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This paper 1S the result of three months' fieldwork in St. Maarcten, two
months in the summer of 1977, when I collected general information about the
island and its history, and one month 1n the summer of 1978, when I worked
on the deeds. The research was undertaken as part of a doctoral program 1n
anthropology at Teachers' College/Columbla Unlversity, ana was funaed by a
Tinker Foundatlon Summer Field Training Program Award. The reader shoula keep
in wmind, tnerefore, that the "present" 1s 1978,

There are many pecople 1n St. Maarten who made my stay enjoyable, but here
I would particularly (lKke £O $lngle Out tnose whno Spent S0 mucn Tlie wito me
outlining their family histories. Without these oral histories, the written
recorda would have been nquch more dlfllCult to interpretc. I am aiso lndepted

to the people wno helped me find my way through the files 1n the Census Office
ana the tomes of the Cadastral Office.



"Welcome to S5t. Maarten, the frlenaiy 18iand" - so reads the large sSign
that greets the 150,000 or s¢ tourists who arrive each year in the Dutch partc
of this smali (thlrty-seven square mlle) 1Sland 1n the eastern Caribbean.
Front Street and Back Street, the two main streets of Philipsburg, the capital
ana only townh, are lined wlth over one bundred shops filled wlth COUr1ST goOOUs
- from China, linens, jewelry, and clothing to liguor, cigarettes, watcnes,
and hi1-f1 equipment - and each of the better beaches has a Large hotel set
firmly on its shores. In the early 1960s St. Maarten was "discovered,” and 1t
has sinCe pecome a MAJOr LOUrlst island, whille the tourist industry has become
the 1nhabitants' major employer.l

The Dutch West India Company was granted the original patent ftor chne
island in 1632, and half was ceded to the French in 1648. Company-appolnted
COMhanNaers were grantea plantations, but by the early 17008 Large tracts were
being sold to private cowners, leading to the establishment of a smalii
plantocracy {(Keur and Keur 1960: 37-38). A few of tne coLunists caune
directly from Holland; others were privateers, or scldlers and sallors who
had jumped the ships of wvarious nations; ana stlll others were plantatlon
owners and yoemen farmers from neighboring British and French lslands.

English was the spoken {although not official) languaye as early as cthe L790s
(Harrtog 1974: 48).

1In common with other Carlbpeab 1slanas, St. Madrten's plantations
produced agricultural products for export, tobacco in the beginning and then
sugar and salt, witn minor ¢rops of cotton, hay, and inalgo. ‘The labor force,
until emancipation in 1863, was largely slave, although the ratio of slaves to
free nen was never as nigh as i1n such colonies as Jamalca ©r nearby 5t.

Kltts. Many plantation owners lefr immediately before and after emancipatlion,

which they pleaced, as nad thelr counterpart$ 1n the Bricisn 181ands thlrity



vears earlier, would cause them to suffer the "harrowing pangs of Bankruptcy,
Destitutlon, and want."2 Although 1t 1s doupnctful that the abolition of
slavery was 1n 1tself the cause, 5t. Maarten's economy dld proceed to suffer a
decline alter (863 as 1tS exports became 1NCreaslngly leSs competltlvVe on the
world market. By 1900 there were reportedly only sS1X estates that stili grew
sugarcane {there nad been twenty-three in 1830}, and by 1915 there was only
one (Keur and Keur 1960: 69). Salt production ceasea in the mid-1940s.

The outfiow of pupulation increased atter 1900. Estate owners and
merchants generally went to Holland or the United States, while the laboring
POOr went to vhe sugar plantations of the Dominican Repupilc and Cuba, The
phosphate mines of Connatable, French Guiana and the o0il refineries of Curagao
ana Aruba. Tne population, 5500 1n L1739 and 3600 1in 1850, was py 1950 down to
1500 souls, living largely from subsistence farming and shopKeeping, and
heavlly dependgent on remlttances from abroad, on govermnent employment, O oOn
welfare.

Then, 1n the late 1950s, S5t. Maarteh was dlscovered f[or a secona time,
and over the next twenty years the island saw poth renewed prosperity and an
lnvasiobh of sorcs., By 1976 the population haa officially reached 11,000, only
28 percent of whom had been born on the 1sland.3 The first newcomers were
ProspeCtive mercnants and restauranteers - American, British, Frencn, Indian,
Chinese, Antillean, and a few Holland Dutch - who rented and bought ola houses
in Philipsburg, and hotelkeepers, who established rights to beach land.4
Tney were followed by those who cawe £O open the many buslnesses assoclated
with any expanding economy — constructlon companies and grocery stores, for
1nstance —~ ana by the C1vll sServants who caile tO pProvide the necessary

. 5 .
adminlstrative machinery. Scome of these were Sc. Maarteners, or thelr

chilaren, who were finding opportunities in Curagac and Aruba constricting as



the refineries automated and large numbers of peuple were lald otf. Despite
the influx, however, those St. Maarteners who were on the 1sland at the
beginning of the boow were 1n a POSITlON tO taKe auvantage OL the new
opportunities in a way that their relatives, who had left the island to earn
thelr livings elsewnere, were not. They controllied local pollitics and thus
certain key government departments, they owned Key agencies and businesses,
and, not the leasc wmportant, they owned land, labd 1n town that haa been
considered next to worthless but had suddenly become very valuable - lots on
Front Street that were beought for as little as $5,000 in the 1950s were
gselling for over $100,000 by the late 1960s.

In small 1sianas wlth llilted reSources ana a climate unkind to
historical records, the social historian is faced with a formmidablie task: the
ravages of hurricanes, fires, ana insects - along with the wilder DUL no less
harmful ravages of disinterest, neglect, and lack of funds - means that all
too few recoras survive and that those that do are generally incomplete. The
purpose of this research, therefore, was not opnly to learn something of 5t.
Maarten's nlstory - O trace the 1sland's path frowm a fiourlshing plantatlon
economy to a sleepy backwater to a bustling tourist spot -~ but to discover how
much can pe learned £rom one of the best preservea of hlstorical records, the
land transfer deed. Since part of the purpose of the research was
methodological - to learn apbout the use of this type of record - what foilows
w1ll necessarily focus both on the kinds of information the deeas give us, as
well as on the story they tell, Thnis wype of record nas been usea far iless
than other historical records - censuses, Lor 1nstance, Or parlsh registers -
and yet, as we shatl See, through them we can learn a great deal apout
St. Maarten, and about its people: we can in fact use them to study a people

10 inotion, not only 1n space, but over Tlioe as well,



The deeds

Tne officlal recoruing of deeds 1n St. Maarten began 1n LB68, five years
after emancipation. The deed 1tself is inscribed in longhand 1in a large
ledger, usually in Engliisn, ana glves the date, the Seller (s}, Duyer(s),lprlce
{in butch guilders, and sometimes in US dollars as well), the terms of sale,
and che lLlocation of the lot (not by number, unfortuhdately, but by Lllstlng the
contemporary owners of properties on each side). The cccupation of poth buyer
and seller 1s often 1ncluded (not necessarily thelr sole occupatlon, DUT
presumably the one best known to the notary), and their country of residence
at the time of the sale or transter. If the selier retains usufruct righrs,
or if he or she acguired the land by means other than sale (by prescriptive
rights, by inheritance), thls 1s noted. If the division of an estate 1s
callea for and land is invelved, all property, movable and immovable, 1s
listed; 1:f the property 1S transferred by will, the will ltsSelr 18 often
copied 1nto the deed. Both of these happen infrequently, bhowever, the firsc
because divisions are confilnea to the larger estates, and the second Decdause
in this perilod most people ~ including the wealthy - died intestate,

Innericance in $t. Maarten 1S partlbie Dut not necessarily divided, and
marriages can be "with community of goods" and without. Selling land that has
peen 1n a famlly for more than one generatlion thus 1lnovolves che consent of aill
the living heirs, and, since court cases cab result if an heir is omitted, the
deeus contain a highly accurate enumeration of living heirs - wherever they
are; an heir whose whereabouts 1s unknown 1S5 s noted,. Deceased siblings,
however, wlll only be recorded 1f the property was bought before thelr deaths
(because their share is then part of the division), and yet-to-be-born
children will obviously alsu be omlitted. Tne ipnformation 1s chus specific to

a particular moment in a family's bistory. Nevertheless, the deeds contain
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the relationships of all the sellers to the original owner, and occaslonaliy
birth ano death dates as well, ana allow the construction of genealogies that
often have greater depth and completene$s than those collected frowm the
living, who tend to forget both relatives who have predeceased them and those
who have left the 1sland. Conversely, bDJut equaliy lmportantiy, tne fact that
a population 1s highly migratory willl not necessarlly mean that those who have
left escape reccraing, cone of the major problems with other types of
historical record. In this respect the deeds are much mere useful than wills,

. . 6
because legatees are likely to be confined to those who are nearby.

What, then, can be learned about St. Maarcen over the past L00 years from
this datra? Since I was particularly interestea in the history of those people
whO wWere 1n poSiLiob to take advantage of the new opportunlties when the
1sland was "rediscovered" in the 1960s, I confined my research toc land
transfers 1n Pnilipsburg 1tself, the cehter of commercial activity and tne
s1te of the earliest tourist-oriented busmesses.7

AS can be seen from Map 1, Phllipsbury OCCUples a Narrow sandpdr between
the ocean and a large salt pond. Although part of the pond has recently been
fi1lieca to allow for a by-pass road, untll 1970 there were onily two parallel
streets, Front Street and Back Streekt, connected by a series of side streets,
callea "alleys.” Tne social center of the town 18 the pler, with the
courthouse and post office at its head, a bank and a popular café on one side,
and stores on the other. Front Street petween the piler and Secretarlsteeg 1S
known as "up street," and was where the earliest elegant two-story houses (or
"upstairs houses™) were bullt; as thls becamne crowded, a few Others were
erected below the pier as well, but the farther "down street" one goes, the

smalier the houses become. By 1978 Front Street as far down as Pump Alley was

L85



almost entirely tourist shops, while Back Street was still a combination of
residences and stores that sold to the local market. Tourist shops haa only
just begun to move back there, as Front Street filled up and rents became
exXpensive.  S1nce tourlsts, especlally Crulse-snlp day-trlppers, dare not
expectea to want to walk very far in the sun, there was not only constanc
Jockeylng to move up street, but a debate about whether down street Front
Street or Back Street was the "coming® location.

In working with the deeds, I began wlth che properties on Front Street
that had become the sites of tourist businesses, and traced each lot as far
back 1n time as possible; 1 then took each family name and traced every lot
ever llsted under that name. I ended up with data on 159 lots, about 58

. 8
percent of the total number of lots in town.

General aspects of change

Tne first step, then, was to see what could be learned about the pace ana
nature of change by analyzing certain aspects of the entire set of deeds. The
114 properties for which I nhave data for the entire 1868-1968 period have

changed hands an average of three times: the most occupiers any property haa

was 8, and the least was L.

Table 1
Number of Occupiers, 1B68-1968

No. of Occupiers No. of Cases

-

14

28
46

20

=R LR 0 =] O

Note:This count includes occupiers as of 1868, but does not include
transfers wichin families,



Looked at another way, only 14 {1li percenc) of the 128 properties for whicn I
have this kina of data have been in one family for more than sixty years,
while 45 (35 percent) have been 1n the samme family since 1908 and 69

{24 percent) only since 1938 (see Table 2). One interpretation of this would
be that the rate of turnover accelerared as the population decreased - a notC
unexpectes finding 1f people sold out as they left. This must be
denconstrated, not assamed, however, and to g0 thls we must look at Lhe nNature

=

of the relationship between population and transfer more closely.

Table 2
Length of Present Occupat:ion
{till 1968)

Years No. of Cases
0-9 12
10-19 25
20-29 31
30-39 20
40~49 16
50-59 9
60-69 4
70-79 3
80-89 3
90-99 L
100 - 3

Note: Translers within fawillies are not 1nciuded,

Number of Sales and Population

1868-1968
<3
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Note: Transfers do not include sales or donations within fawllles,
or 1nheritance acreoss generations.



The grapn, which plots number of transactlons (Sales) agalnst population,
shows that 1n fact the interpretaticon does not hold up under closer scrutiny.
Alrhough the populatlon decreases Steadlly uncll 1950 (see Append1x for more
detalled population figures), the number of sales varied greatly throughout
the period. Further, an examination of the deeds for the two peak perlods,
hoth during a world war, shows that they have different characteristics. 1In
the first, 30 of the 36 transactions were to people with St, Maarten faully
names, and © to "outsiders" - including under this rubric both institutions
and i1ndiviauals whose famlly names did not exist on the island 1n the
Pre-emanclpatlion era.9 Four of the "outsiders" were merchants and all of
the buyers and sellers were on the island. 1In the second perlod, on the other
hand, there were 51 transactions, 8 of which were to "outsiders," but onLy 2
of these were merchants, and they were from the French sicde of the 1sland.
Further, at this point many of the buyers wlth St. Maarten names were ho
longer on the island, and some of the sellers - often heirs of the originat
owners - were also gselling from abroad. Thus although cthe number of sales was
high in beoth periods, and the population ceontinued to decrease into the
secona, the nature of the transactlons had changed. By the 1940s, sales to
"outsiders” had decreased, ana 1slanders {or their chilldren) had begun to buy
back properties on the island, preparing for their own return. This was
accelerated as the refineries in Aruba and Curacao began t¢ automate. Egqually
lnportant for an understanding of St. Maarten's socilal, political, ana
economic life, the number of people 1nvolvea in land in S5t. Maarten haa come
to include far more than the population resldent on the 1siand 1tseli -
inaeed, 1n certaln respects the boundaries of "St. Maarten" were not 1ts

shoreline, but extended far beyond.



An analysis of the position of the properties reveals that it 1s tnose at
the center of the town that have turned over the most freguently {(see Map 2,
AppendlX). An examination of the deeds SnOWS that theSe were the more
expenslve properties owned by the few remaining estate and merchant famliies -
parcicuiarly the van Romondts, Percivals, and Nilsbets - and were also those
most desired by 1ncoming merchants - Rijnenberg, Armonie, and Netherwood. Of
the first, the van Rowmondats had long dominated St. Maarten life: the origlnald
settler, Diederick Johannes, arrived in 180L at the age of 20, married the
daughter of a landowner, and had 4 sons wno married daughcers of colonists
{Hartog 1964: 32). One had 1l children, one had L9 (by two wives), one had 4,
and one had 3. They 1n turn had chlldren, so that between 1880 and 1948, when
the ifast van Romondt property was sold, there were at least 87 blood-related
mmembers of the family who had an 1lnterest 1n the 1sland,., The van RomOndts haa
the largest of the merchant firms, A.A. van Romondt and Company, run By
Diederick Johannes' youngest son August Alexander (the eldesSt son was 1n
administration, as governor from 1840 until his death in 1849, the second was
a doctor and the third was also 1n admlnlstration), 1n partnershlp with bils
cousin Willem Henrik Rink van Romondt. Other branches of the family were
involvea in other merchant firms.

The better land 1n town, parclculariy on Frontc Street, did not bedlno to
leave the hands of these families in earnest untii the 1920s (see Map 3,
Appendlx). This was in part because they often sold to each otner, ana 1in
part because, even though they were leaving the island, they did not
necessarlly sell thelr properties at the tlme they departed, Thus of the 74
final sales for which I have records, at least 45 did not take place until
after - often long after - the owners or thelr heirs had lefc. In addition,
like other properties sold by those who had already left, these latter were
more often sold to the government and to such insticutions as tine Catholic
church than to individuals.

1



Nevertheless, almost all of the major Front Street properties had passea
intc the hands of an entirely new series of families by 1960 (see Map 4,
Appendix}. These, then, are the families who rented thelr ncuses anda shops to
the incoming tourist store and restaurant owners, who tore down their nomes
and erected multl-score "arcades,” and whou eventualily sold to outslde
corporations for large sums of money. The deeds are most rewarding for what
they can tell us about where these pecple came from and about their climp up
through the St. Maarten social hierarchy - a4 rise that is mirrored in thelr

SLep-DYy-Step progress through tne town itselfl,

Occupation, property, and marriage

If all the purchases made by the merchant famiileS, by insStltuclons and
governments, and by a few other "outsiders" over the 1868-1968 period are
Separated cuc (see Taple 4), there remains a long 1i1st of other people wno
bought land in town during this period. They are listea in Table 5. As their
oCccupational ascriptions reveal, they were prilmarlly tradespeople and
artisans, although a few were on the government payrcll - as marshall,
teacher, salt measurer, ana policeman, for 1nstance, They have mOStly British
names, such as Davis, Stephens, Wathey, Conner, Richardson, and Howell,

altnough a few sound Dutch: aqeWeever, van Gurp, and Kruythoff.



TABLE 4

Posc-1868 Purchases, Merchants anag Qutsiaers

Date Naue ana Occupation Price Lot No. Coluents
1868 Judith van Romondt o1 auction
1869 Harriet Percival 500 DLlb

i869 L,H. anag G.H. Perciwval 837 DZ2l{part)

1871 W.H. van Romonat 750 clL4

1873 Johannes Rii%nberg, gov. schoolteacher 2255 D25 auction
1873 D.C., van Romondt D28

1875 L.H. Percival 400 CL4

1878 G.H., Percival 1000 DZ2L{parc)

1878 Judith van Romondt ter Laag C28 by will
1879 G.H. and L.H. Percival 325 L22

1833 Ann Nisbex D39

L8833 J.F.J. Rijnenberg 285 Bi4

1884 J.F.J. Rijnenberg, merchant; major 1750 D20

1885 Aletta Percival* 475 c20/21

1888 J.F.J. Rijnenberg 2000 020l

1888 E.G. van Rowmondt 1750 ClZ{parc)

1888 E.G, and D.C. van Romondt 1750 Cl0/Ll (part)

1889 G.H. Percival 25 Coz

1891 D.C. van Romondt B15

1892 Wesleyan Methodist Church 300 B27

1892 E.G. van Romondt 1500 Clo/li{part;

1893 E.G. van Rowondt B1O

1893 E.G. van Romondt 512 Cl2({part)

1893 J.F.J. Rlinenberg 24040 A282

1893 J.F.J. Rijnenberg 30 D20(L/2)3

18%3 D.C. van Romondt D1g

1894 D.C. van Romondc D13

1894 J.F.J. RlJnenberg 600 D23

1895 D.C. van Romondt C94

1896 H.O. Nisbet 875 D31’



1898
1901
1903
1903
1904
1904
1907
1308
1910
1910
1912
13913
1916
191e
1918
1919
1921
1924
1524
1926
1927
1927
1328
1830
1331
1937
1937
1939
19473
1943
1544
1944
1944
1945
1945
1948

N.A. Rljnenberg®

N.A. Rijnenberqg, merchant

W. Netherwood

Gov., Cura%ao

W. Netherwood

H.O. Nisbet

G.H. Percival

T. Armonle

Wesleyan Methoaist Church

Roman Catholic Church

4. delaln

T. Armonie

E.G. van Romondt, landed proprieter
J. Every, merchant/sStatia

T. Armenie

D.H. Nisbet

W. Netherwood

1. Armonle, meychant

Roman Catholic Church

C.M. Percival,* merchant

T. Armcnie

T. Armenle

A. van Romondt, 1n Massachusetts
Gov. Curagao

Roman Cathelic Church

Gov, Curagao

[-C Fleming, merchant/St. Martin
L.A. van HRomondt, merchant

Roman Catholic Church

Gov. Curagao

Gov, Cura%ao

windward Is., Governor

Gow. Cura%ao

Roman Catholic Chuarch

C.D. Beauperthuy, merchant/5t. Martin

Phiilpsburg Mutual Savings

1000
2500
2250

1250
2500

300
2125

1200
4500

740
3750
2000
1250

6250
1000
2250
2062
2500
3000
1750

2500
2000

3000

1625
14500

4000

1875

D25
D26
c13®
Dl7
B33
Cl98
A23
D33
D24
Ci8
D20
c29
D260
D30
A9
A34
D30ll
B24
c9
A22
C24
C25/26
D14
A39
D13
D7
D27
Co
B28
L8
Cl4
B30
D8/9
A9
A18

AZ2Y

DY W1lll

by will



1949 L.E. Beauperthuy, merchant/St. Martin
1956 E. aeHer, Iles de Salntes
1956 H. Vialenc, merchant/St. Martin
1959 A. Lachine, France
1961 Philipsburg Utilities
1961 Y. Fleming, merchant/St. Martin
H. Plantz, gov. off./Curagao
1964 M. Fawcett, US publisher
1965 Philipsburg Properties
1966 Spritzer & Funrman, Curagao company
1967 M. Brvan,* shopkeeper
1968 Spritzer & Fuhrinan
1968 Boolchand, Curagao company

1968 Rika Company

General note

Footnotes refer to additlonal stipulatlons 1n the deed.

4700
1000
5000
21600
80000

20000
22200
53178
175000
9000
32000
95000
125000

Cl10/11
D1
C34/35
D29

2
C13l

D20
Dle
D29]'3
CL9
Al8
B.i8
C18

Dll4

Sales Lo helrs

across generations are included and marked with an asterisk, and donations

ACross Jeherations are also 1ncluded.

indicate no information;

Sales and copatlons withiln generations
have been excluded as making the list needlessly complicated.
all prices are 1n guilders,

Blank spaces

and 1t there is no

price, this is generally because an early purchase was merely noted inh a

Subsequent deed, glvlng year but not prilce.
because I am unclear where the property 1is;
in the deed.
that person at that time.
share of the property was bought.

:._.l

Some occupational information

If chere 15 no lot number, 1t 18

if no occupation, none was listed
cowmes from other documents for
Fractions after the lot number mean that only a



Additional stipulations

1. This property was bought by Rijnenbery 1in 1884, sold to the ALA, van
Romondt Company in L1888 for 2875, and then bought back from them
Lumediately for 2000.

2. T¢ be pald 1n 16 quarterly payments, begdlnning 1in elghteen months, with
interest at 4 percent beglnning in oOhne year.

3. The seller retalns usufruct with a pouse that the purcnaser wlll PutT on
the property. The seller 18 a carpenter,

4. The seller and her slster retalnh the right to Live in the house rent free
without paying for repairs.

5. The sSeller retalns usufruct ana her heirs can remove the house.

6. Payable within five vears at & percent 1nterest; the property is to be
the security.

7. This was a trade for another pbuiliding (CL3).

8, The purchaser renounces ali mortgages. One of the sellers retains
occupancy rights for his lifetime for a portion of the house and yarda,
and has the right to use a certain amount of water from the clstern per
day, all of which 1s carefully stipulated.

S. Payable in installments.

10, Plus an agdaitional 750 for the movable gooas 1n the store. Payment at
500 now and 500 per year at no interest.

1l. Payments at 1250 1n two years at 5 percent 1lnterest, wlth the balance due
within nine years at 5 percent interest.

12. This 1is a sale from an owner to a famniliy-beld company.

13. This 18 a sale from an owner to a family-held company.

l4. This 1s a sale from an owner to a famlly-hela company.



TABLE 5

Post-1868 Purchases, Tradespeople and Others

Date HName and Occupation Price Lot No. Comments
1869 Hassell & Buntin bakers 25 B29(L/2)
L873 J.W. Wathey shopKeeper 25 AB3

1873 R. Buncamper blacksmith 50

1874 E. Windfiela Eisnerman 200 D65

1874 A. deWeever shoemaker 225 D50

1874 J.W. Wathey snoemaker 300 D65

1875 J.W. Wathey 412 add auction
L8766 C. Leunke AZ donation
1877 A, Guubs ship carpenter 200 D51(1/2)
1877 D. Hodge sShoemaker 200 D51

1878 J.W. Wathey shopkeeper 200 0662

1878 J.N. Davis bockeeper, Sombrero 1875 034/53
1879 M. Morris proprietress 375 C3/4

1880 A. Gumbs ship carpenter 112 D51(1/2)
1880 S. wvan Gurp shopkeeper 250 C504

1881 J.J. Watney shopkeeper 87 B45

1883 (. Rozea, marshall, gaocler 60 C52/3{1/2)
1884 P. Buncamper plgmaker C3

1884 J. Larmonie saddlemaker B4Z

1885 J.W. Wathey sSnopkeeper 25 A48

1886 A. Burke & mo. carpenter /peddlar 375 C51

1886 A.J. Buncamper shopkeeper 3L

1886 W.H. Stephens B4(

1886 J.R. Arrinaeltl C65

1886 J.J. Wathey shopkeeper 40 A5G

1886 C. Rozea, marshall 280 B29

1887 G.L. Stephens carpenter 250 D55

1888 E.J. Rlichardson shopKeeper 150 BL4

1888 J.J. Wathey shopkeeper 40 452

1889 J., Larmonlie & dau. shoemaker/seamstress 2000 D2y



1889
1891
1891
18592

1849z
1892
1892z
1893
1893

1893
1895
1895
1895
1895
1897
1897
1898
1898
1901
1901
19072
1902
190Gz
19063
1904

1906
1906
1908
1908

1909
1910
1910

5. Balborda
W.F. Conner
H. Barnes

J.-&. Richardson

Petersons*
A.M. Howell
E.F. Stephens
J. Stewartc

M, Sharp &
J.Jd. Buncamper
W.H. Buncamper
J.J. Wathey
A.J. Buncamper
A.C. Wathey
E.C. Kruythotft
P. Davis

J.F. Richardson,
I.R. Salomens
J. Peterson
J.E. Richardson
W. Salomons
W.F. Conner
A.C. Wathey
J.J. Wathey
A.J. Buncamper

G. Richardson

J.G. Naaal

R. Gosepie

. Illidge

G.A. Richardson &
T.I. Richardson
S.Wilson

J.C. Wathey

E.C. Labega

seamstress 412
policeman 75
Seamstress 500
principal lighthouse 500

keeuper, Sombrero6

250
baker 500
gov. salt measurer 250
seamstress 550
putcher 1926
teacher, shopkeeper 100
shopkeeper 300
salt overseer 75
merchant 250
carpenter 250

500
carpebter 250

D48

harpormaster 137

110
blacksmith L1500
policeman, 2nd cl. 133

1500
merchant 500
merchant 125
asst. ilghtnouse
kKeeper, Sombrero
blacksmith 4750
seamstress
COOK 1500
seamstress/NY 1250
mariner /USA

100

700

gov. salt measurer 275

AlB
C52/3
Dié6

D49

AS6
Ad6
C3/4
a37

D54
nl8

Bl4

DL

Cce62
C31/32
AS5(L/2)
D368

B45

D44

B33
c2?
Bl8
C28

CllL

pa7Ll

D49

donatlion



1911
1911
1912
1912
1912
19iz
1912
1913
1913
1913
1913
1913
1914
L914
1914
1914
1514
1514
1915
1916
1917
1918
1918
1918
1918
1919
1919
1319
1920
1920
1920
1520
1920
1921
1921
1922

A. Vlaun

C.V. Vlaun

J. Vlaun

J. Viaun

A.M. Molenstein
S. Morris

C.W. Conner

B. Hautman*

J. Clark
J. Vlaun
E. Illaidge

P.G. Williawms
Richardson&labega
P. Hautman*
P. Richardson
A.C. Wathey
J.w. Williams
A.C. Wathey
C. Williams
B. Warner
J.A. Thomas
A.C. Wathey

N.L. Rlchardson

J. Illidge Leonard

tradesman/NY
overser/5t. Martin
shopkeeper
merchant

baker

baker

carpenter/NY

platelayer

in US

stiopkeeper

mariner
merchant
storekeeper

merchant

merchant

Silveirst&Pantophlet

P.L. Richarson
C.V. Richardson
E.A. Carty

A.L. Vlaun

E. Richardson
A.C. Wathey
W.B. Petersocn
J.R. Carty

E. Hassell

P.G. Williams

A. Wathey*

mariner

policemnan

marchant

policeman

electrician/Aruba

merchant

widow

480

480
150
60
430
100
875
750
350
375
212
1250
400
750

1750
3060
260
150
500
250
1000
750
600
800
800
750
1250
2000
1500
4750
60
125
1250
4000
700

A54
DL8(L/2)
B2(2/3)
B48
B29(L/2)
D51

C51

D36 (part)
B33

D52
B29(L/2)
D44/45
p39ltt
D25t
p37t?
D52

C30

Co2
D44/45
D16
A20/21
A56

D44

D45

D23

c27

c43
C20/21
AS4

B4L

B33
p2et?

D47



1524
1924
1225
1925
1925
1925
1923
1925
1925
1228
1928
1926
1927
1927
1927
192y
1929
1929
1530
1930
1930
1931
1531
1932
1932
1934
1335
14935
1935
1935
1935
1437
1937
1937

1937
1938

LY

M. Hazel

A.C. Wathey
I.C. Richardson
W. Labega

B. Hautman

B. Hautinan

M. Richardson
I. Richardson
M., Wooas

C.M. Wathey
W.B. Peterson
J. Viaun

C.W. O'Conner
Cooks

P. Gumbs&mo.
C.A. lejuez
F. Wwilliams
V. Warner

A.L. Conner

Cremony &Vanterpool

E. Bruce

E. Duncker
A, Brown
C.a. Vlaun
Maillard
W.A. Conner
M. Hazel
Leonard
E.A. Carty
J. Voges
W.P. Labega
J. Larmonle
G. Howell
M. Hazel
C,W. Wathey

M. Hazel

Imerchant

1n NY

laborer

in NY

merchant
agent of police

merchant

mo. 1n Us

peliceman

1n WY
schoolteacher

in Aruba

in US

mechanic

policeman

gov. official

pensicned qov.

gov, official

nmerchant

merchant

1100
400
500
375

2500

2500
175

500

6750
1200
3500
7000
1200

925
1500

250

500
2175
1125

625
1250
3000
2400

3350
200
150

3500

1700

1000

15
10000

1670

AlZ

15
B4

B40
C30(1/2)
BL51o
16
65
B40
D10
c22/23
L8
Cl5
c14
D39
D6
DL4
B4l
B8/9
D21
BL2
B15
A54
B24
D24
B14
Ccl4
B15
70
cist8
C3b
A23
AS6
65
A20
p271?

L34

dgonation

17



1938
1938
1938
1938
L938
19339
19440
19441
1941
1941
15942
1942
1943
1943
1943
1943
1944
1944
1945
1945
1945
1945
1945
1544
1946
14946
19456
14946
19406
1947
1947
1947
1947
1947
1948
1948

H. Waymouth Reed 1n Antlgua

J. Larmonie
F. Illidge
C.M. Wathey
2. Caruy

E. Hodge

J. Carty

4. Salomons
M. Hazel

D.A. Peterson
W.B. Peterson
V. James

C. Hughes

I. Arrindell
D.A. Peterson
0. Williams
D. Doncker

M. Hazel

C.A. Carty
C.M. Wathey
C.M. Wathey
C.W. Wathey*
A. Richardson

F. Willlams

C.A. Cannegleter

M. Hazel
J. Smith
J. Brill
S. Hodge

V. Flanders
L. Scott

M. Hazel
Arrinhdeli
J.W. Carty
C. Gumbs

Petersons*

joLiner
merchant

machinlst

merchant

carpenter

merchant

teacher /Saba

hotelkeeper

merchant

merchant

merchant

houseservant/Curagao

gov. watchian
liquor dealer
hote lkeeper

marlner/Aruba

1n Aruba

contracter

hotelkeeper

workman/Arupa

3625

450

3000
1875

900

350

150

500
2000
3220
1000
1400
1150
3550
1200
1125
2000
8750
1250
2438
L000
2125

800
2000

125
3750
3000

450
5000
2750
5000

2000
280
1250

03020
D48
cé
C6ZL
c39
B42
AZ0/2L
C54
A35/3622
D28
D30

A2

C50

B4

D54
A37
AlLB
Cc29
D19
B44
b33
D3e/37
B48
B23
B23
B20
B15
C52/53
A55
c39%3
C25
D34 ({part}
A20/21
A3dd

b2

Cli8B



1948
1948
1949

1949
1949
1949
1949
1949

1949
1949
1949
1949
1950
1950
1951
1951
1951
1951
1952
1852

1954
1955

1955
1955
1955
1956
1956
1957
1957
1957
1957
1857
1957
1959

L0

W. Labega

A.H. Hodge

E. Hughes#*
C.A.Cannegieter
W.G. Buncamper
W.G. Buncamper
C.W. Wathey

L. Scott &

G. Anconic

L.A. Lejuez

E. deHer
J. Dollison

M, Illiage

J. Richardson

J. deWeever

C.A. Cannegleter
w.G., Cannegiletcer
C.T. Vlaun

W.M, Richardson

F.W. viaun¥*
T. Fat {Carty)

C.A. Flanders

L.R. Carty*

R. Cannegieter
J. aeWeever

F. Froston
B.,C., & R. Carty*
W.G. Canhegieter
C.T. Vlaun
W.B. Williams

M. Hazel

W.B. Peterson

M. Hodliman

N.C. Wathey¥*

R. &A. Hautman*

goldsmith

Lagoe employee/Aruba

ligquor dealer

gov. ofticial

gov, officlal
merchant
contractor/Curagao

electrlclan/uuraqgo

mecnanic
electriCLan/Curaqﬁo
domestic/Aruba
waiter/Cu:agao
farmer

liquor dealer

agent of police/Statla

merchant

merchant
doctor
merchant
gov. official
Curacao
merchant

taxl driver

gov. officiral/Statia
merchant

gov. official
hote lkeeper

gov. official

merchant

teachers

375
8500
1000

12500
7400
7000
7000
1000

lcoo
1000
7500
igoo0o
225
625
750
750
2863
1250
3000
5500
3000
2000

325
1300
400
1000
9000
1600
3000
7375
11250
10006
500
8000

C30(L/2)
D40
C25
c26
Clz
BlO
D26
Ad6

A46

Dl

A28

C3la

C54
A35/36
AL9(1/4)
Al9({L/4)
D35

B44

D35

C7

D37

D23

C54
A7l
D49

CL5
B28

B8/9

B43
B34(part)
D55

B&/9
DZ26{part}
C16



1960
L9640
1961
1961
1961
1962
1962
1463
1963
1964
1964
1969

General notes:

N.C. Wathey

J.

R.
L.

M.

deWeever

Richardson

Larmonie

Hazel

C.W. Wathey

G.A.

P.

M.k A,

deWeever

L.A. Lejuez

P.

G.

delWeaever

Howell

21

Richardson¥*

Hazel

merchant

merchant
hotelkeeper

merchantc

merchant

hotelkeepers

merchant

taxi drlver/Curagao

See general note to Table 4.

38000
1250
1500
2800
1375
60400

500
7310
9000
9500
5550
3000

C13
B4B(part)
B42
B24
D34 {part)
BLS8

Dle

Cai

D3324

A47
c4z

D3



Additional stipulations:

1. The donation was to Casslus LemKe, natural son of Sarah Lemke, from
Robert wvan Romonhdt., The resident, Nancy Stones, retalns use during her
lifetime, along wich Cassius Lemke, who 15 to get the propercy at her deacn.

If Cassius Lemke dies pbefore Robert van Romondt, the property is to revert to

Hoperc.
2. The house 1s already in J,.W. Wathey's possession.
3. Payment 15 one-half now and then four 1nstallments without interest. The

propercy remalns that of the seller, A.A. van Romondt and Co., until purchase
15 completed. It is net clear if it was, because the property was declared
the pOssesslon by prescriptive rights of The next owner 1n 1456,

4. Payment was 200 now and 50 in two months.

5. The owner retains usufruct witbout paying expenses; she was the widow of
Lucas Perciwval, S5r.,, and was named Harriet Mason Illidge. The new owner 1s
Harriet Tliildge Barnes, and pessibly a relative, but equalliy LiKely a servant

named after her mistress.

G. He is also listed as "tinsmlith and biacksmith,"
7. In three monthly installments.
B. He 1s to take immediate possession, with 1000 now and the balance 1n 12

monthly 1nstallments.

9, Four-fifrchs now and the balance as sOOn as posSlble, wlth Richardson's
mother, a washerwoman, bhaving usufruct "wlthout security." She was not the
selier,

10. A nOuse on the lot 15 not 1ncluded 1in the sale and can be moved.
1L. To be paid 250 now and the balance in 1nstallments of 150 every six
months; owner to rectaln the usufruce.

12, The owner retains the right to live there until 1915,

L )
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13, Price 18 to extlngulsh a debt.

14. Payment is 3750 now and 750 in one year.

15. The seller retains usufruct; the buyer 1s tC malntaln the property and
te use the purchase price tLO renovate.

le. Paywent 15 2500 1n cash now and the pailance 1n three wonths,

17. The property was "grantea and ceded" for "past services rendered"; the
agreeent 18 to close all onligations to her. The doner was D.C. van Romondc.
18. To be paid within four years.

19. Price 1ncludes business and agencles.

20. Part of the purchase price 1s in cancellation of a mortgate debt.

2l. The selier (Illidge) has thne optlon to buy the property Dack wlthin three

years for the same price plus repairs. The purchaser had a mortgage on the

land.
22. The owner retains usufrucc.

23. Payment 1s 2500 1n casn and the balahce over three months; the transfer

cf the property to be made when the full amount has been paid (koth purchaser
and sSelier were 1n Aruba).

24. Tney also take over a mortgage to C.M. Wathey for 1500.

Post—1868 Declarations of Prescriptive Rights

Year of Declaration Family name Lot No.
1878 Howell CLL
1912 Howe Ll i B47
1921 Hautwman B23
1940 Howell D2
1945 Viaun B44
1856 Wathey C34/35
1957 Conner A4
1878 Hoage C5

Note: In all cases but one, the possesser declared possession for ac ileast
thirty years; in the one other case, the declaration was for sixty years
{(B47) .

DRy



Taking Table 5 and extracting the first purchases made by those with the

same surnames as the owners of the Front Street propercvles 1n 1960 gives the

following listing:

Table 6

Name Date appears on list Occupation
Buncamper 1873 blacksmith
wWathey 1874 snopkeeper
deWeever 1874 shoemaker
Larmonie 1884 saddlemaker
Conner 1891 policeman
Hautman 1891+ ?
Labega 1910 government salt

measurer

Vlaun 1811 overseer
Viaun 1912 snopkeeper
Wllliams 1913 shopkeeper
Carcy 1919 poliliceman
Peterson 1520 policeman
Lejuez 1928

policewan

* Estimated date; prescriptive right.

Toe flrst appearances are thus spread over a perioda of aimost forcy
years, and those who bought for the first time after about 1910 not only did
S0 a dgenerdtion later, but also tended tO beglb purchasing further up streec.
The earliest purchasers have thus been in town for four generations, and the
later ones for three. Thls 1S noO indlcation of how long elther nas been on
the 1sland, however, although where descendents recount their own family
hlstoriles, these also fall 1nto two sets ~ even thouyh the oral account 18
occasionally somewhat belied by the histerical record, and sometimes by the

10
deeds as well.

The earllier set belleve themSelves to be the descehaants of military
officers, or of Britishers who came to work on or with the plantations. Thus

the Watheys believe that the first settler 1n thelr fawlly was an Englisn

book-keeper on a plantation, the Conners that theirs was an Irish flour

44



mercnanc, the deWeevers that thelirs was a Dutch arwy officer, anu the
Buncampers that theirs was the descendant of a French soldier on Guadeloupe.
In each case, however, the route to St. Maarten was probaply more Clroultous
than remembered, and the original settler slightly less respectable.
"Book-keeper" was the term used at the time for estate overseer, ana, as
William Green notes, "Overseers were recruited, almost lndiscrimlnately, from
the body of peedy young adventurers, a great portion of wnom were Scotsmen,
who arrived each year in Caribbean ports seeking a reversal of their fortunes"
(1976:6L). The unsettled condltions, both politicaliy and economically, 1n
the Caripbbean during the eighteenth and nineteenth cencuries led to a greatc
deai of movement, ana yoeman farmers were often forced to join the miiltia,
settling on the islands that they attacked {Lowenthal 1972: 29-30}; this 1s
the likeiy route for many of the others. For the Buncampers, the recora 1§
unusually precise: a plantation owner named Frederick Augustus Richara
Buncamper gave hl1s nawe to three of his 1lliegltlmate ("outside") children, wno
were in 1833 left some land by one of their mother's relatives, a free Negro
blacksmith named Cutnpert. One of the three, Rlcharu, alsc a blacksmlth,
became the sole owner of this property 1n 1866, and 1t 15 the deed recording
his possession that glves tnis information. The original property, unllke
that of most of the others in this set, was on Front Street, but well above
the fashionable section.

The post-1910 set are Knownh locally as "Simsonbay people,"™ ana many trace
their origins back to Scandinavian, French, and British military nmen who
Settied 1n the 1solated, all-whlte fishing viliage of Simsconpay alter comlng
ro the West Indies onh military missions in the late eighteenth century;:
others belleve they are descendants of English pirates who lanaed on nearby

Anguilla. Lowenthal's comment, cited above, applies equally to these
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fam:ilies, and occasionhai references to Simsonbay names 1n the Repetorium
Notarieele as early as the 1840s indicates that the village was not as
isclated as 1ts present-day inhabltants believe., Nevertheless, 1t nad closer
ties with Anguilla and with the French-side capital of Marigot than with
Philipsburg, partly because they were MOre easlly accessSiple by water. Many
of those who first came to town from Simsonbay were policemen, reportedly
recruitea 1nto the islend's police force as the number of whites dlmlnlsShed.,

It is difficult to tell exactly who the first purchasers boughc trom,
because the occupations of the sellers are less often included 1h the deeds,
but they appear tec have bought from other tradespeople and artisans — probably
pecple who were leavlng, Slnce thelr npames subsequently disappear from the
records - from estate~owning families who also ownea property ln town, and
from the A.A. van Romondt Company, wnich, lmmediately before and after
emancipation, bought or acqulred through mortgage default a larde number of
properties {35 1n my sample). The lots thus acqulred were small, Cbeap, and
usually at the lower end of town. They were sometimes bought on very generous
terms (See the additional stilipuiaticons to Table 5), and one person often
bought several at about the same time. They provided these families with
thnelr firsc toehold on the socloeconowlc ladger - an lmage that 1s
convenlently appropriate to the layout of the town.

Thus as they moved up througb the town, SO they moved UP 1n Ooccupational
status, and by the 1960s the generation that is now adult (the tourth in town
for the first set, tne third for the second) owned - soletlmes Stlll 1n
cooperation with thelr parents - the larger stores in Philipsburg (A.C. and
N.C. Wathey, C.M. Wathey, D.A. Peterson, P. and J, deWeever, F.W. ana C.T.
Vlaun, B.C. and R. Carty), held appointed government posts, often as

adimlnistrators of other of the Netherlands Antilies {(W.G. and C. Buncamper,



L.R. Carty, C.T. Vliaun, W.B. Peterson, W.A. Conner), and had bought virtually
all of the more expensive up-street propertles. Judging from their parailel
progress up the ocupaticnal and residential ladder, and the similarity of
their final positions, the historilcally based dlstincrions between the Two
sets of families would appear to have been overcome with time. They had
become S5t. Maarten's upper class.

The deeds are a source of another type of i1nformartion, however, one that
allows a amall glimpse of one aspect of interaction bertween people - their
marriages. Genealogles put together from information contalned in the deeds
show that distinctions between the two sets of families bave 1n fact been
malntainea. Not cnly have the mempers of each set married each other
freguently, yet seldom narriled members of the other set - despite the fact
that the pool of "suiltable" mates on the 1siand was never Large and rapldly
diminished in the twentieth century, and despite the fact that this left an
astonlshing number of unmarried gaughters -~ put thelr marriage patterns
differed. St. Maarten's upper class 1s more complicated than 1t might at
fFirst appear.

The marriage network of thne first set 1ncluded pot oniy toe famiiles
already mentioned, but several others as well - in particular, van Gurp,
Stephens, Davis, Rozea, and Wililams., Although these nawes no longer appeat
1in the records (the Williams that appears is later and came from Simsonbay;
tie seems to be unrelated to the Williawms who i1ntermarrled with the firsc set),
they do appear on the purchases list in the early period, and they had similar
occupations, They can thus be consldered to have been parc of the first set,
The only exception is the Buncamper family, which did not intermarry with any
of these families; but, as noted earilier, they were 1N orlgin also an

exception.
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The second set intermarcied eveh more frequently than the first, and
often more closely as well, since several married cousins. The two sets are
distingulsned, however, 1n that the second has contlnued tO 10tefmarcy 10to
the present, while the first has 1ncreasingly sought 1ts mates elsewhere.
Thls does not appear Lo be because they were traveling more, for it is the

second set whose members are more likely to have been abroad to work.

The roie of 1nheriltance

The discussion thus far has focussed on the acquisition of lana by
purchase, but property was inherited across generations as well, as Table 7
shows. It is therefore possible to uSe the deeds tO examinhe the role
inheritance has played 1n the climb up the occupaticnal and social ladder.

Although the discussions of 1nheritance systeims 1n the Huropean and
Caribbean literature have differed in many respects (see Goody et al. 1%76;
Habakxuk (960, Williams 1963 a/b, Clarke 14971, Smith 1456, 1962}, all note the
differential effect of inheritance laws in allowing for the accumulaticn of
Property or in forcing 1ts fragmentation. From thls perspective, then, what
can the deeds tell us about the role of 1nheritance of property in St. Maarten?

Inheritance of preoperty under Dutch law 1S partiole, wlth the Surviving
spouse 1lnheriting one-half and the children dividing the other half egually
ameng themselves. If there are no chlidren, property reverts to the parents
of the deceased, and if they too¢ are deceased, to any surviving brothers and
sisters. It is generaily consldered that thils type of SysStem disScourages the
accumulation of property, and particularly its devolvement onto one member of
a family {Habakkuk 1960), but 1t is also believed that 1t dlscourages 1ts

spread to collateral heirs (Sabean 1976: 105)., However, since marriages 1n
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TABLE 7

Post-1868 Inheritances Across Generations, to 1977

PDates held Familv name Lot Years held
2 -1927 van Romondt D25/ 20FF
7 «1949 Waymouth Dho*
1831-1937 Buncamper D7# 106
1852-1902 Illidee D36% 50
1855-1916 van Romondt DIO*4 61
1851345 Feterson Di*¥ 92
1857-1970 Gumbs Chow# 113
1858 - Buncamper Cl 119
18€3-1934L van Romondt B33*# 71
18641944 van Romondt DR /g% # 80
1B68-1938 van Romondt o 70
1870-16113 van Romrondt C29%4 43
1873_-1627 van Remondt C2u*¥ Sl
1873-1941 van Romondt D2Ax €7
1874-1926 van Romondt c22/23* 52
1874/6-1529 van Romondt BB /9% 55
1875-1927 Percival Cliw 52
1878-1930 Percival Dz21# 52
1879-192% van Romondt Clé¥* LE
18R1-1952 Cumbs Cr7* 71
1883 -1914 Nisbet D3gw 31
1884-1921 Larmonie Bl2# 37
1885-1957 Wathevy B43 52
1885-1918 Percival AQR¥ 33
1886-1%625 Stephens BL O* # 39
1886-1944 van Romondt B3o*# €8
1886~ Rozea B29 91
1887-16957 Stephens Dgg* 70
1888/92-1949 van Romondt Cl0/11## 61
18RE/8-1972 Wathey As0/52 86
1888/93-1949 van Romondt Cl2% 61
1888-192¢% Arrindell Cés 37
1891-1925 van Romondt Bls* 34
1891-19730 Percival 439 39
1861-1918 Barnes D16 27
1891-1912 van Romondt B48 21
1891-1946 Conner cs52/53 55
1893-1649 van Romondt B10O* 56
1893-1949 Rijnenberg A28B*4 56
1893-1935 Rijnenberg AT7O%4 42
1893-1937 Buncamper Bl2*4 Ly
1893-1946 Stewart B20% 53
1893.192¢ varn Romondt D10o* 52
1893-1G45 Percival D19* 52
1RQ4-1931] van Romondt D13#*# 37
189L-1914 Rijnenbers D25* 20
1805-1935 Davis C3€Exd L0
1895-1943 Kruythoff D54 48
1895-1g949 Wathey ALE 5l
1R0g5-1924 van Romondt Con¥ 29
1895-1970 Buncamper C3/u% 75

T
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1896-1970 Nisbet D3 1*# 74
1897-1932 Richardson B14 35
18971924 van Romondt BRou*# 27
1898-1938 Salomons DLB 40
1902-1957 Wathey B4 g 55
1904-1966 Nisbet C19%# 62
1907-1969 Howell D3 62
1908-1962 Illidge B18#* 5L
1908-1947 Nadal D34* 39
1910-1955 Labega D& G# Ls
1912-1961 delaine D20* ¥4 49
1913 -1944 Armonie Cog%¥ 11
1914-1970 Williams D2s*4 56
1915- Williams D52 €2
1920-1929 Carty B41 9
1921-1949 Williams D26 28
1925- Woods D10 52
1926-1935 Percival A22%# 9
1926-1935 Percival A23* 9
1927-1945 Cooks D3G* 18
1927-1949 Armonie C25% 22
1927-1947 Armonie C26* 20
1630-1G70 Conner n21%# Lo
1932-1974 Maillard Bl4 42
1934-1944 Conner Cluw¥ 10
1934-1945 Armonie D33+ 11
1937~ Larmonie As6 50
1940-1949 van Romondt Ccé* g
1945-1973 Peterson c24 28
1947~ Carty A3l 30
C1961-19?3 larmonie B2Lw# 12
L54-1963 Flanders D33 9

Note;

This 1ist covers all properties sold after 1868, and therefore
includes the original purchase date if known., In two cases,
it was not listed,

*Sellers are off the island at the time of the sale,

#Purchasers are off-islanders, either recently arrived or off the
island at the time of the purchase,



St. Maarten can be "without comnunlity of goods," 1n which case the sSpouse 1§
by-passed, the ccliateral heirs of the deceased are more likely to inheric
than in situations without thils stipulation.

The system of partible inheritance should have the least fragmenting
effect on those fawmllies that have enougn property so that after a dlvision
each heir willi have a piece of some value, whbether it 1s sold or used. For
those wlth many helrs but only one property, On the other hana, there 1s often
no choice but to sell, even if it be to one of their number. Properties are
practically never physlcally subdlvided (I came across only ohe 1lnstance of
this), and the houses are generally too small for more than one family,
partlcularly since familles tenda to be large. For the i1n-betweens, the
decision to divide or not is less clear-cut, and in any case probably varles
with tne historical situatlon. For example, one faully owns a large nuunber of
town properties, and all remain jointly beld: there are enocugh to provide
both living space and a guaranteed rentcal 1ncome from stores for ail of them.
If there were to be a division, however, no one helr could pursue thils
comblhed strateqgy, an effective one in St. Maarten at the moment.

In fact, very little fragmentation has occurred because of divisions:
there have been few of them, and they have been confined to the wealtnlest
famllles.l3 I cale across Seven, aha they were mostly 1n the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries -~ four were in the wvan Romondt family
alone,

There have also been very few marriages witphout community of goods, but
those that there were do seem to have been aimed at preventing the dispersal
of propercy, for they occurred when the off-islander oOr lesS wealthy 1S5lander
(male or female) was marrying into ap island family with considerable

property. They too were confilned primarily to the merchant families of the

L



late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

If there 1s no division, the helrs may elither continue to hold the
property Jjointly or sell. Not surprisingly, they are more likely to sell when
most of the heirs are off the island. This 1s the case for almost every one
of the 41 cases I have recorded of heirs selling as a group, and they 1ncrease
in nuubers as the 1Y60s approacn. In adaltion, 1h about balf (L6) of these
cases, sSales were made to "off-~1slanders,” which, when taken with the figures
glven earller about the similar likelihooa of departing merchants selling to
"outsiders” if they themselves have left, polnts to the way 1in which such
movemMent can open up a Ccommunlty.

S5cholars who have examined the effect of inherltance systems on the rise
and fall of families over considerable periods of time have noted in
particular the problem of setving up secona and third sons when only the firstc
is designatea the heir to the family property {see, for instance, Greven
1970} . Although 1n many of tnese St. Maarten famllles, one Son alone has
become the heir to his father's business, inheritance of property does not
seem to have played a major role 1n thls.

For instance, joint heirs may choose not to seli to a third party, but
1nstead seli to each other, and thus channel property onto one hember of the
family. But although I have 33 instances of this, 20 of which involve
off-island siblings seliling to siblings {Or spouses of siblings) on the
isiand, and 1l of which involve sales to relatives in businesses on the
1sland, the jatter all i1nvolve Perclvals ana van Romonats, ana not the
upwardly mobile families we have been discussing. Further, a review ol Taples
5 ana 7 shows not only that properctles pought by the f1lrst two generatlions 1in
town were generally sold out of the family quickly - at most, property bought

1n one Jgeneratlon was sSold 1h the next - Put, mOore 1mportant, that one

A



generation did not walt to inherit property to establish itself but went ahead
and bought on Lts own, In addition, Kinship LlipKs wldel than the huclear
family seldom played a role in the transmission of property, either by
inheritance or sale, In familles large enough to have two branches wilth
people 1n business - the van Romondts, Percivals, and Watheys, for instance -
they dia Not sell thelr propertles to each other, even when one of cthewm was
leaving. Perhaps a tunction of the small size of the soclety, there are 1in
each case reports of strong antagonisms between the branches that precluaed
such cooperation.

In ab early article dealing prunarily wlth customary inheritance, M.G.
Smith (1956} points to the role of wills in avoiding such customary
opbligaticons. Taking tnls a step furcher, 1t 18 useful to look at all forms of
what I will call "pre-settlement” - attempts to circumvent the fragmentation
inplicit in the rules of 1ntestate 1nherltance.

A certain amount of fragmentation may be avoided by buying property 1ln
the children's name, thus avoldlng the wilfe, and this occurs freguencly,
although often in cases where the wife has already acqulred property of her
ownh (so she is not dellberately left property-less). Fragmentation 15 furcner
avoirdea 1f parents sell to one or more of their childaren, and I bave records
of 27 such salies. But on exawmlnation, 1t appears that these Sales had otner
purposes as well. Although 16 singled out sons, in only 1 case was the son 1ln
business with the father, and then the sale was at a token price; 1n the
other cases, the sale was at full price and would appear to have been more to
gudrantee the parent money at a rlme when 1t was needed ~ in several of the
cases, the parents were retired off the island. 1In 7 additicnal cases, the
sales were again for nowlnal amounts, but were Lo chlldren 1n S$1tuatlons where

there had been a divorce, a remarrliage, or outside children; these salesS 1n



effect guaranteed all the chlldren of one facher an equal portion of the
estate where the law would have distinguished unequally between them (by law,
children "of the first bed" anda chlldren "of the secona bed," legitimate and
1llegitimate children each inherit different portions of an estate). Not
surprisingly, most of the children upon whom these settlementsS were made were
on the 1sland at the time. Four more of the sales were to daughters,
effectively guaranteeing thew a place to live or an 1ncome — 1mportant when
one remembers the number of women who never married.

A simiiar form of pre-settlement is outright dopation. I recorded only
11 cases of this, but they are revealing in the light of the above since 7
were women, 5 of whom were single, wilidowed, or dlvorced and 2 of whow were
"outside wives."” Two more cases were of wedding giLfts to wives married out of
community of goods, agaln guaranteelng them some pruperty. Only 2 were to
men, cne from a father to a son in order to avoid his second wife inheriting -
with her agreement,

Turning to wills, only 19 of all tne land transfers I recorded were
through wills, but they continued this pattern of protecting the women: in 13
of the 19, females were guaranteed access to property, even 1f thls meant
by-passing otherwise legitimate male beirs, and even if this meant their
getting an extra portion of the estate.14 For example, a merchant married
out of community of goods wilieda hls property to his wife, another wlliea his
to his second wife, a third to her daughter, and several others - tradespeople
wlthout helrs - left thelr propertles to unrelated women. In Ohe Other case,
a wealthy man was making sure his acknowledged outside chilaren got a full
portion of his estate.l_

When looked at as a whole, all of these pre-sectlements gSeem to have the

effect not, as M.G. Smith has suggested, of avoiding customary
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obllgatlons,l6 but the opposite: they appear to have been made to guarantee
a customary fairness where the intricacies of the law would go against this,
and they appear to reflect a speclal concern for the econouwic well belng and
future of the women - to adapt the system to fit a historically and
Jeographilcally speciftlc set of clrcumstances,.

it would seem, then, that neither the legal inheritance of property, nor
the pre-sertlements that maneuvered around it, were dlrectly 1mportant 1n the
economic and social rise of these families. O©On the contrary, in a situation
where there was a great deal of mlgration 1n and out, where propercies
therefore frequently became available for purchase, and where property you
owned (and 1ts positlon in town) was an 1nalcator of sog¢lal status, old

properties were shed and new ones purchased as rapidly as possible,

Thls analysls of landa transfer deeds has given a picture of movement and
change that belies the image of 5t. Maarten as a sleepy backwater. 1In the
years petween the emancipation of the slaves and 1ts discovery by sunseeking
North Americans, St. Maarten's population changed both in number and
composition. Not only did many who had peen born on the 1island leave - sone
to return and some not - but cothers who had been born elsewhere arrived, nany
to depart soon thereafrer, Throughout the periocd, the number of people with
an interest in the 1sland was far greater than the resiadent population alone.
And throughout the period, aiong with ali tne movement in and out, there wdas
movement up, as a small core of people steadily worked thelr way up the

SOClgeconomnlc laader.,
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The teurist "i1ndustry," under whnich ruwric I 1nclude ail tourist-related
activitles, is not quite the sole employer on the island, but 1s far andg
away the najor one. 'There 15 also a Japanese-owned fishing industry
which uses the i1sland as its home port, has a fleet, factory ship, and
warehouse, and most of whose employees are TalwanesSe orf Koreah. A
West—German-owned rum distillery sends it products to West Germany for
botcling and 1s hlghly automated.

This petitlon was 1lnscribed into one of the few record books that remains
on the island., The names and numbers of those who left can be roughly
calculated by running through the Repetorium Notarieele, an index of the
1sland's official documents, inciuding marriages, probated wills, slave
transfers, and varicus buslness dealings, whicto 18 avallabple for the
yvears 1840-186%9. When a plantation-owning famlly's name disappears from
thls index, 1t probably inalcates thelr having left the islanag,
particularly where slave sales are involved; the appearance of a new
name, however, Cannot pe taken to 1ndicate arrivali frow elsewhere.

This percentage comes from a count I did of material gathered by the St,
Maarten Census Bureau (see my "The Friendly Island: A Report on How
Tourism Developed in St. Maarten, Netherlands Antilles™ (1977}) for a
more detalled analysis of population data.

Very little beach land 1s in private hands, and most of the hotels on the
Dutch side are on long-terwm leases from the government, whicn acguirea
the land years ago as sites for forts, or more recently for airport
Clearances - the airport being 1n the beach section ©of tphe 1sland.

Many of these came from Curagac and Aruba, the larger of the associated
states of the Netherliands Antiiles {Cura%ao, Aruba, Bonaire, S5t. Maarcen,
Saba and St. Eustasius), which are in turn an autonomous territory of the

Kingdon of the Netherlands, St. Maarcen has 1ts own 1lsland councli to
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handle local affairs, and sends one representative to the Netherlands
Antilles legislature in Curagao.

This is not to minimize the provlem of constructing genealogles from this
kind of data, however, particularly when there are no informants to check
with, First, 1t 1s often impossible to connect genealogical segments
with the same surname. Second, there is a preference in St. Maarten (as
elsewhere, including in other Carlbbean islands) for certain given names,
not just within families but throughout the population; this is
compounded by the custom of giving two children 1in the famlly the same
name if one dies before the second is born and a penchant for names that
abbreviate to the same initlals - thus there are, to take St. Maarten's
leading families as an example, three D.C. van Romondts and three A.C.
Watheys in three generations. A compensatory advantage 1is that women are
almost always referred to by their family names: either Apnn Mary
Molenstein, wife of Henry Davis, or Ann Mary Davis, born Molenstein. The
parallel and simultaneous research task of collecting family bistories
and genealogies from living family members was thus an essential parct of
the research, because these often made it possible to interpret
information in the @deeds that would oCherwlse have remained a myscery.
Unfortunately for all of us - both researcher and reader - the generation
than can remember back into the nlineteenth century is in fast
disappearing. Once they are gone, this kind of bhistorical research will
be that much more difficulc.

In fact, except for the estate-owlng merchants, few of those living 1in
town had land elsewhere on the island. By the early 1%00s the town
contained mostly smail shopkeepers, artisans, government workers, and
laborers; and in 1950 its inhabitants were described as "landless”
government officials, merchancs, shopkeepers, domestics, public workers,

retirees, and pensioners (Keur and Keur 1960: 24; to the Keurs "lang" was
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synonymous with "plantation."} Thls pattern dld not change untll the
late 1960s, when renting out town properties became profitakle and when
several fashionacle residential areas outsSlde of town were developed.
They were distributed as follows:
Front Street 23 of 26 up street right
17 of 21 up street left (3 of the missing 4 are

church—owned)

27 of 45 down street rignt
30 of 44 down street left

Back Street 12 of 19 up street right

5 of 18 up street left {much of the remainaer are
church—-owned)

20 of 44 down street rignt
25 of 56 down street left

159 of 273 total
This 1s a delilberately conservatlive estlmate of the percentage. In

mapping the town, 1 counted one house to a lot unless I hag a lot
description to the contrary. FPor down-street lots, the houses are very
small and it 1s probable that there are two, oOr even three, houses to a
lot, whicn would decrease the total number of lots and increase the
percentage covered. Lots were both subdivided and amalgamated over the
years, whlch makes a firm count extremeiy difficuit; on the other hand,
information is not egually complete for all lots, so that not all 159 are
used at every stage of the analysils.

This 1s not as difficult distinction to make as it might at first appear,
because many of the family names are Xnown to me perscnally, orf fro
reports and interviews; further, most "St. Maarten names" are readgliy
recognizable since slaves 1n St. Maarten, as eiSewhere, were Jiven Or
chose as their surnames those of the estate owners on their estates, and
these are 1n turn known from the Repetorlum Notarleele and The Protest

petition {see note 2).
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A third group shoula pe notea brilefly, silnce they are prominent 1n the
later part of Table 5. Beginning in the 1920s, and continuing into the
19508, lots began to be purchased by black men and women who had mlgratea
either to New York (e.q. Doncker, Hazel, Richardson) or Curaca¢ and Aruba
{e.g. Carty, Illidge, Smith, Flanders, Scott, Gumbs), had such trades as
mariner, electrician, carpenter, taxi driver, machinist, and mechanic,
and bought propertlies wilth the money earned elsewhere,

It should be noted here that although the pnames are the same, there
15 no direct relactionship between the Carty here ana the Carcty who boughc
in town in the 1920s, or the Gumbs here and the Gumbs who bought 1n town
in the 1890s. There are many casesS $Such as these — they are known as
"white Cartys" and "black Cartys," for instance, and only by knowing the
families can one make the distinction. There are also "English Williams"“
and "Simsonbay Williams," as we shall see later.

This was the situation in the 1960s. It has since been furtner
complicated by the emergence cof a black business group.

If, as Joseph Schumpeter for ohe suggests, famlliles are the basic unlit of
class, and if classes are thus sets of interrelated or interconnected
families, then we have here the basis for two such sets, even tnough they
share a simllar relationship to the means of production.

Furcthermore, there seems to have peen a similar dl1STlnctlon between
the earlier merchants. Percivals, van Romondts, and Nisbets seldom
intermarried: there 1S onhly ohe Perclval- van Rowmondt mgarrlage, for
instance, although there were at least five van Romondt Cross-cousin
marriages, Nor did these three 1ntermarry wlth the incoming merchancs,
except for one Netherwood-van Romondt connection; Netherwood was a very

old family on the nearby island of St. Barthélemy (St. Barcs).
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There are, of course, "paper divisions," whepn a property 1s sold by the
helrs and the shares need to be computed.

There 15 no way of knowing from the deeds if or how other members of the
family were conpensated for this, In addition, as E.P. Thompson has
pointed cut (1976), for families such as these 1t may well be more
lmportant to look at pre-mortem lnherlvance — at ways 1n wnlch parents
gave their children a start on life by providing for their education,
finding them Jobs, or establiishlng them 1n other countries. The deeds
tell us nothing of this.

This was exceptional, however. The high rate of illegitimacy 1n the
population as a whole - estimated at 65 percent in the 19i0-1914 perioed
and 50 percent 1n tne late 1940s (Keur ana Keur 1960: 219) - and the few
instances of outside children coming in for a share of the inheritance
(the Buncampers are the only case among tne famllies consldered here), 1S
an 1ndication of how seldom outside children are legally acknowledged
(they are inforwmally acknowledged mucn more fLrequently, of course}. The
fact that this can only be done before the father marries a woman other
than the mother, or atfter the wife's death, effectively precludes much
acknowledgement; on the other hand, I know of enough i1nstances of
married men wilith unacknowledged ocutside chlldren in the families
discussed here to hypothesize that the failure to acknowledge is a

further attempt to Keep property wlthin the legitimate family and sSo

prevent fragmentation.

M.G. Smith, who was wrlting apcut the smail l1slanda of Carriacou, also
found that the use of wills accelerated fragmentation, 1n this case
because 1t led to the defensive assertion of customary claims. Althougb
I did not examine court records, I came across a reference tc only one
Ccourt case in the deeds: in this case, the ghildren of the first

marriage had sued the children of the second marriage.



APPENDIX
POPULATION CHANGE
ST. MAARTEN

Year Total % Increase
1658 300

1705 251

1715 3ol white 244 siave 605

1740 533 " 1239 " 1772

1751 2569

1789 5571

1816 3559

1850 2830

L862‘ 1441 " 1883 " 3324

18%0 600 " 3000 " 3600

1880 2839

1900 3174

1908 1207 mwen 1863 women 3072

1913 3550

1915 3282

1920 2633

1928 2197

1930 {census) 284 men 1351 women 2335

1935 10sp " 1584 " 2674

1940 736 1268 2004

1945 673 1074 1744

1950 591 893 1484

1951 582 876 L458 - 1.7
1952 604 921 1525 4.6
1953 624 947 1571 3.0
1954 637 960 1597 1.7
1955 631 967 1607 .06
1956 606 954 1560 - 2.9
1957 618 936 1554 - JU3
1958 630 907 1537 Y Bt
1959 630 901 1537 -
1960 (census) 1274 1457 2731 78.
1961 1397 1531 2928 F
1962 1559 1691 3250 L1,
1863 1769 1874 3643 12,
L1964 1879 1993 3872 6.
1965 2098 2141 4239 9.4
1966 2333 2357 4620 1i,
1967 2518 2562 5080 8.3
1968 2770 2800 5570 9.6
1969 3056 3084 6104 9,6
1870 3509 3395 6904 13.
1971 4007 4807 7814 1z.
1972 4688 4318 9006 15.
L1973 5138 46091 9824 9.
1974 5351 959 10310 4.9
1975 5332 5126 10458 l.4
1976 {est) 5658 5523 11191 7.

Sources: For 1658-1930, Hartog 1964, pp. 228, 419, 422, 704, except for L850?
which 1s from Knight 1978. For 1930-~1949, Tjon Sie Fat, 1954. For 1950-1976,
St. Maarten Census Bureau files. Note that for 1789, Keur and Keur give 2000
whites and 4200 slaves {Keur and Keur 1960: 44). Note also that the male-
female ratio reverses in 1970.
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Map 2

Number of Occuplers Since 1868 and Lengtn of Present Occupation 1n
ncludes occupiers as of 1868 but does not include transfers within £
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Map 3
Post-1868 Lots Owned by Six Merchant Families, with

Date Lot Passed Out of Family
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Map 4
Front Street Property Ownership as of 1960, with Date of Purchase
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