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PREFACE

The early part of this sketch, and the refer-
ences to Williarn E. Curtis, Jr. are based upon
memoranda left by James S. Stearns and F.
Kingsbury Curtis, and on records in the pos-
session of Miss Elizabeth Curtis. These have
been edited by S. Mallet-Prevost who, with
the assistance of other partners, has written
" the balance.

This must be hardly more than a sketch of
the firm, its predecessors and their work dur-
ing the 115 years that have passed. Much
more might be said but, it is hoped, that what
has here been recorded may be an inspiration
to future partners, in carrying on the work.
We have a tradition that merits a long and
brilliant future.



ON MAY 1, 1945 THE FIRM WAS CONSTITUTED
AS FOLLOWS:

Severo Mallet-Prevost

Harris D. Colt
Hugo Kohlmann
Otto Schoenrich
David A. Embury
Hamilton Hicks
Fraser M. Horn
Dudley B. Bonsal
Milo A. Borges
Wendell W. Forbes

A. Henry Mosle
Henry A. Stickney
Jesse Knight

Creswell M. Micou
John H. Willenbrok
George A. Reiss
Eugenel W. Goodwillie
Vernon R. Y. Lynn
Clarence U. Carruth



EARLY FIRMS

IN THE YEAR 1830 two brothers, John L. and James
L. Graham, were practicing law at 143 Fulton Street
in the City of New York. They were the first of a
long line of lawyers and law firms extending in an
unbroken chain up to the present time.

The Graham family came from Woodbury, Con-
necticut. The first of the name was a Dr. Graham,
Minister of the Congregational Church at that place,
who had left Scotland because of religious wars. His
origin was revealed by an inscription on the tomb-
stone of his son who was described as a “Grandson
of the Marquis-of Dundee.” This grandson was a
Yale graduate, an officer in the Revolutionary War
and a friend of General Washington. He died as a
result of imprisonment in the British prison in New
York. The two Grahams who established themselves
in New York in 1830 were his sons or grandsons.

During those early years in Connecticut there
were intermarriages between members of the
Graham and Curtis families; and it is therefore not
strange that their descendants should have formed
a connection when they came to New York. A line of
lawyers led to the first William E. Curtis, who will
be referred to hereafter as “William E. Curtis, Sr.”
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The first one in the Curtis line was Robert .
Edmond, a graduate of Dublin University, and a
Justice of the Peace at Woodbury, Connecticut. He
had a law library and acted as a legal adviser in the .
early part of the 18th Century. His son, Judge Wil-
liam Edmond, graduated at Yale College in 1777. He
afterwards came to the Bar and was an eminent
practitioner’in Fairfield County for many years. In
1798 he was elected a representative to Congress
from Connecticut. He was often a representative of
his town in the General Assembly. He was chosen
by the people in the year 1805 to the House of “As-
sistants,” a body of talented men, being the Upper
House of the legislative body and then constituting
the Supreme Court of Connecticut. He was con-
tinued in that office until transferred to the bench
in 1807 as a judge of the Supreme Court; to this he
was annually appointed, for a period of 12 years in
succession, until the reorganization of the court
under the present constitution of that State. He was
a soldier of the Revolution and was in the Battle of
Fairfield, where he was severely wounded.

Judge Edmond’s son-in-law was Holbrook Curtis
who was born in Newtown in 1787 and graduated
from Yale in 1807. He was asked to settle in Water-
town and practice law. He was a member of the
State Legislature and Judge of the Connecticut
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Supreme Court until 1816. The son of Holbrook Cur-
tis was Willialm Edmond Curtis, Sr. who came to
New York some time prior to 1847 and studied law
in the office of William Curtis Noyes, at that time a
partner of the Graham brothers. ‘

In 1836 the Graham brothers took in as partner a
Mr. Sanford; and the firm then became Graham &
. Sanford. They continued at 143 Fulton Street. From
1830 to 1836 William P. Powers, a future partner,
was a clerk in the office.

In 1838 Sanford apparently withdrew and a Mr.
Wood, together with Powers, continued the firm,
which then became Graham, Wood & Powers. The
office continued for a time at the Fulton Street ad-
dress but later moved to 49 Wall Street.

“In"1840 there was again a change.. Powers with-
drew as a partner, although he-continued his asso-
ciation with the firm, which then became Graham,
Noyes & Wood. It was under Noyes that William E.
Curtis, Sr. studied law. The office was then at 34 Wall
Street. On January 9, 1852 Curtis formed a partner-
ship with Samuel A. Foot, a retired Judge of the
Court of Appeals, also Chief Justice of the Superior
Court of New York, and President of the Board of
Education. Judge Foot’s family came from Water-
town, Connecticut.

The firm, known as Foot & Curtis, lasted until

(91



Judge Foot retired, when Curtis formed a partner-
ship with William P. Powers (former partner of the
Graham brothers) under the name of Curtis &
Powers. :

It was about this time that the older firm of Gra-
ham, Noyes & Wood came to an end and was suc-
ceeded by the new firm of Curtis & Powers, with
offices at 106 Broadway.

In April of 1852 James S. Stearns entered the
office as a clerk. Benjamin Rankin was Managing
Clerk and Cephas Brainerd was there as a student.
When Rankin retired, because of illness, Stearns
succeeded him as Managing Clerk. Stearns was ad-
mirtted to the Bar in 1856; and, when Powers retired
some time prior to 1866, Stearns became associated
Wwith William E. Curtis, Sr. In 1866 or 1867 they
moved to 74 Broadway. :

On January 1, 1872 William E. Curtis, Sr. took
office as a judge of the Superior Court of the City of
New York (now the Supreme Court) and Stearns
continued the practice alone until 1877 when Wil-
liam E. Curtis, Jr., a son of William E. Curtis, Sr.,
having been admitted to the Bar, joined Mr. Stearns
and formed the partnership of Stearns & Curtis. In
1882 they moved to 45 William Street, and seven
years later, in 1889, moved to 58 William Street.

On January 1, 1889 E Kingsbury Curtis became a
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member of the firm which continued under the
name of Stearns & Curtis.

With the exception of four years, from 1893 to
1897, during Mr. Cleveland’s second term, when
William E. Curtis, Jr. was Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury, he was a member of the firm until his
retirement in 1920, retaining a nominal connection
until his death on August 20, 1923.

Shortly after Curtis went t0 Washington, Harris
D. Colt moved into the office of Stearns & Curtis and
there occupied a room as a tenant, without any firm'
connection. Within a year or two he became a part-
ner with Mr. Stearns and E Kingsbury Curtis; and,
in January 1896, the firm name became Stearns,
Curtis & Colt.
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CURTIS, MALLET-PREVOST & COLT

ON FEBRUARY 1, 1897 Mr. Stearns retired, and A.
Henry Mosle and I became partners, under the firm
name of Curtis, Mallet-Prevost & Colt.

Soon after this Augustus N. Hand, now a member
of the Circuit Court of Appeals, becamea partner; '
and John G. Carlisle became associated with the
firm as counsel. At that time the office moved to
30 Broad Street, and soon after that John Henry
Hammond came into the office and remained with
us about two years. He withdrew to join Cadwal-
ader, Wickersham & Taft and later left them to
become a partner in the Banking House of Brown
Brothers-& Co.

. In 1901 Walter L. Worrall came into the office as
‘a clerk. He became a partner on April 29, 1908 and
continued as such until his death on June 28, 1928.

Hugo Kohlmann entered the office in September
1901-and became a partner in 1910.

Frederic K. Seward came into the office in June
1903, became a partner in May 1908, and remained
with us until his death on December 7, 1943.

" Henry A. Stickney came into the office in June
1903. From 1910 to 1912 he was in the District
Attorney’s office. On April 30, 1917, he was made a
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partmer. During the first World War 'he was an
officer in the Information Service of the Army. At
the termination of the war he returned to the office.

Otto Schoenrich came into the office in 1916 and
became a partner on May 1, 1920.

Jesse Knight came into the office in July 1910 and
became a partner on January 1, 1921.

In 1925 the firm name was changed from

Curtis, Mallet-Prevost & Colt to
Curtis, Mallet-Prevost, Colt & Mosle.

David A. Embury entered the office in 1917 and
was taken in as a partner on October 1, 1927.

Creswell M. Micou, after serving as Captain in
the U. S. Marine Corps, came into the office on July
19, 1920 and became a partner on October 1, 1927.

On May 1, 1929 the firm moved from 30 Broad
Street to 63 Wall Street.

John H. Willenbrok came into the office in 1922
and was made a partner on May 15, 1934.

Fraser M. Horn came into the office in September
1926 and was made a partner on May 15, 1934.

George A. Reiss came into the office in February
1922 and was made a partner on December 16, 1940.

Dudley B. Bonsal came into the office in Septem-
ber, 1930 and was made a partner on December 16,
1940. On February 24, 1942, he left the firm to assist
Nelson Rockefeller, Coordinator of Inter-American
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Affairs. After serving under Mr. Stettinius and Mr.
Rockefeller at the Latin American Conference in
Mexico City during February and March 1945, he
returned to the firm and renewed his membership
as a partner.

Eugene'W. Goodwillie came into the office in 1931
and was made a partner on December 16, 1940.

Milo A. Borges came to the office in April 1915.
In September 1917 he went into the Army as a pri-
vate in the first World War. He was later selected as
a candidate for officer training; and on the comple-
tHon of that cowrse was commissioned as a Second
Lieutenant. He was engaged in training troops in
Puerto Rico at the time of the Armistice; and, after
his discharge from the Army as a First Lieutenant,
in March 1919, returned to the office. He continued
as a law clerk until August 25, 1941, when he was
made a parter.

Vernon R. Y. Lynn came into the office in January
1929 and was made a partner on August 25, 1941.
In November 1942 he joined the Navy as a Lieu-
tenant, was later promoted to Lieutenant Com-
mander and is now on duty in the Navy.

Wendell W. Forbes came into the office in June
1928 and was made a partner on August 25, 1049,

On May 1, 1945 Hamilton Hicks and Clarence U.
Carruth, Jr. joined the firm as partners.

[14]



FORMER PARTNERS and Associates

THE ABOVE IS A MERE RECITAL of past firm member-
ships. Something more should be added regarding
a few of those who are no longer here, but who have
left a lasting impression upon the firm.

JorN L. GRARAM ' .

Unfortunately, beyond what has been stated
above, there are no records available as to the per-
sonalities of the Graham brothers or of many others
who were partners in the earlier firms. As to the
Grahams, we know only that John L. Graham was
at one time Postmaster in New York; it would appear
from this that he was a prominent citizen at that
time.

Wirriam CurTtis NoYEes

It is possible to speak more at length regarding
others. It will be recalled that William E. Curtis, Sr.
studied law under William Curtis Noyes. In Curtis’
Journal, under December 28, 1864, he says:

“Thursday last I met him (William Curtis Noyes) at a
meeting of the New England Society. He was elected Presi-
dent and was present at the dinner in that evening. I thonght
I never saw him appear in better health, The next morning he -
was prostrated by apoplexy upon arising and remained in.’
sensible until his death Sunday next. He was only 59 years of
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age, but his brain gave way under the pressure of unremitting
labor for many years. He knew nothing of rest or recreation;
his cases, his library, his family and immediate friends en-

every thought and every moment. Learned, clear-
headed, calm, amiable, courteous, persevering, conscientious,
he siood in the foremost ranks of the profession, without genius
and without advantages but endowed with admirable fortitude
and sound judgment.”

SamuEeL A. Foot

Reference has already been made to Samuel A.
Foot who became a partner of William E. Curts, Sr.
in 1852. It has not been possible to secure further
information about him. He was evidently an emi-
nent jurist, as evidenced by the high judicial posi-
tions which he occupied. '

Wrrriam Epmonp CurTs, SR.

William Edmond Curtis, Sr. was born in Water-
town on September 29, 1823, the year of the found-
_ing of Washington College (now Trinity). He was
brought up in an atmosphere of study, of admiration
for the classics, and an interest in law and govern-
ment. He was sent to school at Cheshire Academy,
and graduated from Trinity College in 1843. Trinity
gave him the honorary degree of Doctor of Laws in
1862, and he was a life member of her Board of
Trustees. In politics he was active in putting down
the Tweed Ring and in reforming the New York

[161



democratic municipal government. Like his son, he
was a vestryman of St. George’s Church and an early
member of the Century Club, finding his most con-
genial friends among the literary and professional
men of his time. He had a number of French and
Spanish clients through his gift as a linguist, and his
large foreign practice was handed down to the pres-
ent law firm.

On October 27, 1880 a meeting of the Bar was held
in memory of Judge Curtis. On that occasion Judge
Van Vorst delivered a lengthy eulogy, of which the
following is an extract:

“One cannot speak too warmly of his character as a coun-
sellor in his profession, and as an advocate. His practice was
large, not only in the State but in the Federal Courts. All who
bad business relations with him, lawyers and clients, individ-
uals.and corporations, bear uniform testimony to the fairness
of his dealings, and to his intelligent and upright conduct on

all occasions, He seemed to have an intuitive idea of right and
. justice, from which he never swerved. He was a safe guardian
‘of every interest committed to his management, and allowed
no selfish purpose to swerve him from entire justice to others.
This sentiment was carried in instances to self-sacrifice. He
was a large minded man, and the current of his thoughts
and action was limited by no narrow balance; it deepened
and widened according to the subject he was called upon to
con s]d ’..” .
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