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• Snug Harbor Cultural Center, a NewYork City o.Y'Iled property on Staten

Island, is a multi-use cuLtural resource. 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

designated 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 Sailors' SnugHarbor, this land was used as a colonial

fann complete with rrain house and outbuildings. Because this property

was near a fresh water inlet which fed into the Kill Van KuII, Native

Americans may have settled on this land. Artifacts from the site's

• pre-20th century use still lie buried in the ground. This

archaeological study will discuss the archaeological resources at the

Harbor, explain hONthis archaeolog-ical data can provide us witil new

information about th~..history of the Harbor, and analyze and predict

Wherethese arch.aealogical resources are located.

·1

This report presents strong evidence that exciting archaeological
rna.:terials nay be found at SmlCJ Harbor which reveal significant aspects

of the histories of:

1. American Indians before the arrival of the Europeans

2. a colonial and early nineteenth century fann

3. a German-Americanfarmer

4. one of the IIDst significant charitable institutions of the

• nineteenth and twentieth centuries, Sailors I Snug Harbor,
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The NewYork landmarks Preservation Fourrlation, theron-profit arm of

the NewYork City landmarks Preservation Commission appLi.ed to the

Department of Cultural Affairs for a $4,500 matching grant to develop

an archaeological predictive m:xiel of the SnugHarber Cultural Center.

This grant is the first archaeological grant frcm erie sister agency to

another. The project can be used as a rrodeL for developing a detailed,

long-term archaeological program for any city-o.vned site. This nrilel

.analyzes Snug Harbor in its entirety. The goal of the model is to

delineate areas of high archaeological potential based on prehistoric

(L.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 tenns of local

and regional history. Discovering the degree by which any twentieth

century construction mayhave dest.royed earlier material will determine

the i.rrport.an:tarchaeological issue of hON"intact" the site is. Having

a well-designed research plan for the Harbor enables archaeological

projects to stand as <;:omponentsof a larger historical study rather
,-",,"'-

than as separate unrelated reports. The maps and the text from this

report can be used by other city agencies to determine if their

project will impac~ on an archaeological zone at Snug Harbor. The

agency professionals can discuss with the Landmarks Carrnission the

aqency' s plans and the type of archaeological work involved and then

evaluate the pros and cons (in tenus of time an::1 rroneyconstraints) of

either doing the archaeological "-Drkprior to cons~ction, or changing

the site of the construction project so that .it avoids destroying the

archaeological resources. If archaeological excavation is needed, then
r··l-

a scope of work can be designed by a city archaeologist at the

landmarks Preservation Corrmission.
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• MErHOOOLCGY

In researching and developing a predictive'm:::rlel for the archaeology of

a large city-owned property, there are a number of tasks that must be

undertaken. This section explains those steps and their specific

appLi.cat.Lonto the SnugHarbor project. There are ten steps.

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

and its role in local and regional history.

2. Local historical societies am museumsare consulted to identify

and research all secondary sources (pericxlicals and books) which have

teen \Vritten about the project area. Museumstaff and local residents

are contacted for infonna.tion regarding SnugHarbor.

3. Primary sources (such as deeds, survey records, tax records, land

patents, and architectural plans). are studied to ascertain the patterns

of property transfers, boundary changes, and land use.

."
--

•

Initially, we felt.that tasks 1-3 were covered in the report "Sailors'

Snug Barmr: An Historic Structures Report;"and in Barnett Shepherd's

excellent book, sailors' SnugHarbor, 1801-1976.Ho.vever, this proved.

not to be the case. The emphasis in these accounts was on the

architectural significance of the buildings, construction history,

land use during the Sailors' Snug Harbor occupation, and a general

history of the institution. These works did not present detailed

information about the pre-1831 period. Ibvever, this infonnation \A.Ould

l:e necessary for a cc:nplete archaeolcqical assessment of the proper-ty.

In addition, these accounts did not address the significance of the
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• Harbor as a cultural institution in termS of broader Staten Island IS

history, the role of the institution as part of the history and

development of the Port of NewYork (one of the major themes that the

Parks Department can' stress as part of their Urban Cultural Parks

program), and the institution as a reflection of the nineteenth century

concern for the care of the sick and the elderly. Securing this

detailed infonnation en the historical significance of SnugHarbor is a

necessary first step in order to lay the ground work for developing

research questions and a research strategy for any archaeolcgical \l.Drk

at Snug.Harbor.

There were also additional problems in using sane primary sources. The

archives at Snug'Harbor are currently an uncatalogue:i collection. The

Staten Island Institute of Arts. and Sciences and SnugHarbor OJItural

Center hope to raise grant money to cover the cost of having the

collection catalogue:.'l. In its present condition, a researcher could

spend weeks going t~Fough documents before finding any relevant

material.

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

conterrq;orarymaps of the site.

5. The locations of all the known b..ri.ldings (based en the research in

steps 3 and 4) are plotted on a contemporary base mapof Snug Harbor.

The landscape Division of the Department of General Services has

plotted the locatien of sane of the darolished buildings at the Harl::or.

Although these naps ....erevery useful, additional structures needed ,to

be added. The ros map, SnugHaroor 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 limit lines and/or

proposed work were plotted. Because th~ DGSmap uses the 1906

Borough of Richmond Topographic Survey as its base map, buildings

derolished prior to 1906 are n::::>tfourrl en this map. Historic maps~e

consulted to obtain the location of all pre-1906 structures. There was

an additional problem with the rx;s map. The demolished structures that

are plotted on the DGSmapwere not always the same size and shape of

the exact same structure on the 1906 map. Whenever there was a

discrepancy between the tw::::>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 plotte1 on the base map.

7. Geographical changes 'in the landscape such as streams, ponds, and

the original shoreline are noted. This infonnation is oompared with the

data presented in archaeological 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 consul too, 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
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departrtient provided us wit.h this map) •• 9. Fran the material gathered in tasks 1 and 2, a detenni.nation is made

about which types of si tesat the Harbor are likely to be the most

significant in tenns of adding new'i.n£onnation about, the past.

10. Final maps and text are prepared indicating which areas (if any)

have a high probability of yielding significant archaeol.oqi.caj, remains.

The final repcrt..based on the al::oveten steps, will cnntain:

1) an overview map of the entire Harbor property

2) detaile::l maps of specific areas of the Harbor

3) a text discussing both the entire Harbor property and

individual sites within it

our m::Xlelshould be useful to the various city agencies respcnsible

for planning and developing Snug Harbor as well as to individual

museologists, archaeologists, historians, architects, landscape

architects, and preservationists who are interested in Snug Harbor IS

history.

Outline of the Report

The city's interest in Snug Harbor has focused en the architecture of

the Harbor and its open spaces for use as a public park. The

archaeological interest in the Harbor is in the social history 0; the
institution and the peopLe who lived there as well as the people who

lived at the Harlx>rprior to the nineteenth century. Ccnsequently our

first chapter -- the historical chapter -- only provides a brief

sumnaryof the developnent of SnugHar'bor' as an architectural a:xcplex.

r,



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 Harbor in local, 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 'Tho presents the archaeological research questions which can be

tested at the Harbor, For archaeological purposes the Harbor t 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.1639-183li

Institutional, 1831-1976. The chapter explains what types of sites at

the Haroor are arcnaeologically significant for each time period. The

report discusses why certain archaeological deposits are not

cc:nsidered to be archaeologically significant.- The chapter places the

sites at the Harbor into a broader context, and comparesam contrasts

them to other sites being investigated by arcnaeologists.

Chapter Three divides the Harbor into eleven areas and discusses the

archaeological significance of each area. The fonrat is the same for

each of the eleven sections. In each section, the historical data on

the site's use (including key infonnation en the major structures) is

presenterl along with photographs ani maps of the area being discussed.

Archaeological recorrmendations are given for each area.

Chapter Four surrrna.rizesthe recornnendations presentErl in Chapter Three

of the archaeologically significant areas. This chapter contains a map• of the Harbor marked.with all of the archaeological areas.

7

(
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CHAPTER ONE: HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

•
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•
Sailors' Snug Harbor (1833-1976) was the first llornefor retired seamen

in the united States, continuing a tradition of charity and social

.we1fare in NewYork City which dated back to the colonial era (see

Figure 2:1). It was also the creation of "one of the world's

weal thiest charities" (Harlow 1976:187), because of its real estate

investments on the island· of Manhattan. Today, when a return to

privately endowedrather than publicly-funded charities is prorroted by

the federal government as more efficient, it might be fascinating to

sponsor a debate on whether the history of privately-furrle:i SnugHarl:::or

stands as a beacon of social and cultural success or as a symbol of

extravagance and even waste (given, for example, its Trustees I willful

• destruction of the Randall r1ernorial Church in 1952.)

I ike any significant institution, SnugHarbor' s history is in part a

microcosmof broader ly-nericanaccdal, curl cultural history. The purpose

of this short essay is to place Snug Harbor and its seamen in their

major historical contexts. Readers seeking the history of SnugHarbor

in greater detail should consult Barnett Shepherd's excellent and

profusely-illustrated Sailors I SnugHarber,

legend has it that no less a man than Alexander Hamilton convinced

weal thy merchant.Zcount.ry gentleman Robert Ri.chard Randall (c. 1750-

1801) to endowa retired seamen's hane. The legend is sinFl y that --

legend (Shepherd 1979:15). But the direct evidence is IX) more helpful

in determining Randall's motives, for his will gives no hint of his
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Figure 1:1 Bird's-eye Viewof Sailors', Snu.gHarbor, 1898.

.(Staten Island Institute of .Arts and Sciences, Archives, Postcard Collection)
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reasons. Circumstantial evidence is strong, however. Randall's

• father, Thomas Randall, was one of the-New York City merchants who

organized the f1arine Society of the City of NewYork in 1770, five

years before the Revolution. Am::ngits many goals was to assist ship

captains Whohad fallen on hard times and aid the widChlS and orphans of

ship captains. Thomas Randall's son Robert joined the Marine Society

around his twenty-first birthday (Shepherd 1979:15). It seems plausible

that since the father had founded an organization to aid the captains

of the quarterdeck, the son would found an institution to help the

seamen of forecastle ("fo'c' s'le" - locate::l forward of a ship's first

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

Robert Randall also mayhave been influenced by a personal insight

into how life at sea could take cruel turns: in 1772, his older• brother Thanas was the master of a ship returning to Ne,..o York fran the

West Indies. P.s the Ne...r York Gazette and Weekly Mercury notal, "a few

miles fran Sandy H(X)k, [Thc:mas] was knocked overboard with the Bccrn and

drowned" (Shepherd 1979:15). If his brother could not be saved from

the sea, perhaps others could be. Or perhaps bachelor Robert Randall

sought to perpetuate in Snug Harbor a familiar, sea-faring family Which

wouLd continue for generations.

HCJl..Veverplausible the above causes are, they are nore sensible than the

legend that Robert was somehowmaking amends 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

• inherently dishcnest about amassing a fortune through privateering in

the colonial period. England as well as her enemies engaged in
(
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privateeri,ng. Simply put, privateering was an official, government

• sanctioned right to take a privately~fitted ship onto the seas to

disrupt enemyshipping. Prizes seized were the reward. In fact, it

was an' economically sound way to sponsor a war at sea: the goverrunent

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 faile::i,

and the government had not expended any funds. If the privateer

succeeded, the private rewards were deserved because the governmentgot

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 manyother aspects of Americanhistory, has its

roots in England. During E;lizabeth I' s struggles against Spain in the

late l500s, John Hawkins and Francis Drake were famous for their....

exploits as privateers -- Drake even visited the English colony of

Roanoke in North Carolina in 1586 after a privateering expedition to

the caribbean (r-1orisoni971:649-65l).

The American colonists did rot organize any large-scale pri vateering

until King William's War (1689-1697) (Robinson 1976:418-419). It was

during this war that captain William Kidd, NewYork City merchant, gave

privateering its shadiest reputation (Bunker 1979:40-43). The vast

• majority of privateers, ho.vever, were faithful to the law and order of

their sovereign, and by the mid-eighteenth century pri vateering was



12

institutionalized. This institution continued in ~he nineteenth• century during the Warof i8l2. America's last privateers sailed for

President Abrahamlincoln in 1863 during the Civil War, and fo~ the

Confederate rebels of Jefferson Davis frcm 1861 to 1865. In fact, the

American Confederates have the distinction of being the y;orld' s last

privateers (Robinson1976:419).

Privateering during the colonial pericd was a popul.ar and incredibly

profitable venture which reached its top form during the French and

Indian War (1754-1763), the war in WhichThanas 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 knownthat

three major ports - Nev.rYork Ci~y, Newport, and Boston - contributed

a total of 230 ships with a total of 5,000 crew members during the

entire war. Prizes sei.zed by :these privateers -- ships and ,cargoes _

were reported in NewYork City newspapers as being worth as much as..'

15,000 pounds s~eriing, literally a fortune in those days. In 1757t

several warships of the royal navy arri ved in NewYork por-t, only to

have many of their crewmendesert to join the privateers -- so many

that for awhile the royal navy did not have enough seamento sail the

ships out of the port! To say the least, ThomasRandall was in the

right place at the right time (Mans 1927:293-295, FON'ler1976:22-24).

Snug Harbor 1 s growth as a chari table institution evolved alongside

other charitable institutions connected with the port, and with

American life in general. The "Society for Promotion of the Gospel
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Among Seamen in the Port of New York" continued a missionizing

tradition typified by the 00 Ionia 1 era' s "Society for the Propagation

of the Gospel in Foreign Parts," founded in England in 1701 (Adams

1927:132, 152-153). By 1853, NewYork City counted a total of 1:wenty-

two asylums, eight hospitals, seven medical dispensaries, and 165

societies working for one charitable cause or another. Amongthe

institutions charitably serving seamen in 1853 were various religious

missions plus the Harme Society (still helping widows and orphans of

deceased seafarers, as it had when it was founded in 1770 by merchants

such as Thana.sRandall); ''The Sailor's Home"for White"seamen; and "I'he

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

Snug Harbor's founding and sUbsequent expansion not surprisingly

paralleled the corrmercial grCMth of the port. Reflecting this grCMth,

the SeamenI s Bank for Savings was fourrled in 1829, at 149 Maiden Lane,

to encourage savings arrong crew members (Bunker 1979:260). In addition,

one of the reascns sailor I s Snug Harl::orwas able to erect so nany fine

buildings was because of its investments in real· estate, investments

WhiCh\o.ouldIDt have been as profitable if NewYork had not; anerged 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 prirrary and superior colonial rival. But by

1823, NewEngland and Philadelphia had been bested. Whenthe Erie

Canal was completed in 1825, it simply reaffinned and helped assure

what was already fact (Albion 1939:15, 373). Manhattan real estate

clinibed accordingly, and with it, the funds available for Snug Harbor's

Trustees. Precisely how Snug Harbor, dependent upon NewYork real

estate, benefitted and hONit parallell2d the grCMthof the port can be
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seen in the following statistics of trade (Albion 1939:392-393):
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• Howwas NewYork port able to amass this, weal th? Wasit due to wheat

fran the interior? Industrial gOClds? FUrs fran the frontier? Timber?

All of these, but all -- and more -- were carried, of course, by the

seamenand their ships. Seamenwere attracted to NEWYork port, for the

same reason other imnigrants and workers were: there were rrore jcbs.

The interdependence of comnerce and cul,ture is derronstratEd by the fact

that when rornnerce expanded, the city attracted more people Whoin turn

created more c:orrrnerce. All of this interaction create:i a greater base

for wealth and, hence, a greater potential material prosperity and

culture (Albion 1939:398).

There is a cont.errporary 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 East River. .T.heCunard Building and the u.s. lines

Building on lower Br'oadwayno longer serve passengers eager to book

tickets aboard ~iners destined for Europe. Closer to the Snuggies'

hearts, the National Maritime Union of America (AFl-CIO)building, at

36 Seventh Avenue between 12th and 13th Streets, is nowa part of St.

Vincent's Hospital. Its sister building, awash in porthole windcws,

survives as a union building at 346 West 17th Street, but one v.unders

heMlong before it goes the way of the Seamen's Church Institute, sold

in 1985 (White and WilJ-ensky 1978:9, la, 76, 112).

The fact is that NewYork'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 I SnugHarbor remains en 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 am. lands 1::e 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

Rand.all fortune and other legal issues kept the estate in limb::>until

the U.S. SupremeCourt cleared the way for the Trustees to exert full

control. Between1831 am. 1833, SnugHarbcr'.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, SnugHarbor's Trustees demolished rather than

repair the Randall Hemorial Church, a stunning and grand edifice

erected in 1892, despite the· efforts of preservationists \Vh.o bad hoped

to save the builqing. In 1965, the New York City landmarks
.>

preservation.Co~ssion, founded that very year, began action to

preserve the surviving carplex as a landmark. Snug HarborI s Trustees

battled Landmarkstatus in court but finally tacitly concededdefeat in

1971by rrov.inqtheir operation to North Carolina, selling the buildings

and eventually all of the remaining lands to the city of NewYork

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

its adaptive re-use as a cultural center, para.l l.eLs beccmeapparent 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 institution, is apparent. The
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vision of" a carefully designed and refined. retirement hane far seamen

was as innovative in the early nineteenth century as historic

preservation and adaptive re-use is for the late twentieth century. If

the legal struggles have been time-consuming, the accx:nplishments of

the nineteenth century -- a charitable institution arrayed in a

sturming series of buildings - are an inspiring exarrple to those Who

are presently establishing cultural institutions in those same

buildings.

The tradition in the West of institutionalized care for less fortunate

membersof society, exerrplified by Sailors' Snug Harbor, dates to the

t1iddle Ages. The equivalent medieval institutions, which had their

rcots in the ancient \',Drld, were called ''hospitals,'' but they cared for

and fed impoverished people as well as tending to the sick of all

classes. Run by nuns or monks, ~heir religious function was the

irrplanentation of Christian charity (Evans 1969:65, 85, 98, 130, Miller

1976:306). Hence th~---HotelDieu in Paris instructed those Who served
- .

there: "Receive the patients as you would Christ himself" ( Bishop

1968:133).

SnugHarbor's tie with this Christian tradition wasP'lysically manifest

in the 1856 chapel and in the 1892 Randall Memorial Church. This

Christian tradition was personally epitomized by the Reverend \'iI. W.

Phillips, a Presbyterian minister Who was on the Board of Trustees for

thirty-nine years until 1865. Whenhe 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 Presbyt.erian-cal vinist
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impulse for Christian reform, but the overall context was still• Christian. phillips charged the "Snugs" (Shefilerd 1979:21):

You are here ••. not to spend your time in
idleness, in the mere animal indulgence of eating,
drinking, am sleeping; but you are here to refit.
Your voyage has not yet tenninated; the most
important part of it is yet before you.... are you
sure all is right? •...are you habitually ready to
launch at any manent? Above all, have you enqaqed
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, like everything else, had undergone

significant "secularization" since the 1500s Whenlife at sea routinely

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

Historically, it is misleading to view Sailors t SnugHarbor'within the

sole focus of being AmericaI s "first" bane for retire::l seamen. While

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

of history that nO~$_ springs fran a vacuumand everything evolves

from preceeding. efforts. The direct precedents for Sailors' Snug

Harbor lie iri tlM:}co.Loni.aL institutions: hospitals am 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

Sai lors I Snug Harbor were required to work in SnugHarborI s fields or

other agricultural self-supporting enterprises, or to help in

maintaining the buildings (Shepherd 1979:19).

The first knoen colonial workhouses were established, appropriately

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

(Stokes 1919-1928:IV, 156). The Pilgrims in Massachusetts followed
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closely with a workhouse in 1658. In ~722, 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 coLon.iaL NewYork City, a new workhouse was

established in 1735. Since there was almost always a Labor shortage in

colonial America, only the most desperate were placed in these

institutions (Miller 1976:306).

Colonial hospitals often eval ved from the \\Drkhouses or almshouses.

Philadelphia General Hospital began as the infinnary of an almshouse in

.' 1732 and Bellevue in NewYork City began in 1736 as a pa.rt of the 1735

workhousementioned above, Benjamin Franklin helped found the first

hospital which was not asscx::iated with a \\Drkhouse: 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 century prece~ents. The nest basic reason is the fact that

until the 1730s, the number of colonists was relatively small. In

1688, for example, the popUlation of all English colonies, north to

south (including fonnerly Dutch NewYork) 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 am::>untedto rrore than five percent, so colonial "cities"

rrake a startling contrast to the nineteenth century urban environment• in which Snug Harbor evolved. In 1800, the United States had a



population -of 5.3 mi Ilion; in 1860, 31.4 mi.Ll i.orn and in 1900, 75

million (Morris, ed. 1982:643-649). Urban grONth for New York City as

compared to its rivals, Boston and Phi.Lade Lph.ia (Morris, ed. 1982:648-

649), charts the triumph of NewYork port just as surely as the

.eeonanic statistics cited earlier:

Table 1:3

NewYork Boston Philadelphia

1730 8,500 13,000 8,500

1750 13,300 15,731 13,400

1770 21,000 15,520 28,000

1790 33,131 18,038 42,444

1820 1~3;700 43,300 112,800

1860 1,080,330 177,840 565,529

1900 3,437,202 560,892 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 grONth, can in turn better afford larger institutions of

charity.

22
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Another demographic factor which 1S specifically related to

"retirement" is ho.vrelatively fEMpeople there were over the age of 60

compared to the rest of the population.' Definite statistics are not

available for the colonial per.iod, nor are statistics for blacks even.
in the nineteenth century, but the nineteenth century statistics on

whites tell their o,.m story. In 1840, only four Percent of the white

population ~e 60 or older (400,000 of 14.2 million). Half of these

were w:::>rnen. By 1900, this had only grONI1 to seven percent (4.4 million

in a white population of 66.8 million). life expectancy figures are

misleading, because in any age there are people around who are in their

sixties and seventies. life expectancy in Massachusetts in 1789 was

34.5 for males (Morris, Ed. 1982:649). But statistics do emphasize an

• important point in charting the grcwt:h of institutions specifically for

"retired" Americans: there were fEMer"senior citizens" in the colonial

and nineteenth century populations in terms of percentages of

popUlation because hCMeV:~tmreliable earlier figures are, in 1900 the

unitai States c~us/established life expectancy at birth as 47.3 years
- .

(it is nowabove 72) (U.S. Census 1976:379. cf. Potter 1984).

other factors In colonial America caused the establishment of

, institutionalizoo. charities, the tradition built upon by Snug Harbor

and other nineteenth century institutions. WhencoLorriaL popul.atii.cns

were srraller, families and local churches tended to the less fortunate.

But by the 1700s, the American <x>loniesalready "Werea pluralistic mix

of religions and ethnic identities, diffusing the effectiveness of any

e. local church attempting to address comnunity-wide issues. Thus \ofuile

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 , Kamrnen1980 :passim). Furthermore, the

eighteenth century Enlightenment, based on rational rather than

religious solutions to humanproblems, added philosophical 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 either government ("public") or

private endeavor. The secularization which resulted was evident at

Snug Harbor, where Cathol ic residents were allow-ed 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 rraritime

institutions such as SnugHarbor; as the numbersof seamenentering New-

York harbor oot surpris}.ngly increased with NewYork City's prosperity
-' ........

and with its generai popuLat.ion grCMth (Albion 1939:398):

(see table en the follONing paqe)

e-
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Table 1:4• SEA1\1EN ENrERING 'mE PORI' OF m.--W YORK

1835: 22,000

1845: -39,000

1855: 55,000

1860: 66,000

Interestingly, in 1860, only 12,141 of these 66,000 seamenc1airood to

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

In understanding the colonial precedents for SnugHarl::or, perspective

suggests yet ~nother step back to better view the context of this

important institution. _BeCause the British colonies were, a£ter all,

part of an erpire, 'tile. reference points of the enlonists themselves was

Great Britain. The English precedent, for a \',Drkhousedates long before

tile 1722 act of Parliament referred to earlier: in 1553, "Bridewell"

was established in london. That the English example survived the

Revolution is evident in the fact that NewYork City enntinue::1to call

its workhouse "Bridewell" (Kouwenhoyen 1972:95, Ill). A more

benevolent and far grander En:Jlish plan specifically for the care of

seamen -- in this case of veterans of the Royal Navy -- was the

• establisbrnent 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 without precedent, however, for the naval hospital at

• Greenwichwas meant to be as gocrl for veteran English seamenas Charles

Ills Royal Hospital at Chelsea was for soldiers (Greenhill, ed.

1982:15). And in America, it was soldiers, not sailors, \\'hose facility

is an immediate precedent to Sailors' Snug Harbor: during and

imnediately after the AmericanRevolution, badly woundedanny officers

were formed into an "invalid corps" to help train newofficers. This

invalid corps was stationed at the Revolutionary fortress at West

Point, and the invalid oorps thus becamethe nucleus for West Point's

faculty and the Point I s role as America's national mititary academy

(Boatner 1974:289; Beukema1976:280). Furthennore, in 1798 Congress

establishe::1 a fund for what becamethe oldest federally-funde::1 hospital

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

In the present day it is difficult if not i.np::>ssibleto appreciate the

two social and intangible aspects of a seaman's life which were

replicaterl at Sailors' SnugHarbor, because these aspects are alien to

contemporary ooncepts ,of 'individual freedomand individual rights. The
./

first was a soc i.aI sense of place, of hierarchy, which pervaded all

American society in the nineteenth century 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 shipb::>ardroutine. During the days

of sail, a m:::ment's hesitation in going aloft at an offii.cer' s orders to

adjust the sails, for exempl e, could easily mean the loss of the ship.
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In addition to capturing the abruptness and occasional harshness of

this shipboard' life, nineteent.h century author Richard Henry Dana

captured the immediacy of this life in his 1840 TwoYears Before the

Mast (Dana 1981: 404-405). That there could be no prirra donnas among

seamen is especially demonstrated in the following passage which

describes the crew's response to the captain1s commandduring 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.
Sti 11 we' saw no ice, and had great hopes of going
clear of it altogether, when, one afternoon, about,
three o'clock, "Whilewe were taking a siesta during
our watch belON, "All hands!" was called in a loud
and fearful [i.e., awesome] voice. "Tumble up
here, menl TumbleUP: donI t stop for your clothes
- before weI re upon it! II We sprang out of our
berths and hurried upon deck. The 1000 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 momentwas to
be lost ...• SlOWly, with the stiff ropes and iced
rigging, we.sWungthe yards round, ... and we stood
off on the'other tack, leaving behind us, directly
under our larboard quarter, a large ice island,
peering out of the mist, and reaching high aboye
our tops ..•.

***
On a ship with a competent captain, discipline was strict, but

harshness was primarily dictated by the v.orking conditions of shipboard

life and the weather. On a ship commandedby an incompetent master,

ho.vever, life could becane tainted by a cruelty irrq;;osedby the captain

or by an officer. Richard Henry Dana, on an earlier voyage than the

one quoted a1:ove, sailed on a different ship and witnessed a sadistic

captain who, amongother things, flogged cne of the sailors for asking
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a question. ·Thesailor was tied fast as the captain (Dana1981: 155):

began laying the blavs 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 out as he
swungthe rope, - "If you want to l<rloN what I flog
you for, I 'll tell you. It I S because I like to do
it! -- because I like to do it! -- It suits me!
That I s what I do it for! n

A sailor 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 sustainerl

brutality.

Added to the necessity of discipline was the humanproblem of placing

officers and men in what sociolcgists tenn a "closed system," Which a

ship becameby virtue of the fact that all life was carried out.within

a closely-defined space;" isolated for long periods of time from peop l e
.,'

not a part of the' closed system and isolated as well from al temati ve

physical space. Aboard ship, the nearest al ternati ve physical space

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

during sail ing days t.ook a1:out six weeks1

In this closed system, amongall-male crews at sea for weeks and even

months, there were occasional homosexual relations and, less

frequently, harosexual abuses (Philbrick 1981: 13). The challenges of

living within this closed system were complex, and so it is not

surprising that discipl ine and order took precedence over
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.
indi viduality. In an age which already recognized and accepted

hierarchical relationships, shipl::xJardlife added conditions caused by

the complexities of sa.iLi.nqmaneuvers and continual close quarters.

The captain I s word was law, and all seamen knew it. Discipl ine was

harsh, for a lack of order threatened life itself. Under such

circumstances, it is not surprising that a few captains and officers

could become egomaniacs exerting their authority with urmecessarily

harsh results. It is equally not surprising that seamenoccasionally

mutinied and nearly always gripoo. But in general, roth officers and

crew knew that their functions were interdependent. In fact, men

aspiring to becomeship's officers and captains ~re na.turally inclined

to a commandmentality. As for the crews, two factors shaped their

behavior: some had no choice but to become seamen, because economic

• necessity and their own lack of skills drew them to what was relatively

unskilled labor (and that part which was skilled was quickly learned

from necessity). still other crewmenwere drawn to the security of

being part of a cornnunity, however rugged that oomnuni ty life might be.
--'

Personal security' and the identity fourrl within a group is often IOOre

significant to burrans than a ''pursuit of happiness," and if ''happiness'',.

did not follON the acquisition of security, rranymencounted 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

~uld be to texlay's workers. That life aboard ship was full of tensicn
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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 NewYork 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,

al though it is probable that the vast majority of incidents were never

heard in court. In the court, records, seamen rrost 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 nost frequently brought• against seamen by captains and officers was "assault with a dangerous

weapon." "Endeavor to rrake a revolt" was another frequent cbarge, and

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

1939: 228). ... ..~.

In this context, it 1S not surprising that there were occasional
-

grumblings and even mutinies among the Snugs. In 1890, one of the

Snugs, a man namedAnderson, fired three shots at the governor (all

missed) to seek revenge for the governor's increased vigilance in

preventing local politicians· from bribing Snugs to vote certain ways.

(Shepherd 1979: 26). While this was a reprehens:i,.ble act, it may not

be as much a glaring example of Snug Harbor's rugged seamen or of the

Harbor's discipline as it is an indication that SnugHarbor 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

arrcgance on the part of Snug Harbor I s "captain" -- the governor - is

also not out of character with the nature of nineteenth century a::mna.rrl

mentalities.

The social context of life at sea points to the fact that when seamen

retire:i to Snug Hartor, they already urrlerstocrl the roles they sirrply

continued at the Harbor. Whether or not such a retirement would be

appealing from today' s perspective, what 'aeerns most apparent in the

history of Snug Harbor is hON life continued rather successfully for

these retired seamenwhose expectations had been set by' a long life at

sea. The wide expanses of lawn, the luxury of the Harbor's pub Lj,c

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 fill of challenging days, and if they

were the types to be driven mad by days of becalmed ooredan, they wou l.d..-

have gone over t~at 'horizon 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 sirrply think; comradeship: "liberty" spent in

Manhattan or locally; alcohol and tobacco; a gcx:dplace 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 rrost, "cernfortable." As other institutions and circumstances,

such as unionization and the social legislation of the NewDeal,• lessened seamen's dependence upon charity, enrollment at Sailors I snug

Harbor declined. Such a decline does not detract from the fact that
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• the Har1::xJr,an idea launched by an eighteenth century merhant, serve:i

so 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 Amphibiumthat lives roth on
land and Water .•. His farni'liarity 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 liquor ... In a Tempest you shall heare him
pray, but so amethodically, as it argues that hee
is seldome vers J d in that practice.... Bee makes
small or 00 cro.ice of his ,rallet; he can sleepe as
well on a Sacke of Pumice as a pilION' of doune. He
was never acquainted much with civilitiei the Sea
has taught him other Rhetoricke. Bee 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 cannot speake low, the Sea
talks so loud .... Bee 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 manyshapes, as it cannot amaze
him.

The seamen -- the "Snugs" -- themselves nake an ircportant 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

co~ercial 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 Americannineteenth century

American tastes climaxing in the Randall Memorial Church -- a

simul taneous declaration of religious confidence and materialistic

grandeur. The Randall Merrorial Church is rratched 00 Staten Island by

the Vanderbilt tomb, but nationally it fo.lLcwsthe sameedifice cnmplex

which led to St. John the Divine in NewYork City and the National
I

Cathedral in Washington, D.C. American expectations are also

demonstrated in the IvlusicHall : its physical juxtaposition to the

Randall Hemorial Church (built at the sametime) says muchabout the

late Victorian concept that the eternal and tenporal should corrplernent

each other, for each was reflective of the other: glory on earth

presaged glory in eternity.

Sailors' SnugHarbor also reflects more subtle themes in American life

as well. The documentedrivalries at the Harbor between governor and

physician during the 1800s (Shepherd 1979: 23, 62) reflects a broader

social developmen~>.The rivalry between the two men, housed in

equally-imposing homes on opposite sides of the grounds, reflects a

o::rnpetition for status between two professions recently elevated to a

new status, that of upper middle class professionals. During the

colonial period, physicians I salaries were about equal to those of

ministers, but their 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 fourrl their reputations

enhanced -- especially the glamorous masters of clipper ships, the



34

pos i.tzion ThomasMelville held for seven years before he became governor

of Snug Harbor.

To this rivalry for status was added the very rea;l factor that the

Harbor .included an ever-increasing hospital role in which the

physician's recornnendations in the managementof the Har'bor'were vital.

In fact, the building of the Sanatorium (1897-1901) derronstrates the

American vision of science as a predaninant force in America's future.

That the sanitorian opens just seven years following the corrpLet.Lonof

the Randall Meroc>rialChurch and the Music Hall is also an interesting

juxtaposition of the late Victorian confidence that religion, culture,

and science would enter the twentieth century harmoniously hand-in-

• hand •

In conclusion, there is another aspect- in the history of SnugHarbor

Which deserves attentio~E' the natural environment. It is appropriate

that one of the institutions which wi11 move into the Snug Harbor

complex is the Staten Island Museumof Science and Art, with its

component focusing on that natural environment. The history of the

natural environment surrounding Snug Harl:x>ris one of humanprogress

and folly. The envirornnent evolved from a bucolic setting Which the

Trustees felt was beyond the evils the city into an area Which is the

epitane of the late twentieth century urban scene, human, comnercial,

and chemical. Ironically, fair winds and strong currents bring to

Sailors I Snug Harbor pollutants unimagined and uninvented when the

first retired seamentook up residence in 1833.
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TABLE 1:5 CHROt.~OlO3YOF THE RESIDENTS AT SNUGHARBOR

1833: 37

1876: 600

1882: 700

1900: 950

1945: 375

(SheFherd 1979 :passim)

.'
" -,



36

TABlE- 1:6 CHRONOlQ3Y OF MAJOR EVilIT'S IN THE HARBOR'S HIS'IDRY

1801

1801-1830

1806

1828

1831-1833

1833

1834

c.l836

• 1841

1842

Robert Randall's will endcws ~ISailors'Snug Harl:::or"

litigation and other issues embroil the estate in
controversy, hindering implementation of the will's
prov isions 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 Harror begins

First building opens witil 37 residents

Robert Richard Randall manorial erected

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

$400 for library books is allotted by the trustees

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

1846-1847 Governor's House built; Physician's House built
1848 First fu_ll";':tirnechaplain

1851-1852

1855
1855-1856

1867-1884

1874

1876

1877-1878
1878

.e 1879-1880

1880

HosPital built
DiningHall buil t

Chapel erected

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

Gatehouse built; east and west wings added to hospital

Donni tory built; 600 men in residence
Another 'donnitory built

Boat House and Dock House built

Another donnitory builti 700 men in residence
West Gate House erected



• 1880-=-1881·

1882

1883

1884

1885

1885-1886

1889

1890

1890-1892
1893

1894

1898

1899-1900

1903

1915

1915-1916

37

Another donnitory built; hospital enlargErl by addition
of ''Hospital Number ']\0;0"

Mounting criticism of Governor·Thoma.sMelville includes an
editorial in the Nautical Gazette that he had transfonned
a "good and comfortable home ... into a Poor House
under prison rules."

w::oden t.o,.;er added to the chapel

Governor ThomasHelville dies of heart disease on March 5;
statue of Robert Richard Randall commissioned under
Melville from Augustus Saint-Gaudens unveiled at
Snug Harbor on May30

Physician I shouse derrolished; separate building added to
the hospital; empLoyees ' cottages built

}'j()rguebuilt

Investigation reveals that local p:::>liticians have bribed
Snug Harbor' residents to vote in elections prior to 1884,
during the administration of Tharas 11elvil1e; Melville1s
successor, Governor G.D.S. Trask, cooperates in the
investigation and VONS reform

A resident, Anderson, angry at clarnp-dCM'l'lon voting bribes
and the eviction from Snug Harbor of the major
perpetrators, fires three shots at Governor Trask
but misses

Randall"M~rial Church and. the Music Hall roth ce:xtpleted

Circulai p::ol and statue of Neptune oort'p1eted in front of
the :R.arrlall Manorial Church and the Music Hall

East Gate House erected

Southern Gate House built

Sanitorium constructed

Right of residents to vote withdrawn by a NewYork court
which ruled that II wards of charities" could not vote
under current NewYork law (ruling held until 1946 when
t\\O residents 'MJntheir challenge)

Seamen1s Act of 1915 passed by Congress to improve
seamenI s working and living conditions aboard ships; the
first act among many which would lead to improved
conditions for seamen and. eventual Iy lessen the need for
pri vate charity

Recreation Hall built



1936-1937

1930s

1945

1946

1949

1951

1952

1955

1965

1967

1968

1971

1972

1973

1976
r
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SeamenI s strike ties up NewYork port.: frequent violence
between strikers and strike-breakers; results in the
establishment of the National Maritime Union of America;
newwages and benefits, plus qener'aL public laws of the
NewDeal, lessened the plight of seamen

Sane lands of Snug Harbor sold by Trustees to developers
of Randall Manor .

Only 375 residents

Residents regain right to vote in p..ililic elections

Trustees lease to NYU, on very favorable tenns, 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
Randall Merrorial Church

GovernorI sHouse (1846) demolished

NewYork City landmarks Preservation Commission grants
landmark status to Snug Harbor despite Trustees I protests
that such preservation would be economically burdensane

State Suprene Court rules in favor of Trustees; Municipal
Arts Society aids landmarks Preservation Crnmission

Court ruLe's newevidence is needed before buildings are
derro.l i.shed or al terErl

Trustees announce a pLan to move their operation to Sea
Level, North Carolina

Buildings and 13 acres are sold to New-York City

Remaining62 acres acquiroo by New-York City

$6 million facility opens at Sea Level, North carolina

(Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer 1979: II, 4.1/2 - 4.1/3;
Perry 1976: 246-247; Shepherd 1979: passim)
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CHAPTER TWO: ARCHAEOLOGICAL ISSUES AND RESEARCH QUESTIONS
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The land at SnugHarbor mayhave been used by both Indians and whites

prior to the eStablishment of the institution Sailors' SnugHarbor. The

Ha~bor'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 c.1639-1831j 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 depoai.t.s at the Harbor are not considered to be

archaeologically significant, for example, disturbed deposits or

twentieth century material. lastly, the report places the sites at the

e· 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 Islam inclUding
,~~ .

people who liv"ed at Sailors I Snug Harbor have had close social and

economicties with peop l.e living in the Greater NewYork area. Staten

Island, because of its close geographical proximity to NewJersey and

Manhattan, has had easy access to other areas :by water transfXJrtation.

It is only within the twentieth century that Staten Island has

developed the image of being a scmewhatisolate:'l area.

In stUdying settlement patterns over the years, WhetherNative American

• or European, one woul.d expect to fi.n:1 over-all similarities as well as

differences, between the lifestyles of families an Staten Island and
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those other families livirig within the coastal area of the Port of New

York. Archaeological v.Qrkcan unearth evidence of roth similarities

and differences in terms of broad regional patternsi it can also

provide specific infonration about the adaptation of families to a more

narrowly defined area -- in this case, life on Staten Island.

Archaeological studies of Staten Island sites (of any time per i.cd) may

uncover data on the material culture and dietary patterns of specific

femi.Li.esjthe trade networks between Staten Island and other areas: and

the c:c::uparativesettlement pat.t.erns en the oorth and south shores of

the island. While there are general research concerns that can apply

to any time period, 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 C1Hl1. section of this chapter.

Native AmericanCUltural Resources

Staten Island is the ~e··tOrough in NewYork City that still contains

large tracts of )ll1derdeveloped land. Over the last one hundred years,

archaeologists have unearthed numerousNative Americansites. In the

early twentieth century, archaeologist Alanson Skinner surveyed and

located twenty-four Indian sites (of various sizes) on Staten Island

(see Figure 2:1). Since Skinner I s report in 1909, archaeologists fran

universities, museums, and cultural resource managementfirms, in

addition to advocational archaeologists, 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



•

•

'.:' ..

41

Lowc.r B'::)'

identified by Alanson Skinner, 1909 .

Figure 2:1 Native American Archaeological sites on Staten Island
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environmental factors, and the degree of contemporary disturbance.

Archaeologist Edward leni.k was hired by landmarks as a consultant to

assess the Harbor"s potential for containing -Indian material. Edward

Leni.k (1983) deveLoped a predictive nodel for evaluating prehistoric

cultural resources in Passaic County, NewJersey. In 1984, he tested

his m::xleland found that 72%of the potential sites did contain Native

American artifacts, (Lenik, Cotz, and Erhardt 1984). Lenik 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.Lowinq

evaluation:

• I. SnugHaroor' s Relevant Environmental Factors:

A. Geological and Soil Conditions:

Geologically, Sailors' SnugHazbor' is considered a part of the coastal
plain physiographic prov i.nce, The bedrock geology is archean
serpentine which is covered with pleistocene glacial sediments and
marine alluvium. _-Cotz' sarchaeological tests and our own field
recormaissance revea.l.ed that ,loose red, orange, tan, brown, gray, and
black sands and clay are found in the area.

B. Topoqraphys

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. In
general, the site is low and flat with gently sloping terrain from
south to north. However, there are same 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 hurran habitation. .

C. proximity to Fresh water:

A small creek and narshy area forms the western border of the Sailors'
Snug Harbor property. This stream \\Uuld have provided fresh drinking
water for prehistoric carrpers plus aquatic subsistance resources.

"
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Jacobson I s book for a general over-view of the variety and type of

Native Americansettlements on Staten Island). This settlement pattern

'on Staten Island follows patterns discerned for other coastal areas

(Ceci 1977; Funk and Ritchie 1973).

SnugHarbor 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. Nosystematic

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. Arcmeological \\Orkhas focused on

the underdeveloped areas along the western and southern shores of

Staten Island rather than on the more urbanized north shore. Areas

along the north shore .th<:~.have received minimal disturbance in the

last tv..ocenturies, ,su~h as areas that were farms or parks, may still
.' .

contain Native Americanartifacts. In studying archaeological 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, Le. What is the area I s chronology? Whattype of settlements
'-

did they 'have - were they pennanent villages or seascnal camp sites?

What type of activities mayhave taken place at such sites?

In analyzing the HarborI s potential for containing Indian sites one has

to look at several different criteria, that is, the areas relevant
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D. Availability of Floral and Faunal Resources:e Prehistoric manI s adaptive strategies include utilization of trees,
plants, anirra Ls, migratory birds and waterfON'I, shellfish, and fish in
order to insure his survival. These would have been readily available
in the surrounding area.

E. Availability of lithic Haterials:

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

F. Cli.rna.ticConditions:

Our s.t.udy 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 poztrion of the property woul.d
be undesirable and unlikely muchof the year due to the cold, darrpness,
and strong winds coming from the Upper Bay Area. However, this area
could have been used for teIIp:Jrary seasonal sumner' camps.

G. Historic and Current land Use:
I

The envirorunental conditions at the site have unde;rgone radical
al terations during the historic pericrl 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, post:rrolds, and hearths - is highly
unlikely and remote.

II. Survey Results:

On the basis of the data outlined above, tv.o zones have been identified
as potential areas of prehistoric occupat.ion. All other land areas are
considered to have minirnal-to-zero sensitivity for the reasons stated
above.

The first zone begins at a point northwest of the new "Governor I 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 league baseball field. This zone is lightly wooded, flat, well-
drained land, and generally urrlisturbed.

The second potentially sensitive area is located in the southwest
corner of the property. This zone is wooded, undisturbed, and has a
gentle and alrrost imperceptible slope fran east to west. It measures
600 feet from east to west and 450 feet from north to south and is
bordered by a macadamdrive along the west side, and the fence along
HendersonDrive. This area is well-drained, sanewhat sheltered, and in
close proximity to the stream. The location of these zones has been
indicated in Chapters 3 and 4.
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Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth Century Use of This Land

Even though the first Europeans settlErl 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 ownedby John Veghte, a Captain in the militia.

Finally, in 1786, Richard Housmanacquired the land and lived in the

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

The Housman site gives us the opportunity to study an eighteenth

century Gerrran-Americanhousehold. The publ ished archaeological studies

at eighteenth century house sites in the Greater NewYork area, contain

descriptions of the mat.er'LaLs discarded by English and Dutch settlers.

But there are no published archaeological reports about the excavation

of a German fiami.Ly ' s/home in either NewYork or NewJersey. One

research question is whether there are any differences between the

material culture and dietary patterns of this Genren family ani their

English and Dutch neighbors. Wasthere any difference in the land use,

inclUding the placement (in relation to their fann 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

archaeological record? Another question is Whether the archaeological

record shews a similiarity in the material assemblage discarded by this

German family versus other families of a similar socia-economic

position but of a different ethnic background. In other words, does the
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• ar'chaeo Loqi.caL record provide us witp. infonnation about a person 's

economic status? The archaeolcgical evidence a.lLcwsus to address a

variety of questions concerning etlmic and class studies.

Institution, Sailors' SnugHarbor 1831-1976

Sailors I Snug Harbor makes an excellent case at.udy of a nineteenth

century institution with membersof alrrost every socio-econcrnic strata

represented in its comnunity. The Harbor was a pLannedo::mnunitywith

clearly defined activity areas, and with clearly defined residential

areas. This separation of spatial areas makes it easier for the

archaeologist to link the archaeological deposits to the known

occupants of the site (if it was a residential area) or to a prrticular

activity (for exanple, cooking for the institution's kitchens).

The previous chapter described the structured and regimented life of

the seamen and how Sailors I Snug Harbor was also a-very structured

environment. The placement arid size of the private houses was linked to

the inclividuals r<¥1kwith the Harror's c.l.osed oornmmity. In fact, the

Harbor I s two-highest ranking individuals, the Governor and the

Physican, had identical houses and each house flanked tile MainCOTplex,

which housed the lowest ranking individuals, the seamen.

Archaeologists, by investigating the features (the wells, cisterns, and

privies) associated with each house, can determine if the material

discarded at each house site reflects the owner's rank within the

Harbor. In other v.urds, can archaeolcgical deposits accurately reflect

the socio-economic status of the person/family who discarded the

rraterial.
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In an institutional setting, did the E!!'Ployerprovide household gcx:::ds

for the employees? To what extent did families at Sailors I SnugHarl:::or

purchase their o,yn gcx:ds?Archaeologically, would YJe see a similiarity

in the household garbage even though there were differences in rank? In

studies of southern plantations, archaeologists fourrl a similiarity in

the material goexls 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 fran the plantation owner.

Perhaps at Sailors I Snug Harter lower ranking arplayees used similiar

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

Barnett Shepherd (1977) describes Governor Helville as a nan who tried

to keep enhancing his financial position. Will the archaeological

evidence f:romthe Governor I shouse mntain rranyhigh status gacx1s?The

Governor and the Physican were political rivals but were they economic

rivals? will the archaeological evidence showa similiarity in the

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

"Gi Ided Age",.' a time of conspicious consumption. I s there

archaeological evidence of this conspicious consllITlptionin the homes of

the Governor and the Physician?

Given the splendid architecture which reflects Snu::]Harbor's wealthy

endoenent, are the food supp.l Les, 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 ownedby
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• the "Snugs." Do the materials accidentally or intentionally discarded

by the retired seamen represent a sampling of the diverse countries

they visited while crewmensailing the Seven Seas? Barnett Shepherd

(1979) descril::es the problems of alcohol abuse by the seamen. Is there

a higher consumption of alcohol and tobacco at the Harbor than at a

typical w:::lrkingclass site?

Many research questions have been posed in this section. Before

questions can be answered, we need to clarify what type of

archaeological depos.i.t.s (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 N'oel

Hurne,(Hurne1969:10), Director of Archaeology for Colonial Williamsburg

considers wells to be :

... time capsu Lea buried deep in the earth and
containing a great diversi ty of artifacts which, in
many cases, had been thrown away together and so
had probably'been in use by a single colonial
family at'-One rranent in history. Not only did the
we11s .serve as receptac 1es for these artifacts,
they also provided themwith a natural preservation
laboratory.

Privies and cisterns, Whenthey are no longer in use, also are fillro

with household garbage. like well deposits, thi~ 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 maycontain stratifiro depoai.cs. HCMever,if the privies

were cleaned periodically, then any artifacts depositro during this

time are usually in a disturbed context (if they have surv.i.ved),
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At SnugHarbor it is important to know Whenwells, 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' SnugHarbor was part of the Village of NewBrighton,

and had access to the pubLd,oservices 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 p.

50). By the second half of the nineteenth century, citizens of Staten

Island becamevery concerned about the link betweenhealth problems and

unsanitary living conditions. In a newspaper article in 1864, Dr.

Anderson, health officer for the Townof Southfield, discussed why

families must clean their privies and noted that sane privies were in a

"most filthy state, their o.ontents overflo.ring upon neighLoring lots

and finding their wa.r' to' neig1il:oring drains" (Ri.chrrondCountyGazette,

June 3, 1864,)~ 'The concern over the sanitary problems related to

unclean privies was so great that the charters of various north shore

villages have provisions about, the cleaning of privies and fines for

non-compliance (village of NewBrighton 1875, Village of Edgewater

1886, Village of Port Richmond1893). The RiclunondCounty 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 rn:ini.murn depth of six

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



50

·e privies. Sailors I 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 Whenthey stopped be inq used. In

fact, it is possible that, for sanitary reasons, the Harbor privies

were filled with dirt and ashes rather than household garbage.

Perhaps in the uncatalogued archi.ves of Snug Har'box, 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 Harl::or.

In the mid-nineteenth century there was a gro.ving concern about, general

sanitary conditions. The Richmond County health report of 1873

di.scussed the problems of garbage disposal and suggested that each t<::wn

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 Lev i.ed 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 I".,.'8renumerous violations. In the 1902 BoroughPresident 1 s

report (Crcmwell, 1902:59), he notes that the Boroughof RichIrondhas
/

house to house garbage pickups in all but two small villages. After

1902 there should not be any garbage pits on SnugHarbor property. The

1873 Board of Health repcrt; rotes tha.t people were di.spoainq 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'

SnugBartor there were specific garbage pits. However, these pits were

probably at the southern-nost end of the property Whichis not part of
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the current Snug Harbor property. Sailors' Snug Harbor certainly had

the financial resources to pay to have the garbage carted away. It does

not seem likely that there are garbage pits on the current Harbor

property. If they do exist, the naterial in these pits \\QuId represent

typical garbage disposed by people living at Sailors' Snug Harbor. The

garbage pits woul.d rot be divided into units that oould be associated

with anyone group or anyone 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

archaeo.Loqi.caI semple taken fran the pits v.:ouldprovide an end date for

the pits' use and general infonnation about, garbage disposal J?CI.tterns

at the Harbor ••
Barnett Shepherd (1979) describes Snug Harbor as being a well-

maintained, landscaped, a~traetive site. Since Governor Melville was

concerned about the ..appearance of the Harbor, it woul.d be reasenable to

expect that there was minimal littering en the property. Archaeol.oqi.ca.L

testing near the buildings should reveal infonnation on littering and. .
whether all of the grounds or just certain areas (for instance, near

the Governor's House) were well-groomed.

ArchaeoLoqi.ceL testing along side a service building, such as a kitchen

or bakery, could uncover information re~ated to \'.Urkin that prrticular

building. However, the service buildings at Sailors' snug Harbor

• changed their functions over time. For example, the employees'

.donnitory and tailor' 5 shop was fonnerly a hospital. In sore cases the
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• samebuilding 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 the building (unless the two

functions were very different, i.e., a blacksmith shop becoming a

kitchen). In the recent excavations in LowerBanhattan, 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 span, At SnugHarbor we are not flagging conunercial or service

buildings such as a Laundry, warehouse, shed, or machine shop that had

mixed use over a brief time period since the archaeological record

woul.dnot reveal specific data on the function of these buildings. The

changing functions of the bUildings at Snug Harbor can be seen by

stUdying the historic maps.

In this report; we ar~ .only flagging archaeological depoai.t.s 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

institutional per led 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.

• Peat.urea, such as late nineteenth century paths, roads, and fences, are

recorded on maps and documents for Snug Harbor. I f these features

were excavated, one could determine haN these roads, paths, a.t1d; fences
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• ~e built. Archaeo.Lcq.i.st.sdo excavate such features Whendealing with

sites which have little or 00 documentary infonnation, 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 carefuilly restored to its fonner appearance,

such as in Colonial Williarnsbur.g, the excavation of paths, roads, and

fences can provide additional data for the restoration architect. For

infonna.tion about, the roads, paths, and fences at SnugBarbor, we woul.d

recorrmendresearch 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 research versus those that can be addressed by

arhcaeological research. For exampl,e, with the service buildings at

Snug Harbor, such as th~.)aundry or the machine shop, archaeological

data cannot "reveal-who was working at these sites, the management of

the building,' and 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 archaeological research questions for the archaeological

work at SnugHarbor. The archaeologically 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 knowndegree of disturbance at the site,

and the archaeolDg'ical research questions each area is evaluated for

its archaeological pot.errt.i.aL, Significant areas are plotted on a base

map for each section and on an over-all mapof the site.



•
CHAPTER THREE: ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

•
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This chapter divides the Harbor into eleven areas and discusses the

archaeological significance of each area. The fotmat 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

ree:armendations 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

infonration on the various functions of each building. In adJition, the

report contained data on errployees' housing (for exanple, the building

nONknow as the Matron' s Cottage was the original hane for the steward,

then this building was converted into the matron's cottage and the

female anployees do~tory).
..'

Unless other references are given, all

archi.t.ectura.L data 'presented in this chapter is based on information

from Gibson: Shepherd, and Bauer (1979).

Jo Arm 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 archaeo.Loqi.ca.Lshovel testing in various. areas of the Harbor.

This work was funded by the N.Y.S.Office of Parks and Recreation, and

the field\\Drk was done prior to the construction of a l)fire sprinkler

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

stablization around the Main CcKrplex.Cotz' s 1984 report described the
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general soil stratigraphy at the Harbor 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 archaeological 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 wehave

not included in this chapter; they are the maps by Blcx::d(184S), Butler

(18S3), Dripps (l850), and Walling (1859). Archaeologists whohave

worked on Staten Island, inclUding the authors of this report, have

found these four rraps to "be useful in providing general inforrration 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,/~ number of documented houses do not appear on

these maps. I~ _a"i980 annotated bibliography of pri.m:iryand 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 mapsdrafted

by louise DeCesare. The original maps contain infarma.tion fran a number

of different naps and the references for each original nap are provided

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

Adapted for this report by Louise DeCesare, 1985.
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sectiCXl 1: Nartlno.est Q:lrner of Snug Harl:xr

The northwest corner of the Snug Harbor property contained two

documented historic houses, the HousmanFarm (an eighteentp. 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 sti 11 is) located in" this area (see Figure 3:2).

Directly south of tbese t\\O historic properties, there rray have been a

garden for the Governor.

THE HCVSMAN FARMHOUSE

Historical documentation demonstrates the former existence of a

colonial fanrihouse in the north/northwest area of the Harbor' property.

Referred to as the HousmaI1 Fann, the land en yfuich this famihouse stood

was purchased, along" with adjoining land, in April 1830, by the
"

comnittee charged with acquiring land en Staten Island for the creation

of Sailors I Snug Harbor. The history of this land can be tl:"aced,in

documerrt.s, back to the original Anlros Grant in 1677; the Housmanname

first appears in the records when Richard Housmanpurchased the land on

May1,1786 (Liber, E, P. 201, November 19,1791).

It is not clear exactly when the Housmanfarmhouse was buil t. It is

first seen on the nap conmissioned by' the Harbor Trustees in May 1831,

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

. I
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Figure 3:8 The Northwest Corner 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. Wedo know that the Housmanfannhouse served as a horne, first• for the governor and then for the chaplain, While their official

residences were being constructed. In 186·5, it was rented out. It was

derolished in 1880.

After the original Governor's House was completed (1847), the Housman

building oontinued to be used. Barnett Shepherd notes in the historic

structures report that the house was used as a hornefor the Chaplain,

and whenhe received a newhouse in 1865, the Housmanbui Iding 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 (unidentifioo 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 nove.

The Housmanfamihouse was.prcibabl'y located in the area of the original
~

Governor's House ~d'the present Randall statue (Barnett Shepherd,
.»

personal carmunication, April, 1985). This is the general area Where

it is located on the 1831 map (see Figure 3:1). This site is a

desirable 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 YoOuldpresent problems with

both drainage and erosion, thus making it a less desirable location for

a house..

• The most important area for the archaeological excavation of the
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Fig 3:9
{Photo:

The HOUSffi3IlHouse Site.
('..arl Forster, N.Y..C.. Landmarks Preservation Corrmission, 1985).



Housmanfarmhouse site would be near the kitchen or in the backyard

area of the fanrhouse. Unfortunately, the direction the house faced is

unclear. Tradition offers two possibilities: facing the water to be

able to observe the activity of the KiII, or facing inland for

protection fran the. windy northern shoreline. The existing eighteenth

century buildings along the length of RichmondTerrace all face the

Kill VanKullj therefore, the Housmanhomeprobably faced the water

following the pattern of the neighboring fannhouses. The exact

location of the fanu outbuildings is notkno.-.r since the locations are
, . -

not ment.i.oned in any readily available records.

THE WEST GATE HOUSE

TheWest Gate Housewas 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 'Wasadded to the n::::>rthernwall.

THE GOVERNOR' SHOUSE

The original Governor's House (see Figure 3:11) \VaS one of tIM:) 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 themrtheast corner. The Physician t sHouse \'JaS

demo.Li.shedin 1893, but the Governor'"sHouse remaine::l.on its site until

felled by" the 1955 retrenchment program. Both louses ar:pear on Beers

68
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Figure 3:10 The West Gate House. 1901. The original Governor's
House is visible at the lef to (Photo: Edward Clegg,. Morris K.
Jessup Album, Collection of the Trustees, Sailors '. Snug Harbor.)

•
'.~

Figure 3: 11 The original Governor's House. 1901. (Photo : Edward
Clegg, Morris K. Jessup Album. Collection of the Trustees. Sailors'
Snug Harbor.)

- 7-:
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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 des.igns for single family dwellings 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

O:::xrp:JsitionStyle" probably served as a merlel for the Governor's and

Physician I s Houses. Detailed specifications are available in the Snug

Har1::or Archives, State University Maritirrie 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 1861i and each acquired a

new piazza in 1881. The Governor I s House seems to have been used,

throughout its existence, exclusively as a residence. Since its

derolition in 1955, the area where the Governor's Housewas located has

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

THE GARDEI.\TS

The Beers' atlas of 1874 (see Figure 3:2) shews a small circular area

(east of the Governor's house) which may have served as a p.rivate

garden .. This area may have been a circular drive for carriages and

perhaps the encLosed area contzrined flowers and grass. This area east

of th.e house is somewhat enlarged as shown on the 1894 La Fevre map,

the 1898 Robinson atlas, and the 1906 topcgraphic map (see Figures 3:3
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Figure 3:12 Governor's House Site.
Preservation Commission, 1985.)

(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C.. Landmarks

' . .1' •
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through 3:6). In addition, on the 1906 topographical map of Snug

Harbor,' trees and pathways are shown in the area south of the

Governor's House (in the area of the contenporary rose garden). In 1906

the Harbor was heavily landscaped with many trees and pathways

throughout the whole northern and central parts of the corrplex. 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 awn orchard. The 1898 painting of

The Bird's-Eye View of Snug Harbor (see Figure 1:1) ShCMSmany trees to

the east and south of the Governor' 5 House, however there are as many

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

Governor's House.

ARQiAIDlOOICAIRE(X)M>1ENDATICXJS

• In 1984, the NewYork City Depar:tment of General Services developed a

plan for the construction of a parking lot in the northwestern corner

of Snug Harbor.The proposed site and the proposed storm sewer will

impact sane of the archaeological1y sensitive areas (see Figure 3:13).

Some of thes~. areas will require sub-surface archa.eolOJical testing

prior to construction of the stann sewer and parking lot.

Wedo recorrunendarchaeological 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 oontains the

buried foundations of the Governor I s House and the eighteenth century

Housman farrrihouse. The wells, cisterns, and privies that were

associate:i with these tw:) 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.



74

TERRACE• RICHMOND

LEGEND

--- UTlLllY LINE

:YP)':i:<C'::.'/, ARCHAEOLOGICAL ZONE

EXCLUDES S' ON EITHER SIDE OF
uru.rrv LINE

o
/"

80'40'

i.M.O '85

Figure 3:14 Archaeologically significant area in the Northwest Corner
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 undergrourrl

stonn sewer be constructed in this archaeologically sensitive area;• this construction may disturb archaeolcg-ical deposits. Werecomnend

archaeolcg-ical shovel testing along the route of this SeHer line (from

the northern end of the parking lot to RichmondTerrace) prior to

construction of this line.

Wedo not recarrnend archaeological 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 whenthe 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 1982whenarchaeologist Jo

• Arm Cotz tested the entire length of the proposed sprinkler system for

Snug Harbor, Ms. Cotz uncovered artifacts no deeper than three feet

belONcurrent ground level, even through she did excavate as deep 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 riot find any

artifacts buried deeper than three feet in the grourrl. The rose garden

is locate:i in a depression and because of drainage problerrs, would rnt

have been a prime location for 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 buried in the ground in the area of the rose garden, these

artifacts are now in a disturbed context. For example, a piece of

eighteenth century pottery maybe buried next to a bottle from 1920.

• If this ceramic sherd and the glass bottle were excavated, all that

~.,. - .... --------"_.-__ ~I4-.r:-~"':I'
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could be deduced was that someone used and then discarded these

objects. The emount.of historical and archaeological .informatri.onthat

could 1:e gained fran excavating disturbed depos.i.ta at Snug Harl:::or does

not warrant the financial expenditure.
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• Secticn 2: The Main CCnplex

The northern central port.Lon of Snug Harbor cnntains the Harn Corrplex

(see Figure 3:15). These designated landmarks (buildings A-E) were

used as the residential and dining facilities for the seamen at

Sailor I s Snug Harbor.

BUILDING A

•
Built in 1879-80, Building Awas the eighth structure to be added to

the "chain" of ten buildings which make up the main compLex at Sailors'

Snug Barber (see Figure 3:16). located at the 'Western end of the front

(northern) row of buildings, it was the third of a series of four new

donnitories constructed by Richard P. Snyth during the ''building boom"

of the late 1870's and early 1880's. Smyth was a builder, not an

architect. He was ron: in England and received his training there, but

became a staten, Islander, residing in Port Richm:md. Alth::>ughhe was

obviously ai.ded by professionals in sane of the more technical aspects

of his work, it is Smyth (after lafever, of course) who gives the

Harbor a unified architectural style. Seventeen structures at the

Harbor can be attributed to him.

The exterior of Building Ahas not been significantly altered since its

construction. Dur:i.ng"the pericxi that the Harbor operated as a seamen's

home, Building Awas always used as a dormitory. At an unknownpoint

in time, a fireproof vault was installed in the sub-basanent (Rc:x::m09,

adjoining Room 01). The building is connected by a passageway to
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•

~
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- -; .:".

Fig .. 3 :16 The Main Complex. 1894.
(Photo: Published by W.H. Parish Publishing Company. Photographer
unknown. Sailors" Snug Harbor Collection, Archives, Staten Island
Institute of Arts and Sciences).
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Building B.• BUIlDING B

Buil t in 1839-40, Building Bwas the second structure to be added to

what would beccme the main comp Lex. It was designed, but not built, by

Minard Lafever in 1831 (see Building C) as part of his original plans

for the complex. When funds became available (June, 1839), work

commencedon Building B. Lafever was no longer associated with the

Harbor at this time, so Samuel Thomson, as Superintendent, realized

lafever's plans. samuel Thanscn and Son was a New York City building

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

interior of the U.S. CustomHouse en wall Street (1834-5).

• Building B is located to the west of the Ham Building (C) in the front

(or rorthern) xo« of structures which o:xnprise the main carplex, and is

joined to Buildings A, C, and H by passageways. Construction was

canpleted in Decercber , 1840. In 1879, the oolurmed port.Leo 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 Bwas used as a donnitory throughout the Harbor's

history. WorkrCXJIIIS,for activities such as basketweaving, occupie:i the

underground rooms and passageways.

•
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• BUIlDnK; C

Building Cwas'the first building at the Harbor. It was designed by

Minard Lafever in May, 1831, and corrpleted in August, 1833. It faces

NewYork Harbor and was conveniently located within walking distance of

the dock, Which at that time was the principa.l point of arrival at the

Harbor. It is connected by passageways to Buildings B, D, and the

kitchen.

Minard Lafever became a very well known architect. and Building Cwas

his first executed work. He went on to design, arronqother buildings,

the First Reformed Dutch Church (no longer extant) and Holy Trinity

Church, both in Brooklyn. However, he is probably best kncJ.Nn for his

architectural plan books whic~ diffused the Greek Revival style, of

WhichBuilding C is a fine exarrple, throughout North America.

There are no origina~.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 corrpleted.), 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 wor'k areas, heating.

plant, and coal storage room. In 1855, after the completion of

Building G, the original dining area became a smokinghall. Fran 1884

to 1899, the basement contained a w::Jrkshopfor the blirrl. The washro.:rn
I

became a barber shop in 1889. The main floor was composed of offices

and public rcans, and a few sleeping rccms (104, 105, 107, 108, no).
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•
On the exterior of Building C, free standing gas light fixtures were

installed at both sides of the steps in 1884. In 1879, areaways were

created in the northern halves of the east and west walls and the

ground floor windONSin these sectlons were "lengthened". In 1888, a

"tunnel" was excavated beneath the floor of the coLumnedportico to

provide a front entrance and Irrproved ventilation for the basement.

BUILDING D

Building D was designed by samuel Thanson (see Building B) as a mirror

image of Building B. The exterior was completed in 1840, but the

interior was not, finished until 1844. It was built as a donnitory and

utilized .as such. The basement passageways, linking Building D to

Buildings E, F, and C, were used as workrooms for activities like

basketrnaking. 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 and the groW1.dfloor windo.vs were "lengthened".

BUILDING E

Building E was the fourth of four dormitories to be built during the

construction boon of the late 1870's and the early 1880's. The other

three dormitories are Building A, F, and H. Building E is a mirror

i.Itageof 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

al teration to Bui 1ding E.



83

BUIID:m:; F

Building F is the second of the four donnitories (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 Bui.LdLnq II and was buil t in 1877 by

Richard P. Smyth (see Building A). It is connected by passageways to

Building D (lS77) and to the Recreation Hall (l915). It was always

used as a dormitory. The blind sailors were moved here fran Building C

in 1899 and a workshop and 1ibrary 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 building program which

included a new wash house and the Chapel. It occupies the site on

which the 1834 bakehou~e originally sat. Building Gwas designed and

constructed by James Solomon, a NewYork City builder who lived on a

lot, and Leased several others, Which formed a pa.rt of the Sailors I Snug

Harbor land holdings in Manhattan.

Building G' s main function was that of a dining hall, which occupied

the ground floor, but the building also contained donnitories on the

second and third fl(x:Jrs. In the l:a.sementwere lceated a new kitchen,

the Steward's office and the colored men's and blind men' s mess. The

rnai.n floor dining hall could seat four hundred men at long tables, and

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 sources en 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 Ghas undergone many alterations over the

years. It is possdb.l.e that the passageway to Building C was not built

at the same time as Building G because it is not referred to until

1868. In 1872, the areaway around the building was reconstructed in

stone. At the same time, the cisterns between Buildings Cand Gwere

raised ten feet and covered with wooden roofs. In 1875, an addition

was made to each side of the passageway connecting BuiIdings Cand G.

At first these two structures were part of the steamheating plant. In

1894, they became "smoking rooms" and in 1955, the snack bar, "The Bum

Boat" occupied the western structure. In 1876, a new kitchen was

constructed south of Building Gand joined to it by a passageway, the

upper floor of which was used as a clothing storerocm. In 1889, a new

office for the Steward was bui 1t along the passageway cnnnecting the

1876 kitchen and the south wall of the Dining Hall. This addition is

also referred to as the Corrmissary's Office. In 1891, a new tv.o-story

passageway was built between Buildings Cand G. In 1949, Building G

was remodelled to function as the Hospital.

BUIIDnK; H

Building H was the first of the four dormitories to be constructed
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• during the building bocm of the late 1870I s and early 1880' s. It was

built by Richard Smyth (see Building A) in 1876. It is a mirror image

of Building F, and is connected by passageways to Bui.Ldi.nqs Band_G.

There is no documentation of exterior alterations, but Building H

ceased serving as a dormitory and became the infirmary when the

Hospital was demol.Lshedin 1951.

THE1834 BAKEHOUSEANDTHE1854 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 Steward1s 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 building was

constructed on the site. This building was moved to an unknown site in

1854 and remo::ie11ed. Building G row occupies the site of the 1834 Bake

House and the 1845 kit~en .
.'

WASH HOUSE NUMBER TW:)

Wash House Number Twowas 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 I s Cottage. Wash House Number Twowas

located behind the Dining Hall (Building G) and aligned to its

east/west axis. The washing was done on the ground floor and tbe

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

demolished in 1951.
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RECREATIONHAIL

The Recreation Hall was designed in 1915-16 by louis E. Ja1lade, a

Canadian architect Who took his training at the Ecole des BeauxArts in

Paris. BroadwayPresbyterian 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 Whichit is connected

by a passageway. There is no documentation of exterior alterations to

the bui Iding which was used for, amongother acti v i ties, reading and

listening to the radio.

THE l-1USICHAll

The Music Hall was designed and bui 1t by Robert W.Gibson in 1890-92.

Gibson was born and trained in EngLand, He subnitted drawings for the

conpetition for St. Jdm 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 I s land Ferry Company began operations in 1886.

Consequently, the direction of approach to the Haroor 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

perfonnance center, and has not been subjected to significant exterior

alterations.
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• THE NORTH (RICHHJND TERRACE) GATEHOUSE

The North (Richrrond Terrace) Gatehouse was designa:3.and buil t 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 IOffiES

The historic structures report (Gibson, Shepherd, and Bauer

1979:4.14/1) discusses the construction and location of three gate

lcrlges that were a:mstructed in 1848 and derrolished between 1873 and

1880. In 1848, three frame lodge houses were constructed at the sites

of the three gates along RichmondTerrace. The central and eastern

lodge houses were derrolisherl in 1873 when the present RichmondTerrace

Gatehouse was carpleted. The third, and westernmost lodge, probably

remained until 1880 when the iron fence was extended and the existing

West Gatehouse was bui 1t.

ARCHAEDlOOlCAl RECX:>MMENDATIONS

The hyphens between each building (see Figure 3:17)are flagged as

archaeologically 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).

Base:l on the archaeological evidence, COtz (1984:58) believes that when



88

Figure 3:17 Area south of passageway connecting Buildings C and D.
(Photo:. Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landma.rks Preservation Commission, 1985.)
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the areaways were dug the "backfill 'from the areaways was probably

deposited in the courtyard center." BelaY' ~ese post-l870's depos.i.cs

(from one to one and a half feet in depth) were stratified levels

containing material that was discarded by the seamen during the

institution I s first thirty years. In the courtyard 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 SnugHarbor 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 fran the early 1880's, and this area is

being flagged. as an archaeologically sensitive area ..

Wedo not recommendfesting in the basements of the buildings. The-- ..'

basements of the buildings ~re used for a variety of functions. From

a social perspective the roost,interesting basements are in Buildings D

and G. In 1845 the basement of Building D was used to house "the

coIored seamen" (Gibson et al. 1979, vol 4, section 8:1). The basEment

of Building G contained. the colored 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 landmarks Preservation

Ccmnission and Snug Hartxrr) 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
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• archaeological rraterial; the artifacts that were retrieved dated to the
i

mid to late nineteenth century but they were pri.m:rrily architectural

itans such as hinges, electric wire, nails, and brick fragments. These

commonarchitectural specimens can still be seen in the Harbor

buildings and do not provide new infomation ab::>ut 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 land use prior to 1831.

Wedo not reconmendfurther testing in the lawn near RichmondTerrace.

Cotz tested (ten tests) along the northern front yard area (near

'Richmond Terrace) of the Main Complex. Cotz agrees with our

recorrmendations and she has detennined that the area of her ten tests

• was disturbed (cotz, personal conrnunication 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 conta.ined

Whitewareor white Lronst.one shards, The generally accepted "date range

for this cerami; type is 1820-1900 (South 1977). The tests had:

artifacts in a disturbed context, no datable artifacts, or simply no

artifacts.While there are artifacts buried. in the grourrl in the rorth

lawn, this area has a much lower probability, than the area

immediately surrounding 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 ~ reccmnerning the

front lawn near RichmondTerrace as an area of high sensitiveity. The• purpose of this study is to flag archaeo.Lcqi.caLl.y significant areas and

not to flag an area simply because it nay contain an artifact.



92

Section 3: Nart:beast Crn:ner

The northeast section off the property oontains the Neptune Fountain

and probably the buried foundations of the Randall Memorial Church, the

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

THE NEPIUNE FCXJNTAIN

The Neptune Fountain was bui 1t in 1893 by the J.W. Fiske Company of

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

RANDALL MEMJRIAI. CHlJRO:I

• The Randall Memorial Church was designed and bui It 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 demolished in 1952. Eight stai!'l:ed glass windows from the

church VRre donated to cal vary Presbyterian Church.

THE PHYSICIAN'SHOOSE

The Physician's House was one of a pair of twin houses; the otJ1er twin

was the Governor's House. The Physician's House was darolished in 1893

to make way for the Randall Memorial Church and the Music Hall (see

Figure 3:21). For other architectural in£ornation, please refer to ''THE

GOVERNOR'SHOUSE".•
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Figure 3:!19 The Northeas t Corner of Snug Harbor.
Notice the extent of disturbance due to underground utility lines.
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Figure 3:20 The Randall Memorial Church, the Music Hall and the
Neptune Fountain. (Photo: Postcard. Hugh Powell Collection,
Archives, Staten Island Institute of Art.s and Sciences, no date.)
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Figure 3:21 The site of the Physician's House and the Tyson House.
(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y. C. Landmarks Preservat.ion Commission, 1985.)
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• THE TYSEN HOUSE

The Tysen House was buil t in 1835 on a plot of land ad jo.i.ni.nq the

Haroor 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 cannunication, May14, 1985). Further documentary research is

nee::iedto obtain rrore information on the Tysen .femi.Iy ,

ARQiAEOICGICAI.RECCM1ENDATIONS

The northern portion of this site is archaoological1y sensitive (see

Figure 3:22). A faint outline of the foundation wall of the

Physician's House can still ,be seen. Wells, cisterns and privies

associate::i with the Physician's House and the Tysen Housemay still be

bur ie::i in the ground.

The Physician was the second highest ranking individual at the Harbor',

His home was identical to the Governor's House. There should be a

similiarity 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 corrpetition (or lack of) between the tv.o highest ranking men

in the Institution. The information retrieve::1 fran testing can also be

canpared to material p:>ssessions discarde:l by other rratibers of various
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• RICHMOND TERRACE
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Figure 3 :42 Archaeolog "ically significant area in the Northeast corner of
Snug Harbo::. This area may contain wells and privies associated
with the Physician's House and the Tysen House.
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• rank of the Institution.

TheTysenHousesite provides an opportunity to test a middle class

site from the period 1835-1885. The artifacts from this site can be

CCl'lpaX'e:J. to the rna.terial used and di.scarded by middle class anployees

of Sailors I SnugHaroor .

In 1984, the Departmentof General Services developej a plan for the

construction of a parking lot along the mid-western boundary of the

property. A proposed stonn sewer line will run frau the parking lot to

RiclmondTerrace. This line will disturb Part of the archaeologically

sensitive area (see Figure 3:23). Werecomnend archaeological shovel

testing along the route of this sewer line prior to construction of

this line.
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Figure 3:.23 Impact of proposed drainage pipe on the archaeologically sensitive
area in the Northeast Corner of Snug Harbor.
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secticn 4: The Cottages

This area contains both extant employees' cottages and the buried

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

EMPLOYEES' ~AGES

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 const.ruct.Lon, Snug Harbor builder, Richard P. Snyth,

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 cormnissary, secretary, engineer, gardener, baker,

and farmer. The only documented exterior alteration is the change of

the front step material from wood to concrete.

THE DU1.)IISHEDSTFUCI'URES

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. Infonnation en these structures

may be contained in the documents in the uncatalogued Snug Harbor

archives. Five structures are located en the Beers Atlas of 1874 (see
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Figure 3: 18 The Employees' Cottages. 1901.. (Photo: Edward Clegg.
Morris K. Jessup Album. Collec.tion of the Trustees, Sailors' Snug
Harbor.)
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Figure 3:26 The Steward's House.
Landmarks Preservation Commission.

(Photo:
1985.)

Carl Forster, N.Y.C.
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Figure 3:2). The four smaller buildings may be small houses, or

outbuildings for the Harbor's farm. The larger building mayhave been a

stable or storage building. Whatever their function, these buildings

were replaced by the construction of the employees cottages. Beers

Atlas of 1887 shows the location of the newenployees cottages and the

fanner buildings are not, shown on this IIBp.

THE PRESENT GOVERNOR'S (STEWARD'S) HOOSE: BUIIDIN3 X

The Governor's (Steward's) House was designe::1and 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).

ARCHAEOlCGlCAI REcn-r-1ENDATIQNS

The cottages contain areas that are archaelCXJically significant (see

Figure 3:27). In the future, if construction is planned for this area,

we would recommend archaeological shovel testing prior to the

OJnstruction.

Archaeogist Edward lenik 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 league

Field) and the salt-water Kill VanKul!.

• The cottages have impaetErl on sane of this priJre location for an Irrlian

site. However, this area is significant also for its historic
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•
material; The archaeolcgical deposits assOciated with the cottages can

provide data about, the lifestyle and ma.terial culture of the middle-

ranking individuals at the Harbor. The area to the rear of the

cottages may contain privies. We11s could have been located in the

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

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

1885 construction of the cottages. The exact ftmction of each building

is unknown but archaeolcgical v.Drkmight provide sane infonnation about

the use of these mid-nineteenth century structures .

•
.... '.
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srRUcruRES SOUTH OF THE ~1AIN CONPIEX

To evaluate the buildings south of the Main Carplex, we have divided

the area into four c:::c:mpJnents:

the Western Service CCltplex (Secti01 5)

the Central Service Corrplex (Section 6)

the I au.n:hy (section 7)

the Chapel and Chaplain f S Residence (Section 8)

Since this area has had miLtiple uses through time, there are various

ways to group these structures. Our division reflects archaeo lcqi.ca l

concerns .

• sect.i.a:t 5: Western Service COIplex

The buildings of the Western Service Ccnplex were cx::::nprisedof a few

demolished structures. (with frequent changes in function) and three

extant structures: the Greenhouse, the Matronfs Cottage, and the

Bandstand (see Figure 3:28).

'IRE GREENHOUSE

The Greenhouse first appears en La Fevre's map (see Figure 3:4). There

is no docurnentationavailable on its construction. It is p::>ssible that

the old Conservatory was moved and re-adapted to become the present

Greenhouse.

•
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109

• THEMATRON'Sa::JITAGE(wp.sH HOUSENm1BERONE)

The Matron's Cottage (WashHouse Number One) 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

(JlBeverwyck " in Rensella'er, N.Y.). In 1855, after"the completion of a

new wash house (see information on Building G, Section 2), this

building became the Steward I s House. Whena new Steward's House was

constructed in 1879, this building was used to house the Matron and tile

Harbor's female staff. Sometime between 1876 and 1901, the porches

were added to the north and south wall s, In the 1950's, this structure

was re-m::delled to contain three apartments for the staff •

• SUMMER HOUSE / .BANDSTAND

In 1893, a Summer House/Bandstand for outdoor band concerts was

constructed to the 'northwest of Hospital One. Although the records are

unclear, it was probably built by Henry C. Decker (see East Gate

House). This SUrrmer House I'!1Cl.yhave been derrolisherl (no docunentation

available) or may have been moved to the east and have become the

Gazebo presently on the Harbor property.

DEM:JlISHEDsrRUCI'URES: THEBAKESHOPANDTHEMACHINESHOP

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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joined, though I'D mention of use was indicated (Beers 1887, see Figure

3:5). From 1894 onward, the building is recorded as having several

uses, with as many as two separate uses simultaneously. The first

notation of 'function appears on Ia Fevre's 1894 atlas where the

building is referred to as "the laundry" (see Figure 3:4). This

building mayhave been "WashHouse Number Two"(see Section 2 of this

report for detailed 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 the location of this wash

house. If this is "WashHouse Number 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 (Rcbinson

1898, see Figure 3:5): It is probable that the transition in the

building's use from laundry/engine room to bake shop/nachine shop took

place in 1901 when building I began to be used as· the laundry.

According to the Borough of Richmond TOpographical Survey (1906), a

bake shop repl.aced ·the laundry, and the engine rcx::mwas replaced by a

nachine shop (see Figure 3:6). The building was derrolished 'scme time

after 1935 (see Figure 3:7).

ARCHAEOlOOlCAI. REOJMMENDATIONS

•
The cnly 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 I 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 building was occupied

by two different groups of errployees. Fran 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 Lowerranking staff, the natron and the female

staff. Archaeologically there should be a difference in the quality and

quantity of status cbjects that were o.vned and discarded by these two

groups of occupants. These artifacts should provide a picture of the

naterial lifestyle of these employees.

'Ib the east of the Matron's Cottage was the bake shop/machine shop. The

sheet scatter in the area south of the Matron I s Cottage is probably

ccmposedof artifacts discarded by people who worked in these buildings

• mixed with the artifacts discarded by the occupants of the Matron's

Cottage. Because of the mixed nature of this deposit, the artifacts

w::iuldonly indicate that sorreoneWho lived or \'iOrkedat the Har1:x::>rhad

discarded the mat.erLaL): - it would not _provide significant new

information about .th~ Harbor nor about the multiple uses of these

buildings. However, 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

archaeologicall y.

Weare not recommending testing in the area north of the Matron's

cottage. There has been extensive disturbance to the area by

undergrourrl lines, and in fact, an additional line has been constructed

since Cotz put in her tests in 1982. WhenCotz shovel tested in the

area directly in front of the MatronOs Cottage she found very few
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• artifacts. She also excavated two machine-cut trenches forty feet

north of the Matron's Cottage. Each trench was six feet long by three

feet wide. She found artifacts in approximately the first t\\O feet of

these trenches; in other words, artifacts were dispersed within an area

of thirty-six cubic feet within each trench. However, a relatively

small percentage of artifacts were fourrl 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

Tottenville, Staten Island, just counting ceramics there were 80 sherds

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 SnugHarbor trench. On sites

with little or no documentation, a small sample of artifacts is

valuable. On a well-document~ mid to late nineteenth century site, a

small number of artifacts- from a non- feature deposit (i .e. artifacts- ~.

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

Theproposed conduit line will impact a portion of the archaeologically

sensitive area surrounding the Matron's Cottage (see Figure 3:31).

Archaeological testing should be undertaken prior to construction.
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secticn 6: cent:r:al service O:::IJ¥>l.ex

• The Central Service Complex contains four extant buildings: the

Maintenance Building; the Vegetable Barn; the Morgue; am the Hospital

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

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

rf'HE MIUNTENANCE BUilDInG (OITlDREN'S MUSEUH)

The Maintenance Building was builtin 1913. The Harbor records provide

no dcx::umentationof this building's architect, builder, and subsequent

alterations. This structure was always used as a- maintenance building.

In 1984/85, the interior was converted into space appropriate to use by

a Children's Museum.

VEG~ABIE BAR.~ (\VAREHOUSE)

The Barn (vegetable Storehouse) was builtin 1891. Its construction

was supervised by H.C. Decker (see East Gate House). It has always

served as a service "building, and has urrlergcne IX> significant exterior

alterations.

THE M)RGUE

The Morgue was designed and bui 1t in 1886 by Richard P. smyth (see

Building A). The Morgue replacErl the old "dead house", the location of

which is unknown. The r10rgue has undergone no significant exterior

alterations .

•
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BUILDING I . (THE HOSPITAl D1PIOYE:r;S I OORMITORY)

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

No further information on this building is available.

DE11Jl ISHED STRUCI'URES IN THE CENTRAl SERVICE AREA

The precise dates of oonstruction and daroli tion for these structures

were not available frem historical documents. Infonnation regarding

the use of these buildings and their date ranges was -taken from

historic maps (see 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 ambiguous.

• Refrigeration: The buildings listed as three, four, fi ve, and SlX (see

Figure 3:32) first appear on La Fevre's 1894 atlas as a single

structure, identified '?-S the "ice house" (see Figure 3:4). In 1898,

this structure is referred to as "refrigeration" (see Figure 3:5). At

sane point between 1898 and 1906 the building was sub-divided into four

se.1?'3ratebuildings with distinct, though inter-related uses. Building

three was used as a "shed," building four was used as the 'lice house,"

''meat shop" (Boroughof RichmondTopc;graphical Survey, 1906, see figure

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

b.rildings 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 st ruct.ur'e identified as "Carpenter." Four years
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later, the 'structure appears to have been divided in tv.o, with the area

• of buildings seven and eight being used as the carpenter shop: while

the area of buildings nine and ten was unidentified (Robinscn1898, see

Figure 3:5). By 1906, these two structures were further subdivided

into a total of four joined, though distinct, structures. Bui Iding

seven became the "carpenter shop", building eight was used as the
i

lumber shed, building nine was simply a "shed", and building ten was

used as "1umber 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 rrost; var'Led use. In

1894 building eleven was used as a hospital (La Fevre 1894, see Figure

3:4). By 1898, additio~s appear to have been made, and the structure

is referred to ?s·"a "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 sanetime 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 la Fevre's 1894 atlas (see Figure 3:4).

Between1898 and 1906 the building was divided into tw;) structures each
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labeled "shed" (see Figures 3:5 and 3:6). They do not appear on the

1917-35 Sanborri Atlas and therefore were derrolished between 1906 and

1917 "(see Figure 3:7) •

ARCHAEOICGICAI. REce::t-1MENDATIONS

The rrost significant archaeological location is the area south of the

Norgue: 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 al::::out the hospital/rrorgue complex.

Wedo 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 period of time. It would be difficult~. to distinguish the a,rchaeological deposits associated with a particular

buildiOJ in an area that has been used as intensely as this area. When

.ro Ann Cotz tested in this area she found. very disturbed deposits. Ms.

Cotz agrees that th:i,.s/area is too disturbed to be archaeologically
../

significant (Cot.z, personal ccmmmication, Hay 1985).

•
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section 7: 'ihe laundry• Building I, used as a laundry fran 1901-1950, is currently being used

as a maintenance/service building for the Harl::or (see Figures 3:34 and

3:35) In 1984, the Department of General services proposed that a

Chiller Plant be attached to the eastern em of the laundry building.

The area surrounding the Building 1 has been extensively disturbed in

the twentieth century.

Building 1 first appears 00 the Borough of _Richm::mdTopog'raphical

Survey, 1906 (see Figure 3:6). In reviewing the historic maps, it was

found that no other bui 1dings occupied this site. The laundry was

designed by the architectural finn of Carrere and Hastings, consulting

architects to the Harbor at this time and best known for having

designed the New York Public library at 4200 Street and Fifth Avenue.

The laundry has a facade in the Beaux Arts style, but is otherwise a

strict.ly utilitarian building. It measures 57' 10" (N/S) by 35' 2"

(E/W). In 1951, a new ~iler house was constructed 00, and adjoining,

the east side of 0e··"laundry, adding another thirty feet to the current

wilding.

The land surrounding the laundry has, through time, been heavily

disturbed (see Figure 3:34). To the west of the building were a

blacksmith I s shed and a coa.l stqrage building. The land en 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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clothing and for an open-air location for metal tubs. .

• DEl.-.DIISHEDSTRUCI'URES

The precise dates for the construction and derroli tion of the blacksrnith

shop was contained in the available documents. As early as 1887 an

unidentified structure is noted on' the Beers Atlas of l887(see Figure

3:3). By 1894 the structure is labeled "the blacksmith shop" (see

Figure 3:4). The building was demolished saretime 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 sometimebetween 1906 and 1917 (see

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

the construction of the und.ergroum utility lines .

• ARCHAIDIOGlCAI RECCXvlMEtIDATIONS

Wedo not recommend any a~chaeo1ogical sub-surface testing of the

proposed site of the Chiller Plant (see Figure 3:36). The location of

the Chiller Plant, next to Building I (the fonner Iaurrlry Building), is

in an area that has already been disturbed by the construction of

numerous urrlerground. utility lines. The undi.stiurbed portions of this

site are not significant archaeologically. Historically, this area was

the laundry yard adjacent to the Laundry, The laurrlry yard rontained

wash tubs and clothes lines. There may be some buried artifacts

associated with the laundry operation. However, the Snug Harbor

archives contain documentary information about the laundry. It is

doubtful that the findings from an archaeological excavation of the



126

---IAEI:E
4-~
I U

••• ~ <!
I ffi

..JI,
UJ I
(.'J I CJ~Io I Z
~I -0
-J •

..J
<! I -01 :Ju t CO....

•

LEGEND

UTILITY LINE
777777Z UTILITY TUNNEL
-__ DEMOLISHED STRUCTURE
~ OIL TANKS

0. 12.5'

,...."wwt
25'
j

CHAPEL

Figure 3: 36 The Laundry area showing proposed location of the Chiller Plant.



127

secticn 8: The Chapel and Olaplain· 5 Residence

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

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

THE GIAPIAIN ISHOUSE

A Chaplain's House was built near the Chapel in 1864-65. It was

designed by the finn of William Field and Son, best knewn for the To,.,rer

and Homeapartment 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). Aporch, rather like that of the

Governor's House, Wasadded to the front of the house in 1881. By

1887, the house had been moved to the east side of the chapel and a

rear addition constructed, as shown on the Beers Atlas of 1887 (see

Figure 3:3). The house was later moved still farther east to

accomodate construction of the Randall Marorial Church (1890-92) (see

Figure 3:38). This third ~~ocation is the proposed site for the East

Parking lot (see Figt:!re·"3:39).

There is no documentation available on the exact date that the

Chaplain's Housewas demoLi.shed, 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, t\'..Q-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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FILMORE ST.

Figure 3:37 Chapel and Chaplain's Residence.
Notice disturbance due to underground utility lines.
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Figure 3: 38 Arrow indicates Chaplain I' s Residence.,
(Photo: Photographer unknown. no date, Staten Island
Institute of Arts and Sciences, Sailors' Snug Harbor
Collec t.ion. )
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Figure 3:$9 Impact of proposed parking lot and conduit on .the
archaeologically significant areas surrounding the
Chaplaints Residence.
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Chaplain's Hous~.

THECHAPEL

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). In

1891, Whenthe Randall I1ernorial Church was built, the Chapel was rroved

back and east about two hundred feet to its present location. The

exterior of the Chapel has undergone no rrajor alterations.

THEEASTGATEHOUSE

The East Gate House was built in 1894 by Henry Decker, a Staten Island

builder who took over Richard P. Smyth's position when Smyth died

(l886). 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

al terations to the East Gate House.

ARCHAEOLOGICAl REOJa1ENDATIONS

Wedo recommendarchaeological sub-surface testing of the northern

section of this site (see Figure 3:34). The northernrrost part of the

proposed parking lot contains the buried foundation of the Chaplain's

House (see Figure 3:40). The grass-covered outline of-the house is

recognizable to an interested observer (see Figure 3:4l). The area

flagged for archaeological testing includes the buried house foundation

and mayalso contain a buried privy (household refuse, including glasse bottles, broken dishes, and broken drinking glasses often were thrChm.

~;
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Figure 3 :40 Archaeologically significant areas surrounding Chap~·P:P'M
and Chaplain's Residence. The northern area may contain wells
and privies associated with the Chaplain's House. The southern
area probably contains remnants~~f~, 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.
(Phot.o: Carl Forster. N.Y.C. Landmarks Preservation
Commission, 1985...)
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into the privies). The privy (if it exists) would have been used for

4It only a few years, and therefore, would contain an archaeological

deposit Which has a very tightly defined time period. Since a p.1blic

water supply was available to Snug Harbor as early as 1881, it is

unlikely that wells or cisterns woul.d be associated with this 1890' s

house site.

We do reoorrrnendminimal sub-surface testing at the southernmost part of

the proposed parking lot site. In this area th~re is a small man-made

ridge running north-'south. At first glance this ridge appears to l:e a

bui.Ld.inq foundation, however', the 1906 topographical map shews that an

iron fence was in this exact location (See Figure 3:6). The fence

served as a border to a plot of cul,ti vated land and this ridge is

probably the remnants of this fence line. Werecommendminimal sub-

surface testin;:r to detennine whether this is the 1906 fence line or an

undocumented structure.

4It

Wedo not recarrnend archa,eoi"ogical testing for the middle and the rest

of the southern poz-t.i.on of this proposed parking lot site. This area

was part of the numerous SnugHarbor farm fields. The Chaplain's small

backyard fronted the northern edge of these fields. On the 1906

Borough of RichmondTOpographical Survey thecul tivated fields are

shown complete with rail or picket fences and with the rCMplanting

patterns for the various crops. For further information about the

farming practices at Snug Harbor wewould reconunend research at the

SnugHarbor archives. Because of the financial cnsts invo1ved, wew:::>uld

recormnend archaeological testing of a farm field only if this

information is not available _in the doctnnentary record. Conpared to

.J
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statistically rrore probable excavation sites eLsewhereat SnugHarbor',

it is unlikely that Indian or colonial habitation or use occurred in

the parking lot area. Theparking lot area is thus not a priority in

testing for Indian or colonial artifacts.
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• ~Q'l 9: Haspital CCIIpl.ex

The hospital corrpl.ex probably o:::mtainsthe buried foundations of three

demolished buildings: Hospital One, Hospital Two and ~e Sanitorium

(see Figure 3:42). The area also rontained a Conservatory and a GazeOO.

THE 1882 CONSERVA'IQRY

The Conservatory, comprised of a potting shed with an attached

greenhouse, was built in 1882 east of Hospital Number '.I'v.o (see Figure

3:43) . The Conservatory no longer exists in its documented form end/or

location. There are no records to infonn us of its fate. It could

have been carpletely darolished. It is also possible that it was IIDVed

(entirely or in part) and is new the present Greenhouse.

HOSPITAl NUMBER OOE

Hospital NumberOne was desi,gned and buil t in 1851-52 by Isaac Green
,

Pearson, a businessman and founding officer of the Mutual life

Insurance -Ccrrpany. Hospital NunIDerOne is his cnly kn.<:7.Yn building. In

1874, wings were added to the east and west sides, and in 1888, it was

joined by a rear passageway to the newLybuil t Hospital NumberTwo.

Hospital NumberOnewas derrolished in 1951.

HOSPITAl NUMBER TWJ

Hospi tal NumberTwowas bui 1t in 1880-81. It was located behind the

1851 Hospital (Hospital NumberOne), and. joined to it by a passageway.

It was demolished in 1951.
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Figure 3:42 The Hospital Complex.
Notice extensive disturbance due to underground utility lines and tunnels.



Figure 4:43 Hospital Number Two, the Sanitorium, and the Conservatory.
1901. (Pho t or Edward CLe.gg, Morris K. Jessup Album. Collection of
the Trustees, Sailors' Snug Harbor.)

,.
,

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

'us."
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'IHE SANITORIUM

Th.eSanitorium was designed by the NewYork City architectural finn of

Horgan and Slattery, much of whose work was ccmnissioned by the city,

particularly fire andp::>lice stations (see Figure 3:44). Itv.rasbmlt

in 1899-1900 by Richard Deeves. It was locat.ed 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 t;he Harbor, the formal

entrance was placed on the south side of the central Rotunda, with a

secondary entrance at the north. In 1905, a fifth arm (the Surgery

Ward) was added.The Sanitorium was derrolished 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 sameGaze1::x::>presently en
,

the Harbor property. The demolition date for the 1886 Gazebo is

unkncwn.

ARa1AEOICGlCAI RE(X)Mr.'JENDATIONS

The location of the first and second hospitals has been flagged as

being archaeo1ogically significant (see Figure 3:46).. Tvoz Noel Hurne

(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 thee staff were drinking While on the job (in -the historic record .• there

- - "-=- .....-""""===~========="'-="'-'==================-;",.",;....:.=;;,:;J
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Figure 3:45 Site of Hospital Number Two and the Sanitorium.
(Photo: Carl Forster, N.Y.C. Landmarks Preservation Commission, 1985.)
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had been accusations of alcohol abuse by the staff}': Testing in t:he

area of the Harbor hospital mayprovide sane unusual infonnation on the
use of this building and aOOUt the people who w;:)r~edIn it. Undergrourrl

lines have disturbed significant por-tdons 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 obje tsthat

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

e significant.
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e secticn 10: western Side of the Prof.ert.Y

The western side of the property contains the remnants of the of the

Boiler Plant and the Electric PCMer Plant (see Figure 3:47) .

THE BOILER PLANT

In 1891, a bo.iLer plant was built by RObert W. Gibson (see Mus i.c Hall)

on the west side of the Harbor property. Undergroundtunnels for a new

steam system connected the toiler plant to the Other Har1:orbuildings.

The plant was dauolished in 1951 after the new boiler plant next to the

laundry was completed.

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.

DEMJIISHED FARM BUILDINGS

The first appearance of any bui ldings in 'this area is on the Beers Atlas

of 1874 (see Figure 3:2). Tho smal.Lbuildings of undefine:l function are

shown on this 1874 map. These structures are missing from the the La

Fevre mapof 1894, but two large buildings, and two small buildings

appear on this map (these are in different locations fran the 1874

structures). La Fevre lists this complex as "barns" (see Figure 3:4).

These buildings appear on: Robinson I s Atlas of 1898: the 1906

e Topcgrapical Survey: and the Sanborn Atlas of 1917-1935 (see Figures
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Figure 3: 47 lvall of the Power House. (Photo:
Landmarks Preservation Commission, 1985.)

Carl Forster, N.Y.C.

••• .,1
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3:5-3:7).

Wedo not recommend testing in iliis area. There is more information

available in ilie written record about, late 1890 an::l 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 tenns of tirre and moneyof excavating this material

versus the amount of information gained from this fieldwork. Wewould

recommend that in depth archival research be done if one needs to

obtain rrore inforrration about, the functioning of these t\\O plants.

Wewould not recommendtesting in the area of the turn of the century

farm buildings. There is available literature on late 19th ~d early

20th century American farming methods. The excavation of 1890 I S and

early 20th century farm buil.dings at Snug Harbor nay rot reveal llB.jor

inforamtion about fanning" at the Harbor. In the uncata.Lcquedarchives

of Snug Harbor there may be documents that contain infonnation on

the management of the fann and on the animals and crops that were

raised. Because of the time and financial costs involved, we would

reccmnendarchaeological testing of this tum of the century fann site

only if info:mation was rot available in the documentary records.
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secticn 11: The scuthe:m Particn of the P1:t::op::Cty

During the pericd 1831-1976 this area was either used as grazing lam.

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 en the over-view map in Chapter Four.

Archaeologist Edward Ienik has flagged this area as having a high

potential for containing an Indian site (refer to Chapter Two for rrore

\ detailed infonnation).
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TABLE 3:1 REFEREi'lCES FOR nAPS

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

Figure 3:f":: Nap showing northwest corner of Snug Harbor.
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-I~ sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.
Department of Parks, U.Y.C., Borough President's
Topographic ~lap, 1974 (revised from 1909).
Unknown, Map of Housman F~rm, 1831.

•

Figure 3:13 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 fro~:

Landmark Preservation Commission 1 s archaeologica 1
assessment of the northwest corner of Snug Harbor.
Anonymous ,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Department of Gen.eral Services, U.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.
Department of Parks, N.Y.C., Borough President's
Topographic Map, 1974 (revised from 1909).
Unknown, ~·japshowing Housman Farm, 1831.

Figure 3:14 Uap showing the archaeologically significant area in the
northwest corner of Snug Harbor.
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commi S8 ion IS archaeol ogica 1
assessment of the northwest corner of Snug Harbor.
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.
Department of Parks, N.Y.C., Borough President's
Topographic i'-1ap,1974 (revised from 1909).
Unknown, nap showing Housman Farm, 1831.

•
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Figure 3:15 Nap showing the t·lainComplex.

This map is based on information from:
Department of General Services,N.Y.C Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work.
1985.•

Figure 3:18

Figure 3:19

Hap showing the archaeologically significant areas in the
Hain Complex.
This map is based on information fron:

Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the 1·1ainComplex.
Department of Gene ra 1 Serv ices, N.Y .C.r Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase~.-Sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

['lapshowing the northeast corner of Snug Harbor.
This map is based on information from:

Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
New York, 1887~-
Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I,sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:22 Hap showing archaeologically sensitive area in the
northeast corner of 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, H.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:23 Map showing the impact of the proposed drainage pipe of
the archaeologically sensitive area in the northeast
corner of 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 ~opographical Survey,
1906.
Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
new York, 1887.
Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.
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Figure ·3:24 Hap showing the area of the Employees' Cottages.
This map is based on information from:

Beers, J.B;, Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
New York, 1874:""
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.

•
Figure 3:27. Nap showing the archaeologically significant area along

the Employees' Cottages.
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeologica 1
assessment of the area along the Employees' Cottages.
Beers, J.B., Atlas of Staten Island, Richmond County,
~ew York, 1874.
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.

Figure 3:28 I-la p showing the Service Buildings (western group).
This map is based on information from:

Anonymous, Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Department of Genera 1 Serv ices, N.Y .C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:30 r··1apshowing the archaeol og ica lly signi fi cant area s
surrounding the Service Buildings (western group).
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeologica 1
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 limit lines and work,
1985.



Figure 3:-31

•
150

Hap showing the impact of the proposed D.G.S. construction on
the archaeologically significant areas surrounding the
Service Buildings (western group) .
This map is based on information from":

Landmark Pres erva tion Commi ssion' s archaeol ogi ca 1
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 I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Figure "3::32Hap showing the Ser.vice Buildings of Snug Harbor (central
group) .
This map is based on information frorn:-

Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extens ion of contract 1irnit 1ines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:33 r>1ap showing the archaeologically significant area
surrounding the Service Buildings (central group).
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commission I s archaeological
assessment of 'the area surrounding the Service
Buildings (central group).
Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.'

Figure '3: 34

Figure 3:36

•

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

Hap 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 I, sheet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.
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•
Figure -3: 37 [<lapshowing the Chapel and the Chaplain I s Residence.

This map is based on information from:
Department of Generai Services, H.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extens ion of contract 1 imi t lines and wc rk ,
1985.

FigurE..-3:40 [··lapshowing 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-~heet
number 8, extension of contract limit lines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:39 r-lapshowing the impact of the proposed parking lot and
conduit on the archaeologically significant areas
surrounding the Chaplain's Residence.
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commission 1 s archaeological
assessment of the area surrounding the Chaplain's
Residence.
Department of General Services, N.Y.C., Snu~ Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase 1, sheet
number 8, extens ion of contract 1imi t 1 ines and work,
1985.

Figure 3:42 Hap showing the Hospital Complex.
This map is based on information from:

Anonymous,Borough of Richmond Topographical Survey,
1906.
Departm~nt of General Services, N.Y.C., Snug Harbor
Parking, Roads, Walks and Landscape -- Phase I, sheet
number 8, extens ion of con tract 1 imi t line sand wo rk ,
1985.

Figure 3:46 nap showing the arch e eo t oq Lc a Ll y sensitive area in the
Hospital Complex.
This map is based on information from:

Landmark Preservation Commission's archaeological
assessment of the area surrounding the Hospital
Complex.
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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Chapter Four presents a brief summaryof the archaeological issues

and recomnendations that were presented in Chapter Three. This chapter

a I so contains a general over-all map of the site showing the,

archaeologically significant areas. If all the areas that are

archaeo Icq'icaL zones ~e excavated, then the archaeological ma.terial

wouLd provide a gocd. cross-section of every social strata within the

institution Sailors' Snug ~arbor from the retired seamen to the

Governor. In addition, artifacts woul.dbe unear'thed that woul.d provide

infonnation about, the peop.l.e who lived at the eighteenth century farm

at the Harbor and any pre-1700 Indian settlements .

.e The Northwest Section: The most archaeologically significant area of

this section is the northern-most p~rt (see Figure 4:1). This area
probably contains the puried foundation of the original Governor's

House and the fourrlation of a oolonial farmhouse. Wells, cisterns, and

privies that are asscx:=iatedwith these structures are probably 01 this

site. The colonial farm's last owner was a Gerrran-Americanfamily (an

eigtheenth century ethnic group that has not been stUdied by

archaeologists in the NewYork area). Sailors' Snug Harbor's most

colorful and rontroversial governor, Governor 11elville, lived at this

site and material discarded by the Governor and. his family nay still be

buried here.

The Main Conplex: The rourtyards l:etween 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 I survey.

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

archaeologically significant (see Figure;4:1). This area probably

contains the fourrlation of the Physician's House and the fountatdon of

the TysenHouse.Wells, privies, and cisterns associated with these tv.o

buildings are probably buried in this area. The Physician was 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 1ater bought by the

Institution) .

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

Institutional r'esourcesTaee Figure 4:1). Archaeologist Edward Ienik
..'

has flagged the area l::ehindthe cottages as hewing a high p::ltential 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. Oneof the highest ranking middle ItBnagerswas

t."'leStewardj his house was the large house just north of the cottages.

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

• archaeolO3'ically significant is the area around the MatronI s Cottage

(see Figure 4:1). This b..rilding had tv.o distinct perfcds of occupation:
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the Steward lived here and later it was used as a female employees'• donnitory and t-1atronI s cottage. Wells, privies, and cisterns asso:::iated

with the building may still be on this site ..

The Central Service Conplex: The archaeolCX]ically significant area is

the area south of the Morgue (see Figure 4:1). This ,area probably

ccntains the buried fourrlation of the a hospital. Wells, cisterns, and

privies associated with the hospital and the morgue may still be

buried in this area.

The laundry: No archaeology is recommended for this area because of

major disturbance due to construction. The areas that were not

disturbed did rDt contain any significant archaeological resources .

• The Chapel and the Chaplain I s House: The northern arrl southem areas of

this section require archaeological testing (see Figure 4:1). The

northern area contains. -the buried foundation of the Chaplain 's-::

residence. The Chaplain was one of the highest, if not the highest,

middle ranking enployee at the Harbor; and material discarded by' the

Chaplain and his family may be buried at this site. The southern-rrost

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 eoul.d

be the foundation wall of an undocumentedstructure.

The Hospital Crnlp1ex:The area surrourrling of Hospital One and Hospital

Number'I\I.D is archaeolCX]ically significant (see Figure 4:1). Testing in

the area around the hospital mayprovide Inforrrat.ion about, the use of
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the building and the enployees who worked there .

• Western Side of the Property: No archaeolo;ical wcrk is recorrrnendedfor

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

existing docurnantary infoimation alxmt these structures.

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

Harbor is archaeolo;ically significant (see Figure 4:1). This area has

a high probability of containing Native AmericanmateriaL

•
Snug Harbor is a property rich in archaeological material. As the

property is developed, archaeological \YOrkcould easily be done prior

to any construction work. The reconstructed artifacts and the

archaeolc:gical report.s should be given to Snug Harbor OJltural 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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