G. In 1949, Building G

was remcdelled to function as the Hospital.

BUILDING H

Building H was the first of the four dormitories to be constructed
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during the building boom of the late 1870's and early 1880’s. Tt was
built by Richard Smyth (see Building A) in 1876. It is a mirror image
of Building F, and is connected by passaéeways to Buildings B and_G.
There is no documentation of exterior alterations, but Building H
ceased serviné as a dormitory and became the infirmary when the

Hospital was demolished in 1951.

THE 1834 BAKE HOUSE AND THE 1854 KITCHEN

In 1834, a service building referred to as the Bake House was
constructed behind Building C. It was in fact used for baking, but
also housed the Steward's Room, a cellar for vegetables, and a
washing/dressing room. A second floor workshop was added in 1836.
This structure was demolished in 1846 and a kitchen bhuilding was
constructed on the site. This i)uilding was moved to an unknown site in
1854 and remodelled. Building G now occupies the site of the 1834 Bake
House and the 1845 kitc_;hen.

WASH HOUSE NUMBER TWO

Wash House Number Two was built in 1854-55 by James Solomon, (see
Building G). Until that time, the washing was done in Wash House
Number One, now the Matron's Cottage. Wash House Number Two was
located behind the Dining Hall (Building G) and aligned to its
east/west axis. The washing was done on the ground floor and the

drying and airing on the second floor. Wash House Number Two was

demolished in 1951.

85



RECREATION HALL

The Recreation Hall was designed in 191-5—16 by Louis E. Jallade, a
Canadian architect who tock his training at the Ecole des Beaux Arts in
Paris. Broadway Presbyterian Church is of his design. Louis Jallade
was also one of the Trustees of the Harbor. The Recreation Hall is
located between the Music Hall and Building F, to which it is connected
by a passageway. There is no documentation of exterior alterations to

the building which was used for, among other activities, reading and

listening to the radio.

THE MUSIC HALL

The Music Hall was designed and built by Robert W. Gibson in 1890-92.

Gibson was born and trained in England. He submitted drawings for the

competition for St. Jchn the Divine and designed the West End Collegiate

Church (1882) and the Morton Plant House (1903-05), now the housing

of Cartier Inc. -

The Staten Island Ferry Company began operations in 1886.
Consequently, the direction of approach to the Harbor shifted to the
east, and the eastern side of the Harbor property acquired greater
visual importance with the construction of the Music Hall and the
Randall Memorial Church. The Music Hall has always been used as a
performance center, and has not been subjected to significant exterior

alterations.
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THE NORTH (RICHMOND TERRACE) GATEHOUSE

The North (Richmond Terrace) Gatehouse was designed and built in 1873
by Richard P. Smyth (see Building A). It has always served as a
pedestrian entrance. The only exterior alterations have been the

addition of a small room on both the east and west walls of the

Gatehouse in 1894,

GATE LODGES

The historic structures report {(Gibson, éhepherd, and Baﬁer
1979:4.14/1) discusses the construction and location of three gate
lodges that were constructed in 1848 and demolished between 1873 and
1880. In 1848, three frame lodge houses were constructed at the sites
of the three gates along Richmond Terrace. The central and eastern
locdge houses were demolished in 1873 when the 'present Richmond Terrace
Gatehouse was ccmp]_._ete‘d. The third, and westernmost lodge, probably
remained untj.l 18é0 when the iron fence was extended and the existing

West Gatehouse was built.

ARCHAECQLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The hyphens between each building (see Figure 3:17)are flagged as
archaeclogically sensitive areas (see Figure 3:18). In 1982 when Cotz
(1984) tested in the areaways (north side of the hyphen) between
buildings B-C, C-D, D-E, F-G, and G-H, she found archaeological
deposits that dated to the early use of these buildings (1831-1850's).

Based on the archaeological evidence, Cotz {1984:58) believes that when
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the areaways were dug the "packfill from the areaways was probably
deposited in the courtyard center." Below these post-1870's deposits
(from one to one and a half feet in depth) were stratified levels
containing material that was discarded by the seamen during the
institution's first thirty years. In the oourtyard between Buildings
G-H, Cotz (1984:68) found a deposit that she believes is the debris

from the c. 1840 kitchen.

The Department of General Services' 1984 survey of Snug Harbor located
cisterns in the courtyards to the south of the hyphens between
buildings A-B, B-C, C-D, and D-E. There were no cisterns located on
the 1906 topographical map. It is probable that the cisterns {and
wells) were not used after public water became available in 1881.
These cisterns may contain fill from the early 1880's, and this area is

being flagged as an archaeologically sensitive area.

We do not recommend Eééting in the basements of the buildings. The
basements of the buildings were used for a variety of functions. From
a social perspective the most interesting basements are in Buildings D
and G. 1In 1845 the basement of Building D was used to house '“the
colored seamen" (Gibson et al. 1979, vol 4, section 8:1). The basement
of BuJ.ld_mg G contained the oolored men's and blind men's mess (Gibson
et al. 1979, vol 3, section 4.16/4). In 1981, Sherene Baugher (as
part of a cooperative program between the Iandmarks Preservation
Commission and Snug Harbor) conducted shovel tests in the dirt floor
basements of Buildings C, G, H, F, the Music Hall and the Chapel.

Baugher (1981) found that the soil levels contained very little



archaeoloéical material; the artifacts that were retrieved dated to the
mid to late nineteenth century but they were primarily architectural
items such as hinges, electric wire, nails, and brick fragments. These
common architectural specimens can still be seen in the Harbor
buildings and do not provide new information about the alterations that
occurred in these buildings. These artifacts do not provide any new
data on the life of the seamen, the operation of the institution, or on

the lard use pricr to 1831.

We do not recommend fuJ_:ther testing in the lawn near Richmond Terrace.
Cotz tested (ten tests) along the northern front vard area (near
‘'Richmond Terrace) of the Main Complex. Cotz agrees with our
recommendations and she has determined that the area of her ten tests
was disturbed (Cotz, persocnal communication April 1985). None of her
tests revealed stratified deposits that dated to the eighteenth century
use of the property. The levels that had datable artifacts contained
whiteware or white ironstone sherds. The generally accepted date range
for this ceramié 'type is 1820~1900 (South 1977). The tests had:
artifacts in a disturbed context, no datable artifacts, or simply no
artifacts.Wnile there are artifacts buried in the grourd in the north
lawn, this area has a much lower probability, than the area
immediately surrcunding the buildings of the Main Complex, of
containing significant material. In addition, the north lawn contains
numerous underground lines. These lines caused extensive disturbance
to the archaeological deposits. Therefore we are not recammending the
front lawn near Richmond Terrace as an area of high sensitiveity. The
purpose of 'this‘study is to flag archaeologically significant areas and

ot to flag an area simply because it may contain an artifact.
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Section 3: Northeast Corner

The northeast section off the property contains the Neptune Fountain
and probably the buried foundations of the Randall Memorial Church, the

Physician's House, and the Tysen House (see Figqure 3:19).

THE NEPTUNE FCUNTATN

The Neptune Fountain was built in 1893 by the J.W. Fiske Company of

Manhattan (see Figure 3:20). No other information is available.

RANDALL MEMORTAI CHURCH

The Randall Memorial Church was designed and built in 1890-92 by Robert
W. Gibson (see Music Hall). Fire destroyed the interior in 1906.
Gibson supervised the 'restoration, which was completed in 1907. The
church was demol ishéé in 1952. Eight stained glass windows from the

church were donated to Calvary Presbyterian Church.

THE PHYSICIAN'S HOUSE

The Physician's House was one of a pair of twin houses; the other twin
was the Governor's House. The Physician's House was demolished in 1893
to make way for the Randall Memorial Church and the Music Hall (see
Figure 3:21). For other architectural infonnétion, please refer to "THE

GOVERNOR'S HOUSE'.
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Figure 3:20 The Randall Memorial Church, the Music Hall and the
Neptune Fountain. (Photo: Postcard, Hugh Powell Collectionm,
Archives, Staten Island Institute of Arts and Sciences, no date.)




Figure 3:21

The site of the Physician's House and the Tyson House.

(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landmarks Preservation Commission, 1985.)




THE TYSEN HOUSE

The Tysén House was built in 1835 on a plot of land adjoining the
Harbor property (see Figures 3:3 and 3:19). The house and the land were
acquired in 1885 by the Trustees of the Harbor. In 1890 the house was
moved to its present location on Filmore Street (Barnett Shepherd,
personal communication, May 14, 1985). Further documentary research is

needed to cbtain more information on the Tysen family.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The northern portion of this site is archaeologically sensitive (see
Figure 3:22). A faint outline cf the foundation wall of the
Physician's House can still be seen. Wells, cisterns and.privies
associated with the Physician's House and the Tysen House may still be

buried in the ground.

The Fhysician was- the second highest ranking individual at the Harbor.
His home was identical to the Governor's House. There should be a
gimiliarity in the material goods owned by these two men. However,
during the period of Governor Melville's tenure there might be a
noticeable difference in the deposits from the two houses. Barnett
Shepherd (1979} describes Governor Melville as being extremely
concerned about maintaining a high status lifestyle. Archaeology
provides an opportunity to uncover artifactual evidence about the
material competition {or lack of) between the two highest ranking men
in the Institution. The information retrieved fram testing can also be

campared to material possessions discarded by other members of various
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rank of the Institution.

The Tysen House site provides an opportunity to test a middle class
site from the period 1835-1885. The artifacts from this site can be
corpared to the material used and discarded by middle class amployees

of Sailors' Snug Harbor.

In 1984, the Department of General Services developed 'a plan for the
construction of a parking lot along the mid-western boundary of the
property. A proposed storm sewer line will run frem the parking lot to
Riclmond Terrace. This line will disturb part of the archaeologically
sensitive area (see Figure 3:23). We recommend archaeological shovel
testing along the route of this sewer line prior to construction of

this line.
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Section 4: The Cottages

This area contains both extant employees' cottages and the buried

foundations of earlier cottages (see Figure 3:17).

FMPLOYEES' QOTTAGES

The historic structures report (Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer 1979:
4.33/1)' discusses the employees cottages but does not address the
buildings that were on this site prior to the construction of the
cottages. Four of the Employee's Cottages were built in 1885 (see
Figure 3:18). The fifth (the northernmost) was constructed in 1898.
No documentation is available as to who designed these houses and/or
supervised their construction. Snug Harbor builder, Richard P. Smyth,
died in 1886, and H.C. Decker took over his duties. Perhaps the
transition from one builder to another is the cause of this absence of
building records. These cottages have always served exclusively as
residences for the éc;mmissary, secretary, engineer, gardener, baker,
and farmer. The only documented exterior alteration is the change of

the front step material from wood to concrete.

THE DEMOL ISHED STRUCTURES

The precise dates for the construction and demolition of these
structures, and their function at Sailors' Snug Harbor, were not given
in the accessable historical documents. Information on these structures
ﬁlay be contained in the documents in the uncatalogued Snug Harbor

archives. Five structures are located on the Beers Atlas of 1874 (see
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Figure 3:18 The Employees' Cottages, 1901. (Photo: Edward Clegg,
Morris K. Jessup Album, Collection of the Trustees, Sailors' Snug

Harbor.)
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Figure 3:26 The Steward's House. (Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C.
Landmarks Preservation Commission, 1985.)




f‘igure 3:2). The four smaller }:;uildings may be small houses, or
outbuildings for the Harbor's farm. The larger building may have been a
stable or storage building. Whatever their function, ﬁuese buildings
were replaced by the ccmstruction‘of the employees cottages. Beers
Atlas of 1887 shows the location of the new employees cottages and the

former buildings are not shown on this mep.

THE PRESENT GOVERMOR'S (STEWARD'S) HOUSE: BUILDING X

The Governor's (Steward's) House was designed and built in 1879-80 by
Richard P. Smyth (see Building A). It has not undergone any
significant external alterations and has always served as a residence

(see Figure 3:26}.

ARCHAFRQL OGTICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The cottages contain areas that are archaelogically significant (see
Figure 3:27). In the future, if construction is plamned for this area,
we would recommend archaeological shovel testing prior to the

construction.

Archaeogist Edward Ien:ik has flagged the area in the rear of the
cottages as a location that may contain material discarded by Native
Americans. This area is flat and well-drained. It is within close
walking distance of both a fresh water stream (near the Little ILeaque

Field) and the salt-water Kill Van Kull.

The cottages have impacted on scme of this prime location for an Indian

site. However, this area is significant also for its historic
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material: The archaeological deposits assdciated with the cottages can
prc;vide data about the lifestyle and material culture of the midile-
ranking individuals at the Harbox. The area to the rear of the
cottages may contain privies. Wells could have been located in the

front, side or rear yards. Part of the front yard probably contains

material associated with buildings erected in mid-century, prior to the

1885 construction of the cottages. The exact function of each building
is unknown but archaeolcogical work might provide same information about

the use of these mid-nineteenth century structures.
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STRUCTURES SOUTH OF THE MATN COMPLEX

To evaluate the buildings south of the Main Complex, we have divided
the area into four camponents:

— the Western Service Camplex (Section 5)

— the Central Service Complex (Secticn 6)

— the ILaurdry (Section 75

— the Chapel and Chaplain's Residence (Section 8)
Since this area has had multiple uses through time, there are various
ways to group these structures. Our division reflects archaeological

concers.

Section 5: Western Service Camplex

The buildings of the Western Service Complex were conprised of a few
demolished structures (with frequent changes in function) and three

extant structu.res';- the Greenhouse, the Matron's Cottage, and the

Bandstand (see Figure 3:28).

THE GREENHOUSE

The Greenhouse first appears on La Fevre's map (see Figure 3:4). There
is no documentation available on its construction. It is possible that
the old Conservatory was moved and re-adapted to become the present

Greenhouse.
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THE MATRON'S COTTAGE (WASH HOUSE NUMBER ONE)

The Matron's Cottage (Wash House Number Oﬁe) was designed as a wash and
bake house by Frederick Diaper in 1845 (see Figure 3:29). Diaper was
an English-born architect known for his designs for manor houses
{"Beverwyck " in Rensellaer, N.Y.). In 1855, after the completion of a
new wash house (see information on Building @, Section 2), this
building became the Steward's House. When a new Steward's House was
constructed in 1879, this building was u-sed to house the Matron and the
Harbor's female staff. Sometime between 1876 and 1901, the porches
were added to the north and south walls. In the 1950's, this structure

was re-modelled to contain three apartments for the staff.

SUMMER HOUSE / RANDSTAND

In 1893, a Summer ngse/ Bandstand for outdoor band concerts was
constructed to the 'ﬁé;rthwest of Hospital One. Although the records are
unclear, it @S probably built by Henry C. Decker (see East Gate
House). This Summer House may have been demolished (no documentation
available) or may have been moved to the east and have become the

Gazebo presently on the Harbor property.

DEMOLISHED STRUCTURES: THE BAKE SHOP AND THE MACHINE SHOP

As early as 1874, two distinct structures are shown to exist east of
the Matron's Cottage (Beers 1874, see Figure 3:2). At some point

between 1874 and 1887, it appears that these two buildings had been
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¥igure 3:29 The Matron's Cottage. (Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landmark's
Preservation Commission, 1985.)




joined, though no mention of use was indicated (Béers 1887., see Figure
3:5). From 1894 onward, the buildiné is recorded as having several
uses, with as many as two separate uses simultaneously. The first
notation of function appears on La Févre's 1894 atlas where the
building is referred to as "the laundry" (see Figure 3:4). This
building may have been "Wash House Number Two" (see Section 2 of this
report for detaj:led information on this wash house). The historic
structures report (Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer 1979: 4.17/1) does not
provide a clear and specific description of fche location of this wash
house. If this is "Wash House Nurn}?er Two", then this building was
erected in 1854-55. It is known that by 1898 that this building is

listed as having a dual usage — the laundry was located in the western

portion while the engine room occupied the eastern portion (Robinson

1898, see Figure 3:5). It is probable that the transition in the
building's use from laundry/engine room to bake shop/machine shop took

place in 1901 when building I bégan to be used as- the Laundry.

According to the Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey (1906), a
bake shop replaced “the laundry, and the engine room was replaced by a
machine shop (see Figure 3:6). The building was demolished same time

after 1935 (see Figure 3:7).

ARCHAEOT OGICAI RECOMMENDATIONS

The only section of this area that is archaeologically significant is
the area to the rear and to the side of the Matron's Cottage (see
Figure 3:30). The backyard and side yard of the Matron's Cottage may
contain wells, cisterns, and privies associated with this building.

During the mid to late nineteenth century, this building was occupied
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During the mid to late nineteenth century, this i)uilding was occupied
by two different groups of employees. From 1855 to 1879 the Steward and
his family lived here; the steward was one of the highest ranking
middle managers of the institution. After 1879, the structure was used
as the residence for lower ranking staff, the matron and the fa'nale
staff. Archaeoloéical ly there should be a difference in the quality and
quantity of status dojects that were owned and discarded by these two
groups of occupants. These artifacts should provide a picture of the

material lifestyle of these employees.

To the east of the Matron's Cottage was the bake shop/machine shop. The
sheet scatter in the area south of the Matron's Cottage is probably
composed of artifacts discarded by people who worked in these imildings
mixed with the artifacts discarded by the occupants of the Matron's
Cottage. Because of the mixed nature of this deposit, the artifacts
would only indicate that someone who lived or worked at the Harbor had
discarded the rnateria.:l'.’;.- it would not provide significant new
information about .th’é- Harbor nor about the multiple uses of these
buildings. How;ever, if wells or privies‘ were found that were
specifically associated with these two buildings, and containing a
. clearly defined deposit then the deposits would be significant

archaenlogically.

We are not recommending testing in the area north of the Matron's
cottage. There has been extensive disturbance to the area by
underground lines, and in fact, an additional line has been constructed
since Cotz put in her tests in‘1982. When Cotz shovel tested in the

area directly in front of the Matron®s Cottage she found very few



artifacts. She also excavated two machine-cut trenches forty feet
north of the Matron's Cottage. Fach trench was six feet long by three
feet wide. She found artifacts in approximately the first two feet of
these trenches; in cther words, artifacts were dispersed within an area
of thirty-six cubic feet within each trench. However, a relatively
small percentage of artifacts were found in these trenches (excluding
mortar, coal, and brick fragments 55 artifacts were found in trench
#11, and 70 artifacts in trench #12). In a typical three foot by three
foot excavation unit (two feet deep) at\ the Conference House site in
Toti;.enville, Staten Island, just counting ceramics there were 80 cherds
found within an area of approximately eighteen cubic feet. In other
words, in an area one half the size of each Snug Harbor trench, more
ceramic artifacts alone were found than the total number of all the
categories of artifacts unearthed in each Snug Harbor trench. On sites
with little or no documentation, a small sample of artifacts is
valuable. On a wel.l—docmnente'@ mid to late nineteenth century sife, a

" small number of artifac;j:s-fi'om a non-feature depogit (i.e. artifacts

scattered randomly in a yard) is limited in its analytical usefulness.

The proposed conduit line will impact a portion of the archaeologically
sensitive area surrounding the Matron's Cottage (see Figure 3:31).

Archaeological testing should be urdertaken prior to construction.
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Section 6: Central Service Complex

The Central Service Co@lex contains four extant buildings: the
Maintenance Building; the Vegetable Barn; the Morgue; ard the Hospital

Employees’ Dormitory (Building I). In addition, there were numerous

structures that are now demolished (see Figure 3:32).

THE MAINTENANCE BUILDING (CHILDREN'S MUSEU:)

The Maintenance Building was built in 1913. The Harbor records provide
no documentation of this building's ardﬁtect, builder, and subsequent
alterations. This structure was always used as & maintenance building.
In 1984/85, the interior was conver*;ed into space appropriate to use by

a Children's Museumn. .

VEGETABLE BARN (WAREHOUSE)

The Barn (Vegetable Storehouse) was built in 1891. Its construction -

was supervised by H.C. Decker (see East Gate 'House). It has always
served as a service building, and has undergone no significant exterior

alterations.

THE MORGUE

The Morgue was designed and built in 1886 by Richard P. Smyth (see
Building A). The Morgue replaced the old "dead house”, the location of
which is unknown. The Morgue has undergone no significant exterior

alterations.
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BUILDIMG I (THE HOSPITAL EMPLOYERS' DORMITORY)

Building I (the Hospital Employees's Dormitory) was built circa 1911-13.

No further information on this building is available.

DEMOLTSHED STRUCTURES IN THE CENTRAL SERVICE AREA

The precise dates of construction and demplition for these structures
were not available from historical documents. Information regardir;g
the use of these buildings and their date ranges was-taken from
historic maps (seé Figure 3:2 through 3:7). Although it is clear that
a series of buildings was located in the central service area as early
as 1887, (see Figure 3:3), the function of these buildings and their

relationship to later buildings in the area remains ambiquous.

Refrigeration: The buildings listed as three, four, five, and six (see

Figure 3:32) first appear on Ia Fevre's 1894 atlas as a single
structure, identifiedia_ls t}i;a "ice ﬁouse" (see Figure 3:4). In 1898,
this structure is référred to as '"refrigeration" (see Figure 3:5). At
sane point between 1898 and 1906 the building was sub~divided into four
separate buildings with distinct, though inter-related uses. Building
three was used as a "shed," building four was used as the "“ice house,"

“meat shop" (Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey, 1906, see figure

3:6 and also 3:32). Sometime between 1906 and 1917 this complex of

buildings was demolished {see Figure 3:7).

Carpenter Shop: The buildings listed as seven, eight, nine, and ten
(see Figure 3:34) first appear on La Fevre's 1894 atlas (see Figure

3:4) as a single structure identified as "Carpenter." Four years




later, the structure appears to have been dividéd m two, w:Lth the area
of buildings seven and eight being usen;l as the carpenter sh0p: while
the area of buildings nine and ten was unidentified (Robinson 1898, see
Figure 3:5). By 1906, these two structures were further subdivided
into a total of four joined, though distinct, structures. Bui 1din§
seven became the "carpenter shop", building eight was used as the
lumber shed, buildiing nine was simply a "shed", and building ten was
used as "lumber storage”. The extent to which these structures
differed in their usage is unclear. Building nine and a portion of
building ten were demolished sometime between 1906 and 1935 (Sanborn
1917-35, see Figure 3:7). The remaining portion was most likely

demolished in the 1950's.

Tailor Shop and Employees Quarters: Of all the buildings in the
central service area, this structure has had the most varied use. 1In
1894 building eleven was used as a 1:105pital (La Fevre 1894, see Figure
3:4). By 1898, additiog_s app;ear to have been made, and the structure
is referred to as’ 'é"'Pavillion“ (see Figure 3:5). By 1906, the
building is indicated as having two uses -- a tailor shop and an
employees quarters -- though no division of space is delineated for
these separate functions (see Figure 3:6). The structure was
demolished sametime between 1917 and 1935 since it initially appeared
on the 1917 sanborn but was removed in a correction sometime between

1917 and 1935.

Sheds: Buildings one and two (see Figure 3:32), first appear as one

unidentified structure on the Ia Fevre's 1894 atlas {see Figure 3:4).

Between 1898 and 1906 the building was divided into two structures each
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labeled "shed" (see Figures 3:5 and 3:6). They do not appear on the
1917-35 Sanborn Atlas and therefore were demolished between 1906 and

1917 (see Figure 3:7).

ARCHAEOLOGICAI RECOMMENDATIONS

The most significant archaeological location is the area south of the
Morgue; this area may contain wells, cisterns, and privies associated
with the morgue or the early hospital (see Figure 3:33). This would

provide us with material evidence about the hospital/morgue complex.

We do not recommend testing in the area to the north of the Morgue.
This area contained many buildings of diverse functions and some
buildings were used for a brief periocd of time. It would be difficult
to distinguish the archaeological deposits associated with a particular
building in an area that has been used as intensely as this area. When
Jo Ann Cotz tested in this area she found very disturbed deposits. Ms.
Cotz agrees that tl},is-"éii"ea is too disturbed to be archaeologically

significant (Cotz',- personal comminication, May 1985).
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Section 7: The Laundry

Building I, used as a laundry from 1901-1950, is currently being used
as a maintenance/service building for the Harbor (see Figures 3:34 and
3:35) In 1984, the Department of General $ervices proposed that a
Chiller Plant be attached to the eastern end of the laundry building.

The area surrcunding the Building I has been extensively disturbed in

the twentieth century.

Building I first appears on the Borough of Richmond Topographical

Survey, 1906 (see Figure 3:6). In reviewing the historic maps, it was
found that no other buildings occupied this site. The laundry was
designed by the architectural firm of Carrere and Hastings, consulting
architects to the Harbor at this time and best known for having
designed the New York Public Library at 42nd Street and Fifth Avenue.
The laundry has a facade in the Beaux Arts style, but is otherwise a
strictly utilitarian building. Iﬁ measures 57' 10" (N/S) by 35' 2"
(E/W).‘ In 1951, a new 13_Qi1er house was constructed on, and adjoining,
the east side of j'_he""laundry, adding another thirty feet to the current

building.

The land surrounding the laundry has, through time, be_en heav-ily
disturbed (see Figure 3:34). To the west of the building were a
blacksmith's shed and a coal storage building. The land on the other
three sides of the laundry has been crossed and riddled by utility
lines, fire alarms, sewer and drainage pipes, etc. The documentary
records indicate that this area was used for open-air drying of

clothing and for an open-air location for metal tubs.
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Figure 3:35 The Laundry. (Photo: Carl Forster,
Preservation Commission, 1985.)
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clothing and for an open-air location for metal tubs. .

DEMOL ISHED STRUCTURES

The precise dates for the construction and demclition of the blacksmith
shop was contained in the available documents. As early as 1887 an
unidentified structure is noted on the Beers Atlas of 1887(see Figure
3:3). By 1894 the structure is labeled "the blacksmith shop" (see
Figure 3:4). The building was demolished sometime between .1906 and 1917
(see Figures 3:6 and 3:7). The second structure is the coal storage.
This building was joined to the blacksmith's shop (see Figure 3:5 and
3:6). This building was demolished sometime between 1906 and 1917 (see

Figures 3:6 and 3:7). The site of these buildings has been disturbed by

the construction of the underground utility lines.

ARCHAROLOGICAL RECOMMENDATTIONS

We do not recommend any ;;:chaéological sub-surface testing of the
proposed site of the Chlller Plant (see Figure 3:36). The location of
the Chiller Plant,F next to Building I (the former laundry Building), is
in an area that has already been disturbed by the construction of
mmerous underground utility lines. The undisturbed portions of this
site are not significant archaeolcgically. Historically, this area was
the laundry yard adjacent to the laundry. The laundry yard contained
wash tubs and clothes lines. There may be some buried artifacts
associate;i with the laundry operation. However, the Snug Harbor
archives contain documentary information about the laundry. It is

doubtful that the findings from an archaeclogical excavation of the
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Section 8: The diapel and Chaplain's Residence

This section contains the Chapel and the buried foundation walls of the

Chaplain's residence (see Figure 3:37).

THE CHAPTATN'S HOUSE

A Chaplain's House was built near the Chapel in 1864-65. It was
designed by the firm of William Field and Son, best known for the Tower
and Home apartment complex in Brooklyn (1877-78). The Chaplain's
House was located to the west of the Chapel, as it appears on the
Beers' Atlas of 1874 (see Figure 3:2). A porch, rather like that of the
Governor's House, was added to the front of the house in 1881. By
1887, the house had been moved to the east side of the chapel and a
reax addition constructed, as shown_ on the Beers Atlas of 1887 (see
Figure 3:3). The house was later moved still farther east to
accamodate construction of the Randall Memorial Church (1890-92) (see
Figure 3:38). This third ;_L’,oca'{':ion is the proposed site for the East
Parking Iot (see Figqre"é‘:39)-

There is no documentation available on tj)e exact date that the
Chaplain's House was demolished, but it would appear that it occurred as
part of the 1955 retrenchment program. The Chaplain‘s House seems to
have been used, in all of its locations, exclusively as a residence for

the chaplain. It was a small, two-story residence.

In the proposed area for the East Parking Lot, only the Chaplain's
House appears on the historic maps. Furthermore, in the documentary

records, the only building noted as being on the site was the
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Figure 3:38 Arrow indicates Chaplain's Residence.
(Photo: Photographer unknown, no date, Staten Island
Institute of Arts and Sciences, Sailors' Snug Harbor
Collection.)
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Chaplain's House.

THE CHAPEL

The Chapel was built by James Solomon {see Building G) in 1885. The
belfry was added in 1883 by Richard P. Smyth (see Building A). 1In
1891, when the Randall Memorial Church was built, the Chapel was moved
back and east about two hundred feet to its present location. The

exterior of the Chapel has undergone no major alterations.

THE EAST GATE HOUSE

Al

The East Gate House was bullt in 1894 by Henry Decker, a Staten Island
builder who tock over Richard P. Smyth's position when Smyth died
{1886). Traffic passes by, not through the Gate House itself, {at the
North and West Gate Houses traffic passes through). The gate proper is
next to the East Gate House. There is no record of exterior

alterations to the East Gate House.

-

ARCHAFOI OGICAL RECOMMENDATTONS

We do recommend archaeological sub-surface testing of the northern
section of this site (see Figure 3:34). The northernmost part of the

proposed parking lot contains the buried foundation of the C.'napiain's
House (see Figure 3:40). The grass-covered outline of -the house is
recognizable to an interested cbserver (see Figure 3:41). The area
flagged for archaeclogical testing includes the buried house foundation
and may alsc contain a buried privy (household refuse, including glass

bottles, broken dishes, and broken drinking glasses often were thrown
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Figure 3:40 Archaeologically significant areas surrounding ChapbT*? &5
and Chaplain's Residence. The northern area may contain wells
and privies associated with the Chaplain's House. The Scuthern

area probably contains remnants.6f: 19th century iron fence.
(Minimal testing recommended).
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Figure 3:41 The light area in the foreground is the
foundation wall outline of the Chaplain's Residence.
(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landmarks Preservation
Commission, 1985.)




into the privies). The privy (if it exists) would have been used for
only a few;v years, and therefore, would contain an archaeclogical
deposit which has a very tightly defined time period. Since a public
water supply was available to Snug Harbor as early as 1881, it is
unlikely that wells or cisterns would be associated with this 1890's

house site.

We do recommend minimal sub-surface testing at the southernmost part of
the proposed parking lot site. In t‘_nis area there is a small man-made
ridge running north-south. At first glance this ridge appears to be a
building foundation, however, the 1906 topographical map shows that an
iron fence was in this exact location (See Figure 3:6). The fence
served as a border to a plot of cultivated land and this ridge is
probably the remnants of this fence line. We recommend minimal sub—
surface testing to determine whether this is the 1906 fence line or an

undcocunented structure.

We do not recommend archqeolgé;ical testing for the middle and the rest
of the southemn portlon of this proposed parking lot site. This area
was part of the numerous Snug Harbor farm fields. The Chaplain"_s small
backyard fronted the northern edge of these fields. On the 1906

Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey thecultivated fields are

shown complete with rail or picket fences .and with the row planting
patterns for the various crops. For further information about the
farming practices at Snug Harbor we would recommend research at the
Snug Harbor archives. Because of the financial costs involved, we would
recommend archaeological testing of a farm field only if this

information is not available in the documentary record. Compared to
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statistically more probable excavation sites elsewhere at Snug Harbor,
it is unlikely that Indian or colonial habitation or use occurred in
the parking lot area. The parking lot area is thus not a priority in

testing for Indian or colonial artifacts.



Sectian 9: Bospital Complex

The hospital complex probably contains the buried foundations of three
demolished buildings: Hospital One, Hospital Two and the Sanitorium

(see Figure 3:42). The area also contained a Conservatory and a Gazebo.

THE 1882 CONSERVATORY

The Conservatory, comprised of a potting shed with an attached
greenhouse, was built in 1882 east of Hospital MNumber Two (see Figure
3:43). The Conservatory no longer exists in its documented form and/or
location. There are no records to inform us of its fate. It could
have been completely demolished. It is also possible that it was moved

(entirely or in part) and is now the present Greerhouse.

HOSPITAL NUMBER ONE

Hospital Number One was desi_gnea and built in 1851-52 by Isaac Green
Pearson, a businessman and founding officer of the Mutual Life

Insurance Carpany. }iospital Nurber One is his only known building. In
1874, wings were added tq the east and west sides, and inl 1888, it was

joined by a rear passageway to the newly built Hospital Number Two.

Hospital Number One was demolished in 1951.

HOSPITAT NUMBER TWO

Hospital Numbex Two was built in 1880-81. It was located behind the
1851 Hospital (Hospital Number Cne), and joined to it by a passageway.

It was demolished in 1951.
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Figure 4:43 Hospital Number Two, the Sanitorium, and the Conservatory,
1901. (Photo: Edward Clegg, Morris K. Jessup Album, Collection of
the Trustees, Sailors' Snug Harbor.)

Figure 3:44 The Sanitorium, Employees' Dormitory in upper left.
(Photo: Photographer unknown, no date, Collection of the Staten
Island Historical Society.)




The Sanitorium was designed by the New York City architectural firm of
Horgan and Slattery, much of whose work was commissioned by the City,
particularly fire and police stations (see Figure 3:44). It was built
in 1899-1900 by Richard Deeves. It was located south of Hospital Number
Two and connected to it by a passageway. The use of the X—;.shaped
hospital form dates from the Renaissance. At the Harbor, the formal
entrance was placed on the south side of the central Rotunda, with a
secondary entrance at the north. 1In 1905, a fifth arm (the Surgery

Ward) was added.The Sanitorium was demolished in 1951 (see Figure 3:45).

THE GAZEBO

In 1886, a Gazebo was constructed by Henry C. Decker (see East Gate
House) on top of a vent shaft in .front of the Sanitorium. This 1886
structure was round, and therefore is not the same Gazebo presently on
the Harbor property. The demolition date for the 1886 Gazebo is

unknown .

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The location of the first and second hospitals has been flagged as
being archaeologically significant (see Figure 3:46). Ivor Noel Hume
(1985) has excavated the site of an insane asylum in Williamsburg,
Virginia. Noel Hume found material that could be associated with
different functions of the hospital and even found evidence that the

staff were drinking while on the job (in the historic record, there
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had been accusations of alcohol abuse by the staff). Testing in the
area of the Harbor hospital may provide scame urusual information on the
use of this building and about the people who worked in it. Urxiergfourd
lines have disturbed significant portions of the property surrounding
the hospitals. However, a small segment of land has remained

undisturbed and should be considered archaeologically significant.

The sanitorium was built after wells, cisterns and privies ceased being
used and after the Borough provided regular garbage collection
services. Itis highly unlikely that there are any significant
artifacts associated with the use of this building. The cbje ts that
may still be buried in the ground are those that are associated with
the demolition of the building in 1953; these remnants of the

demolished building are not being flagged as archaeologically

significant.
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Section 10: Western Side of the Property
The western side of the property contains the remnants of the of the

Boiler Plant ard the Electric Power Plant (see Figure 3:47).

THE BOILER PLANT

In 1891, a boiler plant was built by Robert W. Gibson {see Music Hall)
on the west side of the Harbor property. Undergrourd tunnels for a new
steam system connected the boiler plant to the other Harbor buildings.
The plant was demolished in 1951 after the new boiler plant next to the

Laundry was carpleted.

THE ELECTRIC POWER PLANT

The electric power plant was built in 1898 by the Tucker Electric
Construction Company. It adjoined the boiler plant which, at that
time, was located on the west side of the Harbor property. It was

demolished in 1951.

DEMOLISHED FARM BUILDINGS

T.he first appearance of any buildings in this area is on the Beers Atlas
of 1874 (see Figure 3:2). Two small buildings of undefined function are
shown on this 1874 map. These structures are missing from the the Ia
Fevre map of 1894, but two large buildings, and two small buildings
appear on this map (these are in different locations from the 1874
structures). La Fevre lists this complex as "barns" (see Figure 3:4).
These buildings appear on: Rcobinson's Atlas of 1898; the 1906

Topograpical Survey; and the Sanborn Atlas of 1917-1935 (see Figures
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ARCHAFOI OGICAL RECOM/ENDATIONS

We do not recommend testing in this area. There is more information
available in the written record about late 1890 and early twenthieth
century electric buildings than could be uncovered in the
archaeological record. The artifacts buried in the ground would be
visible reminders of the use of this building. However, one has to

weigh the cost in terms of time and money of excavating this material

versus the amount of information gained from this fieldwork. We would
recommend that in depth archival research be done if one needs to

cbtain more information about the functioning of these two plants.

We would not recommerﬁ testing in the area of the turn of the century.
farm buildings. There is available literature on late 19th and early
20th century American farming methods. The excavation of 1890's and
early 20th century farm buildings at Snug Harbor may not reveal major
inforamtion about farming at the Harbor. In the uncatalogued archives
of Snug Harbor theré may be documents that contain information on

the management of the farm and on the animals and crops that were
raised. Because of the time and financial costs involved, we would
recommend archaeclogical testing of this turn of the century farm site

only if information was not available in the documentary records.



Section 11: The Southexrn Portion of the Property

During the period 1831-1976 this area was either used as grazing land
or for farming. There is no indication that in the eighteenth century
that this area was used for anything other farmland. The only area of
archaeological significance is a portion of the central southern
section of the property which may contain material discarded by Native
Americans. This area is located on the over-view map in Chapfer Four.
Archaeologist Edward Lenik has flagged this area as having a high
potential for containing an Indian site (refer to Chapter Two for more

" detailed information).
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TARLE 3:1 REFERENCES FOR IIAPS

This table provides a detailed listing of source material on which the
following maps were based:

Figure 3.8

Figure 3:13

Figure 3:14

Map showing northwest corner of Snug Harbor.
This map is based on information from:
-- Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,

1906.

-— Department of General Services,¥.Y.C.,Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

-— Department of Parks, ¥.Y.C., Borough President's
Topographic Map, 1974 (revised from 1909).
—— Hnknown, #Map of Housman Farm, 1831.

Map showing the impact of proposed parking lot and drainage

pipe on the archaeologically sensitive area in the

northwest corner of Snug Harbor.

This map is based on information from:

-— Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the northwest corner of Snug Harbor.

—-— Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,

1906,

—-- Department of General Services, .Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape —- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

-- Department of Parks, ¥N.¥.C., Borough President's
Topographic Map, 1974 (revised from 1209).

~- Unknown, Map showing Housman Farm, 1831.

Hap showing the archaeologically significant area in the

northwest corner of Snug Harbor.

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the northwest corner of Snug Harbor.

—= Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,

1906.

—-— Department of General Services, ¥.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,

©1985.

—~ Department of Parks, .Y.C., Borough President's

Topographic Map, 1974 (revised from 1909}.
-— Unknown, iiap showing Housman Farm, 1831.




Figure 3:15

Figure 3:18

Figure 3:19

Figure 3:22

Figure 3:23
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Map showing the Main Complex.

This map is based on information from: _

-~ Department of General Services, iI.Y.C Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985,

Map showing the archaeologically significant areas in the

Main Complex.

This map 1s based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeclogical
assessment of the Main Complex.

-- Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landsczpe —-- Phase 1., sheet
numper 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

tiap showing the northeast corner of Snug Harbor.

This map is based on information from:

~— Anonymecus, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-- Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
New York, 1887. -

-- Department of General Services, NH.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase l,sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing archaeologically sensitive area in the

northeast corner cof Snug Harbor.

This map is based on information from:

~— Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the northeast corner of Snug Harbor.

—— Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-— Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
New York, 1887.

—— Department of General Services, ¥.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extensilon of contract 1imit lines and work,
1985.

¥lap showing the impact of the proposed drainage pipe of

the archaeclogically sensitive area in the northeast

corner of Snug Harbor.

This map i1s based on information from:

—- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the northeast corner of Snug Harbor.

-~ Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906,

-- Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
Mlew York, 1887.

——- Department of General Services, MN.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.




Figure '3:24

Figure 3:27.

Figure 3:28

Figure 3:30
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Map showing the area of the Employees' Cottages.

This map is based on information from:

-— Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
¥Mew York, 1874.

-- Department of General Services, H.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Rcads, Walks and Landscape -~Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract 1limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the archaeologically significant area along

the Employees' Cottages.

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the area along the Employees' Cottages.

-— Beers, J.8., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
New York, 1874.

-~ Department of General Services, ¥.Y.C., Snug Harbecr
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit ilines and work,
1985,

llap showing the Service Buildings (western group).

This map is based on information from:

-— Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-— Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape —-- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1885.

Map showing the archaeologically significant areas

surrounding the Service Buildings (western group).

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the area surrounding the Service
Buildings (western group).

-~ Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1206,

-- Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract l1imit lines and work,
1985,




Figure 3.3]

Figure $:52

Figure 3:33

Figure 73:34

Figure 3:36
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Map showing the impact of the proposed D.G.S. construction
the archaeologically significant areas surrounding the
Service Buildings (western group).

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the area surrounding the Service
Buildings (western group).

—-—- Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,

1906.

-— Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape —-- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract 1imit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the Service Buildings of Snug Harbor (central

group) . '

This map is based on information from:-

~— Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-- Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the archaeologically significant area

surrounding the Service Buildings (central group).

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of "the area surrounding the Service
Buildings (central group).

~-- Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,

- 1906.

-~ Department of General Services, W.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.°7

Map(showing the Laundry.

This map is based on information from:

—-— Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-— Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the proposed location of the Chiller Plant.

This map is based on information from:

-- Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

—-—- Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.
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Figure "3:37

Figure .3:40

Figure 3:39

Figure 3:42

Figure 3:46

Map showing the Chapel and the Chaplain's Residence.

This map is based on information from:

-- Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the archaeologically significant areas

surrounding the Chapel and Chaplain's Residence.

This map is based on information from:

—— Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the area surrounding the Chapel and
Chaplain's Residence.

-— Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor

Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Map showing the impact of the proposed parking lot and
conduit on the archaeoclogically significant areas
surrounding the Chaplain's Residence.

This map is based on information from:

-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeoclogical
assessment of the area surrounding the Chaplain's
Residence.

-— Department o©of General Services, H.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985,

Map showing the Hospital Complex.

This map is based on information from:

~~ Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1206. =

-- Department of General Services, MN.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -~ Phase 1, sheet

number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

lap showing the archaeologically sensitive area in the
Hospital Complex.

This map is based on information from:
-- Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeoclogical
assessment of the area surrounding the Hospital

Complex.

—— Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.

-—- Department o©of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.



CHAPTER FOUR: SUMMARY OF THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS



Chapter Four presents a brief summary of the archaeological issues
and recommendations that were presented in Chapter Three. This chapter
also contains a general over-all map of the site showing the
archaeologically significant areas. If all the areas that are
archaeological zones were excavated, then the archaeclogical material
would provide a good cross-section of every social strata within the
institution Sailor_s' Snug Harbor from-the retired seamen to the
Governor. In addition, artifacts would be unearthed that would provide
information about the pecple who lived at the eighteenth century farm

at the Harbor and any pre-1700 Indian settlements.

The Northwest Section: The most archaeologically significant area of

this section is the northern-most part (see Figure 4:1). This area
probably contains the"_buried foundation of the original Governor's
House and the fom_mda'ti;:n of a colonial farmhouse. Wells, cisterns, and
privies that are associated with these structures are probably on this
site. The colenial farm's last owner was a German-American family (an
eilgtheenth century ethnic group that has not been studied by
archaeologists in the New York area). Sailors' Snug Harbor's most
colorful and controversial governor, Governor Melville, lived at this
site and material discarded by the Governor and his family may still be

buried here.

The Main Camplex: The courtyards between the buildings have the highest
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probability of containing material discarded by the "Snugs" (see
Figure 4:1). In 1982 archaeologist Jo Ann Cotz shovel tested in this
area and uncovered stratified deposits dating back to 1840. This area

also contains cisterns which have been located by the Department of

General Services' survey.

The Northeast Section: The northern-most area of this section is

archaeclogically significant (see Figure’4:1). This area probably
contains the fourdation of the Physician's Houée and the fourdation of
the Tysén House. Wells, privies, ard ciste-rns associated with these two
buildings are probably buried in this area. The Physician wag the
rival to the Governor and his equal in status and power. The Tysen
family was a middle class family who lived outside the original

boundary of Snug Harbor (their property was later bought by the

Institution).

The Cottages: This area is flagged for both Native American and

Institutional resour_ges"(éee Figure 4:1). Archaeologist Edward Lenik
has flagged the afe;at behind the cottages as having a high potential for
containing an Indian site. The area around the cottages also may
contain the wells, cisterns, and privies associated with these
buildings. These structures were the residences of middle ranking
enployees at the Harbor. One of the highest ranking middle managers was

the Steward; his house was the large house just north of the cottages.

The Western Service Complex: The only part of this section that is

archaeologically significant is the area around the Matron's Cottage

(see Figure 4:1). This building had two distinct pericds of occupation:
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the Steward lived here and later it was used as a female employees'
dormitory and Matron's cottage. Wells, privies, and cisterns associated

with the building may still be on this site.

The Central Service Camplex: The archaeologically significant area is

the area south of the Morgue (see Figure 4:1). This area probably
contains the buried foundation of the a hospital. Wells, cisterns, and

privies associated with the hospital and the morgue may still be

buried in this area.

The Iaundry: No archaeology is recommended for this area because of
major disturbance due to construction. The areas that were not
disturbed did not contain any significant archaeclogical resources.

The Chapel and the Chaplain's House: The northern ard southern areas of

this section require archaeclogical testing {see Figure 4:1}. The
northern area contain‘§__-the buried foundation of the Chaplain's
residence. The Chap'léin was one of the highest, if not the highest,
middle rarnking employee at the Harbor; and material discarded by the
Chaplain and his family may be buried at this site. The southern—most
part of this lot contains a man-made ridge; this ridge should be
tested. The ridge is probably the remains of an iron fence but it could

e the foundation wall of an undocumented structure.

The Hospital Complex: The area surrounding of Hospital One and Hospital

Number Two is archaeologically significant (see Figure 4:1). Testing in

the area around the hospital may provide information about the use of
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the building and the employees who worked there.

Western Side of the Property: No archaeological work is recommended for

this area because of the late date of the structures and the amount of

existing documentary information about these structures.

Southern End of the Property: The central southern-most part of Snug

Harbor is archaeologically significant (see Figure 4:1). This area has

a high probability of containing Native American material.

Snug Harbor is a property rich in archaeological material. As the
property is developed, archaeological work could easily be done prior
to any construction work. The reconstructed artifacts and the
archaeclogical reports should be .given to Snug Harbor Cultural Center
or to the Staten Island Museum (which will be located at Snug Harbor)

so that the material can be put on public display.
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