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Introduction and Acknowledgiments Rogay |

Intreductions and Acknowledgments

This report is intended &s an aid 10 the archeological investigation of Block 154, Sectidn One
vraces general patterns of land ownership, occupation and land use on Manhattan Island from the
eve of the European invasion 10 the end of the war for independence; Section Two identifies pat-
terns of land ownership, occupation and land use reflected in the specific history of Block 154 dur-
ing the era of rapid industrialization and urbanization on Manhatian Island; and, Section Three pro-
vides more detailed conveyance histories of each lot on Block 154, and these lot-specific histories
include a description of the conveyances zssociated with each lot. each lot's dimensions and

boundaries, as well 3s fluctuations in lsnd values and improvements on the land.

Seversl efficient and knowledgesable archivists made the tesk of historical research less bur-
densome. We were indeed fortunate to find an expert staff at the vatious manuscript and microfilm
collections in New York City. We must thank William F. Cooper and Dennis Nesmith of the Hall of
Record at the Otffice of the Clerk of The County of New York {or granting us access to scores of
deeds and other probate records. Also, we must acknowledge the zssistance of Nancy Kandoian
who generously allowed us 10 view and then photograph several rare maps from New York Public
Library’s Map Division. We are also grateful to the entire statl of the New York Public Library's

_Microfilm Division for providing us with microfiche copies of early city directories: And, we must
. thank the staff of the New York Genealogical and Biogrsphica! ‘Society who sufiered our sporadic
visits 10 their quietl reading room &s we searched for biographical data in the excellent “family
records kept at that genteel institution. Lest we would like 10 thank Kenneth R. Cobb, Carol Dixon,
and Anthony Santana of the Archives of the City of New York a1 the Sutiogate’'s Court Building who
led us 1o the unabridged volumes of the Minutes of the Common Council of the City of New York, a

rich set of records which provided us with key pieces of information unavailable in other sources.
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General Patterns of Occupation end Land Use on Manhattan Island Psge: 1

I. General Patierns of Occupation and Land Use on Manhattan Island.

The Lenspe, a tributary of the Delzwate Indizns, had c¢sizblished seezsonal camps on Manhat-

1an Island centuries before the Europeans invaded the island. Archeologists have uncovered evi-

dence of no fewer than 12 Indian sites at various locations on Manhatan.

Iodan Sites oo Manhanan b land
(aclagmed trom F_R. bohoe. Indise Lite of Loog Ago in tr Ciry of Be» York)

g‘[‘ﬂ Canoc Emhart mant

\, Shorlappol

M usonou

Ritua) Ground (81 Dvdzuc Strect)

Pishing Sution (at Fon Washingns Park)

Figure 1. Lenape Sites on Manhasttan Island.

The island's southern tip was known 1o the Canarsce Lenape® as Kepsee. Present-day Pearl

Street was, at the time the fust Europeans arrived at Manhatan, its €astern shore hine and the

place the Indians used zs a landing for conoes. [ariher north along present-day Elm Sureet Fl

between Duane and Worth sticets the Lenape ¢siablished a village which they called Werpoes;

Lower Manhatian was occupied by the Cannrsee Lenzpe whao tollowed the sachnm nimed Canarsee whose village

03t was located at the presenm-day Brookhyn rwightswhooad crlied Canartee Fark, See Bolton, Indian Life of Long
Ago in the City of New York (New Yorks Schoen Fiers, 1424) 8108 2628,

x

oxl



General Parterns of Gecupation snd Land Use on Manhatian Island Psge: 2

they located another village calied Rechtanck near a brook that 1en into the Ezst River, at a spot
known 1o the European colonists &s Corlears Hook. which is in the vicinity of present-day Jetierson,
Henry, Clinton, and Madison stieets. On Februsry 25, 164% a Duich military expedition massacred

the indigenous population at Rechtanck.

Sapohenikan, situsted along the Hudson River between piesent-day Bethune and Horatio
streets in Greenwich Village, survived the Dutch aggressions during the Indian War of 1643 and
continued s a site of tiade duing the Dutch colonial period. Shepmoes was another Lenape
trading camp located in lower Manhattan near the Ezst River bcjc:f# present-day 12th Street and

13th Street st Avenue C.

The remzining Indian sites or Weckquaesgeck Lenape lzancs? were situated in upper Manhat-
1an: Situsted a1 Park Avenue and 94th Steet Konaande Kongh wes the village seat of the Lenape
chief named Rechewac; located at the East River and 11Sth Stieel was a fishing camp named
Schotrankin; situated at 21Zth Street between Tenth Avenue znd Bicadway, Muscoota was an In-
dian ritual site: located on the south side of Dyckman Sucet nezr Staff Street was an unnamed
camp site or workplace; situated within present-day Fort Weashington Park was another unnamed
site which 1hé Lenape used as & fishing s1ation; located north of Dyckmian Street along present-day
Sezman Avenue and within Inwood Park vwes 8 village l;r:own s Shorakappok: and last, located at
the northern extreme of Manhattan Islandsyvas a landin-g wlere a1 low tide the Indians set out upon

the Hudson River in canoes.?

The funczmental feature of the Indian way of life in North America was mobility. As William
Cronon notes in his study of the indigenes of New England: "indizn villages moved from habitat to
habital to find maximum abundance. .. . The Lenzpe villages snd camp sites on Manhatian Is-
land were sezsonal settlements. The Lenspe dismantled their villzges on the istand each {all and
retieated 10 the interior where they hunted for game and gathered wild berries and nuts which sus-
tained them during the winter. At Iate spring these mobile communities returned to Manhattan ts-
land. reacsembled their seasonal villsges and camps on the island, cultivated subsistence crops
there, fished in the walers nearby, and engaged in the production of wampum, which was the indi-

ans' medium of exchange and a ritual good.®.

The Lenzpe tegarded Manhattan Island as communal property, an endowment of fand ac-

quired from their ancestors and gods which they held in trust for future agenerations. These Indians

2 Upper Manhanan was occupied by the Weckguaisgeck Lenape whore chiet was named Rechewae, See Bolion,
Indian Lite of Long-Ago, 10-11 & 26-28.
See Reginald Bolon, /ndian Lite of Long Age, 122-124.

4 William Cronon, Chianges in the Land: Indizns, Colonigis, and the Ecdiogy of New England (New York: Hiil & Wang,
10€3), 3E,

5

See Lynn Ceci, The Etlect of Eutopean Comact and Trade on the Settfement Fatiein of Indians in Coastal New York,
1E£24-1GEE The f~r1’."h’s!-d0{]icﬂl Hndd G-_-julh-:n:.‘xl'y Fvidence. Ul‘n;‘tJl_‘Jit'l'n:d Ph, D. dicsertrtion, (Cil’\/ Ulli\‘ﬁl:.ity of
New York, 1¢77). E0E£6.



General Patterns of Gecupation and Lend Use on Manhsttan Island Fage: 3

located their seasonal camps on the island because they found needed resources there—an ample

supply of fish, ezsy access 10 the interior via the rivers, and & shelter from hostile Indians.

While the Lenapes' Manhatian wes never the vacuum comicilium described in the Papal Bulls
of the late fifteenth and early sixtecnth centuries and in 1he subsequent propaganda of Protestant
promoters of colony-building in the socalled New World. the shift from Indian 10 European domi-
nance on Manhattan Island engendered historic changes in the land and in the uses 10 which it
was put. Dutch sailors, who had traveled 1o Manhattan with Henry Hudson on his voyage of 1609
and later in the middle of the seventeenth century returned 1o the islend, recognized the transfor-
mations European occupation had effected on the island's landscape. The forested island whose
lower and upper shores were once dotted by Lenape sezsona! villzages and camp sites—1empotary
dwellings, shell murcns and burnt clearings—had, by the 1660s, been wansformed into an island
foriress and permanent Eutopean settlement with a stone fort and storehouse, windmill, streets,

canals, barracks for soldiets and slaves, dwelling-houses, and farms enclosed by fences.®

These visible changes in the landscape reflected the escencancy of European technology and
values on Manhatan island. While the .nova pestis smallpox catried away substantial numbers of
Lenape..thosé. who survived its ravages witnessed.the alteration of their traditions as the.indigenes
became entiapped in-a-web of- distant trade relations \fvhich they dimly- undersicod. . Firearms re-
placed the bow and arow; metal pms*and:panswepiacéd; cetemonial- pottery; and, dependency
upon the fur rade and-the Ewropean goods it garnered replaced the life-of self-sufficiency the Le-

nape had known before their encounter-with-European traders.”

Exchanges between Indian and European traders were only part of a much larger trading net-
work which connected a number of fzi-flung markets and supply 20nes across the Atlantic world.
Mercantilist principles guided the fur trzde and the project of colony-building on Manhattan Island.
According to this scheme the European colonists in Manhatian and the surrounding region wetre 10
supply high-value exctic goods such as furs &nd staple crops such &s orain which would reduce the

‘metiopolis’ dependence on foodstuffs imported from enemy ngtions.

Dutch merchants in Amstetdam financed European colonization on Manhattan Island. And,
in 1624, the Dutch West India Company etected the first permaznent European settlement on the
island and named it New Amsterdam. Like the Indians the Dutch t1aders also recognized the merits
of locating a seftiement on the island; the island's 1opography sfforded Europesn colonists a safe
shelter and its harbor and rivers provided them with ideal pacrzoes for the conduct of 1ade within

the interior and across the ocean.®

N See Thelma Foote, Black and White Mantiztian: face Relations &nd Collective identity in Colonial Society, 1€624-
1783 (New York: Oxford University Fress, lorthcoming 1284), 16,
Ibid,

Ibid. 23
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Within two years of the permanent Dutch occupation of Manhatian the Dutch West India
Company built a fort at the island's tip, zn action 1hat eventually led 10 the displacement of the Le-
nape in tower Manhatian. In an etort to challenge the Indians' priof claim to the region and to jus-
tity European invasion and appropriation of the land. Dutch traders devalued Lenape culture and
achievements. They argued that the Lenape, whom they called fwilden” or savages, displayed no
recognizable marks of a civilized péople. They recited the Liblical injunction found in Genesis 1:28
which enjoined mankind 10 improve the fand and stated that the Lenape and other indigenous
people lived a life of indolence in the midst of an unimproved wilderness and therefore held no le-
gitimate claim to the 1and because they had not improved it. Chtistian appropriation of land previ-
ously occupied by savages, they argued, was a just action—and more, it was the religious duty of
Christians who were predestined to bring progress and civilization 1o an untamed and godless

land.®

In the minds of the Duich colonists in Manhatian there was no conflict between the pursuit of
salvation and trade. According to the Protestant ethics of Dutch and other European traders the
quest for material gain was linked to their spiritual salvation; the accumulation of wealth was a sign
of God's favor. and, trade wzs the path to redemption. During the first stage of Dutch occupation
the fur rade with the Indians proved to be a Iucrativé enterprise, but the rapid depletion of pelines
and bloody struggles with the Indians and European competitors were signs that salvation was not

the cerzin outcome of their errand in the North American wilderness,

For the early European colonists in Manhattan land provided a living and working space that
was essential 10 both their survival on the fringes of the Atlentic yvorld and 10 their spiritual salva-
tion. Elizabeth Blackmar notes that when the first "European settlers established a port at the is-
land's 1ip, they regarded Manhattan land not primarily s a salsble commodity but as a resource

necessary for subsistence—a site for housing that sheliered trade and domestic work."!

To be sure the Dutch colonists, unlike the indigenes, had s well-cstablished conception of
land ss a szlable commodity, but that concept temained incperative for much of the Dutch colonial
period. While land was plentiful, laborers were scarce. So the szle of land, let alone the venal pur-
suit of high profits through land speculation, was inappliczble, having no practical meaning with

teqard to the day-to-day realities of life on Manhatian Island during the early settiement period.'?

Although the Dutch West Indian Company bought the entire island of Manhatian from the
Indians for the now famous GO guidlers, it could not anticipate a profitable return on its small fi-
nancial investment unless numerous land-hungry immigrants wetre valling 1o settie in Manhattan,

But Furopesn immigrants were reluctant to migiate to the Dutch cutpost on Manhattan Isiand, and

thid., 23-28.
0 G,
n Flizalwith Blackmar, Manbatta fod Fent 17851850 {Ithaen, e Yoabs Carnell University Press, 1989, 1,
17

Fante, Flack and White Mantictian,
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for this teason the Dutch company attempted te induce Europezn immigrants 10 setile there by
giving each adult mzle immigrant a giant of lznd at no cest. These generous incentives notwith-

standing, few European immigrants came to Manhatian during the early settlement period.’?

Because the Dutch company failed to recruit adequate numbers of Furopean immigrants to
people and cultivate the land. it imported enslaved Africens 10 Manhattan in order 10 alleviate the
labor shortage, occupy and improve the land. The first dOCUmeme.d shipment of enslaved Africans
arrived in Manhattan in 1626. These Africans labored on public works projects vital to the fledg-
ling Dutch settlement. They constructed the fort a1 the island's tip and built roads into the interior.
Most of the enslaved Africans who resided at Manhanan during the Dutch colonial period became
agricultural laborers. They cultivated crops which {ed the inhabitants of the Dutch seftlement and

worked at four farms on the esstern shore and twe similar units of agricultural production on the

western shore. 4

The slaves' barracks displaced the Lenape village destroyed during the Indian War of 1643.
In the vicinity of present-day Astor Place and Washington Squaie Fark, to the north of the slaves'
barracks that housed male slaves, were situated the small farms and homesieads of African farm-
lies. In recognition of the contributions of the male hezds of-these households 1o the survival of the
Dutch settiement at-Manhattan, the.Dutch West.India.Company.granted-these-families a measure
of independence oidinatily-enjoyed by Europeans:only-.(‘-s’" Situated: cutside-tha-wall. that separated
New Amstetdsm-irom the interior; the African homesteads and slaves' barrack:became the Duich
setilement's fitst line of defense against - surprise attacks from-hostile Indians. Also, the-location of
the Africans’ quarters meant: that during. periods. of peacetul relations with the indigenes these

lodgings were & likely site for intercultural contact between Africans and Indians.'®

The Africans came from the Congo-Angala region and the socalled Gold Coast of Africa, and
those who came fiom the Americas—Ifrom Brazil end other parns ol the Caribbean basin—were
probably born in Africa. These native Africans were beurers of treditional Afiican beliefs and val-
ues, snd they held their own culurally specific conception of the land and the uses 10 which it
should be put. They came from agrarian societies whese sedentery way of life valofized perma-
nence of place sbove all else. In this respect their conception of community and its relation 10 the
land differed markedly from the indigenous Lenape who were 3 mobile people. But like the Lenape
and other indigenes, African claims to the land were Lised on a community's ability 10 trace their
ancestors 10 a particular place, 10 a particular piece of land. In the Aftican mind home was a place

where the ancesiors' physical remains were buried. '’

13-
4
15
16
17

Ibid., 31-44.

Ibid., 44-48.

Ibid., 48-62.

Ibid. _

lid., 52 & 112-127.
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in spite of their legal and social disenfiznchisement uncer 1zcial slavery the Africans who e
.sided on Manhattan Island performed their religious obligation 10 venerzle their anccstors These
Africans expressed a lively collective and spiritual life at African-derived burial ceremomes held in a
wooded srea near the banks of the Collect Pond on Manhatian Island. The Africans appropriated
the land in the vicinity of the pond and used it as & burial ground throughout the eighteenth cen-
1ury, and perhaps began burying their dead there &5 early &s the Dutch colonial period.'® The Afri-
cans' Burial Ground was located two blocks north of present¢ay City Hall Park: and, although the
exact boundaries of the burial site are ditficult 10 determine with cenainty, burials have been un-
covered on Block 154 which is bounded by Broadway on the west. Elk Street on the east, Duane

Stieet on the north, and Reade Street on the south.

The coionial zuthorities did not challenge the Africans' use of the land near Collect Pond as a
burial ground nor did they disturb the site during the colonigl era when Manhatian's population was
mostly confined south of Chambers Street.  Although the Furopean colonists disparaged African
culture and practices s inferior barbarisms, slaveowners allowed their slaves 10 participate in the
religious rites held at the Africans' Burial Ground. They also sllowed Africans 1o take responsibility -

for interring the bodies of deceased slaves.'®

Africans regarded the woods and bodies of water, such s lakes and ponds, as suitable sites
for cemeteties. As Birago Diop's poetic memorial 1o Alliczn cesmology suggests Africans believed
that "the desd zre not under the earth.” In the African mind_the dead 1esided among the living. In
the wooded &res adjecent 10 the Collect Fond the Africans found an zppropriate resting place for
the physical remains of their dead ancestors. And in that plzce. they listened 10 the voices of their
{oiebears in the water and heard the ancestors' sighs in the wind end in the rustling of the bushes
snd.trees. Thelma Foote notes that these "involuntary Afiican immigrants applied African beliefs
and practices 10 create their own meaning of life” in @n glien 1and. In this spiritual endeavor the Af-

ticans of Manhattan tsland effected material changes in the lznd.?°

The Africans could not have foreseen the tremendous growth of population that lay shead in
Manhatian's future. But indications that the Eutopean colonists and their descendants might one
day covet the land that encompassed the Africans' Busizl Ground and desecrate that sacred space
weere evident in‘colonial suthorities’ land policies. Ey the middle of the seventeenth century, Dutch
and other Europezn familics began to migrate 10 New Amsterdam and other North American tern-
1orics claimed by Holland. Because the Dutch West India Company continued its liberal recruit-

ment methods throughout the Du!ch colonial period, most of these European colonists received

% bid, 171-188.

12 4id. Further research should tocue on colfin makers and qrave diggers among carly Manhatan's black population.

20 hid. 177
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General Fatieins of Cocupation end Land Use on hariniattan Island Fege: &

e 1snd grants—wvhich hzd originated during the Duich colonial peried and

oltowing the English conguest of 1664—became

land at no cosl And thes
were confirmed by the English authorities 1
valuable legacies for Dutch {emilics whese socigl &nd economic status wes uncertain durnng the
uansition from Dutch to English rule. During mest of the coicnial era the Africans' Burial Ground,
an area that included what became known as Block 154, fell into the hends of a small circle of
European families and became part of familial legacies which secuted these families' social and
economic staius over the generations,

By the middle of the eighteenth century Block 154 had been divided into two separate tracts
of land. Maps and deeds from that petiod show & division line cutting across the block. This line
egins near the northezstern cornier of presentgay Duzne and Elm street and is projected at an

angle of approximately 45 degrees toward the southwest ending at Ercadway.

SR S R A

- DUAMIE : ST,

2 % . - " I '——.
> | 1 o] 11 ul 53 w | '6;’2_:5’——-”’7‘“{( @
§ € “#”;__‘4,_ s 12
A if-—f REPUELICAHN ALLEY.

( 1, 23
O 3 e 30 {23 [z9]at]26] 25| 24 |ag >
Cﬁé . "E«::i Iyn -
e N 2 T ]
READE4 } ST.

Ficure 3. Map of Block 154, Dsted May 20, 1751.

Mzps snd deeds glso show that the block’s nerthern portion was part of what the Dutch
colonist called the Celk Hock Farm??, while its scuthern portion was pari of the Africans' Burial
Ground. Each of these two portions of land hed its cwn separate conveyance history until the late
eighteenth century when probate and other municipel records begin to refer to the consolidation of

the two portions intc & single unit cesignated Block 164. In 1787 surveyors lotted and pertitioned

the southern porticn, &nd in 1786 they unduitcek & sirnilar reorgenization of the northern portion,

23 _ . .
Teu Swbes, Vol 2 pintet 174 B 175, Feese nale Fot e,

fﬂ.
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General Fatieins of Gecupation end Lend Use on Manhatian Islernd

which culminated in the consolicztion of the two tiacis of land.** Before the completion of this

meiger several prominent New York families maintzined ownership of the two sepatate portions of
Block 154,

Mest of the Calk Hook Farm fay 10 the north end west of Elock 154 and was divided some
time before 1662 into four nearly equal quarters.?® In 1646 Cirector-General Willemn Kieft on be-
half of the Dutch West India Company granted the entire Czlk Hock Farm to Jan Jansen Damen.?
Because the Dutch trading company held 8 monopoly to the right of exploiting the island's natural
resources, including the land, colonists bought the land from the company or received land grants
from the company al no cost as peyment for services rendered to the company which had & surplus

of unused land but little cash.

Between 1646 and 1708 Jan Ven Gee zcquited & section of the Calk Hook Farm, and, in
1708. he sold it 10 Peter Roos, one of his heirs. During that same year, Roos sold the land to
Jacques Fountain who then promptly sold it to his father-inlaw Wolfert Webber.?® A1 some point
between 1708 and 17561, Henry Barclay, Rector of Trinity Chuich, Leonard tispenard, and Anthony
Rutgers, i obtaiﬁ.?he 1and.?® In 1751 Mary Barclay, executrix and widow of the late Henry Barclay,
along with Lisper'iéld and Rulgers, sold the.land 10 her son Anthony Eaiclay-in astrust deed dated
December'25; 1787.27 Thus only a few families- held !itlie 10 the northern-portion: of Block 154

during the entire era preceding New York's. 1ransformation into an industrial-metropolis.

The southern portion of-Block 154 had 2 similar landownerchip history.  Part of the territory
known 10 the European colonists &s "the Negros™ Burying Ground,'”® wwas first con.veyed in 1673
from Governor Anthony Fletcher to Cornelius Van Borsum. The Governor granted this land 10 Van
Borsum &s payment for the services of his wife, Sara Roeloff, whom the toyal government employed

zs an indizn Interpreter.?® Sara outlived Von Borsum her first husband, and the land remained in

22 |iber 45 of Convevances Fage 198; Liber 6 of Conveyances Fage 444,

22 1bid.
4 gee Stokes, “Original Grants,” Vol. 6:83 and 123,
26 1hid,

26 {iber € of Conveyznces Page 105: Liter 28 of Conveyances Fage 110, It is linely that Leonard Lispenard and
Henry Ezrclay obtzined this land through their wives, Elsie Lispenatd end Mary Rutgers Earclay respectively, Elsie
and Mary were the dsughters of Anthony Rutgers | In his will probated Tep tembrer 17, 1746 Rutgers bequeathed
his property 16 his four children: Mary, Elsie, Anthony I {(who was dead Ly the tme of his father's desth so his shere
of the land vwent 16 hit son Anthony i), snd Alenia {who had manied [irk Letiens)) Following Alenta's death in 1751,
her suniving hurbend remarried and sold his dicezsed wife's inheritznce beach 10 the tree surviving Rutgers bwirs,
Lefferts' zction was custormary practice among 1emarticd Dutch widoweets @red was stipulated between himself .md
Corneliz Rutgers {Teo liber 38 of Conveyances Fzges 106 & 110).

& Liber 45 of Conveyances Fege 198, The role of Mary Bzralay &5 one of the erecinors of the Rutgers estate so late in
the cighteenth century indicetes that same Dutch women retzined control ot property even zhtier many Dutch
wornen had logt that right under Englich law nd cetiom, which in gight-eath<century New York had replaced Duich

] practices by tw se-cond third of the century.

78 Siokes, "The Loodimark Map Relereace Yey,” Vol, 2: €27,

Stohes, “Griginel Grene® Vol 123 Voo Fottem was B second of ©o's e b Lands, her fitst vois Fons

Kiersted

29

wr
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Sara's possession until her death in 1693.5% Szi1a never occupied or improved the land; but, in
1696 during English rule, Governor Fletcher arznted the iznd in 3 confirmation deed to the trustees

of Sara Roeiolf's estale: Johannis Kip, Luces Kiersted snd William Teller.®? In 1723 Jacobus Kip,

an Alderman &nd the ¢ldest son of Johannis Kip, claimed the laend but did not occupy or improve i,
Later, at an unknown date, Henry Teller 100k pessession of the land. In 1768 John Teller, the so;_'
of Henry Teller, acquirec the property. By that time there was a house on ‘lhe' land snd a fence sur- |
rounding the Africens' Burial Ground. [n 1775 John Teller died and bequeatli‘t‘he land to his heir: a2

The Teller family retained the land, which included part of the Africans' Burial Ground, until the
g
= 9=

- -
“{-.(.-.

British invaded Manhattan Island tn 1775. During the Britich occupation of Mznhattan Island, pris

f

oners of war were interred &t the Africans' Burial Ground.

Because the Tellers sided with the American 1ebels, the Eritish military authorities confiscated *

the Teller's property on Manhatian and destroyed both the house on that land and the fence en- [N

\

circling the burial giound. In 1798, thirteen years folicwing the close of the war for independence,

the southern portion of Elock 154 was partitioned and then parceled out 10 the various heirs of the

Teller, Kiersted, and Kip families.®2

The early owners of Block 154 seemed 1o have conceived of their land as a legscy to be
passed down from one genergtion 16 the next .For example, the Dutch mattiarch Sara Roelotf's
prenuptial agreement with her third husband Efbert Elbertz Stoothoft seemed to indicate that she
was primarily interested in holding on to her property with the intent of one cay bequeathing it to
her children 1ron:n her previous marricges, As she wes marry'lne;'_z Stoothoft in the time ziter the Eng-
lish conquest of 1664, Rocloff made sute to secure for herself and her childien the rights of inheri-
tance she had enjoyed under Dutch rule. According 10 the marrizge contract Sara would hold &nd
contro! property even though she would once agzin become 3 merried womzn.®® This arrange-
ment was valid under Romen-Dutch leczl piactice, but wes contrary to English law. Although the
English legal practice known &5 covertute prevented married women from holding or devising real
estate, the English zuthorities in Mznheattan did not interfere in the leczl customs of the local Dutch
iﬁhabitams. Sora's main interest, it would seem, wes in pessing on 1o a future generation of Dutch
descendanis, her childien, 1he property that she had ezrned. Interestingly, by continuing Dutch le-
gal customs, she was zble 10 bestow this legacy of lend 10 her childien whese status under Enclish

rule would increzsingly depend upon landed wealth rather than ethnic bzckground.

Sara Roclct’s heirs secmed equally interested in mzintaining & hold on land in order 10 se-
Cure their status under English rule. Though they made on unsuccessiul attempt to exchange their
land for other 1€al estate within the city's limit, they did not seem interested in cathing in on their

——

See Nartren Inheritance and Family Life in Colanial New Yorb, 7€,
S0k ws, "Original Giante,* Vol. & 173

Stobes, "Clucootogy.” Vol. 4; =64,
For a neote datriled diseuenion of ¢
ainf Fmibiv Life in Coinnial Rew Yok Cine 79

ora Rowlodts” prenuptisl sgrecment veth Plast S1oothiolt see Pauett, it e



Genera! Patieins ot Cecupétion and Land Use on Manhatian isiand Fage: 11

land thiough sale.®® 1t is porsible that they, like other 151€ seventeenth- and eighteenth-century

landowners, were intetested in land 2s a means of meintzining social and econemic status. This
might help explain why the heirs fought the Common Council duting the mid-1700s through to the
1800s for the title 1o lend that both they and the municipality claimed.*® The Council challenged
the heirs' claim 1o & piece of land that ley 10 the rezr of the Alms House and Eridewell, The heirs
agreed to relezse their claim 10 sl disputed land scuth of Chembers Sueet and in return for this
concession the Council recognized the heirs claim 10 all disputed tertitory north of Chambers.*® in-

terestingly, the heirs never requesied a cash settiement but scemed to prefer undisputed title 10 the
land they claimed.

Neither party in the land dispute between the municipal government and £ara Roeloif's heirs
seems 10 have considered the African populetion's interest in preserving their burial ground 2s s
sacred space. Becasuse the Africans held no lecsl title to the lend, they were powerless to prevent
sacrilegious intrusions into their sacred space and the obliteration of the burial site during the early
years of the new republic. In 1788 intrusions upon 1the Atrican’s Burizl Ground came to light. In’
February 1788, the NMew York Dzily Advertiser ieporied on the glieady notorious practice of robbing ..
the burial ground. The article complained that . . Jew.blecks zre buried whose bodies are permit-
ted 1o remain in the grave: . .." In their giddy-pursuit-ci-scientific: knowledge;- physicians and stu- f
dents from the Hospital of the City ol New York.?? whose-building: was located slong. Broadway be-
tween Catherine and Duane Streets; stole:human. remeains from the African’s- Burial Ground._|
Though these cadavers were necessary 10 the study cf-human snatomy &nd medicine, public opin-
ion condernned 1the unesuthorized. eppropriation of hurman remains. But; poor whites and blacks
were often the victims of grave robbers who understood that less cevere repercussions would fol- ,
low from transgressing public stiictures zgainst robbing the araves of paupers and blacks than
from defying public oppcsition 10 the theft of the human remzins of New York's veeslthier and more

privileged citizens.*®

During the final cecade of the cighteenth century a lancfill wes koid over the Africans' Burial s
Ground &s & foundation for the streets that were at 1hat time being built there and in the surround-
ing area. These improvements were part of the process of urt:znizétion 2nd industrial development
which transformed the Collect Fond area end its environs rom & sparsely populzted countryside

outside the limit's of New York City into one of the city's micst censely populated and industrialized

W
b

Se¢ MCC, Vol. B[1]; 41E.

See lbnd., Vol. 1[2): 544, LES & GEZ.

Ses Ibid.. Vol. 2[2} €26.

The Hoipital of the City of New York wezs Tounded 1770, Cuevns Nedical Caliege later Fuipers Medical College
wizs tounded in 172 and its haildings were located on lot cightenn of Elack 154 from 1E2€ 10 1635,

See Jules Colvin Ladenbeim, “The Docions MMob of 17EE." Fubiisbed in the Joumnat of the His oy of KMedicine, Vol.
B, 1¢5Q0 Fagoe 2€. See oo Divid L Cohen, Medical Fdocsticar thnaays SR s Medieal Dypnetinnce-17%2.1£30.

LIS fay
~ O Wt

[
n

(Neww Bronewick, N Botgers's Sedies] Colle-ge, TUCE)
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neighborhoods. By the middle of the eighteenth Century breweties. ianneries, kilns®*® and other
indusiries were locaied in the srea surrounding the Ccliect Fond. And in the 1780's disposal of
refuse from industrial activities in its vicinity had so polluled the pond that the municipal authorities
in 1785 ordered the Collect Fond filled. As the locus of Manhatten's population and eéonomic
activity moved northward toward the Collect Fond, Block 154 became velugble real estate capable

of producing income from 1ents and land speculation.

3% Animportent arez of unfinished research is the focation of the Ciolius znd Remmey potery works, i~
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Il. Patterns of Occupation and Land Use on Block 154 during

The Era of Industiialization and Urbanization.

increasingly after 1796 the owners of the 23 lots on what beceme known &s Block 154 were
10 longer a few lended families. Instead numercus members of New York's burgeoning capiiglhst
Jlass — merchants, ertican-entrepreneuwrs, and professionzls — held title 10 the lots on Block 154
juring the industrial era. Eetween 1644 and 1863 sppioximately 22 out of the 1otel of 42 owners -~
of Block 154 were zcsociated with industry, commerce, or finance. The motives of these New York
:apitelists for ecquiring land were in imporiant respects different fitom these that had motivated

:arly landowners of the predndustrial period.

By the early nineteenth century the benefits of landownership began to lay more in the value
{ land as a szlekble commodity and in the income generated ftom rents on the lend than in the so-
ial end economic stability it etforded its owners., As the century progressed Manhattan landown-
rs increasingly bought and sold land for profit. Bleckmar notes: °. . . elite proprietors now saw real
state as a means of sccumulating more vealth.™% The wezlth derived from land came not

arough the cultivation of creps on the land but from fand sales.

‘ Changes on Elock 124 during the nineteenth cemury: such &s the deciease in the amount of
Hme owners held their land, tising lend prices and unpaid morigsges sssociated with land specula- 4
on, and the subdivision of the 1and &nd hestily constructed rental unils, all indicate a shift in New
\{orkers‘ conceplicn of tend. Dc—eds and cther probale records essociated with Biock 154 reveal its
3rowing impornence &s &n income producing commodity. By 1814 mong¢ages began to appear
more frequently in cennection with the lots on Elock 154, At times the mortgages went unpeid
4pd in these insterices the Court of Chancery 2nd other News York City courts ordered defzulters to
¢ell their land at public auction.®! The more frequent turnover of property and physical changes on
Hee 'and point 1o the land speculstion activities undertzhen by the now numerous proprietors of
Yiock 184, A typicel lot on Block 154 changed hands 7.78 times between 1786 and 1863, In

{entresy, the owners of Block 154 seldom scld their land during the pre-incustrial era.

In addition to the frequent ssle of lois on Block 154, physical changes such &s the construe-
f’,on of party walls and buildings used for housing, commeicist and indusirial purposes point 10 the
intensification of the procees of urbamization and industiizhzation that transfornied Block 154 {from
1 fesource for the msinteniznce of pre-industrizl landowners' socizl status into ¢ salzble commodity
H\al produced high profits thigugh land speculation @nd the rental of resideniial, cammercial end
INCustial space for the emerging capitalist cless of sbsentee londloids in ningteenthicentury New
York City.

Saee Blachmar, Manbonoen for Rear 25

Duning thiz petiod reeny o 1he lod soctions were helid ot the Tentine Catlee Hewre wlaeh wne beiilt in 1762 2t the
1t of Wall Stieet,
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Unplanned economic growth and tha flood of Europ2an immigrants who b2gan to arrive in
1825 created overcrowding in th2 city's older wards. In 1730 Manhattan's total population was ap-
proximately 32,328 inhabitants, but in 1830 its total population had risen to 177.448 inhabitants,
an increas2 of nearly 550 par cant over four decades. *? During the final decade of the eighteenth
century the locus of Manhattan's population movad northward into the Collzct Pond area, where

unoccupied and sparsely populated land was being transformed into an urban neighborhood.

By the eve of the Ravolutionary War the homes and business2s of Jocal artisans and shop-

keepers flankad the lots on 8lock 154 along Broadway, Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Al-

|« . - s
ley). Duans, Reade, and Elm sirests. Thess Manhattan residents were still regardad as “the mid- »<i

dling sort.” but they had expariancad a significant erosion of autonomy betweszn tha middle of the
eighteanth century and the closa of the war for indepandance. Most of these artisans and shop-
keepers no longar owned the land where they locatad their homes and business2s but instead
leased the property. Although tha l2as2s ware often lifs-tima tenures, the dacline in status from in-

dependent landownzar to tenant which local artisans and shopke2pars expariencad marked a pivotal

il

—_—

eventin Manhattan's social and esonomic history during the industrial era.*® A samnpl2 of residents
on Block 154 drawn frorn city directoriss publish2d during tha industrial era indicates that few arti-
sans and shopkeep2rs on Manhattan's Block 154 bwnad ths land where thay locatsd their homes
and businasses. While naarly half of the residents who resided on Block 154 betwsa2n 1836 and
1850 wzr2 artisans or shopka2pars, only two per cent of thess artisans and shopkasepers ownaed

the lots where they lived and workad.

Though many residents were artisans and shopkespers, eight par cant of tha sample taken
from the city directories were profassionals, physicians and lawyars who lived on the block perhaps
in part becausa of its close proximity to their places of work. Naw York Hospital and Trinity Church
lay nearby as did Rutgers Medical Collzge which was located on Block 154 itself. Additionally, the
block's location along Broadway also parhaps tandad to maks it mor2 attractive to doctors. lawyers
and other professionals. Broadway was onz2 of the eity's main thoroughfares and most active areas
for commarce by the 1830s. Sl/létohf':)f the 33 lots on Block 154 were devoted to light industry. Al-
though at this time 48 per cent of th2 block was used as space for light industry, th2 block's char-

acter does not appear to havs baen daarmed unsuitabla for middlz class residants.

- 42 y .
U. S. Cansus Bureau. Dicennial Cansu of 1790 ... to 1853 Naw York City. (Washington D. C: U. S. Census

Buraau.} [Microfilm].
Blackemar, Manhantan for Rant 75 & 83,
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¥ A word about the definitions of 1he occupational calegories conla ned 1 the
legend: B
Artisans (e.g. laiors, shoemakers, jewnlers, cobingt makers, cngravers, hdll—
dressers, cel) are defned as those resigents who empioved themselves in ' the
skilled ades. owned the toals of their trade, and produced linished g,oods "
Unskilled Iaborers (c.p. porters, hackmen, scamen, day laborers, washur
women, and domestic servanis) are defincd as Wose esidents who workcd as
manual lahorers, w
Entertaiuers & Artists (c.g. painters, musicians, and photographers) are de-
fined as those residents who were engaged in the production of literature and
finc arls. '
Shop Owning Artisans & Light Manulncturing is a category thal includes
both resident artisans who owned the shops in which (hey conducled their
tracle as well as resident proprictors who mamdactured {inished goods su&.h as
ielined sugar, lquors, cic. on «# large stale,

/i 9 WL \‘-“5
1) jlem '\ e
"U.w,\l ;M NV

r[ ":J'\a o Q ,\'J"’

Q)i- O Artisans
B Unskilled
B Entertainers & Artists

0O Shop Owning Artisans & Light
Manufacturing

) B Merchants
26% & Professionals
@ Shopkeepers
W Linknown

O Miscellaneous
& Wholesalers

Merchonts me defined as those resudents who are designated as such n the
cily directories,

Professtonals include physicians, lawyers, accountants, elc. who resided on
the block.

Shopkeepers are defined as those residents who sell but do not themaelves
produce the merchandise sold at lheir shops as well as the proprictors of
restaurants, hotels, and boarding houses.

Unknown are defined as those residents who are designated as such in the city
dircctorices.

Miscellaneous are defined as those residenls whose occupalions (c.g. auchion-
ecr, mosie, naturalist, etc.) do nol fit neatly into the olher categories.
Wholesalers are defined as those residents who sell manulactured goods such
as refrigeralors, stoves, furnaces, china, etc. lo retailers.
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Rainforcing the block's mixad residantial/industrial and middla class charactar was the fact
that few affluant merchants, anly four par cent, and fawar unskillad workars, only thres per cent,
appear in tha sample of residents on Block 154 from 18236 to 1850, Whean merchants elected to
live on Block 154 they tended to find housing along Broadway. Duane and Reads streats. The larg-
est proportion of unskilled workers resided on Manhattan Plac2, which was little more than an al-
leyway flanksd by an assortmant of frarnad and brick housing. ﬁ?’pér—_cﬂent of the total residents »
who lived on Manhattan Place betwsaen 1836 and 1850 were unskilled workers. A comparable
proportion of unski[l;e.d waorkars prabably lived on Elr;i Street, a narrow straat facing the East River ~
and docks whzare porters and othar manua! laborers found employment. These Manhattan wage
earners probably rented rooms in tha fram=d boardinghous2 locatad at 12 Elm Strest. Elm Street ;
was also one of the sites of Manhattan's working-class social and cultural lifa, for a porterhouse and
barbershop ware locatad at 8 Elr:ﬁ‘ Streat and a tavern was locatad on 16 E.lc;u Street. A careful re- -~
view of ninetaanth-century household census records, once complztad, will provide a more accu-

rate estimate of the number of unskillzd workers located on Block 154 during the industrial era.

The presanca of singlz women and blacks on Block 154 is also difficult to d=termine with cer-
tainty, becaus= the city directories tend to document the presance of landowners and operators of
businesses only. The.combined revizw of the city directories. deads, and other probate records as- ‘
sociated with Block 154 captured only ona-singie woman.and only:ona black man: By 1848 Jane .
Knowles owned Lot 14 or 76 Duane- Street. but she-held-titl2 to that proparty for less than one |
year; Reubin Leanard. a black porter, rented a dwelling at the rear of 26 Reada-Street on Lot 28 of :’
Block 154 in 1846. Like many of the black men who lived in Manhattan during the industrial era. |
Leonard earned a fivelihood as a porter. He probably. warked at the port-of New York along the
East River or at the city's numerous warshouses and storage facilities near its dqcks and wharves.
Other landless black warkears doubtless rented housing on Block 154, for the census records indi-|
cate that the block was part of the area where dense concentrations of blacks resided. These
blacks would have baen familiar with Block 154 because of the presance of a portion of the Afri-
cans' Burial Ground there during an earlier period. The panding review of the nineteenth-century
household census records will yield a clearer picture of the block's demographic profile, which will

include the racial and ethnic composition of the block's residants during the industrial era.

To be sure, ownership of Block 154 was restricted to colonial elites and later to Manhattan's
capitalist classes, who held title to the land but seldom lived there during the fong period which ex-
tended from the European appropriation of Lenapz land on Manhattan island in 1624 through to
the industrial era and beyond into the presant. The archeological analysis of the human remains,
artifacts, and other material features uncoverad on Block 153 will yield important information re-
garding the lives of those impecunious residents of Manhattan who occupiad and used that land on
Block 154 during its transformation from a hintarland beyond the city's limit to a ninateanth-century
urban neighborhood.
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Figure 4. Peris Map of 1853.%

This composite of the Perris Map of 1853 and the Lot Mzp of Conveyances is iniended 10 be used as an aid to
readers as they review Section Three of this repori—"Lot Speciflic Conveyance Histories for Block 154%. The Perris
Map of 1853 was the fitst of a series of maps used by New Yok City's fite insutance companies in ordet 10 char
nsk groups. These companies charted the types of residences on the block le.g. stores, manufacturing buildings,
and residences), the shapes of the lots or addresses, etc. The Lot Map is tound &1 the Hall of Records at the Office
of the Clerk of the County of New York and is intended as an zid when reviewing deeds indexed in the Register of
Conveyances. The map zids in deciphering whete a conveyed piece of land lzy on a given block. (Like Block 154,
all city blocks are given afi-arbiv ary numbers: for instance. the hlock that City Hzll is on is designzted as Block 122.)
We took the lot information found in the Lot Map end placed them into the Fenris Map. Thus, one is able to tall not
only the street address but also the lot thar a particular sueet address conesponded 1o, .

Eat
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1. Lot-Specific Conveyance Histories for Block 154.°°

LOT 1: 280 Broadway and 40 Reada Sueet.

Lot One or 280 Ercadvay and 40 Reade Street was bounded westerly in the front by Broad-
way, southerly by Reade Street ezsterly in the rear by Menhezttan Plece (formerly Republican Alley),
and northerly by Lot Two or the graund of John De Forest. The size in front and rear was 25 feet,

and the length on both sides was 129 feet.

The first recorded conveyance of a portion of Lot One, 290 Broadway. occurs on September
17, 1798, when William Alexander (lawyer) and Mary Alexander sold the land to Alexander Clark
{architect) for $1,350.“¢ Nearly six years lzter on November 21, 1804 John and Sarsh Astor quit
claimed an unspecified portion of Lot One 1o John Woods. There is no way 10 tell from the deeds
how Astor came to have some clsim to this land.*” On March 30, 1814 Henry R. Tellgr®®
{(Schnectady, NY} sold the fot 1o Alexander Clark {gentleman) for $5.818.92. In this instance Lot

One was being conveyed zlong with all or some portion of Lot Two.*®

On May 3, 1830 William 1. Bowne &and John Bowne®° scld Lot One to Charles ). Clarke
{grocer) for £$15.350. Lot One was at this time subject-to a lezse granted by Alexander. Clarke for 2
10-year term dated January 24, 1829 to William B# Lewis-which was 10 begin on May 1 of the
same year.®' On August-1, 1830 a fpart of Lot'One which included 40 Reade Street wes sold for

$18.000. Charles .l Clarke (grocer) conveyed this piece-of real- ¢state. to. James Gemmel

“% The site gpecific histoties of Lots 29 through 23 do not eppeat in the report but will be incorporated into the final
drzft once Josh Gray, who is respansibie 1ot compleling the research on thes¢ loU relurns fiom a leave of absence.

4C b,

47 Liber 117 of Conveyance Page £53.

48 The 2ppesrence of Henry R. Teller beginning zpproximately March or April 1€ 14 needs 10 be explained as he will be
appearing In severe! other deeds (sce the deeds atound 1814 for Lots 1, 2. 14, 16, 16, 1820, 20.6, 22. 23, 24, 25,
26, 27, 28, 29,22, 33).

On April 10, 1626, Governod Benjemin Flelcher conlirmed Captain John (Johznnis) Kip, Lucas Kiersted and William
Teller (Henry Teller's areztgreat grandlather) as ustees for the children of Szra Roclofl (the legal owners of the
land). However, in 1723, Jacobus Kip (Aldetman znd the cldest son of Captain Johannis Kip) claimed some portion
of the entire prece of this land as his and had it surveyed; and later, & descondent of VWilliam Teller claimed all or a
piece of this land, This tact was a portion of the land designated as the “Negros' Burying Ground™ in maps of the
era. By May, 17€8, John Teller had built 8 house on the land snd enclosed it 5s his property, Teller lezsad the
Property 1o tenants and possessed and uiilized the ground in this fashion unil his death in June, 1775, at which
point his femily continued in pessession until the Eritish anmy took possession of the house and lot  Under the
Britich oceupation and convol, the house and fences were desticyed. The land was then divided into lots and
distributed 1o persons clziming 1o be the heirs of Sara Rosloff on Januzry B, 1795, in 3 partition deed made between
Henry J, p. £lxaham 1. Van Vleck, John and Szmuel Kip. of the first part Samuel Ercese, Laron Bur and the
suniving executors and trusices of Samuel Beyind, deceased, Theopilus Ecebman and Elizabeth his wife, lsaac Van
Vleck. and Daniel Deanizon, of the second part In Teller v. Lovillard the court epparently acknowledged Henry R,
Tellet s the rightiul cwner of the 1and since batore the war hie encectors, occupind, viilized and capitalized on the
land before tiey were farcibly removed by the Eitish, wheteas the alleged heirs of S2ra Roelolls did not. Apparently
it was this care o nxve lively ancther czce thet iestored the rights of Henry R Teller as the heir 10 the Roleolf
€flate. Becavse itis in this year that Henry R. Teller conveyed several picces ol ling on Elock 154, including parcels
on twe Calk Hool uide of the block,

Liber 111 of Conveyance Fage £52,
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{(watchmaker).52 Nine months lster on May 2, 1831, John Gemmel {(watchmzker) so!d 290 Broad-

way, house included, 10 James Gemmel for $40,000.5*

The next two deeds concern the clarification of titles, whereby persons who have a potential
claim to a piece of land utilize an instrument called a guit cleim in order te assure that their title 10
the land is free and clear of any encumbrances. On May 2, 1€33 Jane Magniss {widow of Samuel
Magniss of the Township of Freehold County, Mammoth, NJ and the daughter of Alexander Clarke)
q-uit their claim to Lot One to James Gemmel for $1. This quit claim concerns 38 and 40, Reade
Street, that is Alexander Clarke's entire estate. The second quit cleim on Lot One took place on the
same day, when William J. Bowne, Eleanor Bowne, John Bowne, and Mary Bowne Quit their claim

to Lot One to James Gemmel for $1.54

Several mortgages were held on portions of Lot One. On January 12, 1830 Alexander Clark
mortgaged 40 Reade Street for £2,000; Aetna Insurance Company held this mortgage. In addition
to this morigage Charles I. Clarke, .in order 10 obtain Lot One, secured on May 3 1830 a morigage
from William and John Bowne {Alexander and Ann Clark's executors) for $7,600 plus 6% interest.
A ground lease to William B. Lewis at $600 per annum wes attached 10 an unspecified piece of
fand on Lot One, and in addition Charles I. Clarke executed a lease on 1he house and ground at 38
Reade Street 10 Thois S. Cummings, the lease 10 start on 'May 1. 1€30 and sublet 10 David Gree a1

$400 per annum.>®

LOT 2: 252 Broadway, 36 & 38 Reade Street

Lot Two or 282 Broadway., 36 and 38 Reade Sticets wes bounded westerly in front by
Broadway, northerly by Lot 3 or the land belonging 1o Cornelius W, De Forest, ezsterly by Manhat-
tan Place (formerly Republican Alley). and southerly in part by Lot One or the land of Alexander
Clark and in part by Reade Stieet. lis dimensions were 25 feet T inches in front, in rear 36 {eet,

and on each side approximately 130 feet.®®

There are 26 trznsactions involving Lot Two during a time penod that suetches {rom March
3. 1798 1o October 5, 1863. These transactions concern various patcels within Lot Two, including
292 Broadway along with portions of 38 end 306 Reade Strec1s. Lot Two seems to be the mest fre-
quently conveyed lot on Biock 154, and this was perhaps because its location slong Broadway. the
city’s busiest tharcughfare, made Lot Twe a highly valuable commadity in the city's real estate

market.

52
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On March 3, 1798 lsaac Van Vleck and Ann (his wife} scld Lot Two to Elizabeth Pierce
{widow) for $700. Six years later, on May 19, 1804 Thomas Cooper Master in Chancery ordered
the sale of an unspecificd portion of Lot Two 10 John B. Retoul®” The next conveyance of a por-
tion of Lot Two occurr‘ed on June 3. 1809 between Alexender Clarke {(arocer) and Afm Clarke {his

wife) 10 Allen Clark (also a grocer) for the consideration of £2,000.58

_The next four deeds concern 292 Broadway. On June 2. 1614 Elizabeth Pierce, who had pre-
viously purchased the land from Van Vieck, sold it to George Brinckerhotf for $1,300.5% Five days
later on June 8, Henry R. Teller selis the same 292 Bicadway to the same George Brinckerhofi for
$3,682.09. On July 23, 1814 only a month and 20 cays after George Brinckerhoff purchased the
property from Elizabeth Fierce, he obtained a morigzge from the Globe Insurance Company. Less
than two years later on February 1, 1816 Geoige Brinckerhot! (counselor at law) and Elizabeth
Brinckerhoff sold 292 Broadway to John Ehrick (E5q.) for $1,200.5° Then. only eight months fater,
John Ehrick and Peggy Africana Ehrick sell the same land to William L Van Dervoort (merchant) of

the second part for $4.000%!

On Avugust 11, 1817 William L. Van Dervoort sold 232 Broadway to John G. Coster for an
unknown surr;.- On February.7, 1821 Nathan Peck {gtocer) and Sarah Peck sold 38 Reade Street,
which was a portion of-Lot Two, to.John Bingham for. $2,500- The deed further states that 38

Resde Street was occupied by Christopher Daley "zs tenant of the said Nathan:Peck."%2

On Masrch-13, 1827 Sophia-Leonora Reboul (Caughter of the late John-B. Reboul).conveyed
an unspecified portion of Lot Two through a deed of 1rust to Stephen Al Halsey and William B.
Bolles {Sophiz's future husband) for §1. The deed does ot provide a descnption of the land, but it
does recount the terms of the trust deed: Sophia-Leonora Reboul, deughter of John B. Reboul {de-
cezsed). and William B. Bolles were 10 be married. Until that lime Stephen Halsey was to hold in
trust the lend Sophia held in common with her father's other heus. Following Sophia's marriage 10
Willizm Golles, Halsey was also 1o hold the unspecified piece of land Sophta now held in common
with her new hustand.®® Eesentially, the 1erms of the trust were &s follows: 1) Stephen Halsey
would occesionslly collect 1ent from the premises end give it 1o Sophia as long as William stayed
out of debt. In the event William went into debt, Halsey could sell the land but Witliam Bolles could
only invest the proceeds of the land sale in the interest of Sophiaz 2) If William Bolles were to die

the rents and profits would go 1o Sophia and her heirs; 2) If Sophiz died the rents and profits would

Libver 11 of Conveyances page 4¢5; Liber 71 of Conveyances pege &0,
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go 10 William Bolles and his heirs; and finally, 4) In the event both Sophia and Wiilliam died, half of

the land would go to Sophia's heirs and half of the lznd would go 10 William's heirs. %4

On May 1, 1837 Jobin G. and Catherine M. Cesier scld part of Lot Two or 292 Broadway 10
Frederick-William Frantzkee (furrier} for $30,000.5% A little less then cix years later on January 16,
1843 the Count of Chancery settied the debt Frederick W. Frantrkee and John G. Coster owed Gus-
tavus Matfield end ordered Frantzkee's morigaged property, 252 Ercadway, confiscatled and sold at
public auction. And, on Febrruary 28 of that year Master in Chancery Russell C. Wheeler sold 292
Broadway 10 John G. Coster for $14,000. The proceeds from this sale paid the debts of Frederick
W. Frantzee and John G. Coster. ¢

On November 8, 1847 Fonda V. S. Stasts and Elizabeth V. €. Stzats (both of Saratoga). Archi-
bald Somerville and Mary Somerville {both of Westchester) Ceinelia Eingham, and Jane Fish sold
36 and 38 Reade Street to John B. Schmelzel for £3,000. By February 7, 1848 John B. Schmelzel
had leased 36 Reade Street 10 Catherine Bradley (grocer and widew of Daniel Bradley) for the term
of six years beginning May 1, 1848. On January 19, 1€50 Eenjamin Pike, Jr. gave John De Forest
permission to use and occupy the southerly wall to the rear of 224 Ercadway, because De Forest
was constructing a building that would abut that well. 1t was slso agreed that De Forest could in-
sert beams in1o the well up 1o a depth of four inches and o deeper and that after ten years if any
of the two parties decided to demolish or rebuild buildings on their respective lots neither party
would be responsible for damages sustsined by the other.®? Two yezrs later on April 20, 1850
John B. and Jane Schimelzel sold both 36 and 38 Reade Street 10 Comnelius Vanderbilt for $4.800.
Approximately 10 cdays later on May 1, 1850 George Wesliincton Cester and Henry Arnold Coster
{the executors of John Coster's will), sold 292 Broadway 10 Ccrnelivs Vanderbilt for $24.500. With

this purchase Vanderbilt consolidated his ownership of Lot Two in its entirety,8

On August 8. 1852 Cornelius Vanderbilt and Sophia Vanderbilt sold 292 Broadway, 36 and
38 Reade Street 10 John De Forest (cabinet maker) for £51,234.% Ey 1850 De Forest was operat-
ing his shep st 262 Broadway. On February 20, 1857 John De Ferest scld 36 Reade Street to Cor-
nelius W. De Forest for £60,000.79 At that time De Forest chizined 3 $25,000 mortgage at 6% in-
terest from Willizm B. Astor and another morigage for $10,0C0 a1 7% interest from Benjamin F.
Van Soan. Agparently, Cornelius De Forest failed 10 pay the morci:ges on his properties, and on
June 17, 1861 the Supteme Court of New York ruled in favor of the plaintiff Benjamin Van Scan

and orcered 292 Brocadway and 36 and 38 Reade Sueel scld a1 public suction. On August 2,
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1861 John Kelly (Sherit{) supervised the sale of these premises which took place at the Merchant's
Exchange. The proceeds from this sale, $22.250, served 10 satisty the debt owned 10 Van Soan,
Interestingly, Cornelius W. De Forest submitted the highest bid and retained the property which the

court had recently confiscated from him.

On September 18, 1862 Tunis and Charlotte Egbert. Phebe Ann Blake, Roswell and Charlott
Haskell, Charles S., Selma T.. and Emma De Forest quit their ¢claim to Lot Two (282 Broadway, 36
and 38 Reade Street) to Cornelius V. De Forest for $1. Nineteen days later Cornelius De Forest and
Catherine De Forest (his wife) conveyed Lot Two to Charlotte Egbent {of Toupkinsville, Richmond
County, NY) for £600. The premises were subject 10 two mortgages: one for £50,000 obtained
from the North Western Insurance Company, the other from Benjamin Van Loan for $1.700. Austin

D. Thompson had leased some portion of Lot Two since July 26, 1862.77

On November 10, 1862 Tunis Egbert and Charlotte {(wife of Tunis) quit their claim 10 38
Reade Street 10 Augustus Hemenway for the price of $1. On that same day they sold 292 Broad-
way and 36 Reade Street 1o Augustus Hemenway for $80,000. The striking increase in price was
partially due 10 the £52,000 lien of morigage which the Gieat Western insurance Company held on

the property. The land was <till at this time subject 10 a lease given-to:Austin D, Thormpson.?2

On September. .14, 1863 the various heirs of Alexander. Clatke quit their-claim 10 28 Reade
Street 10 Augustus. Hemenway-for $2.000,7? znd -on October. William F. Payne. and Szia-L. Payne

(his wife) quit their claim to the same piece of land 10 Hemenway for $1:

- LOT 3: 294 Broadway

Lot Three or 294 Broazdway was bound westerly in fiont on Groadway, ezsterly by Manhatian
Place {formerly Republican Alley), northerly by Lot Four or the prepernty of Samuel L. Gouverneur,
and southerly by Lot Two or the prepernty of John De Forest. lis dimensions front énd 1ear vwere 24

feet and on each side 130 feet.

There are three conveyances Lot Three during a period which spans the perod between No-
vember 28, 1804 and February 20, 1857. On August 13, 1804 John Dothout, William W. Woolsey
and George Stznton Selfers (zcting on the order of the New York Supreme Court of Judicature) su-
pervised the partitioning of Lot Three and conveyed the pantiticned property to John Woods.”® On
November 28, 1804 John .lzcob Astor and Sarah (his wife) quit their claim in Lot Three 10 John

Woods for an unknown sum of maoney.

[ Liber £63 of Conveyances Fage 176,
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Nearly 41 years later on March 1, 1645 John Woods (now deceased). William Wood, and
Agustus W. Clason {both exccutors of John Woods' estzte) sold Lot Three or 224 Broadway to Ben-
jamin Pike, Jr. (optician) for £18.000.7° On Jsnuary 19, 1850 Eenjamin Pike, Jr. gave John De For-
€st permission 10 use and occupy the southerly wall to the rear of 294 Broadway because De For-
est was constructing @ building that would zbut that wall. It wes also agreed that De Forest could
insert beams into the wall up 10 a depth of four inches &nd no deeper and that after ten years if any
of the two parties decided to demolish or rebuild buildings on their respective lots neither party

would be responsible. for cemages sustained by the other.”®

LOT 4: 296 Broadway

Lot Four or 296 Broadway was bounded westerly in front by Broadway, easterly in the rear by
Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), northerly by the property of John Reed. and southerly
by the land of John Woods. Its dimensions in front and rear were 24 feet and on each side 130

feet.

Lot Four was conveyecd a 10tal of three times between Nevember 23, 1804 to October 16,
1847. On August 13, 1804 John Dothout, William W. Woolsey and George Stanton Sellers, acting
on the order of the New York Supreme Court of Judica'ihre, supervised the partitioning of Lot Four
and conveyed the panitioned property 10 John Woods.”? On November 28, 1804 John Jacob Astor
and Sarah (his wife) quit their claim 10 Lot Four to John Woods for an un.known sum of money. On
March 1, 1845 John Woaods {decezsed), Augustus W. Clzson, and William R. Woods (both execu-
tors of J. Woods' estate) sold Lot Four to Peter Lorillard {merchant) for $18,200.7%2 On October 16,
1847 Samuel L. Geuverneur (Washington, D.C.) quit his claim 1o Lot Four 1o James R, Whiting for
$1.79

LOT 5: 298 Broadway

Lot Five or 298 Broadway was bounded westerly in front by Eroadway. northerly by land be-
longing 1o John Sparks {(and formerly in the pessession of John Jacob Astor), southerly by land for-
merly of Samuel L Gouverneur, and easterly in the rear by land of Henry Bogart. The size in front

was 26 feet 6 inches, in the 1ear 15 feet, and 130 feet in length on each side.

There are nine transaclions concermng Lot Five that spzn the period from Octeber 1, 1789 to

April 6, 1859. According to the will of Mary Barclay dated Moy 8, 1788, Mary Buiclay bequeath
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Lot Five to her granddzughter Elizs Barclay.5° On October 1, 1789 Anthony Earclay conveyed Lot

Five, along with other lots on Block 154, 1o Eliza Barclay for 5 shillings.8?

On July 4, 1801 Eliza Barclay Livingston (devisee), Mary Earclay (divisor), and Schuyler Liv-
ingston (divisor) sold Lot Five 10 John Jscob Astor for $3.375. The lingering influence of Duteh in-
heritance practices, which allowed martried women to hold and devise real esiate, is evident in this
conveyance, for two married women-—Eliza Barclay Livingston and Mary Earclay together with

Eliza’s husband Schuyler Livingston sold Lot Five.52

On Novemnber 28, 1804 John Jacob Astor quit his claim in Lot Five 10 John Woods for an un-
known sum. Some time between July 4, 1804 and September 14, 1811 an unknown party sold
Lot Five to John Bloodgood for an undisclosed sum. On September 11, 1811 Bloodgood {coach
maker) and Ann Bloodacod sold Lot Five to Collin Reed for $2.500. At tnhat time, Collin Reed as-
sumed a mortgage of $7.500 dated May 2. 18009. George Cullon obtained that mortgage from an
unknown source in order 10 repay an outstanding debt owed 10 John Jacob Astor associated with

the sale of Lot Five and Six 83

Less than two years later on February 23, 1813 John Wood sold one half of the northern wall
of 296 Biosdway and the ground that the wall was located on 1o Collin Reed for $475.00.8% On
Oclober 16, 1847 Samuel L Gouverneur.{(Washington; D.C.) quit his-claim in Lat-Five to James R.
Whiting (Wesichester County, NY) for-a consideration of-$1. In:a decree-which resolved a legal dis-
pute between Charles Rogers and his wife {complainants) and Sarsh Sternbach et. al: {defendants),
the New York Court of Chancery ordered Thomas Addis Emmet (Master in Chancery) 1o sell. Lot

Five; and in October 1835, Gouverneur purchased the 1and. &5

On February 17, 1848 the executors of Collin Reed's estate, John Adams and David S: Wil-
liams, quit their claim 1o Collin Reed’s 1and for $14.000 &nd conveyed the title 1o 298 Broadway to
his heirs (John Reed, Christiana Dunlap. Sarah and Suzanna Alsdor, Francis Fztton, and Phila A,
Williams) for £2,233. A gore adjoining the rear of 228 Erozdway and extending 1o Manhattan
Place was also conveyed in this transaction. In adgdition, Reed's heirs were 1o be bound by the
lerms of a party wall sgreement between Collin Reed and Willism Wallace, the owner of 300
Broadway.5¢ (On February 23, 1848 John F. Delaplaine, Julia Ann Delaplaine, and Phila Reed {the

&G Liber 46 of Conveyarces Fage 42. .
81 The Barclay family ol:t:ined Lot Five when at some unknown dste John Havey conveyed the fand 10 Mary Barclay.
See Liber 46 of Canvevences Fapne 42
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widow of Collin Reed) quit their claim to 298 Broadway, including the house, hall of a party wall its

iand, and the gore adjoining the rear 1o the devisees and leceies of Collin Reed estate for $4,000.%7

Two days later, Samuel Delaplaine {heir of Philz Reed). John Reed, Christiana Duniap, Francis
Pation, and Phila A. Williams sold Lot Five to Sarah and Suzznna Alsdorf for $1,800.5% And on
February 28, 1848 David S. Williams and Phila A Williams quit their claim 1o 298 Broadway and

the gore at its rear for $2,716.%°

On October 28, 1858 John Reed and Margaret Reed glong with Valentine Alsdort and Sarah
Alsdorf procured @ mortgage on 298 Broadway for $4,000 plus interest.¥® On two separate occa-
sions, on March 30, 1858 and on April 5, 18582, the heirs of Collin Reed sold half of 298 Broadway
and the gore of land adjoining its tear 10 the same David S. Willizms who had nine years earlier quit
his claim to Lot Five. The heirs sold this property for 3 10tal of £65,000. This sale included an in-
terest in two party walls associated with 298 Broadway: one shared with 300 Broadway and the
other shared with 286 Broadway. 298 Brosdway was also subject 10 3 lease held by Stephen
Canover dated February 1, 1854. That lease started on May 1, 18592 and lasted for two years .9)

LOT 6: 300 Broadway

Lot Six or 300 Broadway wes bounded westerly in front on Broadway, easterly in rear by the
property of George Miller, northerly by the property formerly of Samue! Gouverneur, and southerly
by the property of John Reed. The dimensions of Lot Six were in fiont 22 feet 4 inches, in rear 24

feet six inches, on each side approximately 87 feet.

Lot Six was conveyed nine times between Getober 1, 1789 and April 20, 1860. According 10
the will of Mary Barclay dated May 8, 1788, Mary Barcléy bequeath Lot Six to her granddaughter
Eliza Barclay.52 On October 1, 1789 Anthony Earclsy conveyed Lot Six, along with other lots on
Block 154, 10 Eliza Earclay for § shillings.5® On July 4, 1801 Eliza Earclay Livingston (devisee),
Mary Barclay (divisor), and Schuyler Livingston (divisor) sold Lot Five 1o John Jacob Astor for
$3.375.%4

Some time between July 4, 1804 and September 14, 1811 an unknown party sold Lot Five

10 John Bloodgocd for an undisclosed sum. On September 14, 1811 Bloodgood (coach maker) and
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Ann Bloodgood (his wife) sold Lot Six. along with Lot Five, to Collin Reed for $2.500.95. At that time
Collin Reed assumed a mortgage of $7,500 dated May 2, 1809. George Cullon obtained that mort-
gage from an unknown source in order to repay the debt owed to John Jacob Astor associated with

the sale of Lot Five and Six %6

On December 2, 1813 Collin Reed and Elizabeth Reed sold Lot Six or 300 Broadway to Wil-
liam Wallace for $1,200. The deed describes the conveyance of this land as well as a house, a
well, a pump, and a party wall shared with 298 Broadway. The parties agreed that the partition
well standing between the house located on Lot Six or 300 Broadway and the house on 298

Broadway would be maintained at the mutual expense of the owners or occupants of both houses.

On October 16, 1847 Samuel L Gouverneur (Washington, D.C.) quit his claim in Lot Six to
James R. Whiting (Westchester County, NY) for $1. In a decree which resolved a legal dispute be-
tween Charles Rogers and his wife (complainants) and Sarah Sternbach et. al. {defendants), the
New York Court of Chancery ordered Thomas Addis Emmet {Master in Chancery) té sell Lot Five;

and in October 1835, Gouverneur purchased the land.®?

On April 20,:1860 a special session of the Supreme Court of New York ordered that following
its partitioning-300. Broadway-and:the-house-located there were 10 be given to William C. Wallace
and Joseph C. Wallace; the heirs:of William Wallace... Individuals mentioned.in-.the .deed associated
with this transaction.include -William-C. Wallace, Ann-C. Wallace, Joseph-C.zWakace,-and Sarah
Wallace along- with~Cornelius- V> ST Roosevelt and Mary- C.”"Wallace-and+Sarah (the--younger)

Wallace 98"

LOT 7: 302 Broadway

Lot 7 or 302 Broadway was bounded westerly in front by Broadway, easterly in the rear by
the land of George Miller, southerly by the land of James R. Whiting, and northerly by the land of
+ames R. Whiting. The size in front was 24 feet 11 inches, 24 feet 6 inches in the rear. and on one
side 86 feet 7 inches and on the other side 86 feet 10 inches.

There are five transactions involving Lot Seven which span the period from December 25,
1787 to October 16, 1847. On December 25, 1787 Henry Barclay {by way of his will} and Mary
Barclay (widow and executrix of Henry Barclay) and Leonard Lispenard (éxecutor of Henry Barclay}
sold Lot Seven along with other land to Anthony Barclay and Elsie Lispenard for £5,465. Accord-
ing to the will of Mary Barclay dated May 8, 1788 Mary Barclay bequeath Lot Seven to her grang-
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daughter Eliza Barclay.*® On October 1, 1789 Anthony Earclay conveyed Lot Six. along with other

lots on Block 164, 10 Eliza Barclay for 5 shillings.”*¢

On July 4, 1801 Eliza Barclay Livingston (devisee), Mzary Earclay {divisor), and Schuyler Liv-
ingston (divisor) sold Lot Seven 10 John Jacob Astor for £2,375.7%" The next deed dated January
11, 1838 indicates that Eliza Milford surrendered her lezse cated November 1, 1837 to Thomas

Hagerman (Kings County, NY).'92

Approximately nine years later on October 18, 1847 Samue! L. Gouverneur (Washington,
D.C.} quit his claim in Lot Seven 10 James R. Whiting {Westchester County, NY) for $1. In a decree
which resolved a legal dispute between Charles Rogers and his wife (complainants) and Sarah
Sternbach et al. {defendants), the New York Count of Chancery ordered Thomas Addis Emmet

(Master in Chzncery) to sell Lot Five: and in October 1835, Gouvernieur purchased the land. 93

LOT 8: 304 Bioadway

Lot Eight or 304 Broadway was bounded westerly in front on Broadway, easterly in the rear
by land in the name of John Havey. southerly by land formerly cvwned by Samuel Gouverneur, and
northerly by Duane Street. The size in front rear was 25 feet 10 inches and in rear 22 feet 2 inches

and in length on Duane Strect (formerly Anthony Street) was €4 feet 5 inches.

There z1e 10 transactions for Lot Eight six of which include the conveyance of Lot Nine. Cn
August 18, 1786 Henry Barclay (via his will), Mary Earclay {e>ecutrix and the widow of Henry Bar-
cley) and Leonard Lispenard (executor, of Henry Earclay) sold Lots Eight and Nine 1o John Harvey
for £100. According to the will of Mary Barclay dated May 8, 1768 Mary Barclay bequeathed Lot
Eight 10 her granddzughter Eliza Barclay.’® On December 25, 1787 Henry Barclay {through his
will), Mary Barclay {widow and Executrix of Henry Barclay) and Leonard Lispinard {executor of
Henry Earcley’s will), sold Lot Ten and other lots to Anthany Earclay for £5,465.'°® On October 1,
1788 Anthony Earclay conveyed Lot Eight, along with other iots on Block 154, to Eliza Barclay for §

shillings. 106

Almost eleven years later on January 11, 1796 John Hanvey (arocer) and Barbara Harvey pay

their outstanding debts through the szie of Lots Eight and Nine. Thus William Alexander, who be-
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came temporary owner of Lots Eight and Nine, auctioned the lots on behalf of John Harvey. The
money received from this sale paid John Harvey's debts which totaled £200.'97 On April 22, 1796
William Alexander sold Lots Eight and Nine to Peter Bruce (merchant) for £790.198

On November 17, 1821 the Court of Chancery ordered Murry Hoffman (Master in Chancery)
to sell that land now belonging to Cooper A. Gerardus and others at public auction. Consequently
on January 13, 1824, Hoffman sold the land at the Tontine Coffee House to the Eagle Fire Insur-
ance Company of New York for $8.600.7°% One year later on January 6. 1825 the Eagle Fire Insur-
ance Company sold the same piece of land to James Gemmel {watchmaker) and Sarah Gemmel for
$9,000. The same deed indicates that the land was subject to a mortgage executed by James
Gemmel and Sarah Gemmel to the Eagle Fire Company for $8,000 plus interest at 6% per an-

num, 110

According to a deed dated January 11, 1838 Eliza Milford surrendered her lease dated No-
vember 1, 1837 to Thomas Hagerman (Kings County, NY). By 1837 Lot Eight contained a house at
the corner of Duane: Street and. Broadway.''' On October 16. 1847 Samuel~lL. Gouverneur
{Washington, D.C.) quit-his claim in-Lot Seven to James R. Whiting (Westchester- County, NY) for
$1. Ina decrée which-resolved a legal dispute between Charles Rogers and his wife: (complainants)
and Sarah Sternbach et. al.:(defendants);.the- New-York -éOUn:ofaChancem-ordered Thomas Addis
Emmet (Master.in Chancery)-to: seilsLot-Five;: and.in~October- 18357 Gouverneurspurchased the

land."12

LOT 9: 86 Duane Street

Lot Nine or 86 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in the
rear by the property formerly of Samuel L. Gouverneur, easterly by the property of Michael Miller,
and westerly by the property formerly of Samue! L. Gouverneur. The dimensions of Lot Nine in front

and rear were approximately 22 feet 2 inches and on each side 22 feet 2 inches.

On August 18, 1786 Henry Bérclay {(via his will), Mary Barclay (executrix and the widow of
Henry Barclay) and Leonard Lispenard {(executor of Henry Barclay) sold Lots Eight and Nine to John
Harvey for £100. On December 25, 1787 Henry Barclay (through his will), Mary Barclay {(widow
and Executrix of Henry Barclay) and Leonard Lispinard {executor of Henry Barclay's will} sold Lot
Ten and other lots to Anthony ‘B.;zrclay for £6,465.113

197 {iber 55 of Conveyances Page 158.
108 Liber 55 of Conveyances Page 161,
108 Liber 184 of Conveyances Page 126.
110 iber 184 of Conveyances Page 128.
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112 Liber 496 of Conveyances Page 175.
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Almost eleven years later on Jsnuary 11, 1796 John Harvey (grocer) and Barbara Harvey pay
their outstanding debts of £200 throuch the ssle of Lots Eight and Nine. Thus on April 22, 1796
William Alexander, who became temporary owner of Lots Eight and Nine, auctioned these lots on

behalf of John Harvey.114

Several years later on November 17, 1821, the Court of Chancery ordered 'Murry Hotfman
(Master in Chancery) to sell that land now belonging 10 Cooper A. Gerardus and others at public
auction. Consequently on January 13, 1824, Hoffman sold the land at the Tontine Coffee House 1o
the Eagle Fire Insurance Company of New York for $8,600."'® QOne year later on January 6, 1825
the Eagle Fire Insurance Company sold the same piece of land 10 James Gemmel {(watchmaker) and
Sarah Gemmel for £8.000. The same deed indicates that the land was subject 1o 2 mortgage exe-
cuted by James Gemmel and Sarah Gemmel 10 the Eagle Fire Company for £8.000 plus interest at

6% per annum.'®

LOT 10: 84 Duane S1reet

Lot Ten or 84 Duane Strect was bounded northerly in the front by Duane Sureet. southerly in
the rear by the ground of Michzel Miller, easterly by the property of Michael Miller, and westerly by
the ground of John Reed and Samuel L Gouverneur. The size in front was 25 feéL in the rear 25

leet 7 inches, easterly 73 fcet 7 inches, and westerly 73 feet 7 inches.

There were cleven transactions for Lot Ten that spanned 1h.e period from December 25, 1787
to August 10, 1858. On December 26, 1787 Henry Ezrclay (through his will), Mary Earclay (widow
and Executrix of Henry Barclay) and Leonard Lispinard (executor of Henry Earclay's will) sold Lot
Ten and other lots 10 Anthony Earclay for £5,465.'7 One year later on October 18, 1788 Anthony
Barclay sold Lot Ten to Jacob Fee {grocer) for £45. Fifieer and a half years later on January 13,
1804 Philip Fee {cartman) and Christizna Fee sold Lot Ten to Catherine Bogert for $§500.1%8

The next transaction concerns two small pieces of Lot Ten. On July 9, 1812 Henry and Cath-
¢rine Bogert sold a small piece of Lot Ten, which measured 2 feet in width on the east corner of the
lot at its rear and in addition another small piece of land, which measured about 9 or 10 inches on
the west corner of the lot, 10 Cellin Reed for $100."® Collin purchzsed these bits of land in order
to clear the way for the construction of a stable he planned 1o build on Republican Alley (later

Manhatian Place).
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On April 13, 1814 Henry and Catherine Bogert sold Lot Ten to John Curtis for an unknown
sum. On February 15, 1815 John Curtis (livery stable keeper) and Ann Curtis sold 84 Duane Street
{then 106 Duane Street} to Michael Miller (distiller) for $3,500.120

On May 1, 1847, a little more than 32 years later, George Miller and Leonard Baum, execu-
tors of Michael Miller's estate. sold Lot Ten or 84 Duane Street to Myef S. Myers for $6,600.72"
One month later Mr. Myers and his wife resold the same property 10 Gearge Miller, one of the ex-
ecutors of Michael Miller, for $6,250. At that time George Miller also assumed a $4,000 mortgage

that Myer Myers had obtained from the City Fire Insurance Company on April 30, 18 14.%22

On January 23, 1855 Michael Miller (the son of George Miller) vested contro! of various lots
of land that he owned {including Lot Ten) to William K. Strong: "l Michael Miller of the city of New
York in consideration of $1 to me in hand paid by William K. Strong of the City of New York mer-
chant do hereby convey to the said William K. Strong all the undivided moiety of all those certain
lots situated lying and being in the City of New York and known by the street numbers as numbers
80, 82, and 84 Duane Street, 437.5 Peari Street, 79 Laurens Steet and 6 Jay Street. In trust to re-
ceive the rents and profits thereof and to apply the same to the use of my wife Catherine Van Gil-
son Miller du;ing,her life and after her and my deaths to.convey the same to my children.” This
deed clearly illustrates the ascendancy:of:English inheri;a-nce-ptactices:in New-York-City. The land
is put in trust for his children and his wife. Catherine-. Miller; unlike Mary.Rutgers-Barclay, did not

have a say in the dispositiori of her husbands land holdingss:

On October 30, 1856 the Supreme Court ordered Michael Miller 1o sell-his property-in order

10 raise the cash necessary to pay-his debts 1o.Beriah Palmer, and on April-27, 1868 Mr. Miller
along with James C. Willet {sheriff) sold 84 Duane Street, along with other property, to William K
Strong for $6,500 at public auction. Tﬁis sale set the stage for a partition deed executed on July
10, 1858 in which William K. Strong obtained Lot 10 or 84 Duane Street from Michael Miller's
heirs who held the land in common.'2® Eliza Miller, Michael Miller’s widow would continue to re-
ceive 1/3 rents from 84 Duane Street during her natural life. One Month later on August 10, 18568
William K. Strong and Helen M. Strong quit their claim to the land to Catherine V. G. Miller for
$1_124 : #

20 |iber 110 of Conveyances Page 152,
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.LOT 11: 82 Duane Street

Lot 11 or 82 Dusne Street was bounded northedy in front by Duane Street, easterly by tand
owned by Michae! Miller, southerly by Manhatian Place {(formerly Republican Alley). and westerly
by the land of Michsel Milier. It measured in fiont and rear 26 feet and in length on each side 73

feet 7 inches.

ln 1787 the owners of Lot 11 Leonard Lispenatd, Anthony Rutgers and Mary Barclay execu-
trix to the land of Henry Earclay her late husband and Rector of Trinity Church, sold it along with
other property 10 Anthony Earclay for £5,465.'?% In 1813, Willis Merritt. a mariner, and his wife
Jemma Merritt sold the land to John Curis, a livery stable keeper, for $2.875.00. In his will dated
July 13, 1792, Andrew Van Buskerk, Jemma Mernitt's father, bequeathed this land, as well as other
territory 10 his wife and thiee surviving children.’”® On February 8, 1814 John Curtis and his wife
Ann sold Lot 11 1o Michael Miller, a distiller. for £3.260.00. On the 22nd of that month and
Michae! Miller sold the land to George Miller (his father and a distiller) for $10,500.27 This sale
seemed to be a move 10 save his land from debtors. But on Aprit 27, 1814 the New York Supreme
Court ordered Lots 11 and 12 sold at public auction. The proceeds from this sale paid Michael
Miﬁer's debtc.).rs. William K. Strong purchased Lot 11 zlso designated 82 Duane Street, along with
80 and 84 Duane Strects for £6,500.78 These piec_e_s.of land remained in Strong's possession
until July 10, 1814, when the land was partitioned énd placed in trust to Eliza Miller, George
Miliers' widow.'@® Eliza Miller, Michael Milter's widow would continue to receive 1/3 rents from 84
Duane Street during her natural life. In August 1868 William K. Stiong cofficially purchased the lot
from Catherine V. G. Miller for $1.13°

LOT 12: 80 Duane Street

r

Lo et
Lot 12 or 80 Duore Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in by =
Fa
Manhattan Place {formerly Republican Alley), westerly by Lot 11 or the land of William K. Strong.
easterly by Lot 13 or the land of Mary-Jane Lindsay Heron. It measured 25 feet in front, 25 {eet 7

inches in the rear, and 73 feet 7 inches in length.

Anthony Earclay. Mary Earclay and Leonard Lispenard sold Lot 12 1o Anthony Barclay in
1787 slong with cther property for £56,4G5. Five years Iater in 1782 Anthony Earclay, heir of Mary

Barclay, Egbert Bericon, Samuel Bayard snd John Wastts, executors of Mary Barclay, sold Lots 12

25 |iber 45 of Conveyances Fage 128,
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and 13 to John Houseman for £36.737 In 1802, Robert and wife Mary Watts sold Lot 12, along
with three other pieces of land, to Susan Barclay wife of Thomas Barclay for $1. Mr. Watts, a law
yer. previously purchased the land in 1792 from the executors of Mary Barclay and as planned re-
sold the Jand to Susan Barclay."32 The fand was sold twice on March 15, 1803: John V. Varick, a
baker, sold the land to Henry M. Van Solinger, a ph-ysician, for $2.000, and subsequently John
‘Houseman and his wife Mary resold the fand to Varick for $630.31."3® In 1807 Thomas Barclay
sold Lot 12 and another unspecified piece of land to Michael Miller, a grocer for £900. At some
unknown date Barclay had purchased the rear of Lot 12 from Henry Moore Van Solingen.13% |n
1813 Miller repurchased Lot 12 from Henry Moore Van Solingen, a physician, and his wife Lettice
for $3,000.' |t is possible that in 1813, when Michael Miller purchased Lot 12 for what ap-
peared to be a secondtime he was only buying the remaining pbnion of what came to be known
as Lot 12. On April 27, Lot 12 and Lot 11 were sold at public auction to satisfy Mr. Miller's debt-
ors. At that auction William K. Strong acquired the lot for $6,500.'%¢ The lot stayed in the posses-
sion of the Miller family as part of George Miller's estate, which William K. Strong managed in trust
for Catherine V. G. Miller {wife of:George Miller): Strong subsequently acquired -Lot- 12 along with
Lots 10 and .11 for $6,500 at a public auction held of April 27, 1858. On-July 10, 1858 Miller's
estate was partitioned between George Miller's heirs and William-K- Strong=:. According-to that ar-
raignment, Lot 12 or 80-Duane Street was:devised to Margaretd, Van Saunz37+

LOT13:. 78 Duane Street -

Lot 13 or 78 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly by
Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), easterly by the land of George A. Trautmann, and
westerly the land of Michael Miller. It measured 24 feet 7 inches in front, 25 feet 9 inches in the

rear and 73 feet 7 inches in length. 138

Lot 13 was a portion of the land that Leonard Lispenard, Anthony Rutgers and Henry Barclay
held in common. By 1787, Mary Barclay was executrix to the property of her late husband, Henry
and on December 25, 1787 these three sold Lot 13 along with other lots for £5,465 10 Anthony
Barclay, an heir of Mary Barclay.’®® In 1792 Anthony Barclay heir of Mary Barclay and her execu
tors Egbert Benson, Samuel Bayard and John Watts sold Lot 13 for £36 to John Houseman who
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with his wife Mary in 1803 sold it to John V. Varick a baker for $630.31."% |n 1830 John Curtis, a
former New Yorker then residing in Rockland, sold the lot to Giles Bushnell, a comb.'manufacturer.
for $4,500.%1 On March 2. 1847 Mr. Bushnell and wife Ann sold the land to Susan M. Miller
along with a house known as 78 Duane Street, for $10,000; and on October 18th of that year,
Susan Miller and her husband Charles sold Lot 13 to Mary Jane-Lindsay Heron for $ 10,000,142

LOT 14 : 76 Duane Street

Lot 14 or 76 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in the
rear by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), westerly by the land of Mary Jane-Lindsay
Heron, and easterly by the property of Rohlke Luerssen. Its dimensions were 24 feet 9 inches in
front and rear, 73 feet 7 inches on the westerly side, and 78 feet 11 inches on the easterly side.

Lot 14 was frequently sold and purchased between the year.s 1787 and 1862. It was also
part of the land that Leonard Lispenard, Anthony Rutgers and Mary Barclay executrix to the estate
of Henry Barclay held in common and sold to Anthony Barclay in 1787 for £5,465.7% [n 1814
Henry R. Teller of Schnectady sold the land to Margaret McCombs widow of the late John
McCombs for $338.80'* Confusion over the ownérship of the property was resolved, when in
1818 Joseph Newton the executor of the will of John 'thnson legally confirmed that Lot 14 be
longed tq Ezra C. Woodhull, a merchant. One year later James, a merchant, his wife Cornelia
Many, and Jane Johnson the wife of John Johnson sold the land to Ezra C. Woodhull for $1.15 1n
1823 Mr. Woodhull then residing in the Kings County and his wife Mary Ann sold the lot to Rich-
ard L. Walker, a physician, for $5,200.'® Thirteen years later Cornelia Walker widow of her late
husband Richard quit her claim to Lot 14 to Edward Walker, perhaps a relative of Richard Walker,
for $200. Edward Walker then sold the land in 1836 to Alwyn Bogart for $2,000.'*7 In 1839 Mr.
Bogart, a physician, sold the land to George L. Walker for $1,000. Walker also agreed to pay a
$4.000 mortgage dated March 1838 and given by Cornelia Walker, George L. Walker, Alwyn
Bogart and wife Elizabeth to John J. Christi.’*® In 1848 Peter Morris an iron founder purchased the
lot from Jane Knowles, a single woman, for $4,750. Morris agreed to pay a $3,500 mortgage
made by Jane Knowles to Eugene Bogart and dated September 1, 1838. The lot was also subject
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10 a lease held by William Walford and scheduled to expire on May 1, 1850.'° in September
1814, George L. Walker, Cornelia, and Alwyn Walker resold the land to Mrs. Knowles for
$4.750.7%° In 1851 Peter Morris and his wife Joanna sold the land to Benjamin H. Lowerre for
$6.500. Lowerre agreed to pay the $3.500 mortgage that apparently still remained on. the land.
Between 1853 and 1860 the land remained in the possession of three parties—Lowerre, Luerssen
and Trautmann. Apparently in 1851 Benjamin H. Lowerre purchased the land from the Morris's for
$1 and held the land in trust for his law partners—George A. Trautmann and Rohlke Luerssen of
the law firm, Lowerre Trautmann & Company. 5! At that time he was purchasing 74 and 76 Duane
Streets both of which had mortgages. 74 Duane Street was subject to a mortgage dated May 28,
1840 made by Cornelia Walker, Alwyn Bogart and Elizabeth L. his wife, 1o Joshua H. Van Wyck for
$4.000. 76 Duane Street was subject to a $3,500 mortgage dated September 1, 1848 made by
Jane Knowles to Eugene Bogart’® On February 24, 1853 Benjamin H. Lowerre and Anna M.
Lowerre sold some portion of this property to his two law partners, Rohlke Luerssen 153 and George
A. Trautmann, for $1.'%* Two years later George Trautmann resold a portion of this land to Rohlke
Luerssen and Benjamin H. Lowerre also-for-$1.55 In-1859 the-wife-of Mr: Lowerre, Anna, quit her
claim to her dower on this lot for $1.'%¢ Finally.in 1860 the Lowerre's sold 76-Duane Street to Ed-
ward Corning of Rye Westichester County and Jasper.E. Corning both-merchants for $25,000. The
land was still subject to-mortgages that totaled‘$19.000?and=an.assessmensﬁfo:nvidening: Duane
Street. The mortgages-included the $3.500 note.Jane-Knowles:made with Eugene-Bogartin-1848:
a $7.000 mongagé that Rohlke Levicson and Benjamin H. Lowerre-irnade-with-Géorgec-Tl’autmann
on August 1, 1855; and a $8;500 mortgage that Benjamin H. Lowerre made with Rohlke Levicson
dated October 1, 1857. It seems that the Cornings were unable to repay the mortgages in a timely
fashion because in 1862 the Supreme Court of New York sold their property at public auction, with
the proceeds going to pay the Cornings debtors who were represented by John Dowley, a mer-
chant who purchased the lot for $27,000."57 The last transaction before 1863 occurred in 1862
when Mr. Dowley sold the land to Hanson K. Corning for $27,600. The !and was still subject to the

$8.500 mortgage Lowerre made with Levicson in 1857,158
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LOT 15: 74 Duane Street

Lot 15 or 74 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in the
rear by Manhattan Place {formerly Republican Alley), easterly by the land of George A. Trautmann,
and westerly by the land of Burr Wakeman. [ts dimensions werd 25 feet in front and rear and 78

- feet 11 inches on both sides.

By 1836 Lot 15 contained 96 Duane Street,'® which in 1850 was designated 74 Duane
Street.’®° Lot 15 was also part of the fand that Mary Barclay, Leonard Lispenard and Anthony Rut-
gers held in common and sold to Anthony Barclay in 1787 for £5,465. In 1805 John McCombs, a
paver, purchased an undefined portion of that land from Henry Moore Van Solingen, a physician,
and his wife Lettice for $212.50, and nine years later in 1814 McCombs' widow Margaret pur-
chased another unspecified portion of Lot 15 from Henry R. Teller for $338.80."%" In 1816 Jane
~ Johnson and Cornelia Johnson sold the land to Francis V. Many. a grocer. for $1,250,62 On Feb-
ruary 8, 1818, with his wife Catherine Francis V. Many sold Lot 15 to Ezra C. Woodhull, a mer-
chant, for $2,000.7%% Apparently. there was some error made during this transaction because on
May 156 of that year Joseph Newton executor of the will of John Johnson confirmed and legally
transferred into Woodhull's possession Lot 15 for $1.'% In 1823 Ezra C. Woodhull and his wife
Mary Ann who were residing in Brooklyn sold the lot to .R'ichard L Walker, a physician, for $5.200.
Thirteen years later in 1836 Walker's widow, Cornelia, quit her claim to the property to Edward
Walker for $200.7%° Edward Walker and wife Ann Maria in 1836 sold the fand to Alwyn Bogart a,
physician, for $2,000;"% he sold it in 1839 to George L Walker, a merchant. for $1.000. Walker
also agreed to pay a $4.000 mortgage dated M.arch 1838 made between Cornelia Walker, George
L. Walker, Alwyn Bogart and Elizabeth L. his wife, and John . Christie.®? In 1848 Cornelia, Alwyn
and Elizabeth Walker sold the lot to George L Walker for $1,210, and two years later in 1850
George and his wife Isabella sold the land to Peter Morris for $6,125.'%8 In 1851 he and his wife
Joanna sold Lot 15 to Benjamin H. Lowerre a bértner in the law firm Lowerre, Trautmann & Com-
pany, for $8.500.'%% owerre purchased this 'piroperty in trust for his two other partners George A
Trautmann and Rohkle Luerssen for $1, and in 1853 resold to his partners for $1. In addition to
the $4,000 mortgage already on the lot, the ot was also subject to a $3,500 mortgage made in
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September 1848 by Jane Knowles to Eugene Bogart V79 in 1865 George and wife Mary H. Traut-
mann sold his portion of the property to Rohlke Luerssen and Benjamin H. Lowerre for $1;171 jn
1857 Rohlke and Dorothea Luerssen sold the property to Benjamin H. Lowerre for $1,000:172 and
he and his wife Anna M. Lowerre in 1860 sold the land to William H. Parsons and Arthur W. ‘Par-
sons, Jr. both merchants for $23,000.

LOT 16: 72 Duane Street

Lot 16 or 72 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in the
rear by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley). easterly by the land of Rohlke Luerssen, and
westerly by the iand of Uriah P. Levy. It measured in front and rear 25 feet and in length 78 feet 8

inches. V73

In 1787 Lot 16 was sold by Mary Barclay, Leonard Lispenard and Anthony Rutgers to
Anthony Barclay for £5,465."74 1n 1794 John and Jane Johnson sold the lot to Henry Fink, a la-
borer, for £80;*7% in 1797 Henry and Elenor Fink sold it to John Vreelandt, a merchant of Bergen,
New Jersey, for.$1737.5017% and on April 27. 1803 John and Mary Vreelandt sold it to John Ba-
con for $1,750.'77 On May.1,.1803: the executors-of the late John-Johnson;.Joseph-Newton and
John Clark; sold the lot to Henry Traphagen;-a carpenter; for.$750.""# The-following .year-John Ba-
con, an iron monger, purchased the {and from James and Sarah Sergeant for:$ 110;. one year later
on April 13, 1805 Henry Moore Van Solingen, a physician, and his:wife Lettice sold the lot to John
McCombs, a paver, for $212.50. On June-6th of that year John Baptiste Reboul and-wife Elizabeth
sold the land to William Simmons, a grocer, for $1,500;'7% in 1807 William and Frances Spencer
sold it to Thaddeus Smith for $2,000;%8% in 1810 Henry and Elizabeth Traphagen of Shawangunk,
Ulster sold the property to John McComb, a bricklayer, for $2,000;'%" and, in 1812 Henry R. Teller
of Schnectady, New York sold it to George Smith for $21.82 The executors of the will of John Ba-
con, his daughter Lettice Grayson, John Bacon, Jr. and Joseph Smith, a cork cutter. sold the lot to
John Mowatt, Jr., a merchant, on September 16, 1818 for $2,500;:'*? Mowatt and his wife Char-

170 Liber 688 of Conveyances Page 423; Liber 688 of Conveyances Page 425.
1 Liber 688 of Conveyances Page 427,

172 Liber 737 of Conveyances Page 519,

173 Liber 176 of Conveyances Page 49; Liber 73 of Conveyances Page 17,
174 {iber 46 of Conveyances Page 198,

75 {iber 49 of Conveyances Page 474,

126 Liber 176 of Conveyances Page 49,

77 Liber 95 of Conveyances Page 169

128 Liber 73 of Conveyances Page 17.

19 Liber 71 of Conveyances Page 68.

180 Liber 172 of Conveyances Page 194.

81 Liber 87 of Conveyances Page 167.

182 Uiber 172 of Conveyances Page 204,

183 Liber 131 of Conveyances Page 330.



Lot-Specific Conveyance History for Block 154 Page: 38

lotte sold the fand to Lettice Grayson, widow of John Grayson and daughter of the late John Bacon,
senior, for $2,500 on October 12, 1818.'®* In 1828 Peter W. Simmons a merchant and heir of
William Simmons sold the lot to Jane Simmons widow of William Simmons for $2,500.'8% By 1835
the New York Court of Chancery settled the legal disputes over the land and ordered it sold at pub-
lic auction where Elijah H. Kimball purchased it for $11,000'8¢ In 1841 Elijah and Sarah W. Kim-
ball sold the land to Jonathan H. Douglas of Waterford County. Saratoga for $6.750.'®7 In 1841
Douglas with his wife Harriet quit his claim to Lot 16 along with other land located in the 12th
Ward to Elijah H. Kimball for $6,750. The lot was subject to a mortgage of $8,000 executed by Eli-
jah H. Kimball to Martha Mowatt.’®® On January 23, 1845 merchant. Burr Wakeman and his wife
Jane J. sold Lot 16 to Eleazer Peet. a merchant, for $11,000. The lot was subject to another mort-
gage of $6,000 made by Elijah H. Kiball and Sarah his wife to James Lloyd of Boston on October 5,
1841. On February 14, 1845 Elijah {counselor at law) and Sarah W. Kimball sold Lot 16 to Burr
Wakeman, a merchant, for $11,000.78° In 1861 Eleazer and Maria C. Peet sold two leases on the
property to Barrett Ames for $1,020.50,1%° ‘

LOT 17: 70 Duane Street

Lot 17 or 70 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in the
rear by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), easterly by the land of Samuel C. Demerest,
and westerly by the land of Barrett Ames. Lot 17 mieasured 25 feet 8 inches in front, 25 feet in the
rear, 75 feet 5 inches on the eastern side, and 76 feet 8 inches to the west.

Lot 17 was conveyed comparatively few times during the late seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries. In 1787 it was sold to Anthony Barclay from Mary Barclay, Anthony Rutgers and
Leonard Lispenard for £5,465.7° In 1805 M. Magdalene Bertindite Zaire purchased the lot from
James Sergeant. a coal merchant, and wife Sarah for $1,600.%2 in 1817 Sergeant apparently sold
the same lot to Alexander Campbell, a cartman, for $900.1%® In 1835, the Court of Chancery or-
dered the lot to be sold at pi:blic auction in order to pay off its owner's debts and at that time Uriah
P. Levy of Monticello, Virginia, a lawyer, purchased it for $3,700.7%4
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LOT 18; 66 & 68 Duane Streets

Lot 18 or 66 and 68 Duane Streets were bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, south-
erly in the rear by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), on its eastern side by land of Moses
Morrison, and on its western side by the land of Uriah P. Levy. Its dimensions in front were 40 feet,

in the rear 38 feet 11 inches, and on its easterly and westerly sides approximately 76 feet.

By 1826 Lot 18 contained 88 and 90 Duane Street.'®® These street addresses remained un-
changed through September 5, 1850, when the two addresses were combined as a single address
designated 68 Duane Street.'3¢ In 1835, the building on the land was identified as Rutgers Medi-
cal College, an institution that is sporadically mentioned as part of the land description until

1858.197

Lot 18 was frequently conveyed between 1781 and 1861. "It also was part of the territory
that Mary Barclay, Leonard Lispenard and Anthony Rutgers sold to Anthony Barclay in 1787 for
£5,465.'%% [n 1802 John V. Varick, banker, sold it to Sarah G. Beekman'®® who, in 1812, appar-
ently repurchased lot 18 from Henry R. Teller of Schnectady, NY, for $91.002%° and: then sold 68
Duane street on July-26;, 1826 to David Hosack, a physician and founder of Rutgers Medica! Col-
lege. for $1,700.2°% On-that.same day Hosack-purctiased the.adjacent-house at 90 Duane Street
'~ from George-Smith;-a silver-platec.and. wife-Catherine. {or-$1.900.29% QOddiynover-the following,
years Hosack and wife Magdalena-sold the lot.and both hbuseslocate&.on-tho-landrthree:«times: in
1826, 1830; and=1831-and all-of the grantees were physicians—Valentine. Matt;- John W Francis
and William-James Macheven. The three physicians purchased the-land for $3:762.83 each.293
During January -1834- each -resold the-property to Hosack for $2,083.33“each?® and in 1835
Hosack once again sold the property but this time to Abraham M. Van Wyck (merchant) for
$13,5002 Apparently Van Wyck was unable to pay the mortgages on the premises, because during
the following year, in February, 1836, his debtors sued him. The court found on behalf of the
complainants and ordered Van Wyck to sell his land at public auction.2%® At the auction Henry H.
Elliot, a merchant, purchased the property for $15,800 and in July of that yeér sold it to another
merchant, Johnson P. Lee, for $16,750. The lot was at that time subject to a $12,000 mort-
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gage.?% In 1840 John Crumby and wife Elisa and Simeon Draper Jr. and wife Francis jointly sold
the premises to William Torrey, a merchant, and Edgcomb H. Blatchford, a lawyer, for $1. One year
later Blatchford and Torrey sold their property to Charles R. Whittemore for $1.2°7 In 1842, the
Court of Chancery ordered the land sold at public auction for $12,000 in order to satisfy unpaid
mortgages. Yet it appears Whittemore did not lose possession of the land, for in 1845 Whittemore
and wife Clara sold the property to John Jacob Ridgway, a gentleman from Philadelphia, for
$18,000. The land was subject to two mortgages: one dated July 11, 1842 and obtained by
Charles R. Whittemore from John H. Howland for $7.000: and, another dated July 11, 1842 and
obtained by Charles R. Whittemore William T. Whittemore for $3,000.2% During that same year
Ridgway and his wife Elizabeth W. sold the land to Frederick A. Coe, a counselor at law for
£18.000; and Coe sold it in 1846 to Noah Coe, presumably a relative from Greenwich, CT {who
was dead at the time of this transaction), for $5,000. The lot was subject to a mortgage of
$£17.000.2%° |n 1846 the court, in a case between Wiliam T. Whittemore (complainant) and
Charles R. Whittemore, John Jacob Ridgway, Frederick A. Coe and wife Ann Eliza {defendants),
ordered the premises sold to satisfy unpaid mortgages. The land sold for $3,500.2'° In 1850,
Williamson and his wife Susannah sold the land to Charles Starr, Jr., a merchant, for $14,250: also
during that year Starr and wife Sarah sold an unspecified portion of the land to Samuel C. Demerest
of Boston for $7,125. The land was by then subject to a $10,000 mortgage and in 1855 the Starrs
and the Demerests jointly sold the property to Elizabeth Ann Conant, wife of Claudius B. of
Brooklyn, for $24,000.2"" Two years latei Conant sold the property to Vincent-Mortimer Ayres of
Cambridge, llinois for $24,000.2'2 By 1860, Thomas Palmer who owned 68 Duane Street wished
to build a brick house but in order to do so needed the permission of the owners of the property
that lay to either side of his proposed building. He was able to secure their approval by March of
that year for $1.2'3 One year later Palmer and his wife Martha sold Lot 18—that is, 66 and 68
Duane Street—to Thomas Palmer, Jr. and his wife Anson S. of Brooklyn for $65,000.214

There seem to have been more improvements on this lot than those already examined in this
report. By 1826 there was a house on the lot. In 1835 a building called Rutgers Medical College
was located on the premises and during 1860 a party wall was constructed on its western and

eastern borders.?'® '
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LOT 20: 64 Duane Street

Lot 20 or 64 Duane Street was bounded northerly by Duane Street, on its southerly side by
Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), easterly by the land of Moses Morrison, and westerly
by the land of Samuel C. Demerest. Lot 20 measured 19 feet 7 inches in front, 20 feet in'rear, and

78 feet 6 inches westerly and easterly.

Lot 20 was conveyed in 1787 as part of a large undivided piece of territory from Mary
Barclay, Leonard Lispenard, and Anthony Rutgers to Anthony Barclay for £5,465,2% Eleven vears
later in 1798 Robert Snow and wife Susannah sold it to Edward Mitchell, a book binder, for £276.
Perhaps due to some confusion during this conveyance, in 1801 the Snows confirmed that they
had in fact sold this lot to William Spencer.?2'? In 1812 Henry R. Teller of Schnectady, New York
sold the land to Edward Mitchell, a minister, for $91. It is unclear if this is the same Edward -
Mitchell that purchased the lot in. 1798. In January of 1824 the New York Supreme Court ordered
the land sold at public auction in order to pay its owners cutstanding debts and in March of that
year confirmed that the land had been sold for $1,970 and was the rightful property of the Wash-
ington Insurance Company.?'®"One year later this-company sold the -land- to. James Englishbe, a
house carpenier-, for $2,5600. In 1836 Englishbe sold the land to Abraham H. Van. Wyck.a ‘mer-
chant, for $20,000. The-Englishbe's at~.-this--time-also.: sold. three. other: pieces-of -land .on Block
164—11 Republican- Alley, 66 Duane Street; and-22 Reade:Street—to-Van. Wyck-for-an undis-
closed sum. James Englishbe obtained a.$6,000 mortgage on.Lot 20 and. the:other.pieces-of land
from the Globe Insurance Company and another. mortgage for $5,000 on-the-same-property from
Benjamin L. Benson.2'9" Three years later.in-1839, Van Wyck sold these four. pieces of land 10 Myer
S. Myers for $22,000. Myers agreed to pay the two mortgages still on the land. The mortgages
were included as part of the property's puichase price.?2° Qddly, in 1848 Myers repurchased the
same property but from 2 different seller, Francis Englishbe. for $500.2?' In 1851 Myers sold Lot
20, by then known as 64 Duane Street, along with 66 Duane Street and 22 Reade Street, to Moses
Morrison for $33.000. Evidently Myers did nbi pay the mortgages he had agreed to pay when he
first purchased the land because both of these mortgages as well as two others for $5.000 and
$8,000 Myers made with Abraham Van Wyck remained on the property. In 1854 Morrison, a for-
mer clothier, sold the same four lots to Myer S. Myers by then a land agent, for $33,000. The
property was still subject to four mortgages of $8,000, $6,000 and two for $5,000 each.?22 |In
June of 1868 it seems Myers sold these same three pieces of land to William Inglis a counselor at
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law for $31.980. In November of that year Inglis sold the property to James Conner of Westches-
ter, New York. for $38,500%2% In 1862 the executors of the will of James Conner quit their claim to
Lots 20 and 20.5 known as 64 and 66 Duane Street for $ 1 and then sold the land to Robert Hoe
for $35,000. By 1862 there were three mortgages on the land for a total of $25.000, which

James Conner obtained from William Inglis and the Savings of Merchants and Clerks.224

The only improvement on the land seemed to occur during 1860 when Thomas Palmer se-
cured permission from the owner of the adjacent lot to construct a building on Palmer's property. It

is unclear whether Palmer was the owner of Lot 20 or owned a portion of land that traversed it.225

LOT 20.5: 62 Duane Street

Lot 20.5 or 62 Duane Street was bounded northerly in front by Duane Street, southerly in
rear by an Manhattan Place {formerly Republican Alley), easterly in part by the land of Charles L.
Cornish and the Roman Catholic Orphan Asylum, and westerly by the land of Moses Morrison. [t
measured in width in front 29 feet 2 inches, in rear 29 feet 7 inches, and in length 78 feet 6

inches.

In 1787 Lot 20.5 was sold to Anthony Barclay from Mary Barclay, Leonard Lispenard, and
Anthony Rutgers for £5,465.226 |n 1796 Richard Wilkeson, a mason, sold it to Frederick Bindover,
a yeoman, for £340.227 In 1814 Henry R. Teller of Schnectady New York and the only heir of Isaac

Teller sold it to Frederick Beinhauer, a tanner, for $300.22% In 1834 the land belonged to James

Englishbe who had purchased it in January of that same year at public auction for $6,000. In 1833
the New York Court of Chancery ordered the land to sold in order to resoive a legal dispute over the
land.22® From 1836 to 1862, Lot 20.5 followed the same conveyance history, mortgage, cost and:
land improvement history as Lot 20.

In 1836 Englishbe sold Lot 20.5 to Abraham H. Van Wyck. a merchant, for $20,000. The
Englishbe's at this time also sold three other pieces of land on Block 154—11 Republican Alley, 66
Duane Street, and 22 Reade Street—to Van Wyck for an undisclosed sum. James Englishbe ob-
tained a $6,000 mortgage on Lot 20.5 and the other pieces of land from the Giobe Insurance
Company and another mortgage for $5,000 on the same property from Benjamin L Benson.23°

Three years later in 1839, Van Wyck sold these four pieces of land to Myer S. Myers for $22,000.
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Myers agreed to pay the two mortgages still on the land. The mortgages were included as part of
the property’s purchase price.?*! QOddly, in 1849 Myers repurchased the same property but from a

different seller, Francis Englishbe, for $500.232 In 1851 Myers sold Lot 20.5, by then known as 62

Duane Street. along with 66 Duane Street and 22 Reade Street, to Moses Morrison for $33.000.
Evidently Myers did not pay the mortgages he had agreed to pay when he first purchased the land
because both of these mortgages as well as two others for $5,000 and $8.000 Myers made with
Abraham Van Wyck remained on the property. In 1854 Morrison, a former clothier, sold the same
four lots to Myer S. Myers by then a land agent, for $33,000. The property was still subject to four
mortgages of $8,000, $6,000 and two for $5,000 each.23® In June of 1858 it seems Myers sold
these same three pieces of land to William Inglis a counselor at law for $31,980. In November of
that year Inglis sold the property to James Conner of Westchester, New York, for $38,6002% |n
1862 the executors of the will of James Conner quit their claim to Lots 20 and 20.5 known as 64
and 66 Duane Street for $ 1 and then sold the land to Robert Hoe for $35.000. By 1862 there
were three mortgages on the land for a total of $25,000, which James Conner obtained from Wil-

G

liam Inglis and the Savings of Merchants and Clerks.?3% S e

LOT:21:- 60 Duane £+14 Elm Streets:s.

Lot 21 or 60 Duane and:14 Elm Streets was-bounded- northerdy-in-front:by-Duane Street,
southerly in-the rear by.an Manhanaq-Place- (formerly Republican -Alley).-easterly by Elfn Street
- (formerly Ann Street) and westerly by .the land of Moses Morrison. Lot 21 measured 24 feet 6

inches in front.-24 feet 1 inch in rear, and 45 feet on the easterly and westerly sides.

Lot 21 was conveyed nine times between 1787 and 1861. In 1787 it was sold as part of the
large territory owned in common by Mary Barclay, Leonard Lisr-Jenard and Anthony Rutgers to
Anthony Barclay for £5,465.2%¢ In 1796 Richard Wilkeson sold it to Peter Pride: in 1802 Pride, a
carpenter, sold it to David Wagstaff, a grocer, for £340; and fifty eight years later in February of
1860 a trustee of the will of David Wagstaff, Alfred Wagstaff sold the land at public auction under
orders of the New York Supreme Court. At that auction Charles L. Cornish purchased the lot for
$1,100. It seems that Henry Thomas sued Wagstaff, who was also trustee for the land of Sarah L
Schicffeln, in order to force him to sell this property.??? Its unclear whether Thomas wanted
Schicffeln's land or if in fact this and David Wagstaff's land was the same. In July 1860 Cornish, a
merchant, sold the property to William Westmore and Charles Havens both counselors at law for

23 Liber 515 of Conveyances Page 105.

L

4a3 Liber 662 of Conveyances Page 57.

234 |iber 653 of Conveyances Page 46.

235 Liber 867 of Conveyances Page 214; Liber 857 of Convayances Page 217.
236 {iber 45 of Conveyances Page 198.

237 Liber 803 of Conveyances Page 505; Lilwi 803 of Cunveyances Page 506,



Lot-Specific Conveyance History for Block 154 Page: 44

$17.500. In October of that year, Westmore and Havens sold the land to Lyman Taylor (lumber
merchant) for $16,000.2%% When Charles L. Cornish sold the land in 1860 the land was subject to
a mortgage of $17,070 that Cornish had obtained from Stephen Cambreleng, the referee in the
court case in February, 1860.2%% The mortgage apparently remained on the land throughout that
year and possibly beyond. In 1861 Charles Cornish lost his land in much the same manner that he
obtained it, that is by an order of the New York Supreme Court. The court order the land sold at
public auction in order to resolve the dispute between Cornish and Sarah Ann and Teron Send. The

land went to William C. Wetmore and Charles G. Havens, both lawyers, for $7,500.240

Lesn e

Vi
LOT 22: 12 Elm Street

Lot 22 or 12 Elm Street was bounded on the easterly side fronting Eim Street {formerly Ann
Street), westerly in the rear land belonging to Moses Morrison, northerly by the land of Charles L.
Cornish, and southerly by Manhattan Place {formerly Republican Alley}). lis dimensions were 24

feet in width and 31 feet in length in front and rear,

There afe six deeds of conveyance for this lot. On February 18. 1796 Richard and Elizabeth
Wilkeson (his wife) sold Lot 22 to Peter Pride for £340 (approximately $850).2%' Lot 22 is de-
scribed in this deed as being part of a larger land mass that was once used as the Africans’ Burial

‘Ground™.

~ On March 19, 1803 James Robertson and Catherine Robertson (his wife) sold this same land
to Peter Pride {carpenter) for $1,375.29? Eleven years later, on June 6, 1814, Henry R. Teller of
Schnectady sold the same land to Joseph Earle (measurer) for $491.71.24% By that time Lot 22 is
designated 12 Eim Street.- On April 20, 1832 Joseph Earle and Phebe Earle {(his wife) sold Lot 22
to James McAdam (grocer) for $2,150.244

On October 14, 1851, Mary McAdam (widow of James McAdam)} and William H. Creagh
{Executor of James McAdam's will} quit their claim to the land and transferred it to the Roman
Catholic Orphan Asylum. In accordance with the will of James McAdam dated July 13, 1836, Wil-
liam H. Creagh was appointed executor of the McAdam estate which included his land holdings on
Lot 22. McAdam bequeathed Lot 22 to his children. Since all his children died before they
reached age twenty-one years, Lot 22 or 12 Elm Street reverted to the Roman Catholic Orphan's

Asylum, an action that was in keeping with the provisions of McAdam's will. According to these
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provisions the Roman Catholic Orphan's Asylum could not sell the land but were to use the pro-
ceeds from rents collected on the land for its benefit. Also, Mary McAdam was to receive her 1/3

right of dower paid to her by 1/3 the rents of the same land.24%

The final deed records a party wall agreement made between Thomas Palmer and U.P. Lewvy
on March 1, 1860. This deed does not detail the events which led to U.P. Levy's acquisition of the
land. It does, however, explain that the "brick and stone” wall being erected from Duane Street to
Manhattan Place would be for the mutual benefit and use of both Palmer and Levy (and their heirs)
forever. Repairs would also be made at the mutual and equal expense of Levy and Palmer.246 '

- "'"..
EAL S

LOT 23: 16 Reade Street

Lot 23 or 16 Reade Street was bounded s'outherly fronting Reade Street, northerly in the rear
by Manhattan Place (form_erly Republican Alley), easterly by EIm Street, and westerly by the land of
Guillaume Preaut. Its dimensions were 18 feet 3 inches in the front and rear, 76 feet 2 inches on

the westerly side and 76 feet-on-the-eastesly-side.

There ar.e nine recorded deeds-of conveyance concerning Lot 23 or 16 Reade Street. This lot
was never conveyed independently..The first conveyance \.Nas between-lsaa¢.Van Vieck-and Charles
White, but the deed documenting .that transaction i_smissfng.-frbm- the municipal archive. The next
recorded deed of conveyance dated:March- 18, 1814 indicates that Henry R. Teller of Schnectady,
NY sold Lot 23 to Mark Gunton for $2,417.91. In this transaction Lot 23 was sold along with-four

additional tracts of land. 2%

It is unclear how long the land remained in the possession of Mark Gunton énd/or his heirs;
however, on January 16, 1848, William C. Russell {Counselor at Law), Richard Busteed (Counselor
at Law), and Cornelia F. Busteed (his wife) quit their claim to0 1/3 share of Lot 23 and three other
pieces of land to Peter McAntee and Ellen Gillespie (wife of Thomas Gillespie) for $1.24®  Six
months later on July 6, 1848, Peter McAntee and Mary McAntee (wife of Peter) resold the same
four lots (including Lot 23) to William Russell and Richard Busteed for $1.24% On February 4. 1854,
Lot 23 was escheated?*® to the state of New York. John Gunton (apparently an heir of Mark Gun-
ton) had failed to pay his taxes, and the state confiscated his land and sold it to Walter S.

Church.25?
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On May 29, 1887, the heirs of B. Clarke and John Gunton {lsaac F. Fourette, Hannah M.
Clarke. Ann M. Gunton, William B. Gunton, Gerardus B. Gunton, Charles E. Beaumont, Mary M.
"Fourette, Bartlett V. Clarke, and John M. Gunton (deceased)) sold five pieces of tand {including Lot
23) to Walter S. Church for $3.728.58. On that same day, May 28, 1857, Susan L. Pethick (one of
the heirs of John Gunton) and Thomas Pethick sold the same five pieces of land to Walter L Church
~ for $621.42, Finally on December 16, 1857 Gerardus B. Gunton {another heir of John M. Gunton)
sold the same five pieces of land to Walter S. Church for $650.00. Mr. Church paid $5,000.00 for
the five pieces of land, which included Lot 23.

LOT 24: 18 & 18 1/2 Reade Streeat

Lot 24 or 18 and 18.5 Reade Street was bounded southerly in front by Reade Street. north-
erly in the rear by Manhattan Place {formerly Republican Alley), westerly by the ground of Thomas
Morrell, and easterly by the ground of William Russell and Richard Busteed. Its dimensions were
32 feet 3 inches in rear, 31 feet 10 inches in front, 76 feet 2 inches on the east side, and 76 feet 6
inches on the westerly side.

On December 1, 1814 George Brinckerhoff (codnseior) purchased Lot 24 from Hnery R. Teller
for $1.701.49. Several months later, on May 1, 1815 George Brinckerhoff and his wife Elizabeth B.
Brinckerhoff sold the land to Ezra Ludlow {mason) for 33.8_00.""52 On June 11, 1818 Ezra Ludlow
and his wife Rachel Ludlow obtained a mortgage on the land for $4,000 plus 7% per annum inter-
est from the Franklin Fire Insurance Company.25% On July 27, 1819 they resold the lot to George
and Elizabeth Brinckerhoff for $500.00, upon the condition that the Brinckerhofis accept the re-
sponsibility for the mortgage and indemnify the Ludlows for any further responsibility for repaying
the mortgage.?® On July 23, 1822, the Brinckerhoffs once again sold Lot 24 in conjunction with
three other pieces of land (one piece each in the 6th and 8th Wards and in Flushing, Queens) to
Abraham Brinckerhoff (his father) for $32,000.2°% Apparently the Brinckerhoffs failed to pay the
mortgage after they had repurchased the land from the Ludlows. Consequently, on October 14,
1823, the Franklin Fire Insurance Company asked the President, Directors and Company of the
Bank of New York to release their judgment of $4.790.65 (the amount of the mortgage plus 7%
annual interest) against the Brinckerhofis' property in order to foreclose the mortgage for $4,000
originally granted to Ezra Ludlow. The officers of the Bank of New York, by a judgment of the Su-
preme Court delivered on September 17, 1823, ordered the Brinckerhoffs to pay $4.790.65 in
damages and costs, which they aso failed 10 pay.25¢ As a result of the Brinckerhoffs' default on the
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mortgage, the fand was auctioned and sold to the highest bidder John Careme on January 28,
1824 for $4,000.27 The Brinckerhoffs' pattern of quick sale and repurchase of real estate located
on Block 154 indicates that they may have been land speculators, who purchased land in order to
make a quick profit in reselling it. As a result of the Panic of 1819, which the real estate market did
not recover from until 1824, George Brinckerhoff probably would not have profited much if he had
sold the land. The sale of Lot 24, in conjunction with some of his other land holdihgs. to his father
was probably the action of a speculator who was trying to avoid paying damages.

On May 1, 1836, approximately two year after Mr. Careme purchased Lot 24 (18 Reade
Street), Anthony Bouyee {Executor of the will of John Careme) sold the land to Pierre Petit. who re-
sided there in 18386, for $10,000.

On May 20, 1846, Thomas Morrell (of 20 Reade Street) and Y. Petit and Guillaume Preaut
[Administrators of the Estate of P. Petit owner of 18 Reade Street) agreed to construct and share
the cost of building a wall between 20 and 18 Reade Street for a total of $150.00.258

LOT 25: 20 Reade -Street .

Lot 25 or 20 Reade Street-was bounded..southerly:-in:front- by:Reade:Street;.northerly in-rear
)y Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley),; westerly by the -ground-of:by:-Meses:Morrison;-and
1asterly by the ground of Guillaume-Preaut.. Its dimensions were 25 feet 2° |nches in-reas, 25 feetin
ront, and 76 feet 6 inches in length on each:sides:-

There are eight indenture of conveyances for Lot 25 or 20 Reade Street. The first indenture
vas a trust deed executed on February 7, 1797; Richard Wilkeson (mason) and his wife Elizabeth
Vilkeson sold this land for 10 shillings to William Fossbrook, who was to hold it in trust and resell
he land in order to pay the Wilkesons' debts. Richard Wilkeson incurred four mortgages on the
ind: one for £500 owed to William Alexander, and three to Thomas Dodds for £400 dated January
. 1796, £600 dated June 4, 1796 and £300 dated August 18, 1796. He also held two other
ebts: one for £206 and 15 shillings {creditor not mentioned) and one for £25 owed to John
leight, K.C. Pursuant to a judgment of the Supreme Court. (which Thomas Dodd initiated to se-
ure his money) William Fossbrook sold Wilkeson's land and gave the proceeds to his debtors.25? 1t

i not known who purchased Lot 20 from Mr. Fossbrook, but on May 7, 1797 Quintin Miller and
mme his wife sold a portion of Lot 25 to Thomas Dodds for an unspecified surn.26°

On March 13, 1814, Henry R. Teller of Schnectady, NY (who inherited the land from lsaac
eller) sold Lot 25, along with Lots 32 and 33 on Block 154, 10 Thomas Daft, Olivia Daft (of .

7 iber 173 of Conveyances Page 226,
8 Liber 476 of Conveyances Page 269.
9 Liber 53 of Conveyances Page 410.

0 tibor 472 of Conveyances Page 169,
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Newark, NJ) and Mary Daft (Newark, NJ) for $2,843.57.¢7 Twenty-six years later, on January 17,
1846, Thomas Daft and his wife Mary Daft and Olivia Daft and Mary Daft (Newark, NJ) as devisee.
of Thomas and Mary Dodds sold Lot 25 or 20 Reade Street to Thomas Morrell for $5,550.252 QOn
June 7, 1852, John Morrell quit his claim to several pieces of land, including Lot 25 on Block 154
as well as other land in the 6th Ward (his other pieces of land were located in other wards and in

Upstate, NY) for $1 and transferred it to Thomas Morrell {merchant), 263

As a result of his ensuing marriage to Julia A. Jucho, Thomas Morrell decided on October 20,
1853, to convey his land to his wife-to-be in a manner in which he could intervene to protect his
family’s real estate interest. The land at this time was valued at about $25,000, which explains Mr.
Morrell's prudent precautions. According to this arrangement, the soon-to-be wife would receive
the land after the marriage, and at her death the land would go to their children. Should Julia
Jucho and her children die then the fand would go to the heirs of Thomas Morrell. In the event of
Thomas Morrell’s death, Julia Jucho could lease the land for 21 years and the trustees could be
discharged (if tﬁey felt unable to handle the responsibility of the land) and new trustees would be
appointed. Finally, on May 21, 1855, Helen M. Morrell and Vannes W. Gerard {Mrs. Morrell's attor-
ney) quit her claim to this land for $5,000 and transferred ownership to William Jucho (Julia A.
Jucho's father} and William Hall trustees by a deed dated October 20, 1863.284

On May 20, 1846, Thomas Morrell and Y. Petit and Guilliaume (Administrators of the Estate
of P. Petit, owner of 18 and 18.5 Reade Streét) agreed to construct and divide the cost of building a
wall between 20 and 18.5 Reade Street for a total cost of $150.26%

LOT 26: 22 Reade Street

Lot 26 or 22 Reade Street was bounded southerly in front by Reade Street, northerly in rear
by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), on the easterly side by the land of Thomas Morrell,
and on the westerly side by the land of Smith W. Anderson. Lot 26 measured 25 feet 2 inches in
front and rear, 76 feet 10 inches on the westerly side and 76 feet 6 inches on the easterly side.

There are 16 indentures of conveyances recorded for Lot 26 or 22 Reade Street duriﬁg the
relevant period. On February 28, 1799 Arthur Smith (bricklayer} and Jane Smith (his wife) sold the
rear portion of Lot 26 to Hugh McCormick (laborer) for $450. One year |ater on June 3, 1800 the
Smiths sold the front part of the lot to Brockholst Livingston, Esquire for $1,400.266

261 Liber 105 of Conveyances Page 207.

262 5ber 472 of Conveyancas Page 169.

263 Liber 653 of Conveyances Page 489,

264 Liber 38 of Conveyances Page 525; Liber 687 of Conveyances Page 382,
255 {iber 476 of Conveyances Page 259.

£eh Liber 75 of Conveyancas Page 348.
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On April 15, 18086, Brockholst Livingston, Esq. and his wife Ann Livingston sold the portion of
Lot 26 fronting Reade Street to Vincent Faure, Gentleman, for $2,500;2%7 5nd, six years later, on
August 13, 1812 Hugh McCormick {laborer) and his wife Nancy McCormick sold the rear portion of
the lot to Matthew Banks (blacksmith) for $950,258

On September 16, 1817, Dennis O'Harrighty and Garret Byrne {Executors of the will of Hugh
McCormlck) and Hugh McCormick sold their rear portion of the lot to James Englishbe {carpenter)
for $452. The two parties agreed that a gangway lying on the east side of Lot 26 would be a mu-

tual benefit to the proprietors and their neighbors to the east.26?

On March 26, 1819, Brockholst Livingston {lawyer) and Catharine Livingston his wife sold the
front portion of Lot 26 to James Englisbe, who already owned the rear portion of the lot.27¢ By
1819 Lot 26 had been designated 22 Reade Street. On May 2, 1836, James Englishbe and his
~vfe Mary Englishbe sold Lot 26 with three other pieces of land to Abrgham H. Van Wyck,
merchant), for $20,000. The land involved in this transaction was subject to a mortgage for
56,000, which the Globe Insurance Company held against James Englishbe's title to the land. Also,
3enjamin L Benson held an additional mortgage for $5,000 on-Englishbe's land 271

Abigail-Faure {(widow-of Vincent Faure) and Sophia_ Faure-(probably Vincent Faure's daughter)
eceived $1 each in payment for quitting-their. claim to-Lot-26 and transferring. their-titie to the Jand
o Abraham Van Wyck.. This settlement-resolved the-dual-claim of Vincent:Faure (and.his heirs) and
\braham Van Wyck-to Lot-26, which botir parties had purchased from Brockholst Livingston in
806 and 1836 respectively.

On March 11, 1839, Abraham Van Wyck (rr;erchant) and his wife Ellen C, Van Wyck sold the
Jur pieces of land {including Lot 26} to Myer S. Myers for $22,000.272 The property was still sub-
1ct to two mortgages.?’® On October 17, 1851, Myer S. Myers and his wife Matilda Myers sold
ot 26 or 22 Reade Street along with 6 4 and 66 Duane Street to Moses Morrison for $33,000.
ot 26 and the other properties were now subject to two additional mortgages: one for $5.000
xecuted by Myer S. Myer and his wife to Abraham Van Wyck on February 13, 1857 and the sec- -
1d for $8,000 dated March 1839 also executed by Myer S. Myers and his wife to Abraham H. Van
tyck 274

On April 1, 1854 the late Moses Morrison (clothier) and his wife Sarah Morrison soid 64 and
3 Duane Street and 22 Reade Street {Lot 26) to Myer S. Myers (land agent) for $33,000. The

7 Liber 75 of Conveyances Page 350,

® Liber 99 of Conveyances Page 525.

9 Uiber 125 of Conveyances Page 116,

0 tiber 140 of Conveyances Page 57.

! Liber 354 of Conveyances Page 326,

2 Uber 392 of Conveyances Page 460.
leor 354 of Conveyances Page 326.
L!bor 584 of Conveyances Page 616,
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land was still subject to four mortgages and taxes and assessments and on June 8, 1858, Myer S.
Myers and his wife Matilda sald the same three lots to William Inglis {counselor at law) for
$31,980. Finally, on February 1, 1860 William inglis sold Lot 26 (22 Reade Street) to Alexander T.
Stewart (merchant) for $21,646. This transaction was subject to all taxes and assessments con-
firmed after October 6, 1859 and also subject to an agreement relating 10 a party wall agreement

between William Inglis and Thomas Morrell dated November 21, 1859. . .

LOT 27: 24 Reade Street

Lot 27 or 24 Reade Street was bounded southerly in front by Reade Street, northerly in the
rear by Manhattan Place (formerly Republican Alley), westerly by the ground of Oliver Young, and
easterly by the grour.d of Moses Morrison. The dimensions of Lot 27 were 25 feet in the front and

rear, 76 feet 10 inches on the easterly side and 77 feet 1 inch on the westerly side.

There are six recorded indentures of conveyances for Lot 27 or 24 Reade Street. On July 13,
1759 Henry H. Kip quit his claim to Lot 27 to Daniel Denniston (of Pumpton, Morris County, NJ) for
10 shillings.2’> On April 30, 1814 Henry R. Teller of Schnectady, NY sold the lot to Robert Snow
(inspector of pot and pearl ashes) for $2,836.65.

The next recorded conveyance of Lot 27 or 24 Réad'e Street does not occur until January 19,
1861, when Smith W, Anderson (of Westchester, NY) sold Lot 27 along with other unspecified
pieces of land to Harriet Ann Anderson for $12,000.27¢

At a special term of the Supreme Court of the State of New York held on February 24, 1863
at City Hall the court declared that a portion of Lot 27 be sold at a public auction in order to satisfy
the complaint against Katherine C. Anderson and other unnamed defendants. On April 16, 1863
John B. Haskin (referee) executed the court's order and sold a portion of Lot 27 to Charles E. Butler
for $16.000. '

On Aprit 22, 1863, James Kip Anderson (of Green Bay, Wisconsin) and Harriet-Buchanan
Anderson (also of Green Bay, Wisconsin) quit their claim in Lot 27 to Charles E. Butler for $1.277
Several days later on May 1, 1863 John B. Haskin (referee} and John Schuyler, et al., defendants
sold Lot 27 to Charles E. Butler for $16,000.27® Finally, on May 15, 1863, Charles E. Butler and
Susan R. S. Butler sold the same portion of Lot 27 to Alexander T. Stewart for $16,000.272

275 |iber 545 of Conveyances Page 303.
276 |iber 829 of Conveyances Page 331.
i Uber 871 of Corivevances Page 689,
278 |iber 880 of Conveyances Page 206.
279 |iber 884 of Conveyances Page 61.



Lot-Specific Conveyance History for Block 154 Page: 51

LOT 28: 26 Reade Streat

Lot 28 or 26 Reade Street was bounded southerly by Reade Street, northerly by Manhattan
Place {formerly Republican Place), easterly by the land of Smith W. Anderson, and westerly by the
land of Gilbert Giles. It measured 25 feet in front and rear, 77 feet 1 inch on the eastérly side and

77 feet 4 inch on the westerly side.

There are nine deeds of conveyances for Lot 28 or 26 Reade Street. The first conveyance of
this land occurred on July 23, 1795, when Henry H. Kip (Gentleman), Isaac Van Vieck (Gentleman),
John Kip {cordwainer) and Samuel Kip, Esq. sold Lot 28, along with cther pieces of land (Lots 2. 64,
and 9 of the Bancker Map), to James J. Kip {merchant) for £1.425 or ahproximately $3,662.50.280

On March 8, 1814 Henry R. Teller (of Schnectady, NY) sold the land to William Simmons
(grocer) for $1,343.28.281 The land known as 26 (formerly 15) Reade Street remained in Simmons'
possession until he died on or about July 8, 1828. Upon his death, he bequeath each of his chil-
dren and heirs—William Simmons, Sarah Ann Berdan, John A. Simmons, Sophia Simmons, Adelia
Ludlam, Jane Simmons-Jr. David -Simmons-and Peter W. Simmons~—an undivided::1 /8th share of
26 Reade Street.. His heirs became tenants in common; white-Jane Simmons (widow-of-William
Simmons) released her dower, 1/3rd of the land, for a considerationof $3.1 30,265,282~

Interestingly..on April-13 or Junex1," 1 830.Charles'Graham,.Esq.;: John "DJacquess (physician)
and Lewis Hartman {Commissioner) sold-26 Réade Street--to:.Edmond:‘Hanman-(merchant)ifor.an un-
known sum. Itis:unclear how long this-fand remained-in-the-possession-of. Mr. Hartman;:however,
on February 22, 1833, the children and heirs at law-of William Simmons-quit-their-claim to 26
Reade Street to Oliver Youngs (dry good merchant) for $10.283 Young also paid Jane Simmons
$7.500 for the property.2%* This payment represents 2/3rd the value of the land since the children
and heirs of William Simmons gave Mrs. Jane Simmons 1/3¢d the value of the Iénd ($3.130.25) on
May 24, 1830. In sum, Oliver Young paid a total of $10,640.25 for 26 Reade Street.

On March 13, 1856, Qliver Young (farmer in Orange County) and Maria Young (his wife) sold
Lot 28 or 26 Reade Street to Charles E. Butler (counselor at law) for $13,000. The property was at
that time subject to an indenture of mortgage dated May 16, 1854 and made by Oliver and Maria
Young to the executors of the will of Frederick Gedhard (deceased) for $7,000 pius 6% interest per
annum.28 One week later on March 20, 1856, Charles E, Butler and his wife Susan R. S. Butler
. sold 26 Reade Street) to Alexander T. Stewart {merchant) for $13,100.286

280 Liber 141 of Conveyances Page 15.
287 Liber 105 of Conveyances Page 266.
282 iher 105 of Conveyances Page 392,
283 Uber 294 of Conveyances Page 70.
i Liber 294 of Conveyances Page 71.
283 Liber 702 of Conveyances Page 454.
=86 Liber 699 of Conveyances Page 469,



Lot-Specific Conveyance History for Block 154 Page: 52

On November 22, 1859 Alexander T. Stewart entered into a party wall agreement with
Gitbert Giles (owner of 28 Reade Street).287 The dimensions of the wall were 10 feet in height, 101
feet in length, and 24 inches in depth. According to this agreement the person responsible for
damage to the wall would pay the costs for its repair.

287 {ihar 790 of Conveyances Page 635; Liber 826 of Conveyances Page 56.
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Bibliographical Essay

The research for this study was conducted in four principal locations: the Hall of Records at
€ Office of the Clerk of the County of New York. the Microfilm Room of the New York Public
brary, the Archives of the City of New York in the Surrogate's Court Building, and New York Uni-
rsity's Bobst Library.

Deeds and other probate records located in the Hall of Records at the Office of the Clerk of
e County of New York provide the basic documentary sources for the site-specific histories con-
ned in this report. The deeds are indexed in volumes called "Libers," which record the liber and
ge of the deed (information necessary to find the its actual text), the Grantor and Grantee, the
ok date,” and finally the transaction type. With this information one is able to find the actual
<t of the deed which recorded transactions between Persons or institutions that affected a given
:ce of land. The deeds record the parties to the transaction, sometimes recording their occupa-
n and relations to one another: the size, dimensions, and in most cases the relative location of a
¢ of land; the cost of the transaction; material features such as improvements and houses with
ir corresponding street numbers; the type of transaction (e.g. quit claim, party wall agreement,
zase of dower, etc.); the conveyance history of the piece of land, which sometimes stretches
7 the seventeenth century down to:-the present: and.-other supplementary information such as
presence and cost of any mortgages or the presence of any.-tenants on the land. These.records
eal a rich historical record with respect to the changing cost of land, its ownership, and its
nographic changes.-

The deeds are however not without their limitations and inaccuracies. The relative unimpor-
ce attached to marking boundaries showed in the lack of care with which the municipality re-
ded these eérly deeds. Although deeds were drawn up between individuals prior to the eight-
th century, few of these early deeds are recorded in the Clerk's Office due to the absence of
itutional structures that had as their main purpose the recording of deeds and other probate
>rds. For this reason, the only way 10 obtain deeds and other records relating to the transfer of
estate during the early colonial period, is to search the papers of colonial families preserved at
1 historical societies and other archives. in addition to missing early deeds, inaccurate tran-
ation of the class of transaction and additional information presents a significant though infre-
nt problem; transactions that were recorded as regular sales were sometimes in fact quit
ns. Finally, deeds that pertained to Block 154 were occasionally not indexed under the deeds
3lock 154. Only a careful review of the text of the deeds yielded the information needed to fill
1€ gaps in the deed book.

The City Directories for New York City in the Microfilm Division at the New York Public Library
1 invaluable source documenting Block 154's demographic profile. Commencing in 1786 the

“York City directories provided a service crucial to a nascent capitalist municipality: it provided
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nformation necessary to the conduct of business in an urbanizing and industrializing center such as

Jew York City following the war for independence.

The City Directories were analogous to present-day business directories and telephone books.
‘he City Directories contained the name of the head of households at each address and his or her
secupation. This simple and straight forward preséntation of information can however present a
sroblem. Due to the everchanging character of the city, house numbers frequently changed or
fisappeared. For example, in order for the city to widen Reade Street a piece of the lower portion
o Block 154 was taken, thus obliterating a portion of Lot One of Blbck 154 that was 288 Broad-
~ay. Last and most important. the City Directories do not, for any given year, represent a complete
isting of all the city's inhabitants. Carefully used however, these documents can yield a wealth of

nformation concerning the demographic profile of New York City sueets and neighborhoods.

The last set of records used were The Minutes of the Common Council. In addition to the two
ndexed volumes in book form at New York University's Bobst Library, the unabridged letters, peti-
ions, remonstrances, and declarations are located at the Archives of the City of New York in the
Surrogate's Court Building. These documents provided a rich source of information pertaining to
appeals put b.efore the Corporation of the City of New York in general, as well as official declara-
lions with respect to Block 154 and the African's Burial Ground. Although they are indexed, re-
search in the Minutes of the Common Council requires patience for the sheer volume of information
contained in the minutes and the poor manner in which that information is crossreferenced pre-
-snts a daunting research project. Moreover, the published volumes of the abridged Minutes of the
Common Council contain the sort of ambiguities found in all abridged documents. Fortunately
however, some of the unabridged minutes still survive at the Archives of the City of New York.
Many times the unabridged Minutes filled in crucial pieces of information that were missing from
the p:;blished accounts. As with most archival tools though, the unabridged Minutes present their
own difficulties. For example, they are indexed by date but only until 1800 when they are placed in
folders that correspond to central themes. Thus, in order to find a document relating to any particu-
lar subject before 1800 one must search through several folders. And even though they are in-

dexed the system used is chronological and not topical.
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