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The Shantytowns of Central Park West: Fin de siècle squatting in American cities.
In two later chapters of his recent book, Shadow Cities, Robert Neuwirth connects the twenty-first century phenomenon of squatter cities in the global south to examples of squatting in the United States in the nineteenth century, and although he does so to give legitimacy to the squatters of today he also effectively demonstrates how completely the historical importance and scale of squatting in American cities is forgotten.
 Despite the ample evidence that squatting and shantytowns were once very common in American cities their influence upon the development of the built environment and the importance of squatting as a source of housing to the working poor are almost completely unknown. 
This article argues that there was in fact substantial squatting in many nineteenth century American cities, a circumstance that has been generally overlooked as an influence upon the development of the urban landscape. The evidence presented here is admittedly circumstantial, but convincing in its volume. In making this argument I refer to recent work suggesting that the territorial expansion of cities in the late-nineteenth century kept the relationships between cities and their suburbs in a constant state of flux and that the formation of the metropolitan landscape is more contingent than widely assumed.
 As demonstrated by the evidence of opportunistic shantytown developments throughout Greater New York in the last decades of the nineteenth century, the distinction urban historians draw between urban and periurban are too conveniently represented as bounded, orderly, and controlled. Instead, large portions of the leading edge of development emerge as areas organizing beyond the disciplining forces most commonly given credit for creating the urban built environment, a lacuna of enforcement allowing for opportunistic development with long-lasting effects on the metropolitan landscape. 
There are several structural factors in the context of the United States that conspire to make squatters particularly difficult to track and document through the historical record. Most formative is a body of laws and culture that are in certain circumstances very forgiving of squatting and as a rule assigns land title to the person in physical possession of a property under the common law principle of adverse possession. In severity, the legal tradition in the United States falls between the extremes of the outright criminalization of squatting in Scotland and South America, and the enabling statutes of the Netherlands and England where set procedures exist to quickly transfer title from a negligent owner to a squatter in possession of a property for a period as short as a year.
 The period that a person is required to be in residence or otherwise acting as the possessor of a parcel varies by era, and in a trend of gradual increase. Furthermore, in the United States the legal proceedings leading up to the eviction of a squatter are described as matters of evictions, trespass, and conflict over title rather than a recognizable criminal proceeding against ‘jumping a claim’.
 Because only one valid title can be on record at a given time, the land tenure system of the United States ensures that a title obtained through squatting is indistinguishable from a title obtained in another fashion without a search of the land abstract. These circumstances conspire against a search of squatter evictions through a title search or court records.  For that reason the most readily available sources of information are local newspapers rather than formal court records and deed registers. Newspapers also have the added advantage of brevity, but are rich enough in narrative detail to establish a most of the important facts of a case, and the goodly number of subjective judgments woven through many reports makes for a useful and often entertaining context. 
Enabling Squatters

 Vigorous enforcement of housing and building codes, permits, and a strong real estate market demanding evidence of clear title largely prevent squatter settlements and shantytowns from being features of the American city today, but those controls developed as a response to a looser legal climate and less rigorous control of land during the nineteenth century when an atmosphere openly permissive of ‘squatters’ of various stripes prevailed.
 Vacant properties, unattended speculative investments, unimproved or marginal lands, or defunct farms within some distance of a city were an invitation to squatters who could eventually prove title through outlasting their opposition. When the term of occupancy exceeded the statute of limitations or involved some large and respectable population this could be a passive transition. This was the case in Kansas City, Missouri, where in 1888 squatters were able to acquire title to parcels in the southern portion of the city. 
As the New York Times reported:

Although her husband owned large tracts of land by entry made in due form
, numerous squatters settled on them and through the negligence of the original owner procured squatter titles. After his death a few years ago friends of his widow persuaded her to attempt to dispossess the claimants. The city was built on part of the land, and thousands of titles seemed about to be unsettled. The higher courts decided that the widow had slept upon her rights so long that her claim was void through the statute of limitation.
 

Similar suits concerning squatters on public lands were a common item of court business, and in one instance outside of the United States pitted the population of Regina, Saskatchewan against the Canadian government. In a dramatic confrontation in 1884 a community of squatter-settlers traveled 1300 miles to disrupt a public auction of their homes, and eventually forced the Canadian government to surrender its claims to what was technically public land.
 Other squatters were equally, if not more, fortunate appropriators of public lands. This would include the aristocratic examples of East St. Louis, Illinois, where the city was platted upon the site of a squatter claim made early in the century and became the basis of the St. John family fortune
; and the west side of Beacon Hill in Boston, Massachusetts where founders of five of the first families of the city apparently took possession of vacant scrubland shortly after the Revolution without ever filing claims alienating the land from the Commonwealth.
 Other ambitious but less successful squatters fought spectacular battles with police and courts to retain possession of their homes. This includes the notorious example of Captain Streeter of Chicago, who parlayed a stranded barge in Lake Michigan off the Near North side into an organized, independent, self-governing community that battled police sent to evict the squatters in a fierce series of street fights early in the 1890s and court battles lasting until the Captain’s death in 1925.
 Some squatters proved to be more mobile, placing their homes on rollers or living in gypsy-like caravans and were able to remove to a new squat elsewhere. Other squatters were repeatedly evicted, only to reclaim their former homesteads with such tenacity that in time they achieved permanency. Such was the case of the mid-century Swedish and Irish colonies of Chicago that occupied the area bounded on the east by downtown, the north by Erie Avenue and, south by the Chicago River. The colony was so persistent that after decades of battles with city authorities they achieved a kind of common law title that endured for decades, ended only by the general dislocation and rearrangement following the 1871 fire.
  
Some aspects of shanty life have made their way into the urban literature, but have not been adequately addressed as a common mode of worker housing in the United States, being viewed instead as an exception rather than a normal part of the industrial city. One confounding feature is that many squatters intentionally replicated the local patterns of lots and streets when occupying open land or most commonly inserted themselves into gaps in the built landscape. By so conscientiously fitting into the cityscape many accomplished one primary goal of squatting - being overlooked. Taking care to fit into the fabric of the built environment also removes objections that their homes obstruct city byways or future developments, circumstances that would lead to an action by the city government. The advantages of conformity also work in the other direction as well, and deviations from the norm by landholders were sometimes cited as justifications for an invasion.
 
As expected, stories of residents failing to obtain a defensible title are much more common than the alternative and the label of squatter becomes increasingly common and derogatory after 1880, so much so that the word develops a reflexive usage applicable to almost any eviction by the end of the century.  The implication is that the representation of squatters one gets from news reports is somewhat prejudicial and prone to tropes. As is evident in the next section reporters almost always represented the typical squatter as poor, ethnic, ignorant, and generally standing in the path of progress; even when the details of situation contradict those assessments. In many cases the squatters appear remarkably well informed of their rights, and well able to defend themselves. The following example from 1888 is illustrative:
The projectors of the great H[olland] Tunnel declare that they have encountered a singular obstacle to further progress of their work. Just after work had been suspended, in consequence of the memorable air-lock incident, Peter Johnson [erected and occupied a shanty] at the foot of Fifteenth st., Jersey City. When the tunnel promoters contemplated resuming work they found the entrance to the tunnel blocked by this shanty. They ordered Johnson to remove the building, but he refused. Then the company purchased a mortgage he had given against his holding and foreclosed against it. Before the sale day he appeared with the money and wiped out the obligation. Finally they began a suit of ejectment against him in the first district court of Jersey City. He certioraried
 the proceedings, and they have since been discontinued. What move the company will next make remains to be seen. They claim, however that till the shanty is taken away it will be impossible for them to get into the tunnel to resume work.

Newspapers accounts also highlight how normal the chaotic landscape of land titles and tenure enabling squatters was to the writers, and presumably to the reader, and how disinterested they were in reforming the system. Although it is hard to argue that the remarkable indifference of the citizenry to squatting should be read as approval, it is apparent that societal indifference made the risks inherent in building on and improving property without a clear title worthwhile. It is also clear that other motivations to try squatting lay in the context of a world of work characterized by low job security, volatile and seasonal pay, and frequent lay-offs and lock-downs. It is along this thread that the squatter colonies at the urban fringe of nineteenth century American cities and the shantytowns of the developing world today are most firmly connected. The North American squatter exploited similar conditions to those surrounding Mumbai or São Paulo with what appears to be the very similar result of informal settlements blossoming haphazardly and mushroom-like in many industrial cities. As the accounts of the squatter colonies of Greater New York demonstrate, the surplus of marginal land and abandoned speculative properties provided endless opportunities to persons attempting to remain undetected for the time needed to establish legal tenure and then profit greatly once the title of the site was proven.
 Even without title many squatters successfully subdivided and sold lots, or built houses for rental. This speaks loudly to the length and security of squatter ownership, as do the repeated mentions of squatters having lived in a location for decades and raising families. 
New York and Brooklyn
New York City and Brooklyn are natural starting points for any discussion of squatting in North America. The frequent high-profile campaigns to clear squatter colonies in and around New York City and Brooklyn beginning in the 1880s and continuing for several decades attracted a degree of local and national attention unparalleled in any other region. Although highly visible, the case of Captain Streeter is the only well-documented example of the eviction of a squatter colony in Chicago, probably because of the captain’s flamboyant style and the length of the siege. Attempts to disperse other colonies in Chicago and elsewhere generally failed to receive more than momentary attention from journalists and scholars, but New York’s wonderfully accessible web newspaper archives gets around that problem neatly. (Fig. 1)
 
Because of their often entertaining content and frequent placement on the back pages, one can come away from these news items with the sense that very often they were filler pieces entered to complete an issue on slow news days. Re-enforcing that sense is the tendency of the reports on squatter colonies to appear as parts of citywide health reform campaigns that rolled in cycles through the region, both growing in frequency and intensity in the closing decades of the century. In the early stand-alone sketches of squatter colonies that began to appear in the mid-1880s the prose is particularly lurid and leaning heavily upon stereotypes of Shanty Irish, but these pieces are also laced with many small sketches and depictions of residents that border on the affectionate and sentimental. When shanty clearance became an important adjunct to 
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Figure 1: Shantytown locations in Greater New York City identified by newspaper reports.

high-profile community improvement drives in the later 1880s the language professionalized, and representations of the residents become more distant and much less sympathetic. Even when the staff writers were at personal extremities of sensational or ironic prose it is difficult not to be impressed as a reader by the sheer size of the squatter population and how easily these people occupied land for decades without a legal claim, confidently building homes and businesses.
For the writers of the Brooklyn Daily Eagle and the New York Times, there was little doubt to why the squatter held sway over so much of their cities. In common with many urban centers, both New York and Brooklyn experienced an intense period of real estate speculation following the Civil War followed by a catastrophic collapse in property value in the Panic of 1873. As described in the Times; 

[In the wake of the 1873 Panic]…New York real estate became a drug on the market. The owners of land found themselves unable to dispose of their choice lots except at great sacrifice. They found themselves burdened by heavy taxes. Under these circumstances they were willing to adopt almost any plan which would relieve themselves from this burden. The readiest means of doing this they found to be the leasing of their lots to these poor tenants to build huts upon. From scattered hovels there grew up at last whole communities within this district. Some of the more thriving of these squatters became landlords themselves by building whole rows of hovels, which they rented to their poorer countrymen.

These local conditions were mirrored nationwide as thousands of farms and homes were embroiled in bankruptcy, tax defaults, and abandonment devolving from the general social unrest developing from mass unemployment and unprecedented declines in commodity prices.
 The local depression in property values, revenues, and the uncertainty of city leaders of how to collect taxes on properties in arrears continued to plague the cities of New York and Brooklyn for decades. In an unfortunate decision early in the 1880s the city of Brooklyn empowered the registrar of arrears to “bid the property in” when a tax sale failed to raise the amount necessary to repay the city’s own claim. The result was that the city shortly became the agent for more than five hundred pieces of property that it was unable to sell due to the rapidly compounding tax bill, and from which it was also impossible to collect rent.
 Several large undeveloped properties located near the commercial center also attracted the attention of squatters and the inability of the owners to evict these interlopers were high-profile reminders of civic incompetence. Squatter claims on these abandoned estates could date back decades and had achieved such an air of permanence that the reporting of the Daily Eagle upon the efforts to dislodge the vast colony of squatters in Darby’s Patch throughout the winter of 1883-84 is an equal mix of moral rightness and gleeful disbelief. In addition to the hijinks and dialect humor the Eagle’s reporter found in the confrontations between the paternal sheriff and Irish inhabiting the Patch
 he also found pathos in the tales of families evicted from homes they had inhabited for decades. There was also the common theme of fierce resistance to the evictions:
Deputy Sheriff George Hardy with fourteen specials and assistants, and Sergeant Reeves and three officers from the Tenth Precinct, made a final raid upon the territory known as “Darby’s Patch”…Their coming appeared to be entirely unexpected. The goats were grazing contentedly on pieces of old junk and scrap iron, with which the neighborhood abounds, and the young and old “porkers” were having an indiscriminant and lively game of tag: Not a vestige of human occupancy could be discerned until the posse were within fifty feet of the scene. Then the hillocks teemed with life, every male inhabitant coming up as if from the ground, armed to the teeth with every conceivable implement, and the females also equipped with kitchen and other utensils, ready to defend their shanties.

Unlike the active role played by the Brooklyn city government, the city of New York responded to the presence of massive squatter colonies by most often doing nothing at all. Although sheriff’s deputies were active evicting squatters from the path of some public improvements
, the usual approach of New York City was allowing market forces to clear the squatter colonies through a combination of sheriff’s evictions and armies of hired thugs mounted by citizen’s committees. The different strategies chosen by Brooklyn and New York City are probably more related to the differences in the locations of shantytowns and the different demands upon land. The upper west side was at the city margins in the1880s, but rapidly becoming a commercially attractive area near the developing museum district adjacent to Central Park. The immense colony of ten thousand squatters backing the Natural History Museum was cleared by a consortium of the businessmen holding titles to property in that area, who subscribed their own money throughout the decade of the 1880s to hiring the men necessary to tear down hundreds of shanties and the legal means to clarify title.
 With its much larger hinterland Brooklyn’s squatter colonies experienced less development pressure than those on Manhattan, even in the otherwise desirable areas near the river and downtown. 
At first the prominence of large colonies in Brooklyn and New York City appears counterproductive. It seems more reasonable strategy that squatters would prefer to be scattered and unorganized, quietly building homes, ‘paying as they went,’ and working assiduously to keep their profile low so as not to attract attention to their status. There are enough examples of lone squatters to demonstrate that going it alone was also a common tactic, but the large colonies lead to significant conclusions about the circumstances of adverse possession in the late nineteenth century. 
Squatters as Citizens
Although the immediate context and details are restricted to the Greater New York Area, it is a mistake to assume that these are unique to that time and place. In common with the New York region, many cities saw large squatter colonies emerge in marginal land, particularly river bottoms, tidal flats, and as in Manhattan atop the rock ridges bisecting the island. Because these are difficult environments to develop as large coherent projects, as well as generally unappealing places to live, the availability of these sites for squatting is not surprising.
 In the New York region the marginality of those lands underwent a reappraisal that began to displace the large colonies after 1880. Much of the effective pressure was created by the spread of dense settlement into the area of these colonies, a cyclical process that was described by one writer as the flight of “…the squatter as he moves countryward before the builder.”
  One key factor in the reappraisal of the value of properties in upper Manhattan were rapid improvements in mining technology that lowered the costs and sped the process of removing the schist outcrops obstructing the midtown area.
 Unlike the rocks, the residents remained as obdurate as before as this 1889 sketch suggests:

The New-York squatter is an impassible specimen of humanity, if the behavior of some in the neighborhood of Mount Morris Park may be taken as a characteristic of the species. Upon a knoll of rock at the southwest corner of Madison Avenue and One Hundred and Eighteenth Street are several shanties occupied by a populous community. The owner of the property, in pursuance to a plan for building an eight-story apartment house, made preparations for blasting away the rock and gave the squatters notice to leave. The notice was calmly ignored, and when the contractor…arrived on the field the squatters were still there….The surface of the rock is more than twenty feet above the sidewalk….At length the Madison Avenue side of the rock was honeycombed up to the very foundations of the shanties, the cartridges were set, yet the community showed no disposition to move, and the aid of the police had to be invoked even to clear the shanties when the cartridges were exploded. Now that the time has arrived for drilling that part of the rock upon which the shanties actually rest, residents of the neighborhood are watching with interest to see which the contractor will find it easier to move, the rock or the squatters. There is another community of squatters in the same neighborhood….
 
In Brooklyn and elsewhere in the region it was more usual for squatters to exploit the abundant salt flats and low marshes fringing Long Island, and the many river islands. In a report of an 1872 visit to the area of South Brooklyn known as Slab City the writer notes that residents are “…obliged to row to and from their residences, built on crutches, in boats when the tide is high, and not infrequently all the domiciles are built upon wheels, so that should the rushing waters surprise the inmates, they can not only take up their bed but their house and walk.”
 To the residents of Brooklyn the notorious region of squatters on Red Hook Point of which Slab City was a part was a convenient place to dispose of ashes and other rubbish, a circumstance reflected in the common references to the area as ‘the dump’. As in other places with a garbage economy
, the location of the dump is typically convenient to the city and provided the residents with a vital source of building materials, fuel, and infill that lifted their properties out of the reach of the tides. Piggy Hollow, a Red Hook neighborhood often profiled in the early anti-squatter campaigns, suggests that the garbage also provided fodder for the regional sources of pork.
 Another variation on the theme of marginal land is found in the area of Flushing where a struggles continued throughout the 1890s over the possession rights of ‘made-land’ created beyond the limits of deeded properties beginning at the high water mark. Again there are marks of significant capital investment in some of these reports, certainly evident in the construction of a hotel on piles beside the College Point Ferry.
 Of course none of this is unique to the New York region, many American cities experienced similar patterns of boom and bust in real estate speculation, confused or non-existent titles, ageless feuds over large estates encumbered with poorly worded wills, and questions over ownership of made-land that are simply iterations of the New York experience in different locations.
A striking element to the framing of squatting in the media and popular culture of the late nineteenth century is the degree to which squatting is reported as an activity of a population equally composed of the poor, the ignorant, and the foreign: groups that simply by their presence impeded progress and retarded property values. The attractions of squatting to the poor are intuitive, but equally obvious is that to varying degrees those attractions are compelling to the members of all social and economic classes. Despite the occasional gleeful or angry report of a land grab by the wealthy (the 1891 attempt by Jay Gould to appropriate Battery Park as an elevated rail terminal perhaps marking a high tide of venality
), there is almost no representation of anyone other than the very richest or the very poorest occupying land without proper title. The possibility that there were few or no working-class or white-collar squatters would seem remote given the chaos of land claims and counter-claims so evident in the New York region during this period. The chances that an occasional law-abiding citizen inadvertently purchased a home without a clear title, or fell victim to a con artist should approach a near certainty, inspiring the passage of laws to speed conflicts over title toward resolution and sustaining the title search industry. Yet throughout the news accounts we instead confront the typical late-nineteenth century crowd of scapegoats; a subaltern olio of the Irish, the Germans, the Blacks, and others who were not expected to know the rules of property because of their inherent social backwardness. Alternatively, the almost admiring notices of land grabs by the wealthy imply the opposite, that the robber barons knew the rules of property all too well, and knew how to hide their skeletons.
 The general lack of newsworthy items concerning the classes falling into the broad gap between the destitute and millionaires suggest several possibilities.
One answer is the dog-bites-man principle that guides reporting, that a story is not newsworthy unless it describes an exceptional event of general interest; the squatter must be a Jay Gould, for example, or include the ejection of thousands. In comparison, the everyday business of eviction and serving summons is poor stuff with which to fill a newspaper. As an example consider the Bleak House-like scenario of Jackson Hollow, which attracted intense interest over decades throughout the New York region. Because the largest part of the articles describing the thirty-three year struggle to retake the property from squatters repeat almost verbatim, an outline will suffice here to demonstrate how ruinous and exhausting these fights could be. 
Originally a fifty-acre farm north of the center of Brooklyn, in 1856 ownership of the property became uncertain after the last named heir to the property died interstate. The ensuing legal battles over the farm muddied the question of ownership so thoroughly that the property soon fell into arrears of taxes, and without a clear owner to initiate evictions the property eventually accommodated a vast shantytown subdivided into (by one count) nearly 2000 parcels. Beginning in the 1870s notices appeared frequently in the Brooklyn Eagle concerning the property and efforts to evict the squatters. Determined to take action against the squatters, and unable to enforce an action against any one member of the Jackson family, the city of Brooklyn attempted at various times to dislodge the colony by deploying road building crews or police armies, and in one dramatic episode during the summer of 1873 attempting to burying the heart of the settlement under coal cinders and ash collected from across the city.
 Development interest in the property was eventually taken from the Jackson family and sold to a series of capitalists, each of whom proved unable to evict the interlopers and the shantytown acquired an air of permanence. These experiences eventually convinced the city leadership that the burden of delinquent taxes halted any meaningful action, and they finally agreed to a tax amnesty in the mid-1880s after years of resistance. With that accomplished the matter of ownership and partition of the Jackson property proceeded apace. By the end of the decade the land was entirely cleared of shanties.
What is remarkable is that this vast colony of squatters went unnoted in the local press as anything other than a generally lawless ethnic enclave until the early 1870s.
  In the years following the identification as a squatter haven the reports of Jackson’s Hollow stopped referring to criminal incidents in the area as discrete acts and instead represented them as a community product, highlighting how the perception of harm caused by squatting is nuanced by social circumstance. Of course there are simple commercial reasons why squatters seem to always be poor or foreign. First there is the public relations angle-clearing a shantytown crowded with the always risible Irish or German immigrant provided a convenient and profitable target for development with the bonus of “doing good” in the public eye. The momentary glimpses of the profitable rope factory and the substantial homes that were removed along with the tumbledown lean-tos give lie to the premise that only the poor were stealing land, but until the precedent of adverse possession was overcome with a new body of case law preferring regular title the safest course was lay in building momentum against the squatters. 
Evictions of middle-class residents from brownstones built upon stolen property is equally if not more newsworthy than ejections of Shanty Irish, but it is very bad business. Property owners and developers would have to deliberate over the expensive complications of bringing suit against squatters affluent enough to file countersuits through competent counsel. As the extended legal battle over the properties in Jackson Hollow demonstrates, the burdens of proving ownership and initiating evictions could be a ruinous expense, even when public opinion and the law were whole-heartedly behind the removal of the squatters. Given the potential for the enormous costs of litigation and notoriety to everyone involved, it is likely that squatters of means would be allowed the opportunity to quietly obtain a clear title if caught occupying land they did not own, and so the scope of white-collar squatting would be effectively obscured by a conspiracy of silence. 

Finally, there is the truism that only incompetent crooks get caught. It is impossible to estimate how many present day land titles result from the persistence of competent squatters who remained undetected, particularly in states that extinguish questionable titles in favor of the possessor. The principle behind remaining undetected is reasonably intuitive, and after a specified period of years the reward was a common law title for the reasonably honest, and the option of forgery for the dishonest. For the truly corrupt there was also the simple expedient of selling out before anyone detected the flaw in title.

Conclusion
So what became of this landscape of shanties and questionable titles? In the examples given above the strategy of allowing markets to resolve the matter proved to be a cost effective and lasting remedy that replaced squatters with paying residents with minimal public expense. After the turn of the century it was commonly assumed that many of the residents of the displaced squatter colonies were shifted into the tenements that quickly replaced shanties as the new and improved icon of urban poverty. This is certainly true for some, but it is impossible to determine is how many squatters were never threatened with eviction or were able to avoid it through purchase or by proving a common law claim. The occasional mention of buildings that stood out for the superior quality of their construction demonstrates the intention of some squatters to stay, just as stories of homes on wheels demonstrate the intentional transience of others. The optimism necessary to erect a well-built home and site a business on land lacking a clear title speaks to a precedent of successful squats elsewhere, as well as the hope that their claims would survive integration of the colony into the main body of the city. For the successful holdout there were huge windfalls to be collected through avoiding decades of taxes and rents on occupied land. For that reason the almost negligent reporting of manufacturing and entrepreneurialism among the shanties presents an interesting possibility. Aside from the otherwise legitimate mainstream businesses that occupied abandoned land for purposes that would be objectionable elsewhere (i.e. coal yards, tanneries, soap factories) or to locate a spatially extensive operation in an area with no purchase cost or taxes (i.e. ropewalks), there is a long list of small businesses that flourished in the colonies that are only occasionally mentioned as targets of the mass evictions. The fate of these establishments is unclear. Also uncertain is the degree to which the high profile campaigns also displaced single squatters living away from the large colonies. It is very possible that an unknown number of businesses and residents that arrived as squats survived as lasting members of their neighborhood.
As with other examples of owner-building in the American metropolitan region, the successful squatter homestead would, in time, merge into the built environment, becoming generally indistinguishable from other properties.
 Squatting brings to the study of the metropolitan region is an entry into home ownership that is almost entirely absent from the discussion of historical urban development. Coupled with a pay-as-you-go approach to home building, squatting presents a much more manageable scenario of costs and debt management than is usually offered by historians.
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� Although evictions are always the result of a struggle over the right to occupy a property, squatting is only the subset of those cases where the occupancy is without acknowledging the ownership rights of another party.


� Hernando de Soto offers a capsule history of the land tenure system in the United States that is generally accurate, but with a decided slant toward proving that squatting was a relic of colonial and frontier conditions. In his view the elimination of squatter’s rights by mid-century and the accelerating pace of industrialization soon after are linked phenomenon, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Soto</Author><Year>2000</Year><RecNum>801</RecNum><Pages>105-148</Pages><record><rec-number>801</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">801</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Soto, Hernando de</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Mystery of Capital : Why capitalism triumphs in the West and fails everywhere else</title></titles><pages>276 p.</pages><keywords><keyword>Capitalism.</keyword></keywords><dates><year>2000</year></dates><pub-location>New York</pub-location><publisher>Basic Books</publisher><isbn>0465016146 (alk. paper)</isbn><call-num>JOSIAH Library Catalog ROCK HB501 .S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog Bryant Main Stacks HB501.S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog J&amp;W-Denver HB501 .S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog RWU Main Library HB501 .S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog Salve Main Collection HB501 .S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog URI HB501 S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog Wheaton Stacks HB501 .S778 2000 c.1 AVAILABLE</call-num><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Hernando de Soto, The Mystery of Capital : Why Capitalism Triumphs in the West and Fails Everywhere Else (New York, 2000). 105-148.� 


� The intended meaning is a filed land claim at a U.S. land office, properly alienating the property from public to private ownership.


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1888</Year><RecNum>728</RecNum><Pages>3</Pages><record><rec-number>728</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">728</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Mrs. Chouteau&apos;s Life Story: The first white woman who lived in Kansas City dead.</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>3</pages><number>3</number><dates><year>1888</year><pub-dates><date>November 21</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Mrs. Chouteau's Life Story: The first white woman who lived in Kansas City dead.," The New York Times, November 21 1888, 3.�


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1884</Year><RecNum>727</RecNum><Pages>1</Pages><record><rec-number>727</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">727</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Squatters Greatly Excited</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>1</pages><number>1</number><dates><year>1884</year><pub-dates><date>May 3</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Squatters Greatly Excited," The New York Times, May 3 1884, 1.�


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1879</Year><RecNum>709</RecNum><Pages>2</Pages><record><rec-number>709</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">709</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Louisiana St. John&apos;s Will</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>2</pages><number>2</number><dates><year>1879</year><pub-dates><date>September 17</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Louisiana St. John's Will," The New York Times, September 17 1879, 2.�


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1884</Year><RecNum>726</RecNum><Pages>2</Pages><record><rec-number>726</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">726</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Squatters on Beacon Hill</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>2</pages><number>2</number><dates><year>1884</year><pub-dates><date>March 3</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Squatters on Beacon Hill," The New York Times, March 3 1884, 2.�


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Neuwirth</Author><Year>2005</Year><RecNum>710</RecNum><Pages>200-201</Pages><record><rec-number>710</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">710</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Neuwirth, Robert</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Shadow cities: a billion squatters, a new urban world</title></titles><pages>vii, 335 p.</pages><keywords><keyword>Squatter settlements.</keyword><keyword>Urban poor Housing.</keyword></keywords><dates><year>2005</year></dates><pub-location>New York</pub-location><publisher>Routledge</publisher><isbn>0415933196 (hardback alk. paper)</isbn><call-num>TWILS HD7287.95 .N48 2005</call-num><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Neuwirth, Shadow cities: a billion squatters, a new urban world. 200-201.�


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Beijbom</Author><Year>1971</Year><RecNum>795</RecNum><Pages>61-65</Pages><record><rec-number>795</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">795</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Thesis">32</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Beijbom, Ulf</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Swedes in Chicago. A demographic and social study of the 1846-1880 immigration</title><tertiary-title>Studia historica Upsaliensia, 38</tertiary-title></titles><dates><year>1971</year></dates><pub-location>Stockholm</pub-location><publisher>Läromedelsförlagen</publisher><accession-num>351450</accession-num><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Ulf Beijbom, "Swedes in Chicago. A demographic and social study of the 1846-1880 immigration" (Läromedelsförlagen, 1971). 61-65.�


� Two instances from the western US are particularly illustrative of this principle. In Denver a man squatting on an odd shaped lot in an upscale neighborhood created by the city as part of a flood control project along a creek ran into legal trouble not because he stole city property, but because his home blocked an alley, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1889</Year><RecNum>832</RecNum><record><rec-number>832</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">832</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>A Squatter&apos;s Title</title><secondary-title>Rocky Mountain News</secondary-title></titles><pages>3</pages><number>3</number><dates><year>1889</year><pub-dates><date>October 18</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Denver, CO</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "A Squatter's Title," Rocky Mountain News, October 18 1889.� In Santa Clara a man established a claim on desirable property along the Alameda Boulevard because he fenced in a regular-sized lot from the frontage of three outsized lots without fencing or other bounding. The response of the neighbors was to enclose their properties � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1870</Year><RecNum>833</RecNum><record><rec-number>833</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">833</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Squatters in Santa Clara</title><secondary-title>Daily Evening Bulletin</secondary-title></titles><pages>2</pages><number>2</number><dates><year>1870</year><pub-dates><date>March 4</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>San Francisco</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Squatters in Santa Clara," Daily Evening Bulletin, March 4 1870.�


� Received a writ from a higher court that contradicts the lower


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1888</Year><RecNum>834</RecNum><record><rec-number>834</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">834</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>New York Gossip - A shanty blocks a tunnel project</title><secondary-title>Boston Daily Advertiser</secondary-title></titles><pages>1</pages><dates><year>1888</year><pub-dates><date>December 29</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Boston</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "New York Gossip - A shanty blocks a tunnel project," Boston Daily Advertiser, December 29 1888.�


� The statutes concerning squatter rights (legal term is adverse possession) vary between states and through time, but agree on several principles of common law. These are that the squatter be in continual and obvious possession of the property for the period necessary, using it as their own property. If not successfully challenged before the expiration of a legally defined period, the title automatically reverts to the squatter. The length of that time also varies by state, but generally statutory limits concerning real property are much longer than others, up to twenty years. Other complications are added by the use of Torrens title in some states, of which space forbids a description. It will suffice to mention that issuance of a Torrens title eliminates uncertainty over land ownership through extinguishing all previous titles without prejudice � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Ballentine</Author><Year>1969</Year><RecNum>802</RecNum><record><rec-number>802</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">802</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Ballentine, James A.</author><author>Anderson, William S.</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Ballentine&apos;s law dictionary, with pronunciations</title></titles><pages>ix, 1429 p.</pages><edition>3d</edition><keywords><keyword>Law Dictionaries.</keyword><keyword>Law Terminology.</keyword></keywords><dates><year>1969</year></dates><pub-location>Rochester, N.Y.,</pub-location><publisher>Lawyers Co-operative Pub. Co.</publisher><call-num>TLAW KF156 .H36 1969&#xD;TLAW KF156 .B3 1969&#xD;TLAW</call-num><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�James A. Ballentine and William S. Anderson, Ballentine's Law Dictionary, with Pronunciations, 3d ed. (Rochester, N.Y.,, 1969).� entry Torrens Title.


� The most comprehensive accounts of the late-nineteenth century campaigns to eliminate shantytowns and squatters are in the New York Times (accessed through Proquest) and the Brooklyn Eagle (available through the Brooklyn Public Library, at http://www.brooklynpubliclibrary.org/eagle).


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1880</Year><RecNum>797</RecNum><Pages>8</Pages><record><rec-number>797</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">797</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Ten Thousand Squatters</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>8</pages><number>8</number><dates><year>1880</year><pub-dates><date>April 20</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Ten Thousand Squatters," The New York Times, April 20 1880, 8.�


� Estimates of the severity of the 1870s depression indicate that unemployment in the United States intensified throughout the decade, peaking near nine percent in 1878 � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Vernon</Author><Year>1994</Year><RecNum>786</RecNum><Pages>701-714</Pages><record><rec-number>786</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">786</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Vernon, J. R.</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Unemployment rates in postbellum America: 1869-1899</title><secondary-title>Journal of Macroeconomics</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Journal of Macroeconomics</full-title></periodical><pages>701-714</pages><volume>16</volume><number>4</number><dates><year>1994</year></dates><urls><related-urls><url>http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6X4M-4FWF9HF-8/2/6c45ef41a089d9feab5f01dba58ca7b0</url></related-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�J. R. Vernon, "Unemployment rates in postbellum America: 1869-1899," Journal of Macroeconomics 16 (1994): 701-714.�. The widespread economic disruption of this decade is widely cited as the primary force behind the rise of hobo culture � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>DePastino</Author><Year>2003</Year><RecNum>794</RecNum><record><rec-number>794</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">794</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>DePastino, Todd</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Citizen hobo : how a century of homelessness shaped America</title></titles><pages>xxv, 325 p.</pages><keywords><keyword>Tramps United States History.</keyword><keyword>Homelessness United States History.</keyword><keyword>Marginality, Social United States History.</keyword><keyword>Subculture United States History.</keyword></keywords><dates><year>2003</year></dates><pub-location>Chicago</pub-location><publisher>University of Chicago Press</publisher><isbn>0226143783 (alk. paper)&#xD;0226143791 (pbk. alk. paper)</isbn><call-num>JOSIAH Library Catalog ROCK HV4504 .D47 2003 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog URI HV4504 D47 2003 c.1 AVAILABLE&#xD;HELIN Library Catalog Wheaton Stacks HV4504 .D47 2003 c.1 AVAILABLE</call-num><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Todd DePastino, Citizen Hobo : How a Century of Homelessness Shaped America (Chicago, 2003).�.


� An annual 15% assessment, compounded by 9% upon the unpaid balance � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1896</Year><RecNum>798</RecNum><Pages>4</Pages><record><rec-number>798</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">798</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Rent Day only a Tradition</title><secondary-title>Brooklyn Eagle</secondary-title></titles><pages>4</pages><number>4</number><dates><year>1896</year><pub-dates><date>December 6</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Brooklyn</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Rent Day only a Tradition," Brooklyn Eagle, December 6 1896, 4.�


� The representation of Darby’s Patch and other shantytowns as havens of the criminal class of “Shanty Irish” is consistent with the perception of urban poverty during the 1880s, and a significant mitigating factor justifying their eviction: see � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1883</Year><RecNum>800</RecNum><Pages>1</Pages><record><rec-number>800</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">800</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Squatters: A visit to the shanties on Fourth avenue Patch</title><secondary-title>Brooklyn Eagle</secondary-title></titles><pages>1</pages><number>1</number><dates><year>1883</year><pub-dates><date>September 29</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Brooklyn</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "The Squatters: A visit to the shanties on Fourth avenue Patch," Brooklyn Eagle, September 29 1883, 1.� Reports of squats not part of the colonies identify a more diverse population including a number of native New Yorkers, and the surnames of persons named in specific evictions also suggest a heterogeneous population.


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1883</Year><RecNum>799</RecNum><Pages>4</Pages><record><rec-number>799</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">799</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Darby&apos;s Patch: Forcible Dethronement of the Squatter Sovereigns</title><secondary-title>Brooklyn Eagle</secondary-title></titles><pages>4</pages><number>4</number><dates><year>1883</year><pub-dates><date>November 16</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Brooklyn</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Darby's Patch: Forcible Dethronement of the Squatter Sovereigns," Brooklyn Eagle, November 16 1883, 4.�


� As examples, the grounds of Central Park and the first location of Mount Sinai Hospital (the current site of Hunter College) were cleared by action of the city’s Council of Hygiene. � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Plunz</Author><Year>1990</Year><RecNum>804</RecNum><record><rec-number>804</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">804</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Plunz, Richard</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>A history of housing in New York City : dwelling type and social change in the American metropolis</title><alt-title>Includes index&#xD;Includes bibliographical references (p. 375-406)</alt-title></titles><pages>xxxvii, 422 p. :</pages><keywords><keyword>Housing -- New York (State) -- New York -- History</keyword><keyword>Dwellings -- New York (State) -- New York -- History</keyword></keywords><dates><year>1990</year></dates><pub-location>New York :</pub-location><publisher>Columbia University Press</publisher><isbn>0231062966</isbn><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Richard Plunz, A History of Housing in New York City : Dwelling Type and Social Change in the American Metropolis (New York :, 1990).� p 54 


� The beginning of the campaign is noted in � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1880</Year><RecNum>797</RecNum><record><rec-number>797</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">797</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Ten Thousand Squatters</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>8</pages><number>8</number><dates><year>1880</year><pub-dates><date>April 20</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Ten Thousand Squatters."� The gradual clearing of the area attracted constant notice from the New York Times and national news sources: see also � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1889</Year><RecNum>835</RecNum><record><rec-number>835</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">835</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Magazine Article">19</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The West Side</title><secondary-title>Harpers Weekly</secondary-title></titles><pages>2</pages><volume>1889</volume><number>1/26</number><num-vols>Weekly</num-vols><section>67</section><dates><year>1889</year><pub-dates><date>January 26</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><publisher>Harpers Brothers</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "The West Side," Harpers Weekly, January 26 1889.� and � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1879</Year><RecNum>836</RecNum><record><rec-number>836</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">836</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Street Openings and Squatters: the subjects discussed by the West Side Association</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>5</pages><number>5</number><dates><year>1879</year><pub-dates><date>December 7</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Street Openings and Squatters: the subjects discussed by the West Side Association," The New York Times, December 7 1879.�


� Not coincidently the location typologies of squatter colonies resemble those of historic Black settlements, and should be understood to result from many of the same circumstances � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Kellogg</Author><Year>1977</Year><RecNum>565</RecNum><record><rec-number>565</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">565</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Kellogg, John</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Negro Urban Clusters in the Postbellum South</title><secondary-title>Geographical Review</secondary-title></titles><pages>310-321</pages><volume>67</volume><number>3</number><dates><year>1977</year></dates><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�John Kellogg, "Negro Urban Clusters in the Postbellum South," Geographical Review 67 (1977).� 


� � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1888</Year><RecNum>837</RecNum><record><rec-number>837</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">837</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Pets with Gaudy Wings</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>7</pages><dates><year>1888</year><pub-dates><date>September 16</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "Pets with Gaudy Wings," The New York Times, September 16 1888.�


� The scope of the squatter colonies on the rocks are described in � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Anonymous</Author><Year>1875</Year><RecNum>838</RecNum><record><rec-number>838</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">838</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Anonymous</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Colony of the Rocks</title><secondary-title>The New York Times</secondary-title></titles><pages>4</pages><number>4</number><dates><year>1875</year><pub-dates><date>February 24</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>New York City</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Anonymous, "The Colony of the Rocks," The New York Times, February 24 1875.� The role of mining technology in clearing the midtown schist, and as a result the squatter colonies, is detailed in � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Richards</Author><Year>1907</Year><RecNum>839</RecNum><record><rec-number>839</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="w5sfafapzrpzaceaxd8555d6pxas20wfrffa">839</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Frank Richards</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Rock Drill and Its Share in the Development of New York City</title><secondary-title>Cassiers</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Cassiers</full-title></periodical><pages>160-177</pages><volume>32</volume><section>160</section><dates><year>1907</year><pub-dates><date>June</date></pub-dates></dates><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�Frank Richards, "The Rock Drill and Its Share in the Development of New York City," Cassiers 32 (June, 1907).�
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� The identification of Jackson Hollow and the other locations in New York as squatter colonies has the characteristics of a moral panic, and shares a common language and tenor with the coincident Tramp Panic.


� As anecdotal evidence, the author has personal experience of this tactic in the booming north suburbs of Chicago of the late-1990s. A contractor hurriedly erected a home on a vacant lot held as a speculation by my employer, and it was only through a chance conversation that a sale that was pending on his squatted property was prevented.
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