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INTRODUCTION: THE DELTA AND ITS DEFENSE

For almost two hurdred years, from the founding of New Orleans in
1718 to the beginning of the twentieth century, the security of that
settlement and city remained of paramount importance to the successive
powers that governed it. Situated in the wet lowlands of southern
Louisiana along a sharp bend of the Mississippi River some ninety miles
from its mouth, New Orleans was ideally located for fulfilling its destiny
as a major agricultural, commercial, and cosmopolitan center. Yet the
very geography contributing to its rise throughout the years of French,
Spanish, and United States suzerainty also determined the urgency for
protecting the city, and in consequence, the whole southern frontier,
against the military adwvances of covetous foreign rivals. Thus, for much
of the city's existence, New Orleans' mercantile success has closely
coincided with the evolution of a strong defensive system designed, with
varying emphases over time, to protect that prosperity, to insure Iits
perpetuation, and, in a national sense, to prevent enemy access into the
interior of the continent.

A,  Awvenues of Approach
1. The Lakes

By virtue of its location on land surrounded by watery approaches,
New Orleans has always been more or less vulnerable to attack by enemy
vessels arriving from the Gulf of Mexico., Of principal concern to
defensive strategists have been those avenues of approach across Lakes
Borgne and Pontchartrain north and east of the city, up the Mississippi
River from its mouth (both of these were popular routes for transporting
goods to the city), and via Barataria Bay south of New Orleans. In
addition, the entire country connecting these routes is criss-crossed by
canals and bayous, some of navigable depth, which historically increased

the potential for access by a determined adversary.

Although the route from the east by the lakes passed through some
very shallow water, there were channels through which a capable
navigator might pass easily, A pilot entering Lake Borgne from

Mississippi Sound could find a navigable depth by passing between 5t.



Joseph's Island and Grand Island. Lake Borgne itself was only about
nine feet deep, its shores cut by numerous bayous and inlets, with those
along its southwest shore being of particular appeal to an enterprising
foe. Principal features in this area of Lake Borgne included Proctor's
Point, jutting from the southwest shore and fairly dividing the west
portion of the lake; Bayou Dupre, west of Proctor's Point, and whose
course ran within two miles of the Mississippi River, ten miles below New
Orleans; Bayou Bienvenue which wound through cypress swamps to come
within five miles of the city; and Bayous Mazant and Jumonville, both
tributaries of Bayou Bienvenue, and which joined near the mouth of the
former. Historically, the water depth of these passes varied between

four and six feet,

Adjoining Lake Borgne on the northwest is Lake Pontchartrain. The
two bodies of water are connected by a pair of crooked channels called
the Rigolets. One, itself termed "The Rigolets," is northernmost and
runs nine miles between the lakes. The other, or southern, channel is
termed the Chef Menteur Pass and runs eight miles between Lake Borgne
and Lake Pontchartrain. On Lake Borgne the two channels are ten miles
apart; on Lake Pontchartrain they are but five miles from each other.
Lake Pontchartrain, a broad, shallow lake measuring about eighty miles
around, is immediately above MNew Orleans. Historically, the city had
access to the lake by means of Bayou St. John, adjoining the south shore
and extending inland some three and one-half miles to near the west side
of the town. The juxtaposition of all these lakes, bayous, and connecting
channels owver the years posed a major threat to the security of New
Orleans and thus an incentive for its defense.

2. The River
The second primary route to MNew Orleans lay up the Mississippi
River, the principal transportation channel for goods reaching and leaving
the city. The river was wide and deep, bul prospective navigators had
first to get by the sand bars and strong currents at the mouth,
Important passes led into the Mississippl proper: Pass a |'Outre,
MNortheast Pass, Southeast Pass, South Pass, and Southwest Pass. The

last-named, almost a mile wide at the mouth and between fifteen and



eighteen feet deep, was historically the pass most often used by incoming
and departing wvessels. From its mouth the Mississippl ascended through
low, marshy land on either side thirty-six miles to Plaguemine Turn, a
sharp bend of obwvious defensive character possessing the first soil of
permanent stability encountered along the river. The earth there, while
cultivable, has frequently been exposed to floods generated by
hurricanes, a factor somewhat mitigating its otherwise significant features
for defense considerations. Above Plaguemine Turn, another forty miles
is English Turn, a radical bend in the stream and another important
defensive position to forestall an attack on New Orleans by this route.
In times past both the Mississippi River route and that via Lakes Borgne
and Pontchartrain hawve bDeen attempted with partial success by military
expeditions seeking to capture the city.

3. Barataria

West of the Mississippi lles Barataria Bay with its plethora of
Islands;, bayous, and assorted swamplands through which a persevering
enemy might attempt a "back door" approach to New Orleans. The main
channel leading into Barataria Bay is through Grande, or Barataria, Pass,
situated between Grand Terre Island on the east and Grand Isle on the
west. This pass is one-third of a mile wide, while Barataria Bay runs
approximately eleven miles north to south and four miles east to west.
Despite its potential as an avenue of approach to New Orleans, the
Barataria Bay route was shallow and remote and went largely untested by
forces seeking to capture the 1:i1;'3,f..i

1. The foregecing summary of the geography of the lower Mississippi as
respecting its defensive characteristics is drawn essentially from
Samuel H. Lockett, Louisiana as It Is: A Geographical Topographical
Description of the State. Ed. by Lauremn C. Post {(Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State Uniwversity Press, 1969}, pp. 125-30; Margaret Fisher
Dalrymple (ed.), The Merchant of Manchac: The Letterbooks of John
Fitzpatrick, 1768-1790 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press,
1978), p. 6; and Captain James Gadsden to Brigadier General Joseph G.
Swift, November 10, 1817. Mational Archives (NA) Record Group (RG)
77. Records of the Office of the Chief of Engineers. Entry 221,
"Reports of the Corps of Engineers, 1812-1823."




B. Fortification

1. The Inﬂue_nce of Vauban

The wunique geography composing the delta country dictated the
adoption of appropriate defensive measures to insure the security of New
Orieans and the entire region. As the city ewvolved into a prime
commercial center its defenses grew, reflecting ongoing advances in
fortification theory and technology. Virtually all colonial and later
fortifications erected in the delta country adhered in one way or another
to the formal engineering trends promulgated by the celebrated
seventeenth century French military genius, Sebastien Ile Pietre de
Vauban. During his lifetime (1633-1707) Vauban devised and perfected
several systems of fortifying towns using symmetrically designed works
with bastions, curtains, tenailles, and their component features, many of
which had been developed by his European predecessors. Termed
"regular" works because of their geometrical symmetry, fortifications
based on Vauban's principles also acknowledged differences in the terrain
that would produce a need for "irregular," or non-symmetrical structures.
while primarily used for the defense of large Eurocpean cities, Vauban's
designs, wusually on a more limited scale, found ready application in the
New World. Vauban's influence can be seen in  wvirtually all of the
fortifications erected in the delta country between 1700 and 1300. His
ideas permeated thought on military architecture on both sides of the
Atlantic Ocean and hawve had an enduring impact on the development of

defense theory in the Unpited StatES.E

The basic feature of Vauban's defense system was the so-called star
fort, essentially a wall of simple geometrical design, such as a square,

supported by a number of bastions, pentagonal works projecting from its

2. Willard B. Robinson, American Forts: Architectural Form and
Function (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1977), pp. 11, 12;
Samuel Wilson, Jr., "Colonial Fortifications and Military Architecture in
the Mississippi Valley," In John Francis McDermott (ed.), The French in
the Mississippl Valley (Urbana: University of Illingis Press, 1965},

p. 104,




corners. Gunfire directed from the bastions could usually cover the
surrounding approaches during an enemy assault. The main wall of the
work running between the bastions was known as the curtain, This tall
embankment was topped by a parapet, a breastwork strong enough to
enable trogps to assume position behind jt. Immediately below the
curtain, outside the fort, was the ditch, or moat, consisting of inner and
outer walls termed, respectively, the scarp and counterscarp. Beyond
the ditch was the glacis, a stretch of ground gently sloping away from
the work and kept clear of all gbstructions that might hinder fire from
the parapet. Often there were outworks in the farm of ravelins,
tenailles, and redans--smaller detached earthworks erected to support the
fort and located a short distance beyond the ditch. Cannon placed on
the rampart either fired an barbette, i.e., directly across the top of the
parapet, or through embrasures, openings cut through the parapet to
receive the muzzies of heawvy ur‘dnance.3

2. Seacoast Defense

Innovation in the art of military fortification occcurred in the area of
seacoast defense, whose purpose was to secure seaports from aggression
by hostile navies, to insure harbors of refuge for domestic and friendly
fleets, and to keep fortified positions awvailable to aid in the expulsion of
a landed hostile force.d But the development of sophisticated seacost
defenses was a complex, gradual process in which concerned technologies
strove 1o keep abreast of one another. S5Such factors as the strength and
durability of fort building materials constantly had to be weighed against

such strides made in the field of weaponry as changes in the calibre of

3. This basic terminology is from Quentin Hughes, Military Architecture
(New York: St. Martin's Press, 1974), pp. 237, 241, 242.

4. G. J. Fiebeger, Permanent Fortification {(West Paint, New York:
Henry Charnowitz, 1800}, p. 60,




cannon, new types of propellants, and new designs of Frl"ﬁ]ectiles.E
Although the earliest fortifications erected in the delta by the colonial
powers coped to some degree with such changes, it was only with the
advent of American contrel and the decision by the United States
government to fortify the lower Mississippi with large, permanent works

that technology-inspired change became evident in an obwvious way.

a. The First American System
Fears of conflict between the United States and France in the 1790s

inspired the first major program for seaccast defense in this country. On
March 20, 1794, Congress authorized the construction of relatively
inexpensive coastal fortifications that by their design came to be
designated the First Amerjcan System. These rather simple projecis were
placed in the hands of available local engineers. Conseguently, they
lacked much wuniformity of design. Basically they were low, open
earthworks built to form a parapet over which cannon mounted inside
might fire. Occasionally the works were revetted with sod, timber, or
stone, and sometlimes they were supplemented by a blockhouse or a
redoubt mounting light guns. The coastal armaments of the period
consisted of a wide array of iron and brass cannon left over from the
Rewvolutionary War that had been manufactured in France, Great Britain,
and the United States. Most of the weapons were 24-pounders, capable
of delivering that weight of projectile, although a few heavy 4Z-pounder
cannon existed. There were a smattering of lighter calibre quns, and in
the 1724 legislation production of iron 24- and 32-pounders was
authorized. Ewen with newly manufactured weapons, however, the works
of the First System soon fell into disrepair, the result of infrequently and
irregularly authorized maintenance funds. In 1798 Congress approved
$250,000 to repair and finish building the works, and in later vyears

further appropriations were made. Yet the First System works remained

5. Emanual Raymond Lewis, Seacoast Fortifications of the United States:
An  Introductory History (Washington: Smithsonian Institution Press,
19

703.




small and were considered to be but temporary structures, a fact

reflecting official belief that France's naval power had weakened,ﬁ

b. The Second American System

Renewed threals of war, this time with Great Britain shortly after
1800, prompted more defensive efforts involving new architectural
concepts that came 1o be known as the Second System. Between 1807 and
1812 more than three million dollars were appropriated to implement this
program so that by 1812 when war finally erupted, construction of the
new defenses was far along. Works of the Second System, construction
of which was continued until about 1816, consisted of three general
types. There were low, open batteries which were of limited use, usually
as supporting outworks to a fort. More substantial were the
masonry-faced elliptical or circular works that characterized the latter
yvears of the Second System. These forts, now rarely seen, had curved
or semicircular faces and round bastions most of which were demolished or
substantially modified In later wvears. Finally, there were high-walled
masonry multiple-tiered forts from which cannon mounted in embrasured
casemates might direct many rounds across exposed channels of water.
Two of these forts facing each other on opposite sides of a channel might
unleash so heavy a wvolume of fire as to effectively prevent enemy
passage. The casemate system allowed for multiple levels of firepower
from within the fortification rather than a single level coming from guns
placed on the terreplein, barbette fashion.? Few strides were made in
the field of armaments during this period, s¢ that heavy ordnance
generally reflected the diversity of earlier years. Some movement toward
standardization took place, however, with the introduction around 1800 of
new literature about artillery, and later with the production of some 42-

and 50-pounder cannon suitable for mounting in Second System ﬁar-t*s..Et

6. Lewis, Seacoast Fortifications, pp. 21-22, 25,

7 Ibid., pp. 25, 26, 31; Hughes, Military Architecture, p. 178.

3. Lewis, Seaccoast Fortifications, p. 32.




& The Third American System

By the conclusion of the War of 1812 most seaports In the United
States were well defended with the works recently erectemg Yet with the
immediate potential for conflict passed, these fortifications were soon
superseded by larger, more durable, and more leisurely consiructed ones
built of masonry--brick and stone--and known as permanent woarks of the
Third System. These works were the product of an engineering
fortifications board organized in 1816 and headed by Brigadier General
Simon Bernard, whose French background influenced construction of the
new works in the United States. Members of the board made careful and
lengthy evaluations of coastal defense needs; from their deliberation and
recommendations the defensive character of the country owver the next
several decades was established. Forts constructed under the Third
System took polygonal, wusually hexagonal, shapes, generally measured
several hundred wyards In their perimeters, and contained sewveral tiers
with enough casemates for a hundred or more guns directed on a single
target. Built of brick or stone, the thick walls of third system forts
measured five or more feet. Although the basic forms of the system
remained intact, there occurred important modifications reflective of
changes in the armaments industry between 1817 and 1865, the years
raughly delimiting the period of the Third System's functions. Major
changes affecting the size and explosive capabilities of smoothbore
projectiles took place;, and all ordnance for the seacoast forts began to be
produced in the United States. One change in response o such advances
was the innovation In the 1850s of Chief Army Engineer Colonel Joseph
Totten, an original member of the Bernard Board, of lining and
shuttering the embrasures of masonry works with sheet iron. Another
and most notable advance was the introduction during the Civil War of
rifled cannon with increased muzzle velocity. These weapons ultimately

brought the decline of "permanent" masonry forts, now proved susceptible

2. Ibid., pp. 33-36.



to the shattering Iimpact afforded by the new, superior weapnns.w

Classic seacost defenses of the Third System included Forts Sumter,
Pickens, and Monroe, all of which incorporated the qualities of strength

and concentrated firepower which characterized the system.

3. Permanent Works in the Delta

The Deep South, and in particular the Louisiana bayou country,
offered certain unigue problems to the building of fortifications there.
One was the propensity of the soft soll te give way under the massive
weight of the works and allow their subsidence. Another was the remote
location of some of the southern outposts. This led to the erection of
masonry citadels eguipped with loopholes within the walls of & fort, s=o
that an overrun garrison might take refuge there and make a last
defense.” The Third System forts constructed below New Orleans were
considered to be first class structures; they were among those designed
to secure important cities from enemy assault, as opposed to second class
forts designed to protect cities of secondary significance. Works
relegated to third class status were to be deferred until all the others
had been readied.12 To augment the forts to bs buiit arcund New COrleans
it was proposed that floating batteries be stationed to secure the different

passes into the Mississippi. Though recommended several times by

10. |bid., pp. 37-38, 44, 45, 52, 53, 67. 11. Ibid., p. 53; "This is

the Tale of Fts. Pike, Macomb," Headquarters Heliogram (Council of
Abandoned Military Posts, Neo. 114 July, 1979), p. 8.

12. Robinson, American Forts, p. BS.




Colonel Totten and others, establishment of the floating batteries was

apparently never accomplished .1 3

4. Post-Civil War Changes

a. Brick wversus Earth

The conclusion of the Civil War marked the beginning of a sudden
shift away from the wuse of masonry in the construction of seacoast
fortifications. Even during that conflict adherents of masonry
construction could not help but see the devastating impact with which a
rifled projectile splintered and tore into a brick curtain, FProponents of
earthen defensive works arose to the fore. Editorialized The Army and

Mavy Journal:

Their much greater cheapness; the greater ease of erecling
them, earth being always at hand, when stone and brick are
difficult to obtain; the little loss, comparatively, in abandoning
them, when . . . new and unforseen circumstances render them
useless. But beyond all these there is an incalculable benefit
in the facility they offer for repairing damages. When a stone
or brick wall is breached . . . the crumbling cannot be
arrested under the enemy's fire, while, on the other hand, with
barrows and ﬁf"d bags, an earth-work assumes wvery soon its
ocriginal form.

Consequently, postwar defense efforts embraced the raising of

numerous batteries, each capable of mounting several guns to fire in a

13. See U.S. Congress. House. HRevised Report of the Board of
Engineers on the Defence of the Seaboard, March 24, 1826. H, Ex. Doc.
153, 19th Cong,, 1st Sess., 1826. (Reproduced in U.5. Congress.
House. Permanent Fortifications and Sea-Coast Defenses. April 23, 1682.
H. Rept. 88 37 Cong., 2 sess., 1862.) Edmund P. Gaines, "General
Gaines' Letter to the Chamber of Commerce." Headquarters, Western
Division, near New-Orleans, La., January 22d, 1839; Joseph G. Totten,
Report of General J. A. Totten, Chief Engineer, on the Subject aof
National Defenses (Washington, A. Boyd Hamilton, 1851. Reprint, New
York: Arno Press, 1979), p. 74.

14. September 5, 18863,
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manner similar to the barbette systems of old. Large earthen
brick-reveted batteries, sometimes widely dispersed as tactical works on
the flanks of the old masonry forts, came to be regarded as central
defensive components rather than as the auxiliaries they had previously
been considered. Such structures continued to be wused through the
18705 and into the 1880s. Poorly funded, however, American coastal
defenses gradually languished. Armament adwvances occurred but slowly
and most cannon placed in the earthen batteries were of the old
smoothbore pattern but converted into rifles. By the 1890s many of the
masonry forts were ungarrisoned and in the charge of caretakers., Thus,
work on the outlying earthen batteries was discontinued and In time the
structures -::lete|r~i-:ar~atm::l‘15

b. The Endicott Period and After

The concept of multiple batteries arrayed with cannon trained on
important harbors and sea channels persisted despite their physical
decline in the 1870s and 1880s. Their resurgent popularity resuited from
the significant development of smokeless gunpowder during the latter
decade, along with the ewvolution of breechloading cannon whose carriages
could be raised and lowered for firing and reloading. These
'"disappearing guns," no longer revealing themselves with telitale puffs of
gray smoke, proved ideal for use in batteries built of reinforced concrete
fronted witn earth and situated at tactically suitable seacoast positions.
Such batteries came o be called "Endicott Batteries" after Secretary of
War Willlam C. Endicott who headed the 1885 board responsible for their
adoption. The wyears of active development of this dispersed battery
system, from the late 1880s until approximately 1904, became known as
the Endicott period of American fortification.

Principal armament of the Endicott period consisted of guns of B-,
10-, and 12-inch calibre, most of them of the disappearing wvariety. On

recoil, theses flat-trajectory weapons would lower automatically to positions

15. Lewis, Seacoast Fortifications, pp. 89-70.
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behind the thick battery walls where they could be serviced and reloaded
prior to being raised to fire again. Many smaller calibered rapid-fire
guns, complete with iron shields, were also positioned on barbette
carriages for use against torpedo boats and destroyers. Besides cannon,
the Endicott period saw frequent use of 12-inch mortars, clustered eight
or sixteen strong in groups of fours in pit-like batteries. The stubby
weapons could deliver projectiles weighing several hundred pounds apiece
onto enemy ships, arching their missiles high to fall with deadly impact.
And mines, in use since the Civil War, could be detonated by an
electrical charge, thereby providing means to differentiate hostile from
friendly shipping in a channel or harbor. Moreover, the fire of an entire
complex of batteries at a particular site could be coordinated by electronic

signals and by telephone from centralized obserwvation statinns.m

The Endicott program was expressly designed to forestall foreign
naval blockades and attacks on American ports during a period of
international turbulence and European adwventurism in the western
hemisphere, part of which culminated in the Spanish-American War. After
1898 the European threat diminished rapidly and the urgency with which
the Endicott program had been pursued declined. Thereafter efforts were
geared to meet the needs of expanding American naval power. Although
the immediate years after 1898 represented more of a consolidation of
Endicott features and a concern with the development of accessory
equipment, the pericd nonetheless exerted a powerful Impetus behind the

development of ongeing twentieth century coastal defense technolugy.1?

16. Ibid., pp. 70, 77, 79, 83, 89; Hughes, Military Architecture,
pp. 205, 206; Rowena A, Reed, "The Endicott Board--Vision and
Reality," Periodical, X! {(Summer, 1979}, pp. 9, 10, 12.

17. Lewis, Seacoast Fortification, p. B9; Reed, "The Endicott Board,"
PR. 15, 16.

12



CHAPTER 1: FRENCH COLONIAL DEFENSES

A.  Arrival of the French

The first fortifications erected in the Louisiana delta were those
established by the French early in the eighteenth century. In 1682
France claimed all the |ands drained by the Mississippi and its tributaries
by virtue of Robert Cavelier LaSalle's explorations. Named Louisiana to
honor French King Louis X1V, the wast rew country lay mostly
unpenetrated wuntil the late 16903, when a Canadian officer, Pierre
LeMoyne d'lberwville, was sent ta consolidate French control in the area.
On March 2, 1699, Iiberville sailed into the mouth of the Mississippi,
marking the beginning of an era of fortification in the reglon that would

last through the next two (:na-ntt..lr-ha-s,1

Following 1700 a series of wars involving France disrupted the
colonial wventure. Then, in 1714, the Treaty of Utrecht brought peace,
and in the next year Phillippe Duc d'Orleans became regent. Louislana
now drew attention for Its potential commercial contributions to the
Empire, a promise that led to the creation of what was eventually
designated the Company of the Indies, In 1717 the Company determined
to found a settlement some "thirty l|eagues" above the mouth of the
Mississippi to be named New Orleans. Jean-Baptiste Le Moyne de
Bienville, younger brother of Iberville, ascended the stream and chose
the site for the city at the river terminus of an ancient Indian Trail near
where a number of French traders had earlier settled. New Orleans was
to be a central trading post for the Company of the Indies, which would
grant land cessions as part of its promotional appeal. The plan over the
next few wyears drew many immigrants from France, Germany, and other
European countries, and in 1720 the first four military engineers arrived,

Their early fortification designs were later incorporated into the defensive

1. Samuel Wilson, Jr., Bienville's New Orleans: A French Caolonial
Capital, 1718-1768 (New Orleans: The Friends of the Cabildo, 1968},
n.p.
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plan for Mew Orleans. Although the success of the Company was not as
great as anticipated, the establishment of New Crleans provided the major

incentive for all future efforts at fortification in that region.<

B. The First Fortifications

Long before New Orleans was founded the French explorers had
erected rude fortifications for protection from Indians and to indicate
their determination to hold the region. The first fort was begun by
Iberville in April, 18699, on the northeastern shore of Biloxi Bay. This
was Fort Maurepas, named after the Count de Maurepas who served as
France's Minister of the I"-"Iar'ine.3 The fort was described by |berville as

being constructed

of wood with four bastions. Two are laid up of ane and a half
foot timbers, one foot high, decked like a ship, on which is the
cannon, with 5 parapet four feet high; the two other of good
palisades, well doubled, in whicdp there are fourteen pieces of
cannon and sufficlent provisions.

1. Fort du Mississippi (Fort de la Boulaye)

Fort Maurepas did not last long. In 1700 Iberwville, alarmed at
hearing of English ships on the Mississippi, decided he must reassert
France's claims to the territory. Ascending the river, Bienville chose a
solid site for a fort along the east bank fifty-four miles abowve its mouth

and shortly he and (berville began cunstru:tinn.S The structure,

2. |bid.
3 Ibid,
4. Quoted in ibid. The post was also named Fort |berville, after its

builder, Alcse Fortier, Louisiana (2 wols. Atlanta: Southern Historical
Association, 1909), |, 441.

oy Wrote |berville on February 26, 1700, to the Minister of the Marine:

"I believe . . . that it will be a propos, to take possession of the
Mississippi by means of a small establishment for fear that if we do not do
so, the English will make one. . . ." Quoted in Maurice Ries, "The

Mississippi Fort, called Fort de la Boulaye," The Louisiana Historical
Quarteriy, XI|X (October, 1936), p. 17. See also Wilson, Bienville's New
Orleans, hn.p.; Fortier, Louisiana, I, 441-42: Wilson, "Colonial
Fortifications,”" p. 109; Charles Gayarre, Romance of the History of
Louisiana. A Series of Lectures (MNew York: D. Appleton and Company,
1848), p. 104,
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located on the east bank eighteen miles below the present Enalish Turn,
was called Fort de la Boulaye (sometimes La Boulaix), perhaps for
Louis-Hyacinthe Plomier, Sieur de la Boulaye, Inspector General of the
Marine, a friend of Iberville then serving in the West 1n+r:li=.=.5.Ei [t was
known mare commonly as Fort du Mississippi, or Mississippi Fort. As
designed by Iberville, the post was of simple construction. Work started
in February, 1700, and lberville reported in his journal that
on the 6th and 7Vth | continued the work of clearing and
squaring logs with which to build the house and have been
working on a powder magazine 8 feet square, raised 5 feet
above the ground, made of wgod and cowvered and surrounded
with 1-1/2 feet of mud plaster.
Later, Iberville gave more detajls about the construction of Fort
Mississippi. It was built of cak, elm, ash, and poplar trees growing
adjacent to the site. "I have set to work to cut down these trees and
square them," he wrote, "in order that we may build a square house
twenty-eight feet on each face, two stories with machicolations, with four
four-pound and two eighteen-pound cannons, with a moat twelve feet
acrusa.“E The work was aided by the arrival of some Frenchmen from
Mew France (Canada), who along with the officers and sailors helped with
the readying of the site. On February 8 |berville returned from a boat
trip after large timbers with which to form beams for the fort. He found
the blockhouse already erected. Wrote an cbserver:

6. Jay Higginbotham, Old Mobile: Fort Lewis de la Louisiane, 1702-1711
{Mobile: Museum of the City of Mobile, 1877), p. 17n; H. Mortimer
Favrot, "Colonial Forts of Louisiana," Louisiana Historical Quarterly,
XXV (1943), p. 726, Marcel Giraud suggests that the post was named
for Pierre La Boulaye, a soldier of the garrison. A History of French
Louisiana. 4 vols. Volume | trans. by Joseph C. Lambert (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State University Press, 1974), p. 40fn. At least one source,
the Jesuit Pere Paul du Ru, called the post the fort of the Bayogoula,
supposedly after an Indian who aided Bienwville in choosing the site. See
Ries, "Mississippi Fort," p. 24. Furthermore, "Boulaie" is a French term
meaning birchplot or wood. |bid., p. 37.

i Quoted in Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," pp, 109-10. 5See also the
entries from |berville's journal reproduced in Ries, "Mississippi Fort,"
p. 18.

8. Quoted in Wilson, "“Colonial Fortifications," p. 110. See also Ries,
"Mississippi Fort," pp. 17, 22, 23.
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The roof is made of palms [palmettos) whose leaves are flat and
arranged l|ike a fan. All this is well tied together and firmly
supparted. The building, which is about twenty feet square,
is intended to segve as a magazine [warehouse] until there is a
better one. . . .
Next day a powder magazine was nearly finished. [t was built two stories
high to keep moisture from reaching the gunpowder. There was also an
altar, and a site was selected for a cemetery_m Lzte in March the Tirst
domesticated livestock arrived by boat, consisting of a bull, a calf, and

five cows, a dozen pigs and some ~::l'u|‘u:tvu?.-ns..TI

To insure against further English incursions, Iberville erected a
large cress in front of Fort de la Boulaye, at the foot of which was
buried a lead plate bearing the inscription: "D.O.M. The French first
came here from Canada under M. de Tonti, in 1685. From the sea coast
under M. d'lberville, in 1700, and planted this cross Feb. 14, 1?0{}."12

Departing in April, |berville placed his brother Bienville in charge
of a garrison of twenty-five soldiers. (Earlier temporary commanders had
been Sieur de Maltot and Denis de |la Ronde.) In February, 1701, a year
after it had been built, Father James Gravier, a Jesuit missionary from
the lllincis country, visited the ocutpost and described it thusly:

This first establishiment is on the south [east] side of the
river, eighteen l|eagues from its mouth. There is no fort nor
bastion, entrenchment or redoubt; all consists of a battery of
six guns, six and eight pounders, planked on the brow of the
bluff, and of five or six c¢abins separate from each other and
covered with palm leaves. The commandant Mr., de Bienville

g, Quoted in ibid., p. 110.

10. |bid.; Giraud, History of French Louisiana pp. 39-40.

11. D'Iberville's journal, in Ries, "Mississippi Fort," p. 18.

12. Fortier, Louisiana, |, 442. A more lengthy transiation appears in
Ries, "Mississippi Fort," p. 25,
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has guite a nice little house here. | perceived on arriving that
they began to cry Famine, and that the bread stuffs began 1o
run out, which obliged me to take to Indlan food s¢ as to be a
burthen to nene, . . . |If the Mississipi [sic] is settled they
will transfer the fort, . . . for the high waters overflow so
furiously here that they have been four months in the water
often Kknee deep outside of their cabins, although the Indians
had assured them that this place was never inundated. The
wheat which had been planted here was already gquite high when
the jnundations caused by a furious swell of the sea in the
mouth of August iwept it away. The garden was hardly more
1 .
successful. . . .

The frequent flooding of the fort, together with its generally
unhealthy position and inability to sustain Itself, caused Bienville to
reassess its importance., Moreover, fears of |ndian unrest lessened after
many of the natives succumbed to disease around 1700. More Indian
groups had evacuated the country as the result of warfare with
neighboring tribes. Finally, within a few years of its establishment Fort
du Mississippi was abandoned and its garrison withdrawn to the new post
of Mﬂbile.14
in the great flood that hit the lower Mississippl in 1719,

What remained of Fort de |la Boulaye was probably destroyed
15

13. Father James Gravier to Father de Lamberville, February 16, 1701,
in John Gilmary Shea (ed.), Early Voyages Up and Down the Mississippi
by Cavelier, St, Cosme, LeSeur, Grovier, and Guignos (Albany: Joel
Munsell, 1861), pp. 152-53.

14. |bid., p. 162; Giraud, History of French Louisiana, |, 78. Some
sources state that the post was wvacated later, in 1705 or 1707, See
Fortier, Louisiana, |, 442; Fawrot, "Colonial Fortifications," p. 726; and
Marc de Villiers du Terrage, "A History of the Foundation of New Orleans
(1717-1722)." Trans. by Warrington Dawson. The Loulsiana Historical
Quarterly, Il (April, 1920), p. 166. Ries stated that the fort was
unofficially garrisoned after 1707 and was used as a troop assembly point

as late as 1715. "Mississippi Fort," p. 31.

15. Ernest Adam Landry, “The History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip
with Special Emphasis on the Civil War Pericd" {(unpublished master's
thesis dated 1838, Louisiana 5tate University and Agricultural and
Mechanical College), p. 4. The site of Fort de la Boulaye was discovered
in 1936 about one mile inland from Phoenix, Louisiana. Four young men
from New Orleans found the wvestiges of the moat along with a cannonball
at the site. Years earlier (18923), a resident had unearthed ninety-two
hand-hewn cypress logs, further evidence of the existence of the fort of
that location. The Times-Picayune New Orleans, October 17, 1937. A
detajled account of the discovery of the site is in Ries, "Mississippi

Fort," passim.
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2. Bayou 5t, John

Meantime, settlement occcurred near the point where Bayou 5t. John
entered Lake Pontchartrain, some twenty-five miles north of Fort du
Mississippi near the later site of New Orleans. French officers had urged
that a fortification be raised here as early as 1702 where it might double
as a warehouse for commercial ventures to the north up the Mississippl.qs
Six years later a small group of settlers resided on the Epnt.w Through
the wvery early years the community at Bayou 5t. John attracted much
interest, partly because its high situation prevented flooding and partly
because of its accessibility, wvia the Lake Pontchartrain route, to the open
sea and the other French settlements around Mobile Bay.

C. New Orleans

in 1718 Bienville selected an adjacent tract bordering a great turn in
the Mississippl for the site of New Orleans, headquarters for the Company
of the Indies. Sieur Etienne Boucher Perrier de Salvert was appointed
Chief Engineer of Louisiana responsible for laying out the town. Wwhen he
arrived, one of Perrier's first duties after determining the boundaries
would be to enclose a selected area with a stockade to protect any
buildings the Company planned to erect. Once this was accomplished, the
engineer was 1io outline the town [imits and apportion the size of
individual lots. Perrier was also instructed to expedite the construction
of a brick factory so that permanent facllities might be built. |In drafting
plans of fortifications for the town, Perrier seems to have been influenced
by WVauban--a pentagonal fortress he envisioned was exact In design to
one formulated by the French master‘.’IB

16. Terrage, "History of the Foundation of New Orleans," p. 166.

17. Giraud, History of French Louisiana, 1, 130. In 1708 Chevalier de
Remonwville urged that works be raised at Bayou St, John. A fort with
four buildings constructed of "big trees, turf, and palisades," and armed
with artillery should be erected, he stated. Quoted in Terrage, "History
of the Foundation of New Orleans," p. 166.

18. Terrage, "History of the Foundation of New Orleans," p. 185;
Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications.," pp. 111-12.
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1. The Earliest Construction

Ferrier died before he reached Louisiana. His successor as Chief
Engineer was Pierre Blond de |la Tour, who in 1721 carried out the task
of sectioning the MNew Orleans tract into lots. De la Tour's assistant,
Sieur Adrian de Pauger, established a place d' arms near the eastern
river levee recently constructed to prevent the Mississippi's overflow.
Actual sectioning of the tract became the responsibility of De Pauger, who
traced a typical gridiron ultimately measuring eleven blocks long and six
wide, each block containing twelve Ints,1g De la Tour's plans for
buildings in New Orleans had them raised on heawvy timber sills placed on
the ground. They had strong frames of wood covered with wide planks.
After De Pauger succeeded to the position of Chief Engineer in 1723
following De la Tour's death, he began the construction of public
buildings using domestically-produced bricks, Notably, De Pauger
undertook the design and construction of the church of 5t. Louis,
predecesspor to the present 5t. Louis Cathedral. When he died in 1726
the building was unfinished.zﬂ The stockade initially planned for New
Orleans was not buill for several years. Instead, the French placated
the Indians with gifts; trouble from the Spanish and British seemed

remote for the |:u-esnerﬂ;.21

19. Bureau of Governmental Research, Plan and Preogram for the
Preservation of the Vieux Carre (Mew Orleans, 1968), pp. 9, 11;
Rebinson, American Forts, p. 43; Douglas W. Marshal, The City in the
New World: The Military Contribution (Ann Arbor: William L. Clements
Library, 1973), pp. 18-19,

20. Wilson, Bienville's New Orleans, n.p.

21. Wilson, "Colonial Fertifications," p. 115; Howard J. Nelson, "wWalled
Cities of the United States," Annals of the Association of American
Geographers, LI (March, 1361}, p. 16. Early plans of New Orleans
prepared by Le Blond de la Tour, particularly that of April 23, 1722,
show the city tract surrounded by rather idealized Vaubanesque forti-
fications, to Include bastions at each corner. This eriginal plan, in the
collections of the Service Hydrographique de la Marine In Paris, is
reproduced in Wilson, Bienville's New Orleans, n.p. Other plats show
contemplated palisade fortifications along the river, although they did not
exist at this early date. See Bureau of Governmental Research,
Preservation of the Vieux Carre, pp. 15, 17-18.
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2. Need for Defenses

Urgent incentive for preparing some type of fortifications came in
Mowvember, 1729, following the massacre by Matchez Indians at Fort
Rosalie to the north. Spurred on by fears for the safety of the
community, Pierre Baron, the Chief Engineer, directed that a palisade be
erected around the town with bastions at the corners. But this fort-
ification never progressed beyond the forming of the ditches, for as
peace returned apprehensions far:iu.ed.EE Barracks for the guartering of
French troops were eventually built, however. These had been
contemplated for a location at the edge of the city tract, at a point
compatible with Vauban's thinking. Yet a central position seemed more
appropriate to Bienville, especially since the palisade formerly proposed
had never been completed. Late in 1733, on approval of his superiors,
Bienville's latest Chief Engineer, Ilgnace Franceis Broutin, began work
erecting a barracks on either side of the place d'arms--present Jackson

Square.23

3. The Barracks and Magazine

As conceived by Broutin, the barracks each stood two stories high
and measured 300 feet in length. They possessed hip roofs and had
attics with dormer windows. Fireplaces heated the soldiers' rooms and
the windows were all surrounded by ornamental stucco. No windows were
located in the rear wall of the structure, a factor that prevented any
form of cross-ventilation. The officers' gquarters were situated in end
pavilions placed at right angles as wings to the main part of the

structure and facing the river. Despite irregular funding, the first

22. Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," pp. 115, 116; Robinson, American
Forts, p. 43; John Smith Kendall, History of New Orleans {2 wvaols.
Chicage and New York: The Lewis Company, 1922), 1, 10; HNelson,
"Walled Cities," p. 16; Favrot, "Colonial Forts of Loujsiapa," p. 730;
Bureau of Governmental Research, Preservalion of the Vieux Carre,
pp- 9, 11.

23. Wilson, "Colonial Fdrtifications," pp, 116-17; Samuel Wilson, Jr.,
"lgnace Francois Broutin," in John Francis McDermott (ed.), Frenchmen
and French Ways in the Mississippi Valley (Urbana: University of lllinois
Press, 1963) pp. 245, 263.
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barracks building was completed by May, 1738; work on the other went
on until after ﬂ"?.tEL24 Finished, the two structures formed a monumental
symmetrical enframement of the place d'arms, a feature that had been
desired by its earliest architects. Yet, despite their beautly, the
barracks proved to be poorly constructed. By 17530--just a decade after
their completion--they were in urgent need of repair. Funds for their
maintenance were not forthcoming, and 1o avoid their collapse with
possible tragic conseguences the local government ordered them

demolished. 2>

Another project started by Broutin at the time he began work on the
barracks was construction of a plastered brick enclosure for the powder
magazine, south of the city. After replacing the rotting wooden palisade
about the magazine, Broutin decided to rebuild it entirely. "Everyday
risk is run that it might be burned," reported a lieutenant, "the
sentinels having perceived Indians and MNegroes at different times roving
around with fire."ZE when completed, the new plasterad brick magazine
sported elaborate sentry boxes and gate posts artistically topped with
cannon balls. Ornamental ironwork graced the entrance, Finished in
February, 1736, Broutin's powder magazine continued in use until 1794
when it was destroyed by fire.z?

24. Wilson, "Broutin," pp. 245, 259, 261, 262, 263, 265 Wilson,
"Colonial Fortifications," pp. 116, 117.

25. Wilson, "Broutin," p. 292; Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," p. 117.
Today the Pontalba Buildings, erected in 1850 by Broutin's
great-granddaughter, Micaela, Baroness de Pontalba, occupy the site of
the barracks. Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," p. 263.

26. Quoted in Wilsen, "Broutin," p. 267.

27. |bid., pp. 267, 270; Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," p. 117.
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D, French Defenses--Another Attempt

T The Works at New Orleans

With France at peace, New Orleans contented itseif with the security
found in its new barracks and powder magazine and in the rudimentary
line of fortifications prepared in 1729-30 in response to the HNatchez
massacre. But in Lhe late 1750s security consciousness again surfaced
with the outbreak of war between France and Great Britain. Following
the French withdrawal from Fort Duguesne (Pennsylvania) in 1758,
Louisiana Governor Louis Billhouart, Chevalier de HKerlerec, started
upgrading the old line of defenses around New '.‘:‘u-l'ear-rs.28 After Quebec
fell in September, 1759, Kerlerec convened a council of war and proposed
that a palisade be immediately erected around the city. Bernard
Deverges, who had succeeded Broutin as Chief Engineer, drew the plans
for the defenses--a ditch and a palisade with bastions and platforms for
artillery emplacement.zg By August, 1760, the moat was finished and the
palisade partly done. In December, on completion of the palisade,
Governor Kerlerec requested of his government enough guns, troops, and
ammunition to render the works efficient. But before final disposition of
the fortifications could be made, Kerlerec was recalled and dismissed as
governor, effectively terminating French attempts to secure New Orleans.
Soon after, in 1762, Louisiana west of the Mississippi was ceded 1to
i-‘:pain.m:I A British officer traveling in Louisiana during the 1760s
described this final defensive effort of the French:

28, Favrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 730; George W. Cable, The Crecles of
Louisiana (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1884), p. 87.

29. Wilson, "Colonjal Fortifications," pp. 118, 119, 120,

30. Ibid., pp. 121, 122; Samuel Wilson, Jr., The Vieux Carre, New

Orleans. |Its Plan, Its Growth, Its Architecture (New Orleans: Bureau
of Gowvernmental Research, 1968); Charles Gayarre, Louisiana: Its

History as a French Colony (New York: John Wiley, 1852), pp. E?-BTB-;-
Nelson, "Walled Cities," pp. 16-17.
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The fortifications are only an enceinte of stockades, with a
banquette within and a wery trifling ditch without; these can
answer no end but against Indians, or negroes, in case of an
insurrection, and keep the slaves of thg town and country from
having any communication in the night.
Meantime, at the "back door" to Mew Orleans--at the mouth of Bayou 5t.
John on Lake Pontchartrain--the French erected another post, a small
battery of six guns to protect the city from attack by the lake route.
Fort 5t. John was a new post at the time of the transfer of Louisiana to

Spanish control and appears to have been improved after its occupation
. . 32
by Spanish troops.

2. The French Balize

Concurrent with the early dewvelopment of New Orleans was the con-
struction of another French outpost at the mouth of the Mississippi River.
Designed to replace Fort du Mississippl which was considered to be too
far north, as well as to assist vessels ascending the river in avoiding
sandbars, this station, begun in 1722, was situated on the southeast pass
of the stream on a small island then called Toulouse by the French,
Known as The Balize, for the French word, "beacon," the post was
erected on piles and consisted of a water battery of cannons arranged en
barbette to fire across the channel;, some warehouses, & chapel, and a

powder magazine, all garrisoned by about fifty French soldiers.

31. Philip Pittman, The Present State of the Eurcpean Settlements on the
Mississippi. (Orig. pub. J770; reprint, Gainesville: University of
Florida Press, 1973}, p. 12. See Pittman's "Plan of New Orleans" in
ibid., and for more detail of the French fortifications, see "A Plan of New
Orleans," 1769 (based on Pittman's plan), Copy in the Map Division,
Library of Congress.

32. Pittman, Present State of the European Settiements on the

Mississippi, p- 10; "Report on the Forts of North America, December 18,
1765." Thomas Gage Papers. William L. Clements Library, University of
Michigan, Ann Arbor.
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Designed by LeBlond de la Tour and De Pauger, The Balize post was
constructed under the superwvision of Deverges, who considered it the key

to Louisiana. 33

a. Defenses at Balize

Plans called for the erection of two small batteries below The Balize.
As of December, 1722, the plan was to fortify The Balize "to prevent
[enemy] ships from entering the river." According to De la Tour's map
of 1722, and another of 1731, the fort was to have I::n'a-sti-::rns“34 The main
structure was to consist of an earthen epaulement raised in the traditional
manner but on piies driven deep into the soil so as to support heavy
cannon. Buildings scheduled to be erected nearby included a warehouse,
two barracks (one each for soldiers and laborers), a chapel, a quarters
for the chaplain, & commanding officer's quarters, and quarters for the
warehouseman, pilot, and sailors. Also, a bakery, brickyard, and

powder magazine were to be built, 3° The builldings were raised on brick

33, Dunbkar Rowland and Albert Godfrey Sanders (comps., eds.,
trans. ), Mississippi Provincial Archives, 1701-1729 (3 wols,; Jackson:
Press of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History, 1927-1932),
I, 254; Fortier, Louisiana, |, 438; Landry, "History of Forts Jackson
and 5t. Philip," p. 4; Wilson, "“Colonial Fortifications," p. 118. The
historical location of the Balize can be seen in "Carte de |'"Embouchure du
Fleuve 5t. Louis et du Fort de la Balise." 1731. Copy in the Map
Civision, Library of Congress.

34. Rowland and Sanders, Mississippi Provincial Archives, 11, 255, 256;
Favrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 730. A plan of the Balize dated 1720 shows
a rough outline of the post, and includes the location of a cemetery. See
"The East Mouth of the Mississippi, with the Plan of Fort Balise which
defends the Entrance and Channel of that River," 1720 (engraving made
in 1759) accompanying Thomas Jefferys, The Natural and Civil History of
the French Dominions in MNorth and South America (London: Printed for
Thomas Jefferys at Charing-Cross, 1760),

35, "Plan of the Works Proposed to Be Built at the Island of LaBalise,
with the Mecessary Lodgings. . . ." September 1, 1723. Paris,
Ministere des Colonies, No. 105, Reproduced in Wilson, "Celonial
Fortifications."
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foundations which rested on footings built of large, heavy timbEr‘S.BE
Opposite The Balize a small earthwork, complete with palisades, and
lighthouse were to be erected. These structures, too, were to be raised
upon deeply driven piles and timber foutings.ﬂ Work went on for
several years and appears to have consisted more of an ongoing
maintenance effart. One complaint registered against De Pauger in May,
1725, was that he "wishes to begin everything and to finish nothing."
Another maintained that he

was using the piles [delivered previpusly by ship] to build a
pigeon-house and other works, [and] that he was amusing
himself with have |[sic] a guard-house built large enough te
lodge four companies instead of pressing diligently his
embankments agﬁ pile-work in crder to protect his works
against the sea.

b. Life at Balize

Isolated in the extreme, life at The Balize during the first decade of

its existence must have been tortuous. Ewven wisitors found its qualities
wanting. One, writing a few vyears after its establishment, noted
discouragingly that

36, See, "Plan Elevation, and Section of One of the Two Barracks Build-
ings. S Jduly, 1730, Paris, Ministere des Colonies, No. 11.
Reproduced in Wilson, "“Colonial Fortifications"; "Plan, Section, and
Elevation of a Guardhouse and Prison, Proposed to Be Built of the Post of
La Balise." February 28, 1734. Paris, Archives Nationales. Reproduced
in Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications”; "Plan of a Powder Magazine Proposed
to Be Built at the Post of La Balise." February 24, 1734. Paris,

Archives WNationales. Reproduced in Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications";
"Flan and Section of a Cistern Proposed to Be Built at the Post of La
Balise. « . ." March 2, 1734. Paris, Archives Nationales. Reproduced

in Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications."

37. "Plan, Section, and Elevation of the Battery Proposed to Be Buijlt of
Earth, on the Outermost Island at the Mouth of the 5t. Louis River."
May 29, 1724. Paris, Ministere des Colonies, No. 34. Reproduced in
Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications."

38. Rowland and Sanders, Mississippl Provincial Archives, I, 464. A
17317 map shows the occupied area at The Balize with six bulldings
arranged along the northeast edge. P. Buache. "Carte de |'embouchure
du fleuve 5t. Louis et du Fort de la Balise." Copy in the Map Division,
Library of Congress,
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this post lacks in general everything that is necessary for life
and to get it is necessary to buy it three or four times more
dearly than elsewhere, excepl what Iis drawn from the
warehouse, The Island does not produce one plant except a
few reeds. It is so narrow that there is no room to cultivale a
garden, and even if there were any, the ground is covered
with salt from the sea which would burn everything up. It is
inhabited cniyagby some soldiers, a few workmen and some
negroes. i
In September, 1727, a shipload of black slaves arrived at The Balize
enroute to MNew Orleans to serve the Company of the Indies. At The
Balize they contracted a severe disease thal left most of them either with
bloody dysentery or blinded in one eye. Some were auctioned off in this
condition, while others were distributed amang local

"well-to-do-inhabitants. w40

Apparently the high humidity at The Balize had a telling effect on
the wooden post buildings. In 1738 the store at that place was said to be
rapidly deteriorating and was ordered demolished and a new one built.
At the same time a brick guard house with tile roof was erected and the
store and bakery roofed with shingles.?' More urgent measures were
needed in the 1740s after the outbreak of the War of Austrian Succession
in Europe, involving both France and Great Britain as mutual antagonists.
In Leouisiana French corcerns increased over possible foreign invasion and
the navigation of the Mississippi by British warships, producing measures
geared toward |mproving the defenses at the Balize. Called upon to
inspect the mouth of the river for his government, the Marquis De
Vaudreuil remarked in 1746 that the dearth of solid ground precluded the

39. Rowland and Sanders, Mississippi Provincial Archives, |1, 518.

40. |bid., 546. As of 1745 there were thirty blacks residing at the
Balize. Gayarre, Louisiana, p. 28.

41. Heloise H. Cruzat (comp.), "Records of the Superior Council of
Louisiana, XXXII|," Louisiana Historical Quarterly, X (January, 1927),
pp. 116, 117,
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erection of works below The Balize. "It is only necessary to preserve
the fort which already exists . . . ," he wrote, both for its defensive
capability and '"because it serves as a place of depot for our commerce
with [our allies,] the 5|:ni|nia|r-+::.|5.“'12 An attempt was made to fortify a
small channel that had formed near The Balize, but problems arose in the
recruitment of local planters to help in the cnnstruction.43 In May, 1747,
De Vaudreujl decided to remove part of the armament at The Balize.
Anticipating that the British would enter the Mississippi by another,
deeper, channel, he left one 8-pounder and two 4-pounders at The Balize
in the charge of a greatly diminished garrison and took the balance of the
ordnance and men with him upstream, determined to establish new

fortifications from which to counter enemy wvessels,

c. Decline of the French Balize

Thereafter The Balize declined as a prime focus of French defense.
In September, 1754, Governor Kerlerec enumerated the then problems of
the site:

The land . . . Is so deficient in substance and solidity, that it
is not possible, without considerable expenses, to establish
thereon a settlement or durable fortifications. The fortifications
which the India Company had caused to be erected there, and
which were extensive, are destroyed. There are remaining but
few wvestiges of them, which are daily sinking into the mud, and
are always under water when the tide r&rses, notwithstanding
the repairs made to them in 1747 and 1742.

Kerlerec suggested, moreover, that the changing flow of the river
increasingly tended to isolate The Balize post and that what was needed
was a kind of floating battery:

42. Quoted In Gavarre, Louisiana, p. 31.
43. |bid., pp. 34-35.
44. Ibid., pp. 38-39.

45. |Ibid., pp. 77-78.
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A fifty gun ship, with a solid bottom, a well caulked waist, and
the rablets from stern to stem, up and down, starboard and
larboard, lined with a sheet of lead, four inches wide, sheathed
with naiis and red cypress wood to preserve |t from the worms,

would last at least thirty wvears in the river. It would be the
best SUbEt%tE for a fort, which the nature of the soil renders
impossible,

Kerlerec Instead sent an old frigate and three smaller ships to secure the
passes. By the mid-1760s The Balize under France had deteriorated to
the extent that an obserwver reported seeing only the barracks and three

o 4
or four cannons en barbette at the site. 7

3. English Turn

with the waning of enthusiasm for repairing The Balize, French
engineers began to rely for defense on natural sites farther up the
Mississippl, notably at English Turn and Plaguemine Turn. English Turn
lay only eighteen miles below New Orleans at a bend of the river so
profoundly radical that ascending ships found it difficult to adjust their
sails to compensate for the charge in direction, Vessels would
consequently pause in their ascent, thereby providing easy targets for
the cross fire of artillery placed along both shores. English Turn got its
name in 1699 when Bienville was returning downriver from having selected
the site of Fort du Mississippi. AU the bend he encountered an English
ship of sixteen guns. Somehow Bienville persuaded the English officer
either that France's claim to the region was secure or that he had
erraoneously identified the stream as the Mississippi. The English ship
departed, and the site of the wverbal exchange was thereafter called
English Turn.aa

46. |bid., p. 78.

47. Pittman, Present 5tate of the European Settlements on the
Mississippi, p. 2.

48. Gavyarre, Romance of the History of Louisiana, pp. 92-93; Joseph
Wallace, The History of Illinois and Louisiana under the French Rule
{Cincinnati: The Robert Clarke Company, 1899), p. 220.
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a, Fort 5t. Leon and Fort St. Mary

Its strategic importance early recognized, in 1722, only four years
after the founding of MNew Orleans, directives were issued to erecl a
warehouse and three artillery batteries at English Turn, likely the first
works built there.4g Because of the unique navigational features of
English Turn, the solidity of its soil, and because the heavily wooded
countryside would impede an enemy making a land assault there, De
Vaudredil in 1746 proposed to build on each side of the river at that spot
"a fort made up of mud and fascines, with epaulments, the SHEMHQD sides
."5 To

construct the fort, De Vaudreuil ordered the inhabitants of New Orleans

of which are to be fenced and secured with hurdles. , .

and the surrounding countryside to donate the services of one-fifth of
their slaves for a period of six weeks. In ten days' time, he planned,

"there will be a battery of ten eighteen-pounders in each fort."

It would be proper to send sixteen twenty-four-pounders with

their balls, and fourteen eighteen-pounders, to fill up all the

embrasures which overlook the river. The entrenchments on

the land side would be sufficiently_ fortified with the four

51

ten-pounders we have at NMew Orleans.
Owverall supervision of the work was the responsibility of Bernard de
Verges, who departed somewhat from the familiar Vauban pattern used in
the early fortifications around New Orleans. Progress went slowly and

the forts were not completed until after 1749; the earthwork on the west

49. Rowland and Sanders, Mississippi Provincial Archives, 11, 256.

50. Quoted In Gayarre, Louisiana, pp. 32-33. See alse ikid., p. 39.

51. |bid., p. 33. Elaborate designs were prepared for the forts at
English Turn. These plans, never fulfilled, called for the establishment
of a star-like redoubt containing a large, multi-gun battery on each side
of the Mississippi. See "Carte de |la Partie du Fleuve St. Louis nommee le
Detour aux Anglois, avec les Plans de deux Batteries de Canons."
Undated (c., 1746)}. Louisiana State Museum Library, New Orleans.
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bank, Fort St. Leon, was garrisoned by about seventy soldiers in 1?54.52

That situated on the east bank a shorlt distance south was known as Fort
St. WMary after an adjacent plantation.53 The larger post, Fort 5t. Leon,
was built of earth supported by fascines in the design of a bastioned
square, The wall, built of pointed palisades each six inches square by
twelve feet long, contained 187 loopholes for musket dEfEI"IEE.54 In 1755
impending conflict with Great Britain spurred the French effort at English
Turn and Governor Kerlerec ordered more works raised below the bend.
Two years later preparations were complete to resist an invasion of
British troops. Apprehensions remained high into the spring of 1759;

instructions were given directing slaves to fell trees as an abatis before

Fort St. Leon and Fort St. Mary. |If the redoubts were captured the
cannon were to bhe immediately spiked.SS But conflict did not arrive in
that section. Tensions relaxed. Fort St. Leon was occupied

intermittently by the French until the colony was turned over to Spain in
1763. The site at English Turn, however, continued to be of strategic

56
value for decades to come.

4, Fort Plaguemine and Fort Bourbon

Soon after initiating work at the forts at English Turn, Gowvernor

De Waudreuil authorized similar defenses al Plaquemine Turn, forty miles

52. Wilson, "Colonial Fortifications," pp. 118, 118; Joseph Zarza, "Fort
5t. Leon" (unpublished manuscript dated April, 1963, in the Louisiana
Collection, Howard-Tilton Library, Tulane University), p. 2.

53. |ibid., pp- 1-2.

54. |bid., pp. 2-3.
55. Marc de Villiers du Terrage, Les Derniéres Années de la Louisiane

Francaise (Paris: Librarie Orientale and Americaine, 1904), pp. 69, 785,
91.

56. The exact site of Fort St. Leon was discovered in 1963. A cannon
ball was found by workmen near the site of Fort 5St. Mary. Bricks
recovered at Fort St. Leon were most likely rellcs of the American battery
built on the site in 1809. |Ibid., p. 7; New Orleans States-ltem,
February 28, 1963,
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to the south. Here ancther sharp bend in the Mississippi presented
similar defensive possibilities. De Vaudreuil at first resisted the plans of
his engineers for a fort at Plaguemine Turn, believing that the ground
there was too weak to support a major work and that it was so low as to
be prone to I’It:uc:-u:\iing.’“:'_'F Furthermore, the bend did not so impede traffic
as at English Turn. "Awailing themselves of a fresh breeze," he wrote,
"the [enemy] ships would have but one discharge to stand, and would be
out of reach of our guns before they could be fired a second t*‘.n‘ue.-.“53
The solution owvercoming this .opposition lay in the erection of a second
battery on the west bank of the river to provide cross fire against hostile
uesf-els.sg Little is known of these works, but baoth batteries, Fort
Flaguemine on the east and Fort Bourbon on the west side of the river,
evidently proved of marginal importance to French defense strategy and
served more in a supplemental capacity to the works erected at English
Turn. Both structures designed by Bernard De Verges appear to have
been built of earth bolstered with stakes and fascines. More elaborate
fortifications at Plaguemine Turn were prepared following the conclusion
of the Seven Years War (French and Indian War) and the advent of Spain

in the former French celony of Louisiana.

57. Wilson, "Broutin," p. 285; Gayarre, Louisiana, p. 39.
58, Quoted in Gayarre, Louisiana, p. 32.

59. |bid.; Betsy Swanson, "Keep Sheet--Louisiana Forts" (published by
The Friends of the Cabildo, n.d. ).

60. Swanson, "Keep Sheet."
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CHAPTER Il: SPANISH COLONIAL DEFENSES

In the Treaty of Paris of 1763 following the Sewven Years War, the
territory of Louisiana east of the Mississippi River was given over to
Great Britain. Under a previous agreement, most of French Louisiana,
including MNew Orleans and the lands below, went to Spain. Spanish
control did not ensue until early 1766 with the arrival of the first Spanish
governor, Don Antonioc de Ulloa. French inhabitants of the colony tried
unsuccessfully to revolt against Ullea's rule, and only after the arrival of
Con Alexandro OQ'Reilly, Louisiana's second Spanish governor, was Spain's
contrel firmly established.

A. Spanish Improvements

Spanish defensive improvements during the first wears of its
occupation were minimal and consisted mostly of stabilizing former works
and consolidating previous French-held positions. Some small works were
built, such as Fort Real Catolica, erected by Ulloa en a tiny island near
The Balize, but this post was abandoned socon after O'Reilly's arrival.
Cnly relatively late in Spain's tenure did external threats suffice to
instigate what could be termed an original building program by Spain in

F 1
Louisiana.

1, The Spanish Balize

a. A MNew Location

One defensive site abandoned by the French and reestablished by
the Spanish was that at The Balize. By the late 1760s the old French
post had deteriorated badly, and, because of the immense sedimentary

deposit of the Mississippi, the site had, in effect, moved inland by some

1: Favrot, “Colonial Forts," pp. 739-40; Edwin Adams Davis, Louisiana:
A Narrative History (Baton Rouge: Claitor's Publishing Division, 1971),

pp. 97, 100.
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two miles. Governor Ulloa's englneers selected an adjacent site on an
island he called San Carlos and caused some barracks to be built for the
primary use of river pilots. The new Balize was up Southeast Pass from
the old site, just above its confluence with MNortheast Pass. The
remaining buildings at Old Balize continued to serve as a landmark for
vessels entering the r‘?ver‘.z At the new post, a battery of three or four
guns arranged to fire en barbette emulated that at Old Balize and was in
the charge of a |unior ranking Spanish officer and & command of twenty
saldiers. Bulldings at the new post, besides the barracks erected for the
soldiers, included houses for a pilot and a --.:I'lleu:ml:::iru.3 Like its
predecessor, the New Balize offered littie in the way of defense to the
colony; that was reserved for the works built farther upstream. Instead,
commented an observer, it seems "“to have been established only for the
purposes of assisting wessels coming Iinto the river, and forwarding

intelligence or dispatches to New lillwr*lner.ﬂ'ls,“4

b. Action at The Balize

Despite jts innocuous position, The Balize was occasionally subjected
to attacks, or threats of them. During the winter of 1793 a party of
French marines captured the post and held it for & few months until a

2. Pittman, Present State of the European Settlements on the
Mississippi, p. 5; Fortier, Louisiana, 1, 438; Benjamin Henry Latrobe,

Impressions Respecting New Orleans. Ed, by Samuel Wilson, Jr. (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1951), p. 12n; Francois-Xavier Martin,
The History of Louisiana, from the Earliest Period (orig. pub. 1827);
reprint, Gretna, Louisiana: Pelican Publishing Company, 1975), p. B.

3. Fittman, Present State of the European Settlements on the
Mississippi, p. 5; Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 8; M. Le Page
DuPratz, The History of Louisiana, or of the Western Ports of Virginia
and Carolina (London: i 1P Becket, 'FT?4 r‘epr‘:nt New Orleans: Pelican
Press, n.d.}, pp. 47, 118,

4, Thomas Hutchins, An historical mnarrative and topographical
description of Louisiana and West Florida (Philadeiphia, 1784), quoted in
James Alexander Robertson, Louisiana under the Rule of Spain, France,
and the United States 1785-1807 (2 wols,; Cleveland: Arthur H. Clark
Company, 19113, p.159.
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company aof Spanish troops came down from New Orileans, stormed the
place driving the Frenchmen away, and retook it without a casualtv.S
Probably this Incident inspired Spanish Gowvernor Francisco Luis Hector,
Baron de Carondelet to order a blockhouse constructed at The Balize "to
avoid night surprises." The blockhouse also served as a residence for
pilots and some of the soldiers stationed there. Two cannons were placed
in this structure, complete with closing embrasures. The Balize, wrote

. 6
Carondelet, henceforth "can not be taken without artillery."

One of the last descriptions of The Balize during its days under
Eurgpean jurisdiction was given by Pierre Clement de Laussat, French
Prefect at the time of the transfer of Louisiana to the United States in
1803. By terms of the secret Treaty of San |ldefonse (1800) Spain had
agreed to return the colony to France, which ultimately ceded it to the
Upited States. On his arrival in March, 1803, to negotiate the transfer,
Laussat stopped and explored The Balize:

[The post] contained [chief pilot Juan] Ronguillo's houses;
quarters for sixteen student pilots; the customs house;
barracks for the soldiers and officers; and a guardhouse.
There was a tower constructed of grating and latticework to cut
out the wind, about forty-five feet above the ground and
approximately fifty feet above the highest level of the river,
with a spire In the form of a steeple, atop which a flag was
raised, . . . The view from this tower embraced the sea, some
of the smaller islands, the bar, soma breakers to the right and
left, large spans of water (bayous), tall reeds submerged in
marshes, and to the southwest, the old French fort, of which

5. Historical Sketch Book and Guide lo New Orleans and Environs { New
York: Will H. Coleman, 1885), p. 172,

6. "Military Report on Louisiana and West Florida. By Baron de
Carondelet, Governor of Louisiana. New Orleans, Nowvember 24, 1784."
Reproduced in Robertson, Louisiana under th Rule of Spain, France, and
the United States, p. 32. See also, "Extract of the matters . . . which
summarily manifests the condition of the cities, forts, and posts of the
province of Louisiana.! Book X|, p. 298. Bundle 2354, No. 3. Works
Projects Administration (comp.), "Despatches of the Spanish Governors of
Louisiana--Carondelet" (unpublished typescript dated 1939 in the
Lodisiana State Museum Library, MNew Orleans).
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there still remained uran;ge groves, orchards, and the ruins of

the arsenal |[magazine?].
The French military endgineer Joseph Vinache noted that the location of
the post was useless so far as it concerned defense of the river Chal"I'I'IELB

Such was the state of The Balize when it passed from European to
American control.

2. Fort 5t. John

Three other former French works maintained under Spanish
occupation were Fort St. John, Fort 5t. Leon, and Fort 5t. Mary. Fort
St. John, at the mouth of Bayou St. John on Lake Pontchartrain, in 1792
needed repairs to its outer works, The work could mount a complement

of eight guns, four of 8-pounder calibre and four of 4-pounder. Only

half of these were mounted in ‘ITEIE.E

Two vears later Fort St. John was presented in these terms:

Its precinct, or irregular form, consists of nothing more than
beoards on the side of the sea, elevated upon strong pillars of
lumber on the inside and out, the space between these boards
has been filled In with small shells and dirt which forms 3
parapet about a foot and a half thick; on the land side, its
precinct consists of a strong stockade with a corresponding
embrasure for a battery., It is sufficiently strong enough to

7. Pierre Clement de Laussat, Memoirs of My Life. Trans. by Sister
Agnes-Josephine Pastiva; ed. by Robert D. Bush (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State University Press, 1978), p. 14, For another, similar
description, see |etter of Pedro Cawvallon, April 12, 1803, guoted in
Terrage, Loujsiane Francaise, p. 398,

8. Joseph Vinache, "M'emoire, ou Reconnaissance WMilitaire, Depuis le
Poste de |a Balise, situe a I|'embouchure du Mississippi, Jusqu'a la
Nouvelle Orleans." Manuscripts Department, Special Collections Division.

Tulane University Library.
9. Works Projects Administration (comp.), "Messages of EI Baron de

Carondelet, Sixth Spanish Governor of Louisiana." Book 8 (April 20,
1792-July 31, 1793), Bundle 1447, Letter #72, 1792.
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impede, with its artillery, the passage of small boats from the

lakes 1o the river, but it would ti:ﬁ easy to disembark above or

below and attack it from the rear.
in the late 17905 the forit, commanded by Lieutenant Colonel Manuel
Ferez, was described as being "very badly constructed, and mounted with
five or six n::r;mr*:-::rn.“TI And on the eve of its transfer to the United
States, Commissioner Laussat's engineer described Fort St. John as an
earthen redoubt dressed with wood but needing repairs. It then con-
tained eight iron cannon. Buildings included one brick and timber
barracks, measuring 48 feet long by 20 feet wide and 7 feet by 12 feet
and & feet high. In the barracks was a fireplace; another fireplace was

in the kitchen, probably a separate wooden str--.n:t.lume.12

3. The Works at English Turn

Fort St. Leon and Fort St. Mary, situated respectively, on the west
and east banks of the Mississippi along English Turn, remained of
significant strategic importance to the defense of New Orleans through the
first wears of Spanish rule. Captain Philip Pittman wrote of these
defenses during his journey through the area in 1765:

Although the forts are only enclosures of stockades and a
defence against small arms, the batteries on each side, which
are of ten twelve-pounders, are more than sufficient to stop the
progress of any wvessel. . . . The forts are on points of land,
which are bounded by the river on one side and by swamps on

the other, 59 that any attacks against them must prove
unsuccessful.

10. "Extract of the matters," Book X|, p., 297. Bundle 2354, No. 3, In
"Despatches of the Spanish Governors."

11. Francis Baily, Journal of a Tour in Unsettled Parts of North America
in 1796 and 1797. Ed. by Jack D. L. Holmes (Carbondale: Southern
Illinois University Press, 1969), pp. 187, 307n.

12. Favrot, "Colonial Forts," pp. 747-48.

13. Present State of European Settlements on the Mississippi, p. 9. See
also the similar description of DuPratz in History of Louisiana, pp. 47-48.
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Forts St. Leon and St. Mary were abandoned by Carondelet about 1792.
The Governor decided to concentrate his energies on strengthening the
defenses of New Orleans and in erecting, twenty miles below these forts
at Plaguemines Turn, two other works that he believed would more
capably secure approaches to the t:it'y,»',‘l"1 MNevertheless, the positions
remained of importance. In 1794, Carondelet recommended that the sites
be recccupied by artillery and that temporary redoubts be erected should

New Orleans be threatened by in~..»*a~.-=ii-:‘.*r'|.15

B. Strengthening New Orleans

1. Early Spanish Efforts

The most extensive works raised during the period of Spanish
occupation of Loulsiana were those designed to strengthen the defenses of
the city of New Orleans. By the time of Spain's advent the old French
warks lay in disrepair. In 1767 the enceinte was described as "a
stockade which is continually deteriorating on account of the moisture of
the 50”_,,15 A report made two years later stated that the palisade was
decaying.” Yet the first Spanish officials were more concernad with
establishing administrative authority in the colony. Governor O'Reilly
built & cabildo from which to govern Louisiana on the town sguare next Lo
the old parish church and adjacent to the sites of the former French
barracks. During the 1780s Governor Bernardo de Galvez believed any
attempt to resurrect the French works would be a wasteful expense and
instead proposed the construction of light armed river craft to ply the
Mississippi for the protection of the city. Cognizant of the military

activities of the warring British and American patriots to the north,

14. Victor Collot, A Journey in Morth America (2 wvols.; Paris, 1826), |I,
99-100; Zarza, "Fort 5t. Leon," p. 4.

15. "Military Report on Louisiana,"” in Robertson, Louisiana under the
Rule p_f_ Spain, France, and the United States, pp. 325-27.

16, Quoted in MNelson, "Walled Cities," p. 17.

17. 1bid.
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Galvez did cause watch towers to be erected at varying distances from
Mew Orleans by which means an advancing foe might be 5potted.m
Under Galvez, too, a barracks for housing Spanish troops was completed,
extending from the rear of the old Ursalines Convent over toc Barracks
Street. Begun earlier and occupied by the French, these new barracks
ran nearly one and one-half blocks long. They were brick coated with
lime, two stories high, and had galleries supported by pillars in front
and rear.m During the disastrous conflagration that swept through MNew
Orleans on March 21, 1788, the barracks, along with nearly all other

principal structures in the city, was destmyed.zﬂ

2. Carondelet's Defense Program

New Orleans recovered from the fire. As the city rebuilt, a sense
of its wvulnerability increased and more attention was paid W improving its
security. Remarked Governor Carondelet, who was responsible for the
first major Spanish defense program there:

Since New Orleans . . . is the center whence are distributed
the forces, ammunition, provisions, and all things needful for
the defense of the posts, forts, and fortified places, as well as
the center for the commerce of the whole province, it has the
greatest influence over its defense, and for the same reaso $
any hostile power will always direct its efforts against it.

Mew Orleans, said Carondelet, was open to attack by hostile forces

approaching by way of Lakes Borgns and Pontchartrain and through

18. Bureau of Governmental Research, Plan and Program for the
Preservation of the Vieux Carre, p. 110; Favrot, "Colonial Forts,"
pp. 740-41.

19, Henry C. Castellanos, New Orleans as It Was: Episodes of Loujsiana

Life {(New Orleans:; L. Graham and Son, Ltd., Printers, 1895; reprint,
Bston Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1978), pp. 319-20.

20. Bureau of Governmental Research, Plan and Program for the
Preservation of the Vieux Carre, p. 12,

21. "Military Report on Louisiana," in Rcbertsen, Louisiana under the
Rule of Spain, France, and the United States, p. 319.
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Barataria Bay.zz Specifically, the Gowvernor reacted to rumors of an
anticipated American attack on his province. On March 22, 1792, he

outlined his intentions to

surround this city with a ditch, the dirt thrown on the side
towards the city forming a kind of terrace {plataforma), which,
at the same time, will serve as a parapet; | will also raise about
five bastions which | will build in the district with their good
parapets, in order to defend the curtains. In the ditch | will
place a good paling {palisade) which will be above the water 35
the river, which water | can easily make flow into the ditch.

a. Surrounding the City with Walls and Redoubts

Consequently, on April 19, 1792, work began on the most ambitious
fortification plan New Orleans had wet known. Roughly approximating the
old line of French defenses, Carondelet's engineer, Gilberto Guillemard,
traced ample works that enclosed three sides of the city. By the spring
of 1792 there were under construction five earthen redoubts, supported
by five armed redans and a water battery, all joined together by a ditch
and a strongly palisaded covered way surrounding New OGrleans. Erected
at an angle of the Ilot gridiron, each pentagonaly-shaped redoubt
contained & battery whose fire crossed with that of one of the supporting
redans, Riverside defense rested with large artillery complements placed
in the two redoubts there, as well as with the guns in the water battery.
On a point across the Mississippi two more batteires were raised,
arranged so as to cross their cannon fire with those before New Orleans.
Carondelet estimated the cost of completing these works at twelve
thousand pesos. Minety-four cannon of medium and heavy calibres would
be required for the fortifications.2? The defenses would be manned by
volunteer militia.  In New Orleans were eight companies of 100 men each;

mare volunteers were avallable outside the v:it*,.f.25

22, ibid., pp. 319-20.
23. Quoted in Wilson, Vieux Carre, p. 45.

24. "Messages of El Baron de Carondelet." Book 8, Bundle 1447, letter
#72, 1792.

25. Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 260,
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Carondelet used slave and prisoner labor for the work on the forti-

fications. Im July, 1793, Llhere were two dozen prisoners from La

Habana, Cuba, assisting in the construction, and inhabitants were asked
: < ;

to locan their negroes to help complete the r‘leu.':lc:u.n::-'u'.s.2 Ostensibly, the

defenses were to pratect the city against designs of rival European
colonial powers and against perceived expansionist urges of the United
States, Yet the new walls also served to impress on French inhabitants
of New Orleans the determination of Spanish authorities to discourage

; ; ) . 7
notions of rebellion on the part of either the citizens or the siaves.2

The five redoubts formed the main features of Carondelet's works,
The two structures fronting on the river were Fort San Luis (5t. Louis),
at present Canal Street, and, 1200 wvards to the northeast, Fort 5an
Carlos (5t. Charles), the largest of all the works (at present Esplanade
Street). Northwest of the latter structure some 530 yards distant stood
Fort San Juan (5t. John), while 450 wyards away to the southwest was
Fort San Ferpando (St. Ferdinand), Completing the enceinte was Fort
Bourgogne (Burgundy) {(at present Canal Street), All of the forts
adhered to formal specifications for such earthworks; all were constructed
in the classic sense to include the components of ditch, rampart, parapet,
scarp, counterscarp, and glacis. All  utilized traditional fraizes and
palisades in their defense design. The profile for Fort St. Louis
contained a double ditch where it fronted on the Mississippi. |In other
respects, except for size, the redoubts were wirtually identical to

one aﬂuther.za The curtain connecting these works together consisted

26. Wilson, Vieux Carre, p. 46.

27. Nelson, "Walled Cities," pp. 21, 34; Kendall, History of New
Orleans, pp. 34, 35; Castellanos, Mew Orleans as It Was, p. 316.

28. "Plane topographica que Manifesta la Situacion de la Ciudad de la
Nueva Orleans. . . " 1792. Copy in the Map Division, Litrary of
Congress. 5See also "Plano de las Fortificaciones gue se estau con-
struyendo en (a Nuewva Orleans. . . ." 17792, Copy in the Map Division,
Library of Congress; "Plano detaliado de |la Fortificacion de la Plaza de
Mueva Orleans. . . ." 1792. Seville, Spanish Archives. Reproduced in

Samuel Wilson, Jr., "Gulf Coast Architecture,” in Earle W. Newton and
Ernest F. Dibble (eds.), Spain and Her Rivals on the Gulf Coast:
Proceedings (Pensacola: Historic Pensacola, 1971}, p. 114
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of a crude stockade, before which was a water-filled ditch, or moat, forty
feet wide and seven feet deep. Furthermore, said Governor Carondelet,
"the ditches of each redoubt are lined with beoards in order W prevent
the weakness of the ground from ruining the scarp and counterscarp
during the frequent rains in the winter. Fort San Carlos [St. Charles]
has been made stronger, designed 1o serwve as a retreat for the garrison

. ] 9
in case the enemy penetrates into the CH.\_.-'."E

There were six wooden
gates through the curtain into the city. The biggest twe were on the
levee at riverfront, Two lesser entrances were in the rear of New
Orleans, each guarded by a breastwork, and two more led across the
ditch and into the cily on ils southwest side. Any of these entrances;

wrote one observer, could be easily ‘.’:::rn:neu:l.allz|I

While Carondelet admitted that his defenses were something less than
formidable, he maintained that properly manned and armed they could be
able to withstand enemy assault. In a lengthy dissertation prepared in
1794 he supported his assertion of defensive capability in detail while
discussing in theoretical terms just such an attack.31 He placed great
emphasis on Fort 5t. Charles as the final bulwark of defense in a siege
and advised that a hornwork be constructed parallel to the Mississippi
and adjoining that fort to secure life sustaining provisions for the
garrison. The fort Itself should be faced with brick to Insure Its
security. Garrisoned with B800-1,000 men and defended by its double
batteries, the post, wrote Carondelet, "can sustain & siege of a

menth. . . ."32

29. "Extract of the matters,”" Book Xl|, p. 294. Bundle 2354, No. 3, in
"Despatches of the Spanish Gowvernors."

30, Baily, Journal of a Tour, p. 167.

37, See "Military Report on Louisiana," in Robertson, Loujsiana under
the Rule of 5Spain, France, and the United States, pp. 309-29.

32. |Ibid., p. 328.
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b. Outsiders' Views

Contemporary descriptions of the Spanish defenses of New Orleans
offer significant details about the structures. That of Victor Collot, a
Frenchman who wvisited the city in 1796 and whao was imprisoned in Fort
5t. Charles, noted that the river posts had each "a parapet of eighteen

feet thick, lined with brick, with a ditch and covered way. The ditch is

33

eight feet In depth, and twenty broad." Each fort contained a powder

magazine and a barracks of sufficient size for 150 scidiers. Twealve
cannon, of 12-pounder and 18-pounder calibre, were mounted in each,
while a "great battery" stood between Forts 5t. Louis and 5t. Charles on
the river. The three forts in the rear of the city, said Collot, "have no
coverad way, but only stakes and palisades." Each of these redoubts
was armed with cannon and contained a barracks for 100 men. The
palisaded curtain consisted of “a causeway three feet in height . . . on

which were placed great picquets of twelve feet. . . . Behind these

4
picguets is a small banquette.“3

A critical examination of the works by a British traveller, Francis

Baily, in 1797 produced the following extensive account:

The fortification with which this city is surrounded consists of
five bastions regularly laid out, and furnished with banguette,
rampart, parapet, ditch covered way, and glacis; the curtains
are nothing more than a line of stockades about four Teet high,
which are set at a small distance from each other, which
rerders them penetrable by musket-ball, This stockade is
furnished with a banguette within, and a trifling ditch and
glacis without, which extends round the whole of the city,
bastions and all. The side next the river is open, so that
there are only three sides fortified, In the middle of each
curtain there is a small redoubt or ravelin, furnished with
three, four, and five embrasures; but none of them hawve more
than two pileces of cannon mounted, which are six or eight
pounders. The bastions |[redeubts], which might be rendered
very strong, have each sixteen embrasures; that is, four in
each Fface, three in each flank, and two in the gorge to face
the city. However, they are wvery badly mounted with cannon,
and from what | could understand, they could not remedy this

33. Collet, Journey in North America, p. 95.

34. |bid., pp. 95, 96, 97.
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matter, as there were no cannons in the place but what were in
the bastions. The western bastion [Fort St. Ferdinand]| had
but three or four pieces, the north-western bastion [Fort St.
John] the same quantity, the northern bastion [Fort Burgundy]
had about five or six, and the eastern bastion |[Ft. S5t,
Charles] had its full complement, besides the same number in
the covered way. . . . [the southern bastion, Fort 35t,
Louis,] was furnished with about twelve pleces of cannon, and
was also furnished with a counterguard, and had traverses in
the covered way. The redoubt on the levee had five pieces of
cannon mounted. . . . There is another redoubt [battery?]
furnished with four pieces of cannen on the levee, and facing
the magazine, which place | suppose it was meant to defend.
All  the cannon in Stg'uese fast-mentioned places are about
twenty-four pounders.

Baily thought the defenses, generally, were weak and could be
successfully assaulted on the river front or In the rear by a resolute
adversary. Furthermore, the allegiance of the inhabitants--many of whom
were British and Americans--was open to guestion. They "are heartily
tired of the Spanish yoke. . ., ;" wrote Eaily.aﬁ Victor Collot's im-
pressions of the solidity of the works surrounding New Orileans agreed
with Baily's. Wrote Collot:

Thay look rather like mock fortifications, from thelr diminutive
size, and especially from their ridiculous distribution, than
places of war; for there is not one of these forts that is
sheltered, and which, five hundred deétermined men could not
carry sword in hand. Should one of the two principal forts,
either Lhat of St. Lewis [St. Louis] or St. Charles, be taken,
the others are rendered of wvery little importance; for by
turning & part of the guns against the town, it would
immediately be forced to capitulate, since it might be burned in
an hour, and all its inhabitants destroyed. . . . When Mr. de
Carendelet adopted this bad system of defence, it is more likely
that he had rather Iin wview to keep his Catholic Majesty's
subjects in due subordination than to cover the town. . . . It
is one of the misfortunes of this government, taj{lave more Lo
fear from enemies within than from those without.

35. Baily, Journal of a Tour, pp. 165-66.

36. Ibid., p. 166,

37. Journey in North America, pp. 97-98.
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The works prepared under Carondelet survived the rawvages of the
fire that devastated the city in December, 1794, the second such disaster
to strike New Orleans in six years. The powder magazine built by the
French exploded during the blaze, but the new fortifications escaped
mostly intact.33 Maintenance was required, but seemingly was not an
ongoing process. By the time the French regained Louisiana the |ine of
entrenchments was falling into ruin. French Colonial Prefect Laussat's
engineer, Vinache, stated that MNew Orleans '"can scarcely be called
fortified." The redans along the curtains, he found, had deteriorated 1o
an extent that '"scarcely any traces of them r‘emain.“Eg Palisades and
fraizes were ruined. The moat had all but evaporated and in warm
months exuded a stench that was suspected of causing disease among
inhabitants of the -:.ir.'c_..r.‘ﬂ"".I Fort St. Charles, reported one wvisitor, was

wal

“already falling into ruwins and crumbling on all sides. As Laussat

concluded,

The fortifications have never been kept up, and are falling into
decay; the ditches are filling up; the terraces are crumbling
down, the palisades are wanting, or rotten; the bridges have
given way, or consist of only one or two beaqﬁs: the gates are
off their hinges, and are lying on the ground.

C: Arming the Works

Armament for the wvarious redoubts, as of 1803, amounted to

sixty-seven guns distributed thusly: Fort 5t. Charles, 30 iron cannon of

38. Preservation of the Vieux Carre, p. 12; Wilson, Vieux Carre, p. 48.

39. Quoted in Favrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 747. See also Vinache,
"M'emoire, ou Reconnaissance Militaire."

40, Vinache, "M'emoire, ou Reconnaissance Militaire."

41. Berquin-Duvallon, Wue de la colonie espagnole du Mississippl, ou des
provinces de Louisiane et Florida occcidentale (Paris, 1803), quoted in
Robertson, Lodisiana under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United
States, p. 170n,

42. Letter to Minister Decres, 1803. Quoted in Nelson, "Walled Cities,"
p. 17.
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12-, 18-, 24-, and 30-pounder callbre, 2 bronze 24-pounders, and 2
8~-inch bronze obusiers (howitzers); Fort St Louls, 15 lron cannon, 2
bronze 4-pounder cannon, and 1 6-inch obusier; Fort 5t, John, 9 iron
cannon; Fort Burgundy, 2 iron cannon; and Fort 5t. Ferdinand, 4 iron
cannon. |In addition, there was an artillery park in which were kept 112
pieces of ordnance ranging from 24-pounder cannon to mortars to
carr‘ﬂnades,43 Mone of these weapons had been fired in hostjlities during
service under the Spanish flag.

C. Construction of Fort St. Philip

Soon after he began construction on the fortifications around New
Orleans, Governor Carondelet proposed work on two new forts, 5t. Philip
{San Felipe), at the site of old Fort Plaguemine below the city, and
Bourbon, a smaller post cpposite it on the site of the French battery of
the same name. This was at a position of utmost defensive importance, a
sharp turn of the Mississippi, and there is evidence that preparations by
the Spanish to fortify it began in 1786. Functioning defenses at this
point would serve to deter any approach to New Orleans via the river.
Construction on Fort 5t. Philip started In 1792 under the contracted
direction of Colonel Gilberta de 5t. Maxent.M During that year 14,489

. 45
pesos were spent raising the structure.

By late 1792 this "key to the Mississippi" could mount ten

18-pounder cannon against enemy vessels ascending the stream. The rear

43. Vinache, "M'emoire, on Reconnaissance Militaire."

44. Jack D. L. Holmes, "Some French Engineers in Spanish Louijsiana,"
in The French in the Mississippi Valley., Ed. by John Francis McDermott
{Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1965), pp. 129, 130, 131; Fawvrot,
"Colonial Forts," p. 748,

45. "Statement formed by the principal accountant's office of the army
and reoyal treasury of the province of Louisiana., . . ." Bundle 7447,
Letter #72. WPA, "Messages of El Baron de Carondelet," Book 8,
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of the fort was protected naturally by swamps, although four more guns
were requested to insure against surprise attacks at night, "as it has no
[formal] defense other than a road protected by stakes [paﬁsadesl."qﬁ
The builders surmised that the post could be completed for 10,000 more

47
pesos,

Work on Fort 5L. Philip was frequently interrupted. |In August,
1783, a terrific hurricane struck the area, inundating everything in its
wake. Sewveral of Colonel St. Maxent's black laborers drowned and the
work of revetting the walls with brick was slowed. Moreover, it was
difficult finding and keeping labor during the season of peak warmth and
humidity. To guard the work, Carondelet stationed three Spanish galleys
with artillery mounted in their bows in the Mardi Gras Bayou adjoining
the fort, Toward the end of the wyear fears of a French Invasion
prompted the garrisoning of Fort St. Philip with several hunpdred
militia.

&An early description of Fort St. Philip shortly after its completion
stated that the posl consisted of

a strong covered battery in the form of a bulwark which is
mounted with 12 cannons of 18[-pounder] caliber, the rest is
enclosed by a rampart of dirt covered with green sod and a3
corresponding parapet eight feet in thickness; a covered-way
surrounds the fort with ijts corresagnding stockade and an
entanglement at the foot of the glacis.

46. Statement of condition of forts, in ibid.

47, lbid,

48. '"Despatches of the Spanish Governors," Bundle 1443-A, Letter 510,
Book 1V, p. 288, Iibid., Bundle 1447, Letter 76, Book VIII, p. 375;
Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip;" p. B.

49. "Despatches of the Spanish Governors," Bundle 2354, Letter 3, Book
X1, pp. 297-98.
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in 1794 the armament was reduced 1{o ten pieces, sufficient, said
Carondelet, to stop any frigate in the river. |In a detailad analysis of
the status of Fort 5t. Philip, the Gowvernor stated that while the post was
susceptible to attack in the rear, there were six 4-pounder guns placed
ready to repel such a landward assault. worst of all conceivable
approaches, he said, would be that down the river from the city where a
large cypress growve north of the fort would conceal a foe's adwvance and
allow them to establish batteries against the post. Therefore, wrote
Carondelet, the walls should be thickened on all landward sides and

revetted with brick, and 12-pounders should be mourted on tlw:rn.al:I

Iimprovements to Fort St. Philip were made over the next few years.
In 1795 estimates were prepared for raising a new rampart at the post.
A major problem with the fort was that the ground was forever settling
under its great weight, necessitating almost constant rebuilding and
strengthening of its component parts. whenever foundations were
erected, large numbers of stakes were driven lengthwise into the ground.
Cypress sleepers were laid row upon row over these, secured with nails
or wooden pegs. Atop this support the foundations rested.51 Much of
the labor was performed by slaves and by prisoners of the colony. St.
Maxent, who owned |land near the fort, built cabins for the Megroes and
overis for baking the brick used in the walls. Prebably, too, there was a

lime kiln at the <.=.i1:~¢.-,52

Maintenance of Fort 5St. Philip was an ongoing thing. Despite
experiments with different kinds of piling and latticework foundations, the

walls were continually sinking into the wet earth, causing large cracks to

50, "Military Report on Louisiana," in Robertson, Louisiana under the
Rule of Spain, France, and the United States, pp. 315-25,

51. "Despatches of the Spanish Governers." Carondelet to Don Luis de
las Casas, January 26, 1795. Bundlie 1443-B, Letter 638, Book XI,
pp. 94-99, See ibid., for details of lumber measurements, efc.

s2.  |bid.

—
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appear Iin the brick fauc:ings..E'3 Iin 1796 Victor Collot wisited Fort 5t.
Philip. He left a brief but vivid rendering of the post:

Its form is so irregular, that it |s difficult to give any clear
description, especially hawving had but & lransient view. It is a
bastion, closed by two long branches broken in the middle,
which gives it at the first glance, the air of a hornwork. The
parapets which front the river are eighteen feet thick, lined
with brick, and it is surrounded with a ditch lwenty feel |long
and twelve thick.

The two great branches and the gorge are defended only
by a causeway, the width of which has been taken from the
ditch; this ditch is of the same breadlh and depth on each side
as in the front; on the causeway are placed picguetls twelve
feet in height. Mardli Gras Creek furnishes water to all the
ditches,

Within the fort are barracks for three hundred men, a
house for the commander, and a very good powder magazine.
On the northern side Is a small bank that extends a thousand
vards along the river, and is directed upon one of the points
of the bastion, in which is a gate with a drawbridge. This is
the only outlet of the fort, without running the risk of being
swallowed up In the mud.

Twenty-four guns of different sizes form the baltery, and
a captain with one hundred men, who are relieved every month,
form the garrison.

[ The] moving or rather floating grounds admit of no
foundation, on the solidity of which there is any dependence.
The fort, that is the part cowvered with brick, though built on
piles twenly feel laong and two thick, and fixed within six
inches of each other, has already given way more than three
feet on the side of the creek, and two on the eastern side.
The linings of brick, and which have been constructed scarcely
three wyears, are as much damaged as the other parts, The
banks of the river are every day falling In, notwithstanding the
stakes and the hundred galley slaves employed the whole year
te keep them in repair; these circumstances lead us to doubt
whether IEE land will take anmy firm settlement, at least for a
long time.

53. Favrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 748,

54. Journey in North America, |, 100-03,
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in 1807 the fort was in the charge of Lieutenant Colonel Pierre
Joseph Favrot., Twenly-four cannons were still |::|r"«Et51.ent.E"EII One resident
complained of the unremitting presence of mosquitos and sicknesﬁ,EE &
commen lament of those stationed at Fort 5t. Philip throughout the history
of the post. Inspecting the fort in 1803, Laussat remarked that "one is
eaten allve by red bugs, mosquitoes, and gnats.“ﬂ At that time the
ordnance had been reduced to eighteen iron cannons. The sixly or so
soldiers cultivated a wvegetable gardenaa which doubtless helped to offset
the ill effects caused by the tepid heat and the marshlands. Fort 5t,
FPhilip also served to deter smuggling, and captains entering the river
were required to stop and declare the nature of their cargo before
proceeding on to New t.‘.')r'lle.'ans.ﬂl Upstream from the post there developed
several plantations, of which part of the produce likely was sold to the
garrison. The lands were ferlile and yielded great quantities of collon,
rice, majze, kidney beans, rice, oranges, and pomegranates. Some
planters grew sugar cane; others cultivated the fruit of waxplants, used

in making candles, Game was plentiful, too, with deer and rabbits

55. Perrin du Lac, F. M., Voyage dans les deux Louisianes, el chez les
nations sauvages du Missouri, par les Etats-Unis, |'Ohio el ies Provinces
qui le bord, en 1801, 1802 et 1803 (Paris, 1805), reproduced in
Robertson, Louisiana ur under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United
States, pp. 160-161n. During his tenure at Fort St. Philip Favrot
authored Texthook in Arithmetic by Queslions and Answers and a
Summary of the Sciences. Holmes, "French Engineers," p. 141.

56. Fawvrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 752.
57. Quoted In ibid.
58. Laussot, Memoirs of My Life, p. 15; Paul Alliot, "Historical and

Palitical reflections on Louisiana," Part 1, reproduced In Robertson,
Louisiana under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United States, p. 51,

59. Alliot, "Reflections on Louisiana," in Robertson, Louisiana under the
Rule of Spain, France, and the United States, p. 51.
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abounding. Closer to Fort St. Phillp, west of the Mississippi, other
planters settled, grew similar crops, and pursued their livelihoods
hunting and fishing and raising hugs.ﬁﬁ It was from the work forces of

these plantations that much of the black labor came for erecting Fort St.
FPhilip.

In 1803 the engineer Vinache wrote that Fort 3t. Philip was an
irregular work of little relief in generally good condition and armed with
eighteen T18-pounders. Vinache stated that to put the post into military
readiness & battery should be built at its right fr*-:unt.erI

D. The Farts Bourbon

As envisioned, the artillery fire from Foert St. Phillp was to cross
that of the small battery built on the west bank and called Fort Bourbon.
The new Fort Bourbon was a crude redoubt of earth and timber
containing several guns. Erected by order of Governor Carondelet about
1794, the post ("not more than a redoubt of mud, lined with boards") was
o aid in preventing the passage of enemy vessels and also to act as a
protective cover for Spanish militiz Carondelet placed five B-pounder

62

guns in the redoubt. "Ships ascending the river," he wrote, "cannot

see it before they find themselves within shotgun range of its I:s.=.|.\1‘.t\=.!"'c_.r."E3

60. |Ibid., pp. 55, 57.
61. "M'emoire, ou Reconnaissance."

62, Carondelet, "Military Report ¢n Louisiana," in Robertson, Louisiana
Under the Rule of Spain, France, and the LUnited S5tates, p. 316;
"Despatches of the Spanish Governors." Carondelet to Don Luis de las
Casas, April 15, 1794. Bundle 1443-A, Letter 510, Book IV, p. 288.

63, "Despatches of the Spanish Governors," Bundle 2354, Letter 3, Book
X, pp. 297-98.
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Fort Bourbon was shortlived, destroyved by a hurricane that struck
in August, 1795. Whirlpools in the Mississippi undermined the point on
which the redoubt stood and it crumbled into the stream. Carondelet

immediately proposed that it be rebuilt, using convict labor, on a site
"nmot exposed to inundatinn.“54 In December, 1796, he directed Colonel

Favrotl to

raise the parapet of Fort Bourbon on the river side some nine
feet, and the interior of the fort some three and a half and 18
feet wide, so as to be able to erect a battery of three pieces of
artillery, for you must |eave the rest of the ground free to
elevate the roof of the guardhouse before filling the rest of the
parade grounds to the same height of three and a half feet.

Your circular battery once finished with its loopholes
open, its interjor and exterior covered with beams, you will
build a levee around the fort, following the line which we have
marked on the ground for the parapet of the covered walk; by
means of this the watera; will not be able any longer to cover
the grounds of the fort,

In 1803 the new Fort Bourbon held "several iron cannons that cross-fired

with those of Fort Saint-PhHippe,”EE

Vinache, however, recommended
that it be upgraded to prevent an enemy from seizing the post and using
it to direct & bombardment against Fort St F"r:ilh:}.(‘}_‘Ir Presumably, this
fort likewise succumbed to the ravages of the storm-swept Mississippi

delta.

64. Carondelet to Don Luis de l|as Casas, August 30, 1795, in
"Despatches of the Spanish Gowvernors,” Bundle 1443-B, Letter 738, Book
Vi, p. 375.

B5. Quoted in Favrot, "Colonial Forts," p. 750.
B6. Laussat, Memoirs of My Life, p. 15. 5ee also Perrin du Lac, Voyage

dans les deux Louisianes, in Robertson, Louisiana under the Rule of
Spain, France, and the United States, p. 160.

67. Vinache, "M'emoire, ou Reconnaissance.'" Fort Bourbon was located
about one mile north of the present Fort Jackson.
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Es Carondelet Advises Erecting Other Works

Ever sensitive to the defensive needs in his charge, Carondelet
urged that measures be taken to secure other points leading to New
Orleans. He proposed that a battery of four 6-pounders be raised on Lhe
land between Lake Borgne and Lake Pontchartrain at the pass called Chef
Menteur. He further urged the erection of a battery of four 12-pounders
"on the bluff or Coquilles" to guard against the passage of wessels from
Lake Borgne to Lake Pontchartrain through the Rigoiets.sg Yet another
battery should be raised on Grand Terre at the entrance of Barataria Bay
to secure that approach to the ciw,ﬁg Should these recommendations be
fulfilled, maintained the Governor, the defenses of Fort St, John, in-
adequate as they were, would no longer be needed and its garrison and

- 70
armament could be moved to more advantageous positions.

Carondelet's advice was not immediately heeded. His concerns soon
became American concerns, for in MNovember 1803, the province of
Louisiana was transferred from 5pain to France. Twenty days later the
colony was turned over, through purchase, tv the United S5States, under

whose jurisidiction |t has since remained.

BE. WPA, "Messages of El Baron de Carondelet," Bundle 1447, Letter 72,
1792. Statement of Condition of forts, etc. Book 8; Carondelet,
"Military Report on Louisiana," in Robertson, Louisiana under the Rule of
Spain, France, and the United States, pp. 330-31.

69. Carondelet, "Military Report on Louisiana," in Robertson, Louisiana
under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United States, p. 332,

70. "Despatches of the Spanish Gowvernors," Bundle 2354, Letter 3, Book
X, p. 297.
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CHAPTER 1112 EARLY AMERICAN DEFENSES

A. The United States Acquires Louisiana

Fallowing the ascendancy of the United States in Louisiana, President
Thomas Jefferson appointed William ©. C. Claiborne Governor of the
Territory of Orleans. It was Claiborne and his successor, Brigadier
General James Wilkinson, Gowvernor of Louisiana Territory, who presided
over early American efforts to strengthen some of the existing
fortifications and destroy others whose effectiveness had passed.
Mational concerns included the security of New Orleans and a diverse
ethnic population of wvaried national loyalties numbering more than 8,000
pecple. Furthermore, in the country around the city--in Barataria, along
the shores of Lake Pontchartrain, and down the Mississippi to the
Balize--lived another 3,500 folk whose interests and well-being became
concerns of the federal gnvernment.1 The delta country thus retained its

strategic importance with the change from old to new world government.

Mew Orleans was the only metropolis in the American acguisition.
Although there existed some sentiment for removing the city to the
opposite bank which was deemed "higher and better calculated for a
town," with the wicinity of Fort 5t. Leon thereby assuming preeminent
military significance, the notion was fleeung.‘:3 In the transfer the United
States acquired all of the public buildings in the city including the
defensive works, a military hospital, the powder magazine across the
river, and the barracks.3

i Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 300.

2. Robert R. Livingston to Talleyrand, February 1, 1803, quoted in
Robertson, Louisiana under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United
States, p. 174,

3. Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 299.
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B. The Spanish Works

Of immediate concern to the new government was the condition of the

old Spanish fortifications surrounding the city. Before the transfer these
had been describad as

5 ill constructed field Redoubts with & covered way, pallisade &

ditch, the whole going fast to ruins, & could never possibly be

of any Service from the want of Judgement in their

construction., Il would be proper to throw the works into the

ditches, & theregy get rid of the stagnant waters which

occasion Sickness.
As a commissioner during the transfer proceedings, Claiborne had been
well aware of the condition of the wnrks.s S0 bad were they that on a
cold night in early January, 1804, New Orleans citizens knowledgeable of
the government's intent te demaolish them precipitately tore down much of
the stockade for use as firewocod. '"Mot one stick was left on a line of
one and a half miles, and a house in one of the rear redoubts was razed
to its foundation and the materials carried off. u8 The earlier suggestion
was realized jn 1805 when revetment from the faces of the redoubts was
used in filling in the polluted l'm::r.at.s.T Complicating the early period of
Americar suzerainty were legal claims, from individuals as well as the New
Orleans city government, against the United States regarding ownership

of the property an which the fortifications stood. Individuals claiming

4, Daniel Clark to Secretary of State James Madison, September 8,
1803, in Clarence Edwin Carter (comp., ed.), The Territorial Papers of
the United States (26 wvols.; Washington: Government Printing Office,
1940}, 1X, 35.

5. Claiborne to Madison, MNovember 26, 1803, in William <C. C.
Claiborne, Official Letter Books of W.C.C. Claiborne, 1801-1816. Ed. by
Dunbar Rowland (& wols.; Jackson, Mississippi: State Department of
Archives and History, 1917), 1, 298,

6. Brigadier General James Wilkinson to Secretary of War Henry
Dearborn, January 11, 1804, guoted in Wilson, Vieux Carre, p. 57.

T Castellanos, MNew Orleans as It Was, p. 316,
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ownership occasionally protested the demolition efforts by the city;
conversely, the city government felt constrained to seek recognition from
Congress of its right to public property in Mew Orleans. The matter was
eventually resolved by compromise after 1812.8 In the meantime,
Governor Claiborne consented to allow the leveling of all the works except
Fort 5t. Charles and Fort 5t. Louis. The moats of those two structures

could be drained, howev’er.g

C. Burr's Conspiracy and the New Orleans Fortifications

Toward the end of 1806 news of a conspiracy of former Vice
President Aaron Burr against the Spanish Southwest brought a suspension
in the demolition. General Wilkinson instead directed that they be rebuilt
to protect Mew Orleans. This work entailed the importation of timber
from West Florida, since wood of easy accessibility was now long gone.
Workmen were hired at enormous expense o complete the project, which
entailed the raising of a rampart between the river and Fort Buraundy
and rebuilding part of that structure. |n effect, the rampart divided the
old city from its newer suburbs, and the prospect of being on the re-
ceiving end of heavy artillery startled citizens residing in the latter
place. In Nowvember, Wilkinson ordered battering cannons placed in Fort
5t. Louis and Fort 5t. Charles and on all sides of the city. But the

works were inadequate and poorly planned. When Burr's scheme shortly

collapsed, labor on Wilkinson's defenses stnpped.m

8. Wilson, Vieux Carre, p. 58. See alsg Claiborne to Madison, Jan-
uary 24, 1804, in Claiborne, Letter Books, |, pp. 348-49; Claiborne to
President Thomas Jefferson, December 22, 1804. Carter, Territorial

Papers, IX, 359. One Elisha Winters won his property claim in 1812 on a
ruling of the Land Claims Board. Part of his land had been seized by
Carondelet in 1791 for erecting the Spanish fortifications. Wilson, Vieux
Carre, p. 59,

9. Claibarne to Mayor John Watkins, August 2, 1805, in Claiborne,
Letter Books, |Il, 144; Claiborne to Colonel Costant Freeman, August 18,
1805; in ibid., p. 176; Wilson, Vieux Carre, pp. 57-58.

10, "Faithful Picture of the Political Situation of New Orleans, at the
close of the last and the beginning of the present year, 1807," cited in
Wilson, Vieux Carre, pp. 58-59; Martin, History of Louisiana, pp. 335-36.
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. Razing the Works

Scon after, all the works except Fort 5t. Louis and Fort St, Charles
were razed, although by the spring of 1808 Fort 5t. Louis, too, had been
demmished.ﬂ A year later Fort St. Charles briefly figured in a
shori=lived insurrection Scam.w In January, 1810, howewer, a slave
uprising did occur on a plantation above the city. The blacks marched 1o
MNew Orleans, enroute inciting other slaves to jein them until the
assemblage stood several hundred strong. Regular troops from Fort 5t.
Charles aided the militia in quelling the disturbance; some sixty
insurgents were killed, either shot, bayoneted, or hanged in the
aftermath of the fighting. Insuring against repetition, planters and
officials decapitated the corpses and placed the heads on long poles along

the Mississippi to discourage similar irrar:.u.llsﬂs.*13

1. Fort 5t. Charles Survives

with demolition of all the works but Fort 5t. Charles complete, the
streets of the old sguare, or Vieux Carre, were extended through the
former line to jein Canal Street which had been located along the former
rampart between Fort Burgundy and Fort St. Louis. Subdivisions of the
old fortification property toock place and, after Congress sanctioned

ownership by the city, land sales took plen:e.M The sites of the former

11. The Orleans MNavigation Company to President Jefferson, May, 1808,
in Carter, Territorial Papers, IX, 778.

12. James Mather to Claiborne, January 8, 1809, in Ibid., p. 816;
Thomas H. Cushing te Claiborne, January 10, 1809, in ibid., p. 820;
Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 346.

13. Martin, History of Louisiana, p. 349.

4. Wilson, Vieux Carre, pp. 59-60. A map by Engineer Bartholemy
Lafan entitled "Plan of a Port of Mew Orleans," c¢. 1814, shows Fort 5t.
Ferdinand as "about demolish'd By the Corporation [City Government]
1813 & 1814." "Atlas of the T7th Military District Exhibiting the General
map of the States of Tenessee |[sic| Louisiana and Mississippi Territory
with the Fortifications Formerly B8uilt, Projected, or Bullt Since the
Beginning of the War. Together [with] the positions of every place on a
large scale." Historic New Orleans Coallection.
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redoubts eventually became breoad public squares. That where Fort St.
Ferdinand stood became Congo Square, a popular gathering place for
blacks, now known as Beauregard Square. In ths space where Fort 5t,
Louis stood a United States Custom House was eventually bullt. The
areas once bordered by the defensive curtain of the Spanish fortifications
became, on the northwest, Esplanade Street, and, on the west {or former
rear of the city), Rampart Street,15 in 1812 the city government
petitioned Congress for Lhe demalition of Fort St. Charles, "which from
the recent Aggrandizements of the City, can no longer be Considered as

a Military positicn."w But the redoubt remained standing.
In June, 1814, an army inspector portrayed Fort St. Charies as

a very handsome |ittle Fort commanding the River and lower end

of the City. It receives one company complete . . . [and is]
at present commanded by Captain Enoch Humphrey of the Corps
of Artillery. . . . The Quarters of this Fort are complete for

officers and men, are In excellent order,_and [are] as healthy

as the Barracks or any part of the City.
When in the same vyear Bartholemy Lafon drew the post of Fort 5t
Charles he showed the pentagonal, palisaded structure containing eighteen
cannon--two 9-pounders, six 12-pounders, six 24-pounders, and four

32*pounder5.m

2. Other Military Structures

Other military structures supporting New Orleans in the summer of

1814 included the magazine or ammunition depot across the river directly

15. Latrobe, |Impressions Respecting MNew Orleans, p. 49n; Nelson,
"Walled Cities," pp. 21, 22.

16. Petition to Congress of Ellguis Fromentin and allan B. Magruder,
referred May 7, 1812, in Carter, Territorial Papers, I1X, 1020.

17. "Inspector's Report of the State of the Barracks, Fort 5t. Charles,
Hospital and Magazine in MNew Orleans, 30th June 1814." NA, RG 158.
Records of the Inspector General's Department. Microfilm MB24, Roll 3.
Inspection Reports of the Office of the |nspector General.

18. Lafon, "Plan of Fort 5t. Charles, MNew Orleans." "Atlas of the 7th
Military District."
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opposite Fort St. Charles., The magazine contained "an abundant supply

of Cannon and Musket powder fixed and unfixed ammunition of all kinds

w19

tc answer every demand, Barracks bulldings also stood on the

east side of the Mississippi, erected in 1813 for the use of volunteers but
then occupied by troops of the Forty-fourth U.S. lnfantr\_.r.za Mearby
stood & guardhouse. Public stores, i.e., quartermaster, ordnance, and
contractor's supplies were kept in buildings adjoining the nawvy wvard,
which was next to the public square (present Jackson Sguare) along the
r-i\.rerfr-::nnt.21 The former Spanish barracks, now housing American
soldiers, stood further north and were situated well behind the gorge of
Fort St, Charles. According to the inspection report,

The Barracks . . ., are buildings large, airy and commodious,
equal to the reception of seven hundred men, they are
inclosed by a Brick Wall in front and high pailing [sic] in the
rear, leaving between the Barracks and the Wall a parade
ground for six hundred men, and in the rear for all the shops
and buildings of artificers, and characters of the COrdnance
Department, as well as furnishing some ground for the use of
the Troops. The Rooms in the upper story of the men's
barracks reguires to be newly floor'd, the present ones being
very much worn and in many places broken through. . . .
The Parade ground and wyard back of the Barracks require to
be raised at |east eighteen inches, for in all heavy rains in
summer and constantly in Winter it is under water which
continues on it until evapuréé_;ed, unless bailed out by the men
and carried into the Street.

After the Americans took charge of the barracks many of the rooms were

partitioned to accommodate commissioned officers. During the early part

19.

e
a

20. \bid.

21. |Ibid.; Bartholemy Lafon, "Plan of a Part of MNew Orleans," c. 1814,
in "Atlas of the 7th Military District.”

22, "Inspector's Report, ' 1814. mMA, RG 159.
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of 1814 six companies of the LU.5. Seventh Infantry resided in the

3
structures. ¢

E. Improvement of Forl St. John

The ongoing security of New Orlgans required the upkeep of Fort
St. John, the old work at the moulh of Bayou St. John on Lake
FPontchartrain, northwest of the city. Until other defenses could be
arranged in the area of the Rigolets, between Lakes Borgne and
Pontchartrain, Fort St. John would remain of importance in repelling an
enemy adwvance on the lakes. In the spring of 1805, when authorities in
Louigiana feared an insurrection in the colony, Claiborne urged that Fort
St. John be strengthened to counter an expecled intervention of British
warships.24 wWhen hostilities with Spain threatened that autumn, he again

called for bolstering the 1r:l\e1“|3|r1|sr-:si"‘J'E’r

"I consider the repairing of . .
28 The

post also figured in the preparations to meet Aaron Burr's conspirators

|[Fort] St. John as a necessary measure," he wrote In June 1806,

late in 1806, though nothing significant transpired because Burr was
captured before reaching New Drleans.z? Beginning in 1807 regulatory
passports were issued by the commander of Fort St. John to all trading

vessels going to and from New Crleans on Bayou 5t. ..I:::+I'u'|.123

Finally, in 1808 work to improve the fortifications began under the
direction of Major William MacRea. By September, 1809, some adwvancement

23, |Ibid,

24. Claiborne to Madison, May 10, 1805, in Claiborne, Letter Books, 111,
pp. 51-52; Claibormne to Lieutenant Colonel Freeman, May 13, 1805, in
ibid., p. 54.

25, Claiborne to Madison, October 24, 1805, in ibid., pp. 212-13;
Claiborne to Madison, Nowvember 5, 1805, in ibid., p. 227.

26. Claiborne to Dearborn, June 15, 1806, in ibid., p. 329.

27. Claiborne to Wilkinson, December 10, 1806, in ibid., IV, 53.

28. Clalborne to Commander, Forl St. John, in ibid., p. 86,
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29 . ;
had been made. Yet the improvemenis apparently wers not extensive,

for five years later Fort St. John was once more described as being "oul

of repair.“aﬂ British Intelligence in 1874 held that the post mounted
"about 15 or 20 Guns of small Calibre; the works may be easily
carried. . . .31

Perhaps the best sources for the appearance of Fort 5t. John during
the period 1809-1814 are the formal drawings prepared by the Engineer
Department. An early undated plan shows the structure obviously under
construction, probably sometime around 1808, |n this drawing, Fort St.
John, an irregular work situated on the west bank of Bayou St. John,
measured approximately 65 yards north to south and 46 yards east to
west. The heaviest fortified part of the enceinte was that armed section
facing north towards Lake Pontchartrain., This face was curved and each
end swept outward, thal on the west forming a rather truncated bastion
while that on the east joined the wall bordering the bayou channel. In
the rear, close to the bayou, stood a small bastion that joined the back
wall, This wall, which must have included the gorge, ran diagonally
northwestward to meet the bastion on the west side. Further
modifications were projected for the rear of the work, to include enlarged

bastions and a barracks and other I::nu'rIr:!ilr'u_:rs.,32

29. The Orleans MNavigation Company to President Jefferson, May, 1808,
in Zarter, Territorial Papers, X, 788; Claiborne to MacRea, May 17,
1809, in Claiborne, Letter Books, |V, 350, War Department to MacRea,
November 22, 1809, in NA. WMicrofilm Publications, "Buell Collection of
Historical Documents Relating to the Corps of Engineers, 1801-1819."

30. "inspector's Report," 1814. NA, RG 153,

31. Library of Congress. Manuscripl Division. British Public Record
Office. War Office, Secrelary of War, In-Lefters, Vols. 1471-144,
"Expedilion to the Southern Coasts of North America."

32, Plat of Fort St. John., NA, RG 77, "Records of the Office of the

Chief of Engineers." Cartographic Archives Division, Drawer 133, Sheet
1; Plat of Fort St. John, ibid., Drawer 133, Sheet 7.
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In 1814 Lafon, a civilian engineer commissioned by the government,
drew detailed plans of the post that showed its actual state and its
projected state. In its projection the palisaded work was to contain
elevery cannon, seven in the artillery emplacements facing the lake, three
in the left rear bastion, and one in the right rear corner on the bayou.
The fort was to be surrounded by a moat, with a gorge and drawbridge
near the bayou in the rear. Inside the work two barracks and an
officers' guarters were 1o be erected. When completed Fort St. John
lacked a moat, had but two guns mounted, and contained only one

: 33
barracks and a kitchen.

F. Fart Petite Coquilles

Concern over fortifying the strip of land between Lake Pontchartrain
and Lake Borgne seemingly detracted from efforts Lo secure Fort St. John
at great expense. The Rigelets--the narrow waterways that connected
the |akes--afforded 3 more practical site for deterring an enemy than did
a post at the back door of Mew Orleans. ©On a peninsula covered with
small shells (petite coquilles) a defensive work was begun in 1813. This
post was situated on the north end of the Rigolets proper, the
easternmost of the two connecting watercourses. |n June, 1814, the post
of Petite Coguilles was only half finished. It stood "on a bank of Shells
surrounded by an immense marsh and commands all Craft or Vessels
coming . . . from Sea. . . .“34 Captain Francis MNewman, an artillery
officer, commanded the garrison raising the fn:-rt,ﬂl‘5 Erected under the
supervision of the engineer Lafon, Petite Coqguilles on the ewve of the
British inwvasion in late 1814 was reportedly armed with twenty pieces of
heavy artillery, 36

33. Lafon, "Plan of the Pass & Fort 5t. John," and "Fart 5t. John," in
"Atlas of the 7th Military District." Biographical data on Lafon appears
in Holmes, "Some French Engineers n Spanish Loulsiana," pp. 141-42,

34, '"inspector's Report," 1814. NA, RG 159.
35. |bid.
36. "Expedition to the Southern Coasts of North America."
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According to Lafon's drawings, Fort Petite Coquilles was another
irregular work measuring roughly 310 feet long by 250 feet wide. In July
1813, the fort was projected along the north shore of Shell Island in the
midst of a great marsh. MNear the place where the Rigolets emplied into
Lake Pontchartrain stood a semicircular emplacement for heavy ordnance.
Guns mounted here were to cross their fire with a small battery to be
built on the opposite paint. The rest of Fort Petite Coquilles was to be
rectangular, with blockhouse bastions on the two southernmost corners.
The structure was to be surrounded by a moat, palisades, and fraizing,
with drawbridges planned for the south and west sides. Inside would be
two barracks and an officers' quarters, a kitchen, powder house, and
magazine. By late 1874 all the major buildings had been erected. The
moat only partly surrounded the fort on the east and west sides. At
least four cannon, perhaps field pieces, stood on the ground facing the
Rigolets, ;;m:e the emplacements were not yet ready 1o receive

armaments.

G. Fort St. Lecn

Also drawing attention from the Americans was the site of ¢ld Fort

5t. Leon along the west shore of English Turn on the Mississippi. In
1807 Claiborne and Wilkinson agreed on the strategic importance of the
site, which was also viewed as a possible location for a navy yard., A
year later Congress directed that a masonry battery be raised at English
Turn and work shortly began at the location of the earlier post. At the
same time a small camp was begun upstream on the east side of the river

at Bawvou Terre au Boeuf.sa Work on Fort St. Leon evidently was

36. "Expedition to the Southern Coasts of North America."

37. Lafon, "Fort Petite Coqguilles, 7Ther the 12th 1813." Map Division,
Library of Caongress; Lafon, "Plan of Petites Coquilles," and "Fort of the
Petites Coguilles." "Atlas of the 7th Military District."

3B, W. K. Armistead to Lieutenant Colonel Jonathan Williams, Decem-
ber 25, 1807, MNA . Buell Collection, Item 58510/127; Claiborne to
Dearborn, July 14, 1806, in Claiborne, Letter Books, 1I|, 388-68; Zarza,
"Fort st. Leon," pp. 4-5. On April 21, 1808, Claiborne wrote Secretary
of War Dearborn: "The Fort at Plagquemine, may with a leading breeze
and under cover of the night, be passed--But under no circumstances,
could a Vessel evade a Battery at the English Turn." Carter, Territorial

Papers, X, 783.
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completed in October, 1309.39 In that month Major MacRea submitted a

plan for a regular two-bastioned work, lo contain a garrison of perhaps
fifty men, at English Turn with an artillery battery fronting on the levee
along the river. This planned work, apparently never fulfilled,
40

envisioned barracks and officers' guarters inside.

It appears thal the l|abor undertaken in 1809 amounted mainly to
reconditioning the old fort, because in 1813 Lafon prepared another
dlagram showing the existing works at the English Turn along with
projected improvements. In May of that year Fort St. Leon consisted of a
parapet on the river's edge, probably a remnant of the Spanish
fortification there. Ancther parapet faced south, or downriver. Lafon
described the components of this feature as a3 demi-bastion, a curtain,
and a whole bastion. The ditch was "dug to its full depth and fac'd with
facines [sic] on both sides from the top to the bottom." Across the ditch
was the "glacis more than half finished." ©On the north and west sides of
the structure were incompleted ramparts standing from one to three feet
high. Another bastion was oullined at the northwest corner. Inside
stood a structure, possibly a barracks, measuring 120 feet long. The
entire Tfortification measured approximately 150 yards square. Lafon’s
projected design for Fort St. Leon included the completion of a moat
around the structure, the addition of another bastion at the northeast
corner, and the erection of two officers' quarters, two enlisted mens'
barracks, a commanding officer's house, a kitchen, two guardhouses, a
magazine, and a powderhouse. Cannon would be mounted to face all

directions ,41

39. war Department to Major William MacRea, November 22, 1809. NA,
Buell Collection. Item 58510/230.

40. "Plan of the Fort at the English-Turn," 1809. NA, Cartographic
Archives Division, Drawer 133, Sheet &; "A Map of the River Mississippi
and Territory adjacent to Mew Orleans Illustrating the Military Position
and Camp at Terre au Boeuf," c. 1804-05. Map Division, Library of
Congress.

41. Lafon, "English Turn," 1814, "Atlas of the 7th Military District."
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H. Fort St. Philip

Y- Quarantine Function

Farther downriver at Plaquemines Turn stood Fort 5t. Philip, built
by the Spanish under Governor Carondelet in the 1790s. Ouring its first
yvears under American control Fort St. Philip served the quarantine
station established a short distance below the post. Ships with
passengers suffering with malaria and similar contagious diseases were
required by Louisiana authorities to dock below the fort. "The Officer
commanding at Plaguemines," Claiborne addressed the captain of a French
brig in 1804, "has orders to do every thing In his power, for your
comfort, and that of the unfortunate fugitives who accompany
you. . . ."42 Occasianally bickering erupted at the post between the
commanding officer and French ship captains. In one instance cannon
were discharged at a brig whose anchor was caught on the river's
bottom. The indignant French officer wvigorously protested the insult to
French  Commissioner Laussat, who relayed it to the American
Commissioners, Claiberne and Wilkinson. They succeeded in mitigating

the "misunderstanding” lo the acceptance of all cnncerned.qa

During the spring of 1804 fears arose that ships invelved in the
slave trade were bringing infected cargoes into Louisiana. In April
Claiborne ordered that all upstream-bound wessels bearing blacks be
stopped by the commandant at Fort 5St. Philip.44 Captain William Cooper,
who commanded the garrison there, detained several blacks (1l with
smallpax. Claiborne approved the procedure, writing to Cooper, "You

are required to detain Lhem either al the Fort or at some convenient place

42 January 20, 1804, in Claiborne, Letter Books, |, 343. See also
Claiborne to Madison, January 31, 1804, in ibid., p. 353.

43. Laussat to Claiborne and Wilkinsen, February 1, 1804; Claiborne and
Wilkinson to Laussat, February 2, 1804; Laussat to Claiborne and
Wilkinsen, February 9, 1804. Pierre Clement de Laussat Papers, folders
425, 427, 434, Historic New Orieans Collection,

44. Claiborne to Mayor Bore, April, 1804, in Claiborne, Letter Books,
I, 113.
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in the Neighborhood thereof until they may be declared free from in-
fection . . . at which time they may be allowed to ascend the River."
Claiborne instructed the captain to take similar precautions with every
person "who shall arrive at Plaguemines labouring under that disease.'
Ship officers, stated Claiborne, must completely wash down and fumigate

4
their vessels before proceeding up to New Orleans. >

2. Restrictions on Blacks

Claiborne also wanted to keep out of Louisiana any slave participants
in the recenl insurrections in Santoc Domingo. Ships containing these
people were likewise stopped at Plaguemine Turn and ordered away from
the pravince.% But many of the wvessels transporting blacks "whose
characters and conduct hawve given serious alarm to the good inhabitants
of Louisiana" managed to evade the authorities by slipplng by Fort St.
Philip at night. To tighten control owver the Mississippi, Claiborpe
directed an officer at The Balize to board ascending wessels and
determine the origin of their human cargoes. Those from Africa were
allowed to proceed north. Those from Santo Domingo, "“accustomed to

blood and dewvastations," were henceforth exciuded.” As a general

45. Claiborne to Cooper, May 9, 1804, in ibid., p. 136.
46, Claiborne to Madison, July 12, 1804, in ibid., p. 245,

47. Claiborne to Lieutenant Colonel Freeman, July 17, 1804, n ibid.,
pp. 361-62. A provision in the 1804 act organizing the Territory of
Orleans specifically outlawed the importation of slaves except from another
state or territory. Harper's Encyclopaedia of United States History, from
458 A.D. to 1902 (10 wvols.; New York: Harper and Brothers, 1302),
i, 209, In this regard, see Clalborne to First Lieutenant Michael
Walsh, May 12, 1809, in Claiborne, Letter Books, IV, 351. Many of the
offending slave ships traveled under the auspices of the privateer Jean
Lafitte and his followers, who operated from a base established on Grand
Terre Island at the mouth of Barataria Bay, west of the Mississippi.
After March, 1807, when importation of slaves was officially banned by
the government, Laffite's outlaws continued in the illicit traffic. Jane
Lucas de Grummond, The Baratarians and the Battie of New Crieans
(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1961), pp. 12-13.
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rule, all armed foreign wvessels were required to stop at Fert St. Philip

for clearance during ascent and descent of the M1‘55i551pp|.43

3. Renowvating the Post

A few wears after American acquisition of Fort 5t. Philip
recommendations were made for (ts improvement. The post had been
allowed to decline during the final years of Spanish rule, and in July,
1805, Claiborne urged the federal government to consider "“strengthening
of the Works at Plaquemine."dg He further adwvised the construction of a
road between Fort 5t. Philip and New Orleans to ald in towing upstream
vessels stalled (n the rapid current.sﬂ For defensive purposes, the
Governor outfitted several gunboats for service on the MESSiSSipFIi.51 A
major problem facing those advocating new construction at Plaguemines
was the relative absence of solid ground on which to build. Much of the
brick facing of Fort 5t. Philip had been destroyed during subsidence of
the work, leading American officers to criticize Spanish methods of
building the foundation. Assured by a man who had assisted the Spanish
in the construction that every effort had been taken to secure the
foundation, Captain William K. Armistead concluded that "a Work entirely
of Masonry would be too great a weight for this soft and plyable soil, In

my Judgement a Work with Bastions would be preferable."sz

Renovation of Fort St. Philip started in earnest about the summer of

1808. Formal diagrams of the post before that time show it to be of an

48. Claiborne to Madison, April 21, 1807, in Claiborne, Letter Books,
IV, 124-25; Claiborne to Secretary of State Robert Smith, March 30, 1810,
in ibid., Vv, 25.

49, Claiborne to Madison, July 27, 1805, in ibid.,
Claiborne to Madison, Cctober 24, 1805, in ibid., p. 213.

I, pp. 137-3B;

50. Claiborne, Address o the Legislature of the Territory of New
Orleans, March 24, 1806, In ibid., 111, 277,

571. Claiborne to Madison, Augusl 24, 1807, in Ibid., |V, 135,

52. Armistead to Lieutenant Colonel Jonathan Williams, December 25,
1807. NA, Buell Caollection, Item 58510/127.
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irregular, box-like design with officers' and enlisted men's gquarters,
hospital, bakery and magazine located in5'tt:[e.53 The major structural
alteration starting in 1808 comprised the addition of a large bastion on the
southwest face, fronting the river, to contain six pieces of artillery,
three of which composed a water battery. On the nportheast face,
fronting on Bayou Mardi Gras, a small bastion for three guns was added.

This extension served to guard the mouth of the bayou.

Inside Fort St. Philip new buildings were to be constructed. Two
new barracks, each measuring 100 feet long by 42 feet wide, were to be
built in the rear part of the post, between which, in the rear salient,
was to be a powder house surrounded by a wall. HNew officer quarters
were also planned, and the old guardhouse was to be converted to an
artificer's magazine. In the northeast rear of the enceinte stood a privy.
The profile of the Torl remained much the same, consisting of the glacis
bordered with palisades, the covered way, and the ditch (meoat), rampart,
and parapet. At the west curtain stood the entrance, reached across the
ditch wia a drawbridge. MNear the wesl corner of the fort, on the river,
was a wharf; part of the lowlands in the area was to be filled in. The
entire post measured approximately 200 yards east to west (paralleling the
Mississippi) and 150 yards north to south.s‘ﬂ Brick for facing the work
seems to have been obtained under private contract; the establishment of
a government-operated brick-making Ffacility was deemed too expensive by
Gowvernor (:Iail:ucrﬁ-na,55 The great cost invelved alse convinced him that
less extensive works should be ceonsidered at Plaguemines. In April
Claiborne wvisited the post, still believing that the plan submitted by

Captain Armistead "seems to combine elegance with strength" but "would

53. 5See, for example, the plan of Fort St. Philip, pre-1808, in NA,
Cartographic Archives Division, Drawer 89, S.eet 1; and "Flan of Fort
5t. Philip at the Plaguemin Turn." NA, Cartographic Archives Division,
Drawer 89, Sheet 3.

54. "Plan of the Fort of Plaguemines together with its Projects of

Agrandisement [sic]." August 4, 1808, MA, RG 77. Cartographic
Archives Division. Drawer 83, Sheet 6,
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cost too much monev-"EE MNonetheless, by September 1 the Governor toid

President Jefferson that "the fortifications . . . at Plaguemine are well
advanced . . . notwithstanding the most prudent economy on the part of

wS7

the superintending officers. . Plans a&lso were underway o raise

a battery on the west bank cof the Mississippi near the former site of the

redoubt of Fort Euurbon.sg

4. The Finished Post

The work pace at Fort St. Philip varied. There occurred occasional
lengthy interruptions brought on by unforeseen events, A storm in 1812
fiooded the garrison and the soldiers survived by climbing onto the roof
of the officers’ quar-ters.s'g With the outbreak of war between the United
States and Great Britain in that year, however, the work accelerated.
By June, 1814, the post, while a long way from perfect, appeared to be
in functional order. "A  well executed work," stated an inspecting
afficer:

Al present the whole command consists of two Companies of
Artillery . . . amounting to one hundred and forty only, from
which if you deduct sick, music &c will scarcely leave yvou with
enough to mann [sic] one Battery of seven Twenty fours. . .

The Barracks for Officers and men are old Buildings put up by
the Spaniards many years ago and entirely out of repair;--The
foundation of the New Barracks is already laid, and there is
ready buournt brick enough to a wing of the Barracks, lime,

55. Claiborne to Dearborn, April 21, 1808, in Carter, Territorial Papers,
IX, 783,

56, Claiborne to Dearborn, April 21, 1808, in ibid., p. 782; Claiborne to
Dearborn, April 21, 1808, in ibid., p. 783,

57. Claiborne to Jefferson, September 1, 1808, in Claiborne, Letter
Books, Iv, 207.

58. Armistead to Williams, December 25, 1807. MNA, Buell Collection.
ltem 58510/127.

59, "Inspector's Report," May 19, 1822, NA, RG 159. Microfilm MB624,
Rall 3.
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Tiles, Timber &ca lo finish the whole; Could this be permitied
to go on the hnealth and comfort of the Command would be
materially improved, and by the destruction of the old Barracks
furnish a wvery bhandsome parade ground, artillery Park, and
room for Exercise of Field pieces. . . . Fort 5t. Phillip [sic]
or Placquemines [sic] is at present under the command of
Captain Charles Wollstonecraft, whose company with that of
Captain Thomas G. Murray's compose the force for its
defence. . . . The proportion of ammunition of all description
for the defense of the Fort is ample and in good order, The
Magazine in excellent repalr for its preservation;--Provisions
good and wholesome, regularly issued, and never less than
three months supply on hand;--Wood, and wholesome water in
abundance, obtained from a Bayou convenient to the Fort.--The
Supply of Medicine and Hospital Stores is amply furnished frlﬁﬂ
Mew Orleans on the requisition of the Surgeon |['|s Mate.

According to an area plan by Lafon in 1814, several buildings, including
the hospital, were located outside the fort along the north side of Bayou
Mardi Gras. Other structures stood behind the river levee a shaort

distance abowve the pastﬁﬁﬂl

I, The American Balize

The only defense below Fort St. Philip remained The Balize, the gld
Spanish outpost near the entrance to Sgutheasl Pass at the mouth of the
Mississippi. In 1803 The Balize amounted to little more than "a sorry
walch tower on the West side of the river near its rlru'.n.:tl'w."":r2 American
authorities recognized the need for a new lghthouse of wood, the only
material light enough to resist the inexorable subsidance of Lhe <oil there,
Soon after American acquisition Claiborne issued instructions to stop at
The Balize all ships carrying slave carge. Ta enforce his decree the

Governor senl down from New Orleans one cannon and a detachmenl of

60. "Inspector's Report,”" June 30, 1814, NA, RG 159.

61. "Plan of the Plaquemines Turn,'" c. 1814. "Atlas of the 7th Military
District."

62. John Pintard to Secretary of the Treasury Albert Gallatin, Sep-
tembear 14, 1803, In Carter, Territorial Papers, X, 53.
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twenty *:|.1::|I|rjiler‘:f,..E‘3 "Every Vessel ascending the Mississippi," wrote
Claiborne, "will be visited by the officer at the Ballze, and the number of
negroes on board, their description and character, from whence they
came, the mname of their owner, or to whom Consigned, are to be
ascertained, and reported."54 Once cleared at The Balize, the concerned
ship was then detained at Fort St. Philip until permission was obtained to

proceed narth. &5

Owver the next few years efforts were made to improve The Balize,
its impoartance growing with freguent reports of imminent hostilities with
Spain and Great Britain. A new tower and several frame buildings were
erected before 'IB13.EE Specifically, these consisted of four workmen's
shops, a barracks, and four pilots' houses erected in a marshy area on
the north side of Bayou Balize, some distance east of the old 5ite.6?
There was a blockhouse approximately midway between the bulldings, but
the principal defensive component was a fort, or redoubt., on the river
charnel at the mouth of the bayou.ﬁs This redoubt, to be known as Fort
Wilkinson and wunder construction at the time war with Great Britain
began, was to consist of a battery for five cannon fronting on the river,
The remainder of the structure, of symmetrical diamond shape, was o
present a strong epaulement interrupted by two demi-bastions, likely

intended for guns. The whole was to be surrounded by a moat. [nside

63. Clalborne to Captain Johnson, July 18, 1804, in Claiborne, Letter
Books, 11, 363; Claiborne to Lieutenant Colonel Freeman, July 19, 1804;
in ibid,, p. 258; Claibgrne to Captain Nicoll, July 25, 1804, in ibid.,
p. 262.

B4. Claiborne to Mayor James Pijtot, July 25, 1804, in ibid., p. 264.

65. |Ibid.

66. See Bartholemy Lafon's sketch of the Balize in 1814 in his "Plan of
the Mouths of the Mississippi," c. 1814, "Atlas of the 7th Military
District. ™

67. Bartholemy Lafon, "Plan of the Balize to shew the position of the
Passes," c. 1814, "Atlas of the 7th Military District.”

68. |bid.
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an assortment of supporting structures were to be erected--a barracks
for one company, an officers' guarters, and a hospital, besides
ammunition storage fil—::iHT;ins.EEEI The battery was finished on April 13,
1813.  In July, on the advice of Brigadier General Thomas Flournay,
Commander of the Seventh Military District, five cannons--three facing
the front, the others covering the flanks--were dismounted and the
battery abandoned. In December, 1813, the British occupied Iit,
destroying the incompleted interior of the parapet,m The Balize remained

in British control until after the Battle of Mew Orleans.

J. Defending Barataria
As the prospect of war with Great Britain grew and the pace of

work on the fortifications of the |ower Mississippi quickened, concerns
arose over the possible approach of enemy craft through Barataria Bay,
west of the river. Two narrow islands, Grande Isle and Grande Terre,
guarded the mouth of the pass inte the bay. On Grande lIsle stood
houses and storehouses, and fTarms yielding wvegetables and fruits. On
Grande Terre the privateers of Jean Lafitte had established storehouses
for their smuqgling ventures. There they also bullt a small brick fort,
the remains of which were still to be seen as late as 1856. Farther
rnoerth, among the marshy shell middens, the Baratarians established
another trading post on a small island known locally as the Temple. From
the Temple Lafitte smuggled goods up the bayous, particularly those
tributaries of Bayou LaFourche that fed into Barastaria Bay from the
i'm‘r'tl."lWlasT..TI In May, 1813, Lafon sketched a plan proposed by

Lieutenant Colonel George T. Ross for a battery on the west end of

69. Bartholemy Lafor, "Plan of the Fort of Balise," c. 1874. "Atlas of
the 7th Military District.” See also Lafon's "Fort of Balise No. 1" and
"Fort of Balise No. 2." May, 1813. Map Division, Library of Congress.
"Forl Wilkinson" appears in "Plan of the Mouths of the Mississippi
Isic]. . . ." 1813. Map Division, Library of Congress. Still another,
smaller, battery and signal station was projected upstream from the Balize
on a point of land along the east bank of the river at the head of passes.
Ibid,

70. Ibid.; Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip," p. 11.

/1. Cable, Creoles of Louisiana, pp. 164-65.
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Grande Terre, square in shape with a single bastion and a parapet seven
feet high. This redoubt was to contain one 18-pounder, two 4-pounders,
two 9-pounders, and two 12-pounders, besides the customary barracks,

72

officers' quarters, magazine, and guardhouse. MNothing formal was

erected, however, until the war was long over.

K. The war of 1812 in Louisiana
1. Readying Defenses

The advent of the war in the Scuth created much consternation in
the minds of Gowvernor Claiborne and authorities in Louisiana. As 1814
waore on, a British attack on the new state seemed more and more |jkely,
and preparations for conflict increased. MNolably, lhere was great activity
directed toward readying the defenses around New Orleans--especially
those guarding the routes to the city wvia the lakes and the Mississippi
River. The advance defenses consisted of Fort St. Philip, the unfinished
work at Petite Coquilles, and Fort Bowyer, situated on Mobile Point, to
the east of Lake Borgne and guarding the approaches through Mississippi
Sound. During the summer work went forward at Fort St Philip to
prepare that neglected post to mesel a British invasion up the river. Two
less-than-full-strength artillery companies labored to remount cannon and
repair broken carriages. A signal  station was erected three miles
downstream from the post, and additional works were raised behind the
fort as protection against attack from the rear. ¥Yet all this labor
required reinforcements, and ultimately Claiborne dispaiched to Fort St.
Philip a small body of militia--free men of color under a lieutenant--to aid

in readying the pcst.n

72. Bartholemy Lafon, "Plan of the entrance of Barataria with a
projected battery proposed by Lt. Cel, G. 7. Ross." May 31, 1813.
Map Division, Library of Congress. 5See also, Betsy Swanson, Historic
Jefferson Parish from Shore to Shore (Gretna, Louisiana: Pelican
Publishing Company, 1975), pp. 151, 154,

73. Arsene LaCarriere LaTour, Historical Memoir of the War in West
Florida and Lowsiana In 1814-15 (Philadelphia: John Conrad and
Company, 1816; reprint, Gainesville: University of Florida Press, 1964),
pp. 7, 188, Wilburt S. Brown, The Amphibious Campaign for West Florida
and lLouisiana, A Critical Review of Stralegy and Taclics at New Orleans
(University, Alabama: University of Alabama Press, 1969), p. 65;
Claiborne to Major General andrew Jackson, October 24, 1814, in
Claiborne, Letter Books, Vi, 289,
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In September the HNew Orleans Committee of Safety made seversl
recommendations to Major General Andrew Jackson, commanding the
Department of the South and at the time campaigning in the Southeast.
The members urged Jackson to consider other avenues by which the
British might assault the city, and urged that 2,000 soldiers armed with
heavy artillery be posted abowve English Turn ready to meet troops coming
gither up the Mississippi or through Chef Menteur Pass, which place "is
at present wholly unfortified." The Committee recommended that a small
redoubt be raised to guard the approach from Lake Borgne to the
Mississippi along the River Aux Chenes and Bayou Terre Aux Boeuf.
The Committee also advised that Bayou LaFourche, west of Barataria Bay,
be guarded by 1,000 men placed between the forks of the bayou and New
Orleans. Barataria Bay, it was suggested, should be defended by a
battery buillt near Its entrance and supported by two or three gunboats,
while several cannon should be mounted at the Temple to prevent the
British from utilizing the network of bayous and capals leading to the
city. The Committee proposed that 1,000 troops be stationed across the
riwer from New Orleans, guarding the barracks and magazine at Lthat
point. Five hundred more were considered to be sufficient to guard the
city proper. Further, the Committee urged the reestablishment of the
battery at The Balize, earlier deemed impractical and consequently
aba|.|'ur:ls:-r~n=.u:|._MII

In late October, 1814, Governor Claiborne, with Jackson's approval,
toock measures to protect the state using the militia troops at his disposal.
Nearly 150 men were sent to occupy the county around Bayou LaFourche;
the commander was instructed to build a blockhouse and erect a battery
for one 12-pounder field piece. ©One hundred more men were posted to
the Barataria country, while the "Fgliciana and Attackapas Cawvalry,"
numbering about 100 men, were principally employed In scouting the land
between the city and English Turn. At that place Claiborne's officers

74. Committee of Safety to Jackson, September 18, 1814, in John Spencer
Bassett (ed.), Correspondence of Andrew Jackson (6 vols.; Washington:
Carpegie Institution of Washington, 1926-1933); 11, 51-53.
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planned to build an epaulement behind which the militia could seek cowver
it attacked. This earthwork, some 150 wyards in front of temporary
barracks erected for the milltia, exterided from the river back to a
s'm.'al'r1*u|::,-"‘5 Opposite the "post at English Turn," on the esast side of the
Mississippi, another battery was evidently under construction or already
finished.?ﬁ "The Mississippi," warned Claiborne, "may probably be the
avenue of approach selected by Lhe Em=:m~5'«.“?]Ir Other troops, mainly
mournted riflemen, were to be posted at New Orleans, partly to insure |ts
defense and partly ta help counter slave uprisings should they occur.
Claiborne, too, urged the reoccupation of the post at The BaliZEa?B iy
is believed that a few heavy Pieces mounted at the battery former|y
erected at the Balize, Could keep a Fleet from passing the Bar, and in
any ewvent, a Detachment stationed in the vicinity of that Pass will give

. 7
us early notice of the enemy's advance. o ?

¥Yel Jackson's inspector
general, Colonal Arthur P. Hayne, who toured the site, reported nega-
tively on The Balize, and on December 1 stated his objections to a post at
that location. Far one thing, he said, the battery stood al a distance of
five or six miles away from the bar that ascending wessels must pass.
"Can Cannon of any Calabre [sic], be efficient and effectual at that
distance?" "A Fortification in Siberia, would be of as much service .

as the Work which has been constructed at the BaHze.“Bﬂ Besides, the

British would likely wuse Southwest Pass, avoiding The Balize entirely.

75. Claiborne to Colonel Bartholomew Shaumburg, October 30, 1815, in
Claiborne, Letter Books, VI, 376-77.

76. See Colonel Arthur P. Hayne to Jackson, December 1, 1814, in
Bassett, Correspondence of Andrew Jackson, 11, 108.

77. Claiborne to Jackson, Movember 4, 1814, in Ibid., p. 306.

78. |bid. The disposition of the state troecps is presented in ibid., and
in Claiborne to Jackson, October 28, 1814, in ibid., 296-98. See also
Charles B. Brooks, The Siege of New Orleans (Seattle: University of
Washington Press, 1861}, p. 73.

79. Claiborne to Colonel MacRea, November 4, 1814, in ibid., p. 309.

80. Hayne to Jackson, December 1, 1814, in Bassett, Correspondence of
Andrew Jackson, |1, 107-08.
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Hayne recommended, however, thal two or three old wvessels be sunk in
the Mississippl <channel as obstruclions, and that a "Corps of

Obserwvation" be posted at The Esalize.BJI

Hayne believed that the real obstacie for the British on the river

would be Fort St. Philip--"The Key as well as the Kings Port of all ocur

positions on the Mississipp|." No effort should be spared in readying its
defenses, stated the Colonel, since "it is the first position, which holds
forth Lthe prospect of a vigorous slaﬁd.“az He proposed the erection of a

battery across the stream near the site of Fort Bourbon, as well as
another on the east bank one mile above Fort 5t Philip.ﬂa Hayne also
examined Fort 5St. Leon and the battery opposite that point and
pronocunced English Turn "a strong position" but subordinate in strategic

importance to Fort St. Philip.84

2i Jackson's Inspection

Any queslions regarding the defenses of New Orleans that General
Jackson entertained soon were resolved to his satisfaction. He arrived in
the city with his entourage on December 1, having traveled by boat
acrass Lake Pontchartrain to Bayou 5t. John. Believing that the British
would probably lry to approach MNew Orleans by that route, he was
concerned that the works at Fort 5t. John be ready lto receive them. He
ordered emergency improvemenlts on that post and on Petite Coquilles and
directed Governor Claiborne to use the militia to obstruct all bayous and
canals |eading toward the city, especially those that might aid an enemy

traversing the six marshy miles between Lake Borgne and English Turn

81. |Ibid.
82. |Ihid., p. 108.
83. Ibid.

84. |bid.
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on the M155i55ippi.35 Al New Orleans Jackson received reports on the
forts below, which posts he determined to inspect himself. on
December 3, the General descended the Mississippi te Fort St. Philip.
There he ordered Lhe destruction of the old wooden barracks which would
be susceptible to fire in a British attack. He also directed the placement
of more guns on the rampart and cordered a 3Z-pounder and a mortar
mounted in the covered way. Following the advice of Hayne, Jackson
called for the establishment of batteries both above the post and across
from It. That opposite Fort St. Philip and several hundred yards abave,
close to the site of Fort Bourbon, was to mount five 24-pounders; the
other battery, on the same side as Fort St. Philip but almost a mile above
the post, would contain four 24-pounders, one 32-poundesr, and one
13%-inch mortar. All of these guns, crossing fire with each other and
with those at Fort 5t. Philip, would work to repel British movement on
the river. Wrote Major Arsene LaTour, who accompanied Jackson: "The
general ordered me to draw oult the necessary plans for those two
batteries, which plans being drawn oul and approved by him, the
necessary measures were taken for putting them into  immediate
EK&CLIUD!'I."BE Because of its sjtuation amid largely Iimpassable
swamplands, Jackson felt confident that a land force would be unable to
sieze Fort S5t. Philip; regular siegeworks against it would have been
impossible to establish, Nonetheless, the recent reinforcements to the

85. LaTour, Historical Memoir, p. 54; Brown, Amphibious Campaign;
pp. 60, 65, 66, 68; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 70, 72. In this
connection, Jackson particularly ordered that Bayou Manchac, a major
artery north of the city affording a route between Lake Pontchartrain and
the Mississippl River, be filled in. He feared that the British might use
it o reach the Mississippi then move downriver to New Orleans. See J.
Hanno Deller, The Settlement of the German Coast of Louisiana and The
Creoles of German Descent (Baltimore: Genealogical Publishing Company,
1969), pp. 106-07.

B86. Historical Memoir, p. 55.
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garrison brought the number of defenders to about 400. The batteries of
Fort 5t. Philip contained between twenty-five and thirty pieces of
ordnance,s?

Jackson did not wisit The Balize, concurring with his Inspector that
Fort 5t. Philip was of superior strategic walue, Instead, he moved
upriver to Fort S5t. Leon where the Louisiana militia under Brigadier
General David B. Morgan had constructed the epaulement between the
river and the I'I'In.EII'*E.h.B‘IB In accord with the recommendations of the
Committee of Safety, Jackson ordered the construction of a temporary
battery Lo guard a road along Bayou Terre aux Boeuf, a settled farming
area through which British soldiers advancing from Lake Borgne might
pass., The battery, called Fort Darby, was raised at a fork in the bayou
near Lake Levy and River Aux Chenes.ag S5till another work, a redoubt,
was thrown up near the head of Bayou Dupre’*, three miles north and

90

about two miles east of the Mississippi. Mext Jackson proceeded on to

B7. Jackson to Secretary of War James Monroe, December 10, 1814, in
Bassetl, Correspondence of Andrew Jackson, I, 117; LaTour, Historical
Memoir, pp. 54-56; 188; Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and 5t.
Philip," pp. 7-8; Brown, Amphibious Campaign, p. 50; Brooks, Siege of
New Qrleans, pp. §4-85.

d8. Jackson to Monroe, December 10, 1874, in Bassett, Correspondence
of Andrew Jackson, |II, 111; Zarza, "Fort St. Leon," p. 5:; Brown,
Amphibious Campaign, pp. 65-66; 183.

89. Jackson to Monrge, December 10, 1814, In Bassett, Correspondence
of Andrew Jackson, II, 111; Captain James Gadsden to General J. G,
Swift, Nowvember 10, 1817, NA, RG 77. Entry 221. "Reports of Lhe
Corps of Engineers, 1812-1823"; William Darby, A Geographical
Description of the State of Louisiana (Philadelphia: John Melish, 1818),
p. 182; William Darby to unidentified recipient, March 1, 1815,
Department of Archives and Manuscripts, Louisiana State University,

Baton Rouge; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, p. 84.

90. "Map Shewing the Landing of the British Army, its several Encamp-
ments and Fortifications on the Mississippi and the Works Lhey erected on
their Relreal also the different posts Encampments and Fortificalions made
by the several Corps of the American army during the whole Campaign,"
1815. Copy in the Historic New Orleans Collection.
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the Rigolets. At the juncture of Chef Menteur Pass with Bayou Sauvage,
between Lakes Borgne and Pontchartrain, he ordered a battery erected.
This structure would command the high ground known as Gentilly Plain
which provided relatively easy access through the swamps to HNew
Orleans. To the east from Chef Menteur lay the Rigolets, secured by
Fort Petite Coquilles, still in an unfinished state. The mouth of the
Rigolets was shallow, but not too shallow for troop-carrying barges to
pass through. Thus, Jackson wanted to be certain that the route
between that point and the city--called CThef Menteur Road--would be
closed to the British. Another fear was thal troop-carrying barges might
somehow slip past Petite Coquilles, travel across Lake Pontchartrain, and

assault the city from the na::vr*t.’n.g'dl

3. The American Forces

On December 10 Jackson requested Governor Claiborne to call on the
state legislature for aid in readying the defenses he had lately wvisited.
He asked that planters be urged to loan their slaves 1o help raise and
repair the warks.gz The |job at Fort 5t. Phillp, he said, could be
accomplished by "two hundred negroes in ten day.ﬁ.“gz The General
shortly received notification that the assistance he sought would be forth-
Cﬂmiﬂg.94 In the meantime, Jackson appointed Lieutenant Colonel William
MacRea to command all the fortifications and all artillery forces in the MNew
Orleans  wvicinity, including the downriver posls. MacRea also
superintended the artillery ammunition, of which he reported a sizable

guantity on hand. Troops of the Sewventh U.S. Infantry under Colonel

97. LaTour, Historical Memoir, p. 55; Brown, Amphibious Campaign,
pp. 64-65; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 85-86; Grummond, The
Baratarians, pp. 62-63.

92. LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 55-56.

93. Jackson to Monroe, December 10, 1814, in Bassett, Correspondence
of Andrew Jackson, I, 111,

94. |bid.
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George Ross occupied the city, while units of the Loujsiana militia were
dispersed to crucial points around the town. A battalion of Santo
Dominican men of coler, commanded by Major Pierre LaCoste, was ordered
to take position on the Gentilly Plain near Chef Menteur,gB Jackson also
alerted other troops to the north to remain prepared to march to New
Orleans on command. Orders went out to Brigadier General John Coffes,
who was stationed with more than 500 Tennessee militia abowve Batoen
Rouge; to Major General William Carroll and his 1,500 Tennesseans camped
north along the Mississippi, and to Major General John Adair with his
2,200 Kenwuckians, further up the Mississippi. On Lake Borgne American
naval forces began a cautious surveillance for British wvessels under
instruction to notify Jackson once any were sighted. The American
gunboats were then to withdraw and use their guns to support Fort Pelite

Coquilles in resisting the British advance.gs

4, British Victory on Lake Borgne

By December 13, 1814, the British naval sgquadron had entered
Mississippi Sound. The American flotilla, five gunboats and a schooner,
acting on Jackson's orders to fall back to guard the Rigolets, weighed
anchor with difficulty. ©On December 14 British troop-carrying barges
approached the American flotilla, whose artillery proved ineffective in
stopping them. Instead, the British managed to board the wvessels and
overpower the American crews, inflicting severe casualties and capturing
the gunboats. The victory on Lake Borgne allowed the British every
opportunpity to land soldiers unseen and unopposed. Learning of the
disaster, Jackson immediately directed that two new batteries be raised at
Fort 5t. John and that the troops stationed at the unfinished fort at
Petite Coquilles be prepared to defend that point most earnestly. If the

post seemed about to fall, Captain Francis Newman, the officer in charge,

95. Brown, Amphibious Campaign, pp. 50, 83.

96. Brown, Amphibious Campaign, pp. 68, 83; Grummond, Baratarians,
p. B2,
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was to spike the cannon, blow up the Tort, and evacuate his command.
Jackson further ordered two cannon emplacements and a redoubt with
ditch erected at the junction of Chef Manteur Pass with Bayou Sauvage Lo
secure the road to Mew Orleans along Gentilly Plain. Major LaCoste and

the Feliciana Cragoons were placed in charge of this ;::rr*n:hjnecl..g'”Ir

5. Bolstering the Works

Down the Mississippi efforts continued to prepare the forts to repsl
the British. |In December came word that the guard units posted at The
Balize had been captured by a British sloop-of-war. On December 15
Major Walter Owerton of the rifle corps assumed command of Fort 5t,
Philip. After the American defeat on Lake Borgne Owverton directed his
energies to finishing the destruction and removal of the old wooden
barracks. The principal magazine was camouflaged and protected with
iayers of earth and timbers, while smaller magazines were built along with
epaulements to better protect the men during the anticipated bombard-
ment. As Jackson had directed, more guns were mounted, both on the
rampart and in the covered way. Across the river, the battery near the
site of old Fort Bourbon was building slowly. Weork on the structure
began December 15 but was delayed for want of laborers, many of whom
had gone upriver on learning of the British approach. The project
resumed in early January and by the time the British ships came up the
river the battery was nearly ready to receive its armament: The redoubt
planned upstream from Fort St. Philip, however, had to be abandoned in

an unfinished s,tan:ne.gB

Work also proceeded slowly on the defenses at English Turn, where
the Louisiana militiamen under General Morgan found the laborious
enterprise of erecting earthworks a drudgery difficult te sustain, On

authority of the legislature, Governor Claiborne distributed a circular

97. LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 64-65; Brown, Amphibious Campaign,
p. 81; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, p, 106.

98, LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 189-90,
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letter among the planters telling them to send their slaves to English
Turn or to Fort 5L, Charles in Mew Orleans so that they might be
distributed to assist in raising earthworks. Claiborne was also to allot
17,000 to help furnish workmen and materjals for bdilding the balteries
and redoubts Jackson wanted raised below the city. Many white cilizens
as well as Tree men of colaor wvolunteered their services to help secure
their pruperty.gg Meantime, General Jackson received the support of
Jean Laffite and his Baratarians-=-an unlikely alliance thal ultimately paid
rich dividends, The General distributed three companies of Laffite's
men--many of them expert artillerisls--tgo several of the posts. One went
to Fort St. John, another to Petite Coguilles, and the last to Fort 5r.
Philip. Laffite himself was sent with an American officer to insure the
security of the Temple, the shell midden in Barataria Bay, By
December 20 all the strategic entrance points were secured. There were
troops--regulars and stale and city militia-~stationed at Barataria Bay,
Bayou Lafourche, Plagquemines Turn, English Turn and Terre aux Boeufs,
Chef Menteur and the Rigolets, and at Bayou S51. John. More scldiers
blocked the road along Gentilly Plain and guarded the outskirts of the
city, while still others occupied old Fort 5t. Charles, now uselessly

enveloped by the suburb of Marigrw.mu

6, Jackson Meets the British

Events quickened on December 23. News reached Jackson's Royal
Street hesdguarters that the British had effected a landing of their army,
via Bayous Bienvenue and Mazant, at the Jacques Villere plantation east
of the city. The British troops had penetrated quickly, To guard their
route from Lake Baorgne they erected strong earthworks. One was a star

redoubt (Fort Villére), commanding the fork between Bayou Mazant, which

99. Ibid., pp. 56-57; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, p. 99; Landry,
"History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip," pp. 9-10.

100, LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 68-89, Grummond, The Baratarians,
p. 82; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 86, 75, 114; Brown,
Amphibious Campaign, pp. 86-87.
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approached from the southwesl, and Bayou Bienwvenue, coming in from the
north. Farther down Bayou Mazant they threw up an epaulement on
either side of the bayou at the head of Villére's canal, which led to the
British headquarters on the Mi55|55:ppi,1m Informed of the development,
Jackson reacted instantly, sending couriers to his warious commands
stationed around New Orleans--Brigadier General John Coffee's and Major
General William Carroll's Tennesseans, the militia under Claiborne on
Gentilly FPlain, Major Jean Baptiste Flauche and his troops at Fort St.
John, the 7th and 44th U.5. Regulars at Fort 5L, Charles, Jugeat and a
contingent of Choctaw Indians--all were to assemble by company unit at
Fort 5t. Charles. A schooner, Caroline, lately employed carrying
ammunitionn from the magazine across the river, was directed to take

position on the Mississippi opposite the British socidiers' campground.mz

Jackson's command marched from New Orleans, reaching the general
proximity of the British headquarters at the VYillere home after darkness
fell the 23rd. Undismayed, the American General divided his force and
sent them toward the enemy camp. Following a2 lengthy bombardment of
the British by the Caroline, Jackson's troops attacked them in the night.
The ensuing battle splintered into several smaller uncoordinated fights,
but the Americans succeeded in repulsing the British soldiers with their
artillery and Infantry charges. Before dawn, Jackson's army wilhdrew
from the field, leaving the disorganized British command damaged.,
american casualties numbered 24 killed, 1153 wounded, and 74 missing,
while the British lost 46 killed, 167 wounded, and 64 missing {n the
attack.

101, LaTeur, "Map Shewing the Landing of the British Army." In the
latter work, according to LaTour, the British "had built magazines for
stores, which were guarded by a strong detachment." LaTour, Historical

Memoir, p. 140.

102. Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 135; 136-37;, Grummond, The
Baratarians, p. 86.
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7. Line Jackson

Falling back to a position between the Chalmette and McCarthy
Flantations, Jackson--on Laffite's adwvice--ordered his command to throw
up defenses along the shallow Rodriguez Canal which stretched from the
Mississippi River more than 1,500 wyards south to a large, impenetrable
cypress swamp. On Lhe west edge of the canal ditch, which measured
fram 10 te 1% feet wide and from 4 to 8 feel deep, the soldiers fashioned
a rampart of mud, fence posts, and cotton bales, and began building
batteries for their field guns. Details of Line Jackson were given by a
captain of the Royal Engineers, who inspected the position a few weeks

later:

From the river to within 150 vards of the woods, the line is
straight. Here an inverted redan was made, the faces of which
were about 40 wyards In length. The line then continued into
the woods for 400 yards and then made a return to the rear at
right angles for 100 yards. The breast works in the woods
were made of trees with loop holes. The woods were cleared to
the rear of the breastworks for about 530 vards. The section of
the ditch for two-thirds of the distance from the river to the
woods was 8 feet deep and 15 feet wide; from that to the left,
10 feet wide and about 4 feet deep. The whole length of the
ditch was filled with large brambles which would have assisted
any i?ﬁifers or fascines placed as connections across the
diteh.

Across the river, the Americans under Commodore Danlel T.
Patterson raised a similar defense, kpnown as Line Jourdan, complete with
redoubls and batteries to repel assaults on that side. At the left of this
work, in the river, Lhe schooner Louisiana was posted. Another line was
projected  above, but was not built. A mile and a half behind Line
Jourdan stood a8 similar line with redoubts. On the shore of the

Mississippi In front of Line Jourdan at least four small waler batteries

were erected.

103, Report of Captain H.D. Jones, Royal Engineers, March 30, 1815.
Quoted in Powell A, Casey, Louisiana in the War of 1812 (Baton Rouge:
Frivately published, 1963), p. 72.
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Chalmette.

8. Lines Dupre and Montreuil

Other fortifications were built benind  Jackson's main  line at

volunteers from Mew Orleans with the help of slaves and freed men.

Dupre was described as follows:

The second line was about 1% miles to the rear of the advanced
line and has been constructed upon the edge of a large bayou
which wunites with the river. On the right of the l|ine is an
enclosed redoubt with heavy artillery and a wet diteh, One
hundred wyards to the left of Lhis work is a circular battery
with a wet ditch in front; under it is a connection with a bayou
by sluices. The bayou is aboul 12 feet wide. The works are
commanding and flank the ground in front well. The
construction of this hma s good and has a banquette parapet
revetted with planiks.

One line stood at Dupré's Canal and was raised by citizen

Line

Should the British succeed in forcing Jackson's line at Chalmette he would

withdraw his command to Dupre's canal 1o make a stand.

Between the

Chalmette line and Dupré'ﬁ, to the north in the swamp, Jackson posted

several picket guards to watch for flanking maneuwvers by the British.

Still

another fortification was built nearly two miles further back

from

Dupre's toward the city and primarily consisted of one or two redans

placed astride the roadway. As Captain Jones depicted it,

The Lhird line [known as Line Montreuil] is about a mile in rear
of the 2nd line. It is entirely different from the other two
having a ditch of 12 feel broad and 6 feetl cul expressly. It is
well flanked. ©On the right is an inclined redoubt with ils
gorge palisaded. At 500 yards from the river fs a flat bastion
af brickwork for musketry only. The line continues from this
to the wood. The redoubt on the right has a good command
from being constructed upﬂn.lﬁge leves. The parapet on this
line is in an unfinished state.

Jackson's Lroops labored through Christmas Day on their

"mud

rampart." On the General's order, Carroll's soldiers assumed position an

lhe line to bolster Coffee's Tennesseans and the 44th U.5. Infantrymen.

104

105.

| i
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Coffee's men, stationed at the left of the line near the swamp, tossed
thoernbushes into the shallow water of the canal to further Impede the
enemy. Next day most of Morgan's Louisiana militia were transfered from
Fort St. Leon at English Turn te Line Jourdan atross the Mississippi from
Chalmette. Meantime, Jackson directed that the Chef Menteur road be
continually secured by both men and artillary, Patrals were to be
constantly on the alert for enemy movement on the land between Lake
Borgne and Lake Pontchartrain, LaTour had been sent to finish the

battery at Chef Menteur.quﬁ

9. The American Artillery

Jackson lost no time in stretching his sparse complement of artillery
along Rodriguez Canal. On the right of the line he raised a redoubt,
Then, at intervals, he built eight gun batteries, Battery No. 1,
containing two 6-pounders, was raised on the levee. No. 2, placed Lo
secure a road paralleling the river, contained a b6-pounder howitzer.
Batteries Nos. 3 and 4, farther along, each mounted a Z24-pounder
brought by Jean Laffite. Near the center of Line Jackson stood Nos. 5
and B; MNos. 7 and 8 were near the EWElmp.-.lD? The gun crews manning
the ordnance contained some of Laffite's Baratarians, notably his brother,
DCominique Youx, and Renato Beluche brought from Fort 5t. John, as well
as an assortment of Regular artillerists, militiamen, and EEEITT\EH.TGE on
Lime Jourdan the batteries were similarly erected. ©One stood nmear Lhe
levee containing two 12-pounders and one 24-pounder. MNear the road on
that side of the river, near Lhe center of the line, two more 12-pounders

were emplaced. These guns, particularly those near the levee, proved

106. The principal sources for this discussion of Jackson's defensive line
are LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 116-17; Castellanos, New Orleans as It
Was, p. 318; Bassett, Correspondence of Andrew Jackson, (1, 123-25;
Brown, Amphibious Campaign, p. 120; Brooks, 5Siege of New Orleans,
p. 173; Zarza, "Fort 5t. Leon," p. 5; Davis, Louisiana, p. 184, Most
Importantly, see, LaTour, "Map Shewing the Landing of Lthe British
Army "

107. Precjse information on the guns in each battery is lacking. Some
accounts combine the wunits in Nos. 1 and 2 into one boattery. See
LaTour, Historical Memair, p. 122; Grummond, The Baratarians, p. 104n,

108. Grummond, The Baratarians, p. 104,
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useful in enfilading the British camp across the riuer.mg while Jackson's

men labored, the British raised breastworks and redoubts of their own to
protect their encampment. Several British batteries were also erected
near the |levee by the river Lo prevent the passage of American wvessels,
On December 27, determined 1o put an end to the nuisance caused by the
schooner Caroline, which had continued to harrass their left flank, the
British wrned howitzers and cannon loaded with hot shot against the
vessel, which caught fire and exploded.

10. The First Engagements

Jackson still feared a British assault up the Mississippl and to
bolster Fort 5t. Philip he ordered another 32-pounder seni to the post.
At considerable risk, a private steamer one night slipped past the British
guns along the river, completed the delivery of lhe weapon, and on a

11 : :
0 American officers were now

succeeding night returned wunharmed.
aware of enemy ships entering the Mississippi. Most of them had
confidence in the ability of the garrison at Plagquemines to turn them
!::au-::br;.”dI At Chalmette, howewver, Jackson's attention was riveted on tha
British army facing him across the fallow sugar cane field, The enemy
now numbered about 7,500 men, and on December 28, their commander,
Major General Edward M. Pakenham, sent his soldiers forward in two
columns, one along the river and the other skirting the swamp. But the
American artillery behind the mud rampart successfully broke the advance
and Fakenham's command fell into retreat. American casualities in this
engagement numbered 7 killed and 10 wounded, while the British lost 9

men killed and 8 wounded.

109, LaTour, Historical Memoir, p. 117; Brown, Amphibious Campaign,
p. 120.

110. Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 209-10.

111. See Claiborne to Governor Blunt of Tennessee, January 4, 1815, in
Claiborme, Letter Books, V1, 330.
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Im the days that followed, Jackson strenathened his position. More
troops artived and more guns were placed aleng the rampart. But the
enemy also received heavy cannon and on New Year's Day, 1815, the
British initiated a long-range artillery duel that momentarily caught
Jackson off guard. Recovering quickly, his cannoneers answered the
barrage and inflicted severe damage upon the British line. During the
day Pakenham directed his infantry in an attack on the Americans, but
Coffee's Tennesseans repelled the assaull. This day's casualties stood al
11 Americans killed and 23 wounded, and 32 British killed and 44

wounded .

71. The Battle of January 8, 1815

The major battle at Chalmette occurred on January & after both sides
had received large reinforcements. The American command now numbered
approximately 4,000 soldiers; the British attack force under Pakenham
numbered about 5,400, Jackson's assorted defenders included the eight
artillery batteries with their crews of Regulars, militia, sailors, wveterans,
and Baratarians. The infantry consisted of the Seventh and Forty-fourth
Regulars; one company of U. 5. Marines; the wvoluntears from Tennessee
and Kentucky under Coffee, Carroll, and Brigadier General John Adair;
units of the Louisiana militia; a battalion of the Louwisiana Free Men of
Calor; and a company of Choctaw Indians. In the rear Jackson posted
his Ffive units of cavalry and dragoons. Opposing this assortment were
the polished troops of Pakenham, whose infantry consisted of units of the
4th, 7th, 21st, 43rd, 44th, 85th, 93rd, and 95th regiments, plus the 1st

and 2nd West Indian (colored) regiments.

The British attack began hefore dawn. On signal, a column under
Major General Samue!l Gibbs mowved forward across the cane stubble into a
hail of American artillery and musket fire, The .assailants finally
withdrew in disarray only to be collected by the officers and sent back
toward the American line. In this assault Generals Gibbs and Pakenham
were mortally wounded. An attempt to support Gibbs's foundering
command by the 93rd Regiment (Highlanders), who marched obliguely
across the field from the left of the British line, near the river, also

collapsed in confusion after the Highlanders' commander, Colorel Robert
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Dale, was killed and Major General John Keane severely wounded. Near
the river and under cover of fog Colonel Robert Rennie charged with his
soldiers into the American redoubt and seized the structure. But Rennie
was shortly killed and the British soon repulsed from the right of the
American  line, Two hours after the battle had begun British Major

General John Lambert ordered the army withdrawn,

Meanwhile, across the river the British under Colenel Willlam
Thornton were more sudccessful, driving WMWorgan's smaller force of
Americans, posted & mile in front of Line Jourdan, into retreat. But
before Thornton could capitalize on his success and perhaps turn the
battle he was ordered to withdraw his command, thus assuring American
victory, British casualties In the fighting of January 8 were enormous
and were estimated to have exceeded 2,000 killed, wounded, and missing,
compared to Jackson's remarkably small losses of 7 men killed and B
wounded In the afterncon Jackson granted a brief truce so that the
British dead could be removed and buried. For the next several days
and nights the American artillery continued against the enemy until they
withdrew, while across the Mississippi the soldiers under Morgan regained
Line Jourdan and began preparing new Eﬂlrenchments.”z As  they
gradually withdrew owver the course of their earlier advance, the British
built c¢overing defenses; one epaulement was raised on the right bank of
Bayou Jumonville at its confluence with Bayou Mazant. This work was
occupied by British pickets guarding the withdrawal. Another breastwork
was raised at the juncture of Bayous Mazant and Bienvenue, across from
the star fort. 5till another structure, an earthen enclosure to hold 1,000

men, was started on the left bank of Bayvou Bienvenue near a fishing

112. This account of the fighting of December 28 and January 8 is drawn
essentially from LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 130-78; Brown,
Amphiblous Campaign; and Brooks, Siege of New Orleans. See also
Grummond, The Baratarians, and Davis, Louisiana, pp. 184-85.
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village close to the mouth of the bayou on Lake Borgne; this latter work

1
was newver completed. 13

12. The Bombardment of Forl S5t. Philip

Following the battle of January 8, so disastrous to the British, the
focus of activity shifted down the river to Fort St. Philip, where
warships wunder Admiral Thomas Cochrane 1tried to force passage 1o
Chalmette to assist the British army. Al the fort Major Owverton's
command, aided by plantation slaves, had worked feverishly to prepare
the post for the British attempt; by the end of December the new gun
emplacements were in order and the debris from the old barracks had

been removed. & regular army man on leave from his command in
Tennessee, and a future congressman from the state of Louisiana,
Owverton had served Jackson well-”4 His command at Fort 5t. Philip was
15
composed as follows!
Field and staff . . . 2
Captain Charles W{mllsmnecr‘aﬂ 5 Ar‘tlllery : 64
Captain Thomas Murray's Artillery | ; . 50
Detachment of Captain Michael Walsh's
Artillery . . 5 3
Captain Narcissus Broutln 5 SEventh
Infantrymern ; 78
Captain James 5. Waide's Seventh Infantrymen 85
Captain Francois Lagau's Louisiana
Volunleers . . 24
Ferdinand Listeau's FI"EE MEI‘! Of CDlQT‘ ' . 30
Crew of Gunboat No. B5 | . . . . 40

Total 406

113. LaTour, Historical Memoir, p. 186; LaTour, "Map Shewing the
Landing of the British Army."

114. Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 114, 129, 175; Landry, "History
of Forts Jackson and 5t. Philip," p. 11.

115, Adapted from LaTour, Historical Memoir, p. 191.
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The garrison had little to fear in the way of a land attack; Fort 5t.
Philip and Fort Bourbon were surrounded by a watery, marshy morass
that would have deterred the most enlerprising foe. Besides, the Faort
St. Philip garrison was additionally protected by a deep water-filled
ditch, and Bayou Mardi Gras, some forty-five wyards wide, flanked its
upper side. inside the fort stood thirty-four pieces of ordnance:
twenty-nineg 24-pounders, one six-pounder, one 13-inch mortar, one

Bh-inch howitzer, and, in lhe covered way, two 32-pounders, placed fevel
with the river.”ﬁ After January 1, when he learned of the British
intention to pass the fort, Owverton began raising sewveral small magazines
at wvarious points in the post to disperse his ammunition supply; a direct

hit by a British bomb would therefore not destroy it all. He also began

N . ; 117
building strong epaulements to secure his men from expleding shells.

Having blockaded the mouth of the Mississippi, the British ascended
the river toward Flagquemine Turn. Major Overton described the start of
their attack on Fort St. Philip:

Early in the day of the Bth instant, | was advised of their
approach, and on the 9th at a quarter past ten A.M. hove In
sight two bomb-vessels, one sloop, one brig, and onme schooner.
They anchored two and a guarter miles below. At half past
eleven;, and at half past twelve they advanced two barges,
apparently for lthe purpose of sounding within one and a half
mile of the fort; at this moment | ordered my water battery,
under the command of lieutenant Cunningham, of Lhe navy, 1o
agpen upon them; its well directed shol caused a precliplilate
retreat. At hall  past three o'clock, P.WM. the enemy's
bomb-vessels opened their fire from four sea-mortars, two of
thirteen inches, two of ten, and te my great mortification |
found they were without Lhe effective range of my shol, as
many subsequent experiments proved, they continued their fire
with little intermission during the 10th, 11th, 12th, 13th, 14th,
15th, 716th, and 17th. | occasionally opened my batteries on
them with greatl wivacily, partlcuﬁlglv when they showed a
disposition 1o change Lheir position.

116. Ibid., pp. 187-88; Brown, Amphibicus Campaign, p. 65.

117. Owerton o Jackson, January 19, 1815, in LaTour, Histarical Memoir,
p. Ixix.

118. lbid., pp. Ixix-Ixx. See: also, Brooks, S5Siege of New Orleans,
pp. £24-55.
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In the fort, Lieutenant <Cunningham's sailors manned the two
32-pounders earlier placed in the covered way--Overton's water battery.
Captain Walsh commanded the right bastion of the fort. Captain
Wollstonecraft's command took over the center bastion with |ts mortar and
howitzer. Captain Murray took charge of the battery on the left.
Caplain Broutin commanded the infantry regulars stationed behind the
curtain to support the batteries if required. The Louisiana troops aided
the artillerists in the center and on the left of the |line, As the arlillery
exchange progressed the soldiers were employed in melting lead for
making canister- and grape-shot, preparing the ammunition charges, and

fixing broken gun carr‘iages.”g

The British mortar boals positioned themselves downstream from the
post, behind a bend in the river, and from there proceeded with the
bombardment. On the 9th Owverton's scldiers hoisted the United States
flag; below it, in defiance of their foe, they nailled the British Union
Jack.wﬂ During the first day's action the B8ritish bombs fell at
two-minute intervals; no one in the post was hurt and most of the shells
plowed into the ground or earthen embankments before bursting. Some
failed to explede altogether. In the afternoon some of Owverton's men
earlier posted to a signal station downstream abandoned the place; British
soldiers were pul ashore to capture the buildings and a lime kiln there.
after darkness fell several British boals drew near the fort and fired
gr‘aE:-eshnt and round shot over the curtain., Fearing a ploy to allow the
ships to pass, Owverton did not respond and the boats withdrew. The
craft downstream resumed a sporadic br:rmlzlar'-:imta."ﬂ..12.i On the TMth the
bombardment continued with brief cessations at noon and al sundown, a

pattern repeated on ensuing days. Unfortunately for the Americans,

119, LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 191, 196-97.

120. Ibid., pp. 191-92; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 218-19. For
the position of the British, see Arsene Latour, "Plan of Forl St. Philip at
Plaquemines, shewing the position of the British Vessels when Bombarding
the Fort." 1815. WMap Division. Library of Congress.

121: LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 190, 192; Brooks, Siege of New
Orleans, pp. 256-57.
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their own guns were beyond range to do the attackers any hau-‘n"t,122 on

January 12 the British regulated the fuses on their bombs so that they
exploded in the air instead of in the ground, an adjustment that brought
much destruction in the garrison from bursting shell fragments. One man
died and another was wounded as lhe contractor's store--one of the few
remaining structures in the fori--was hit by a bomb. On the J4th
another man was killed and two other soldiers received wounds, one
losing a leg. Several of the gun carriages were lemporarily knocked out
of service and one of the 32-pounders was struck and briefly
incapacitated. Yel the American guns, capable of preventing the enemy
from passing in front of the fort, were frustrated in reaching the mortar

boats beyond the river's l:!nE:r'u:Lﬂr23

Throughout the British bombardment of Fort St. Philip the weather
added 1o the discomfort of the garrison. Cold rain pelted the fort,
turning the ground intc a qguagmire. The soldiers, wrote LaTour,
"cannot be denied praise for the unremitted exertion they made to receive
the enemy, the fatigues they underwent during the bombardment, . . .
and the patience they exercised thus expu5ed."124 To provide shelter
from the incessant rain, as well as to secure them against the ravages of
bursting shells, the men constructed covers in between the guns facing
the river, finishing them the evening of January 15. At the same time
the magazines were strengthened by adding earth to them. Late that day
boats from New Orleans arrived about a mile upstream bringing
ammurnition and much-needed fuses for use with the 13-inch mortar5.125
On the 16th the soldiers readied the mortars for action and next day

Captain Wollstonecraft's ordnance opened on the British bomb wvessels

122. LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 192-93, 196.

123. |bid., pp. 193-94; Broocks, Siege of New Orleans, p. 2359,

124, Historical Memoir, p. 196.

125. (bid., pp. 194-95; Brooks, Siege of New Orleans, pp. 259-60.
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finally striking one. That night the exchange continued sporadically.

Then, before dawn on January 18, the British wessels starled back

1
toward the moulh ol the river. 26

Following the British wilhdrawal Owverton and his officers assessed

their losses. Total American casualties In the nine-day bombardment of
Fort St. Philip stood at two men killed and seven wounded. 127 Camage to

the posl was severe, as reported by LaTour:

During that time the enemy threw more than one thousand shells and
carcases, expended upwards of seventy tons of shells, and more
than twently thousand pounds of powder, besides small shells, and
round and grape-shot from their boats. . . . Upwards of gane
hundred shells had fallen and buried themselves within the fort; the
surrounding buildings, workshops, stores, and the hospital, were
almost In ruins, and the Q{E\éjnd for half a mile around was literally
lorn up in every direction.

13. The British Withdrawal and lts Aftermath
with the failure of both their land and nawval forces, Lhe British

finally withdrew altogether from in front of Jackson's army at Chalmette.
During the night of January 18 the British soldiers abandoned their
encampment, leaving behind their wounded, and proceeded back up the
bayous and canals over which they had advanced.129 Boarding Admiral
Cochrane's fleet, which had remained anchored off Ship Island, the
defeated troops departed on January 27. "Im my own mind," wrote

Jackson to the Secretary of War, ". . . there is wvery little doubl but

126. LaTour, Historical Memoir, pp. 1xx, 195; Brooks, Siege of New
Orieans, pp. 259-80,

127. LaTour, Historical Memegir, pp. Tmx-1xxi.

128. |bid., pp. 195-96, 197.

129, Jackson to Brigadier General James Winchester, January 19, 18715, In

Bassetl, Correspondence of Andrew Jackson, I1, 149; Martin, History of
Louisiana, p. 386.
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that his last exertions have been made in this quar‘ter."1 Yel on

February 15 the British fleet did succeed in forcing the surrender of Fort
Bowyer on Mobile Point. Four days earlier, howewver, the Treaty of
Ghent, which had been signed December 24, 1814, to conclude hostilities
belween the United States and Great Britain, reached New York. Upon
its ratification by Congress, the war, for all practical purposes, was
over, |In Louisiana the Battles of New Orleans and the preparation of
defenses they entailed had profound meaning. The commonality of
purpose exhibited by the disparate ethnic and social elements composing
Jackson's army helped solidify the populace and cbscured the regjonal and
sacial distinctions that had formerly impaired state unity. All of this
contributed to a growing feeling of national pride and newly found
cenfidence in the country's military strength.

130. Jacksen to Monroe, January 19, 1815, in Bassett, Correspondence of
Andrew Jackson, 11, 149,
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CHAPTER IV. THE ERA OF PERMANENT FORTIFICATIONS

A. Condition of the Old Defenses

1. Fort 5t. Charles

The Battles of New Orleans had a decisive Impact on strategic
thinking and the formulation of future coastal defenses below that city.
In the years immediately after the fighting, however, |ittle was done to
improve the existing works. In New Orleans, Fort St. Charles, surviving
from the Spanish regime, continued to deleriorate, "Excepl &5 a
residerice for the officers of the army.," recorded one ocbserver, "fort St.
Charles cannot answer many military purposes, To either check the
advance, or repulse Lhe allacks of an enemy, it could vield but little
aid,"1 Bounded on the noerth by the growing suburb of Marigny, the
fort could contribute little fire support in that direction without fear of
harming the residential district, By 1817 the structure housed ordnance

supplies and was described thusly:

Fort 5L. Charles s & pentagonal redoubt on the bank of the
Mississippi river and at the lower end of the city of New
Crieans. The interior revetments of the parapet are of masonry
and the exterior of sod, those of the scarp and counterscarp of
the ditch are of plank. This work was a part of the enclosing
fortifications of New Orleans under the Spanish Governmenl and
long since [has been| consédered of no consequence to the
external defence of thal city.

Brigadier General Simon Bernard, lhe French-born engineer who would
greatly influence the course of American coastal defense, wvisited New
Orleans in 1817, Bernard was on a tour to evaluate American coastal

defenses looking to the long range improvement of the system, At Fort

5t. Charles he summed up the post's obwvigus tactical defecls:

1. Darby, Geographical Description of the State of Louisiana, p. 187.

&, Captain James Gadsden to Brigadier General Joseph G. Swift,
Mowvember 10, 1817. NA, RG 77. Entry 221. For the fort's relative
configuration in regard (o Marigny see "Plan of a part of New Orleans."
1814, Historic New Orleans Caollection,
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Ft. 5t. Charles . . . is only a lunette made of earth. . . . |t

is  surrounded and commanded by houses from which its

defenders could be shot. |t is necessary to add to all this,

that it occupies a much wanted and indispensable ground for

the commerce, the increase of which goes on in . . ., rapid

progression. . . . Finally, the lunette St. Charles, useless to

the defence of the country and of the Town, does a notable

injury 1o the neighboring pmpg'iemrs in giving less wvalue lo

their lands and buildings.
On  April 17, 1821, the City of New Orleans received permission to
demolish Fort St. Charles after its ordnance had been removed. “The
buildings inside will remain entire, until the public property can be
removed, and will then be disposed of, by the Quarter Masl‘.er,"4 Soon
after, the old fort was leveled; the ordnance stores were shipped up the
river to Baton Rouge, while the cannon projectiles were removed to a lot

adjoining the Quartermastler slor‘ehouae.s

The other military structures in Mew Orleans remained basically In
good condition and were spared the fate of Fort SL. Charles. A
inspection of the barracks in the spring of 1825 rewvealed that the
quarters were "not r:lean.“ﬁ Messrooms and kitchens, however, were
later described as being in "as good and neat condition, as they can be

trrought ru::-,“if Furnishings were adequate; arms racks and bunks, noted

3. Brigadier General Simon Bernard's Reporl, December 23, 1817. NA,
RG 77. Entry 221. See also "State of Posts in the 8th Military Depart-
ment." Na, RG 159, Microfilm M 624, Rall 3.

4. Brigadier General Daniel Bissell to Mayor J. Roffignac, April 17,
1827. EPA, "Records of the {(New Orleans) City Council in T815-1822."
Book 408%9. Copy in the Louisiana State Museum Library.

5. "Report of a Tour of Inspection of the Western Departmenl of the
Army of the United S5tates, Commencing 21 March 1825." NA, RG 159,
Microfilm M 624, Roll 2.

6. | bvied .

i Inspection Report, New Orleans, June, 1827 NA, RG 159,
Microfilm M 624, Roll 2.
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an inspecting officer, were "mot n exact conformity with the precise
letter of the Genl Regulations, but as nearly so as are generally found
els.ew.-o.rhler'l.a."B The magazine across the river leaked badly, destroying the
powder inside. The inspector recommended that the building "be repaired
9

immediately or the powder removed. "

2. Fort 5t. John

In the rear of New Orieans on Lake Pontchartrain Fort 5t. John
continued to be maintained owver the next few years. It was still
regarded as strategically significant in guarding the approaches to the
city through the Iakes,m a3 wiew that gradually changed as better
defenses were developed at the Rigolets and Chef Menteur Passes,
Nonetheless, in 1817 the post, yet unfinished, represented an important
link in the city's security, The front of Fort St. John held a battery
"on the curve of a circle with revetements of masonry filled in with
earth. . . ." In the rear palisades had vet to be placed, or replaced,

and the ditch was inmmp]eta.”

General Bernard reported that the
battery held nine cannon, five of which fronted Lake Pontchartrain.
"There are a powder magazine and barracks for a small garrison.

It must be considered only as & battery of Police Lill the time when Llhe
Regolets [sic] and Chef Menteur will be n:ha-t"la-rn:ita-d,".‘=2 By 1822 the fort
had fallen into disrepair, probably because of the shift of attention to the

latter two sites. At that time Fort St. John was garrisoned by a

8, lbid.
9. Ibid. See also "State of the Posts in the 8th Military Department."
MA, RG 159, Microfilm M 624, Roll 3.

10. Darby, Geographical Description of the State of Louisiana, p. 187.

11. Gadsden to Swift, Nowvember 10, 1817. MA, RG 77. Entry 221.

12. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
MA, RG 77. Entry 22. See also, "Plan and Profiles of the Battery St.
Johnm. 1817." WNA, RG 77. Cartographic Archives Division, Drawer 85,
Sheet 6.
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lisutenant and twelve men. "Gun carriages decayved, nearly useless,"
reported an iﬂSDEClQI".13 A year later, under an agreement with the
government, Harvey Elkins occupied Fort 5St. John and opened a
restaurant, casing, and hotel on the site. Returning to the post in 1827,
General Bernard decried its condition: "I . . . found it In a state of
great dilapidation;: tha breastworks have been taken off, the ditches
have been filled up, the powder magazines demolished and the interior of
the work occupied by an entertaining establishment." With Congressional
sanction, Elkins finally purchased the fort from the War Department in
August, 1331.14

3. Fort Petite Coguilles

As Indicated, the post of Petite Coquilles was responsible in large
measure for the decline of Fort 5t. Joehn. During the British attack in
1814 and 1815 the security of the Rigolets between Lakes Borgne and
Pontchartrain had been critical to the defense of New Orleans, a factor
commonly noted by senior strategists after the conflict ended. Late in

1817 Fort Petite Coquille was described as

a small unfinished nondescript, with a semicircular battery at

one angle with revetments of plank filled in with cockle shell.

The design was to have enclosed the rear with a Ditch and

picket-work with very diminished bastions. The ditch only has

been excavated and a tempﬂraryl framed work erected around
] 5

the two rear bastions & curtains,

13. "sState of the Posts in the 8th Military Department," NA, RG 159,
Microfilm MB24, Roll 3.

14. "Abstract from the Records of the Engineer Department relative to
lands at Fort St. John (Jean) La." NA, RG 77. Land Papers (Louisiana,
General), B38B8; Chain of Title to Fort 5t. John. WNA, BG 77. Land
Papers (Louisiana, General), 3558; "Fort St. John near New Orfeans."
1828. MNA, RG 77. <Cartographic Archives Division, Drawer 133, Sheet
20. See also, Swanson, "Keep Sheet." The brick ruins of Fort St.
John, alse called Spanish Fort, are today maintained as a city park,

15. Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1817. NA, RG 77. Entry 221.
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Somewhal more detail was given by General Bernard:

The fert . . . has a semicircular battery for 7 pieces of
grdnance, lined with wood. ©On the right and left side of that
Barbet |[battery| are likewise two wood linings but without
Platform nor Parapet. South and East of this Battery is a front
made out of week |sic] palisade and of a Ditch having few feet
of water. Finally, the barracks are situated so near the lines
of delineation that this iatter might be thought [to] have be

made rather to please to the eye than o defend the place.

Bernard and his officers found Petite Cogquille wanting in several
respecis. "This battery in its delineation as well as In its reljef,™
remarked the General, "has not been contrived by a man of the arl."ﬁ
The gorge, he said, was not well defended, and a determined enemy
would find easy access. Moreover, the site was bad, being too far away
to properly defend the Rigolets. Bernard advised that the post be

abandoned after other fortifications were compieted.13

4, Fort St. Leon

Below New Orleans, the posjtions at English Turn and Plagquemine
Turn remained important. As Jong as the lines of earthworks at

Chalmette remained intac:t,m however, little or no work was accomplished

16. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
NA, RG 77. Entry 221. In 1822 the post was described as "a miserable
constructed work--never completed--platforms out of order--gun carriages

need repairs & painting. . . . Magazine bad, too small, badly
constructed." "State of Posts in the 8th Military Department." NA, RG
189, Microfilm ME24, Roll 3.

17.  Ibid.

18. Ibid. Wrote Captain James Gadsden: "The position was badly

selected having but a partial command of the head of the Regolets [sic]
and from the sinuous direction of that outlet, exposed to be bombarded in
its rear." Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1817, NA, RG 77. Entry
221,

19. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
MA, RG 77. Entry 227.
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after the War of 1812 on either Fort 5t. Leon on the west bank of English
Turn ar on "“the remains of an old cantonment and some faintl traces of
lines of defence" across the stream,zﬂ During the conflict Fort 5t. Leon
had been finished, ils final design approaching Lafon's drawing of 1814,
although the location of structlures inside Lhe post was at Variance.ﬁ
Mearly three years after the British attempt on New Orleans Fort 5t.
Leorn was judged as not being fit to hold cannon. General Bernard,
however, conceded the walue of English Turn, which, he said, "may be
considered as a secondary position to be only occupied by field Batteries
io protect the lines, the construction of which would be undertaken only
during the attack of Fort [St. Philip]| at Plaguemine bend." By the early
18205 Fort St. Leon was suffering from effects of the weather, and the
barracks and other fixtures had almost completely been destroyed by

plifering residents of the ar'ia-a.z2

5. Fort St. Philip

At Fort S5t. Philip Bernard found many problems. The basic
delineation and relief of the curtain was bad and afforded Ilittle or no
flank defense. The terreplein facing the river, on which the artillery
was mounted, was almost non-existent. There were serious defects in the
solidity and declination of the curtain, parts of which had settled
unequally, producing cracks in the masonry revetment. Inside the fort
Bernard saw frame buildings erected for the garrison since the war that
were in poor condition, Me complained that the powder magazine was
damp and was not bombproof. All in all, he felt that the post sheould be
razed and a new one built, although economy dictated that improvements

instead be made to remedy (Ls deficiencies. To further secure Plaguemine

20, Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1817,

21, MNA, RG 77. Entry 221. See "Plan and Profiles of the Fort 5t.
Leon, at the English Turn." 1817. NA, Cartographic Archives Division.
Drawer 133, Sheet 13,

22. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817,
MA, RG 77. Entry 221.
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Turn Bernard recommended thal another fort be erected opposite Fort St.
Philip on firm ground some 1,100 yards downstream from the site of old
Fort Bourbon. Crossfire from the two posts would thus discourage enemy

shipping attempting to get by the Tur‘n.23

6. The Balize and Barataria

Al the mouth of the Mississippi, Llhe post of Balize bhad clearly
outlived its wusefulness as a component in the military defense of New
Orleans. Not only had it been taken by the British, but its situation on
the Southeast Pass was no longer of wvalue; by this time other entrances
were more easily navigated.24 It nevertheless served as a visual aid for
ships ascending the Mississippi, and became a small communitly of dubious
reputalion. In April, 1819, Benjamin Latrobe depicted The Balize as
follows:

& more wrelched wvillage, for it is & sort of a village, cannot be
concelved. It consists of a tavern, a wretched habitation for
the revenue officer UW.5., and three or four other wooden
buildings, belonging to the pilots, besides the blockhouse., The
whole population consists of 90 men and 11 women, and an
internal feud breaks up this little sociely into parties who are

at war with each other. . . . The floors of . . . |[the
struc%res] are several inches under water when the wind blows
high.

Latrobe provided details of the blockhouse, a structure capable of
mounting four guns fronting the bayou and the sole functional

fartification at the sile:

23. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
NA, RG 77. Entry 221; "State of the Posts in the 8th Military
Cepartment." NA, RG 159. Microfiim MB24, Raoll 3.

24. Report of Brigadier General 5Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
NA, RG 77. Entry 221.

25, lLatrobe, Impressions Respecting New Orleans, pp. 125-26.
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The blockhouse is a building of squared logs, well adapted to
defend itself against any force that is not provided with
artillery; and it has repelled in the war of 1756-80 a British
boat attack, The walls are now full of bullet heoles. The plan
of the story below is a sguare with a port hole in each of the
sides and eight holes for musketry. The uppsr story, which
has a steep roof, is set diagonally upon the lower sgﬁthat the
assailants may be attacked from the projecting angles.
Mearby stood the uncompieted water battery abandoned in July, 1813.
Latrobe said it "consists of a circular battery elevated 6 or 8 feet above
the mnast\ar,z_Jlr Mo further fortifications were attempted at the Balize.
Fairly destroyed by a hurricane in 1865, lhe seitlement was wvacated

shortly ther'eafter.'?s

A5 military interest In the Balize waned, increasing consideration was
paid to the erection of defenses at the entrance toc Barataria Bay. In
1817 Commodore Daniel T. Patterson proposed that a triangular-shaped
fort with a curved face [ronting Barataria Fass be constructed on the
western Llip of Grande Terre, the ald base of Laffitte's privatenrs.zg But
it was several more years before fortifications were raised on the jsland.
As important as the defense of Mew Orleans had become, other locations

took precedence over Lhe approach via Barataria Bay.

B. General Bernard and the Third American Syslem

Following the War of 1812 there occurred much Uhearetical thought
regarding coastal fortifications, As a result of the work of the

fortifications board, headed by General Bernard, the so-called Third

26. Ibid., pp. 126-27.
27, Ubidiope T2

28. Ibid., p. 13n. An 1891 map of the mouth of Lhe Mississippi
nonetheless Indicates thal a settlement at Ballze was still extant. See
LJ.5. Geological Surwvey map, "Louisiana. East Delta Sheet." Edition of
July 1893 reprinted OCctober, 1911. Loulsiana State Museum Library.

29, Swanson, Historic Jefferson Parish, p, 154,
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American System was inaugurated, This system promoted the construction
of large, permanent, masonry coastal works, many enclesing multiple
casemated tiers of camnon capable of delivering massive firepower. Many
of these works were to have detached flanking batteries usually situated
at water level. Cannon mounted in the detached batteries would fire en
barbette over a brick- or stone-backed earthen parapet. Since the
principal forts were designed to protect specific waler approaches, as well
as to guard against land assaull, they were built to hold the requisite
artillery, soldiers, and ammunition to resist both land and naval altack.
The embrasured casemates with their arched roofs served to shield many
of the guns and personnel, and like the magazines they were equipped
with thick layers of earth. Profiles of the third system forts were much
like those of earlier ones. But for the fact that cannon were mounted in
tiered casemates as well as behind the epaulement, the basic components
of glacis, ditch, rampart, and parapet were retained. A distinctive type
of Third System coastal defense occasionally used in the South was the
Martello Tower, a thick masonry structure, either circular or rectangular
in shape, intended for the defense of entrances to harbors, rivers, and
bayous. MNamed for Lhe historical tower used by the British to defend the
Bay of Martello in Corsica In 1794, few of the structures were built in the
United States.EG

C. Improvements in American Artillery

The development of the Third System of fortification coincided with
the beginning of an American standardization system for artillery. In
1819 the first model designations were adopted by the army and existing
weapons, mostly an assortment of British-, French-, and
American-produced pieces, were gradually replaced. Until 1829 the
heaviest cannon manufactured in the United States was the 24-pounder;
after 1829 32-pounders and 4Z2-pounders were produced. Other weapons
used during this period included the 24-pounder flank defense howitzer,

employed in bastion casemates to cowver the face of the structure, and the

30. Lewis, Seacoast Fortifications, pp. 39, 42; Robinson, American
Forts, pp. 88-B3. See also, Warren Ripley, Artillery and Ammunition of
the Civil War (New York: Promontory Press, 1970), pp. 246-250.
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weapon called columbiad, produced in 8- and 10-inch calibres, which
could discharge either shol or shell at wvarious angles. Mounted on
wooden carriages for use In Llhe casemates and en barbette, the wvarious
cannaon, mortars, and howitzers were potentially capable of unleashing a

steady fire against waterborne adveriari35+31

C. Mew Forts for the Delta

The Third 5System works projected to use these weapons in the
country around New Orleans were in many respects specially designed in
accordance with General Bernard's thought resulting from his personal
reconnaissance of the terrain. In the marshy grounds near the city
Bernard selected sites for fortifications that would preclude tLhe
establishment of regular parallels--siegeworks--against them. With the
danger of land attack |essened, smaller forls could be erecied and a
savings thereby realized. In design the works around New Orleans
incorporated contemporary French practices of curving the counterscarp
and rentrant angles, though many such features were |ater modified or
abandoned by the engineers charged with erecting the forts. In most
other respects the construction fellowed conwvention; the forts used red
brick, with cut granite employed in bullding key structural components,
in fashioning traverse circles for the guns, and for decorative purposes.
The casemates were short, wvaulted, and, as designed by Bernard, were
approached through tunnels, an element often modified in the actual
construction. Foundations for the massive earthworks and their masonry
revetment consisted of grillages built of large timbers placed beneath Lhe

waterline to absorb the great weight.EE

As recommended by Bernard the works to be erected in the wvicinity

of New Orleans were as follows:

31. Lewis, Seacoast Fortifications, pp. 53, 58, 61, €5.

32. Robinson, American Forts, pp. 89, 91, 95,
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‘ At the west end of Grande Terre,
2 Plaguemine Turn, both banks.
Bayous Dupre and Phillippon.
Bayvou Bienvenue.

Chef Menteur Pass.

Rigolets Pass 54

oo B W P -

Other posts were to be erected on Dauphin Island and Mobile Point, Most
of the sites either already had fortifications or defenses for them had
been earlier proposed. Bayous Bienvenue, Phillippon, and Dupre
comprised the route of advance of the British army toward New Orleans in
the recent war; fortifications along this route, it was believed, would
deter future such invasions. Relegated in importance in the new defense
strategy were the former positions at Fort 5t. John, English Turn, and
The Balize.

1. Problems in Building

Certain problems affected the construction of fortifications in the
delta country. For one thing, most of the projected works were widely
dispersed and would reguire the presence of a supervising engineer at
each location. For another, the mechanics locally available were
considered to be inferior craftsmen, while the labor force was made of up
of slaves and freed blacks, viewed as "requiring to be constantly watched
and wunwilling if capable of performing their t:.h.:t%,u"34 Local carpenters
were seen as barely competent, and bricklayers were deemed incapable "of
that nicer execution so essential in the constructionm of bombproof

arches."35 Furthermore, the locally manufactured brick was of poor

33. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 1817.
NA, RG 77. Entry 221.

34, Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1817. NA, RG 77. Entry 221.

35. |bid.
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composition. Promoting the project nonetheless, Engineer Captain James
Gadsden advised that materials Tor the forts be purchased wherever the
agents could gel best advantage, either In the United 5States or abroad.
Regarding the work force, Gadsden urged that the "labouring mechanics"
seasonally alternate their work betwesn healthy sites open 1o sea breezes
and those inland sites more prone o unhealthy conditions. "I would
suggest," he advised, ". . . the propriety of purchasing in Virginia or
the Carclinas fifty or one hundred slaves for the construction of the
works in  this country."EB Slaves thus employed, reasoned Gadsden,
might be rewarded with their freedom. '"Justice would be done the slave
holder and an act of noble humanity by our Government at littie or no

expence toc the RF.-;'JII.II:nIi!:.“3:rl

2. & Shortage of Funds

Much time was consumed in discussion of how the forts should be
built and by whom. When work finally began, it dragged on for decades,
but ultimately resulted in the completion of Fort Wood (later Macomb) at
Chef Menteur, Fort Pike at the Rigolets, Fort Jackson opposite Fort St
Philip on the Mississippi, Baltery Bienvenue at Bayou Bienvenue, Tower
Dupre at Bayous Dupre and Phillippon, Fort Livingston on Grande Terre
al the entrance to Barataria Bay, and the fort on Ship Island. All
except Tower Dupre were to be first class fortifications, i.e., built to
defend a city of major importance. in 1820 the Louisiana State
Legislature drafted a memorial addressing Congress of the great need it
saw for defending the several sites considered to be the "keys of

i i 38 :
Louisiana." Twenty=-one vyears later the same body was  still

requesting "liberal appropriations . . . for completing the fortifications
36. Ibid.
37. I1bid.

38. Louisiana Senate Journal, 1820, p. 29. <Cited in Landry, "History of
Forts Jackson and St. Phllip," pp. 18-19.
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”39

at amd near the mouth of the Mississippl. . . . Total cost for
implementation of the system recommended by General Bernard was
estimated al $1,555,515.42.4n Despite continuous requests to Congress

for funds from Bernard, and later from Chief Army Engineer Colonel
Joseph G. Totten, only niggardly appropriations were
forthcoming--enough to finance repairs and modifications of existing works
but too little to adequately support the defense system earlier
enulsioned.dl Work went on, however, and by 1836 works had been built
or were building at all of Lhe specified locations. Of particular concern
was the erection of the post on Grande Terre Island, as this site was the
only one which previously had gone undef&nded.42 in addition, the
engineers planned for fifteen  two-gun  river  steamers--filoating
batteries--to range the waters of the delta frontier in support of the

permanent WDI’kS.43 Finally, Totten, in reiterating the planned system

39. U.S. Congress. House. Fortifications at the Mouths of the
Mississippi. Resolution of the Legisialure of Louisiana. H. Doc. 10, 27
Cong., 1st sess., 1841.

40. U.S. Congress. House. Revised Report of the Board of Engineers
on the Defence of the Seaboard, March 24, 1826. H. Ex. Doc. 153, 19th
Caong., 1st sess., 18256, (Reproduced in U.S. Congress, House.
Permanent Fortlifications and Sea-Coast Defenses, aApril 23, 1862. H.
Rept. 86, 37 Cong., 2d sess., 1862,

41. See the recapitulation of the Bernard plan presented in ibid.,
pp. 47-48, and in Remarks by Lt. Col. Joseph G. Totten, March 29,
1836, in H. Ex. Doc. 243, 24 Cong., Isl sess., reprinted in U.5.
Congress. House. Fermanent Fortifications and Sea-Coast Defences.
April 23, 1862, H. Rept. 86, 37 Cong., 2d sess., 1862, p:. 105:

42. Remarks by Totllen, March 29, 1836, in Permanent Forlifications,
p. 105.

43. "Sratements of the Forlifications, Their Garrisons, Steam Batteries,
Etc., MNecessary for the Defence aof the Coasts of the United States, Their
Cost, Etc." 1836. Military Affairs Ne. 650, 24 Congress, 1 Sess.
American Slate Papers. Documents, Legislative and Executive, of the
Congress of the United States . . ., December 1, 1823-May 26, 1828,
Vol. 021, pp. 12, 115, Regarding the armed steamers, Tollen wrote
Secretary of War William L. Marcy on April 4, 1846: "A squadron of

these should rendezvous in the harbors about Cat and Ship islands, in
order Lo protect the commerce from all predatory enterprise, and to assail
an enemy approaching In force. Being obliged to retire, they would lind
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for the approaches to New Orleans, advised that "in time of war, [there
should] be a second line of defences, consisting of fleld works,
block-houses, &c., which, happily, the nature of the country generally

allows to be made very strong at a small EKpET‘ISE."44

E. Colonel Totlen's Recommendations

Totten's reference to war was made at a time when hostilities with
Mexico appeared imminent. In that prospect the defenses of New Orleans
would be of special significance, and the Chief Engineer accordingly

weighed their respective needs and merils:

In order to state whal . . . provision should be made to
secure a safe plan of defence, the several positions will be
noticed in succession, beginning with the most eastern avenue,
namely: that passage called the Rigolets, Jeading from lake
Borgne to lake Pontchartrain.

Ist. This channel is defended by Fort Pike, which must
be placed in as perfect a state of strength and efficiency as it
s capable of. Such measures should also be taken that
immediately on the opening of a war the channel may be closed
by floating cbstructions placed under the fire of the batleries,
and a field work may be thrown up on Lthe shore opposite the
fort.

2ed. The next avenue, proceeding westwardly, also
communicates between the same "lakes," and is defended by
Fort Wood; which defends, likewise, the terminaltion of the

shelter behind the fortifications on the passes, to Lhe defence of which
they would contribule; and where they would be in position to dash out
upon the flanks of an expedition directed against the lower parts of lake
Borgne. Another squadron should be stationed wilhin the mouth of the
Mississippi, to offer similar protection to commerce, and similar aid in
defence of the river." U.S. Congress. Senate. Reporl of the Secrelary
of War, Transmilting . . . a plan and estimates of the expense of
erecting fortifications for the defence of the city of New Orleans. 5.
Doc. 281, 29 Cong., 1st sess., 1846, p. 4.

44, U.5. Congress. Senate. Report of the Secretary ol War,
lransmitting . . . a plan and estimates of Lhe expense of erecting

fartifications for Lthe defence of Lhe city of New Orleans. 5. Doc. 281, 29

eyl | o S . e | -mbei—

Cong., Isl sess., 1846.
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Gentilly road. This fort must receive the same attention as the
one above named: the channel must be defended in like manner,
and a field work be erected on the shore opposite.

3d. The third avenug to New Orieans is that followed by
the British in 1874; namely, by the way of bayou Bienvenue,
bayou Mazant, and Villeret's canal. It js now defended by
Battery Bienvenue, situate at the forks of the Bienwvenue and
the Mazant, thereby controlling the two passages. This work
needs some (mmediate additions, chiefly with reference to
accommodation Tor a garrison; and, in time of war, the channel
should be obstructed,

4th. Going further aleng the shore of lake Borgne, we
come to the mouth of bayou Dupré#, a navigable channel; that,
in connexion [Ei,.':.:.] with the Phillipon canal, leads to the shore
of the Mississippi. The little that remains to be added io the
sirength of the defences at this point should be forthwith
supplied, and preparation made for closing the bayou at any
moment.

5th. Next, and at the southern end of lake Borgne, Is
Proctor's landing, Trom which peint a good road conducts to the
city. Works have been projecled for the defence here, but
their erection has nol yet been authorized by Congress, They
should be begun and finished as soon as possible, |f there he
not time to complete them before war breaks out, temporary
works must be thrown up across the road, in a position for
immediate effect, and to act as a second line after the
completion of the permanent work; upon which, labors should
rot be intermitted.

Between l|ake Borgne and the mouths of the Mississippi
there are two or three, long, obscure, and barely practicable
routes, which may be closed by temporary expedients, but for
which means should be kept in hand for application at the
proper moment.

Bth. We come now to the Mississippi river itself, which
affords the most direct and easy access, if not impeded; and
the most difficult to obstruct effectually. It is now defended
by Forts Jackson and St. Philip--forts now in good order, but
which should be strengthened to the ulmost, without delay.
Moreover, large batteries, exterior and subordinate thereto,
should be added forthwith, and all preparatory steps taken lo
forming and placing under the fire of the guns one or two lines
of floating obstructions; such as cannot be broken through, nor
removed, by an enemy, so0 long as the forts remain in our
hands, The mode of accomplishing these objects is already
planned, and can be carried into execution as soon as means
are supplied.
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A second line of defences should, on the declaration of
war, be commenced at “"English turn," {about 15 miles below the
city,) by the erection of strong field works, it being probable
that old Fort 5t. Leon may be made to contribute thereto. In
order to inspire greater confidence, in the ewvent of particular
demonstrations toward that city by an ememy, a line of floating
cbstructions might be laid down at this upper barrier also.

Jth. HNext, weszl of the Mississippl, comes the entrance to
Barrataria bay, for the defence aof which Fort Livingston was
planned and is in course of construction; it is incomplete; but
strenuous efforts have been, and will continue to be, made to
bring it into the earlierst possible state of efficiency.
Branching off from the bay into which this channel leads, there
are several communications with the Mississippi which are
navigable for boats, and on each of which it will be advisable
to place, in time of war, small defensive posts, covering
cbstructions in the channels.

8th. There are, besides, near Barrataria, and for a
considerable distance westward, lesser inlets from the sea,
which conduct, by boat channels and by circuitous routes, to
the Mississippi at different points; some quite near, and some
quite distant from the city; all these must be secured. But it
is believed that adequate preparation can be made on the
immediate approach of war. They should generally be defended
by small posts consisting of a block house, or something of that
nature, and a small battery.

Work on the warious permanent fortifications progressed until by
1851 most of them were pronounced fit to receive armaments. Fort 5t.
Philip, undergoing repairs, still occupied the Important position at
Plaquemine Turn; Forts Jackson, Pike, Wood (Macomb )}, and Livingston,
and Battery Bienvennue and Tower Dupré were either finished or nearly
so. Only a designated work at Proctor's Landing on Lake Borgne was yet
to be started.qs In the following pages these fortifications, and some
others, will be examined.

45. |bid., pp. 1, 2, 3. See also Totten, Report of General J.G.
Totten, pp. 15-16, 55, 73.

46. Totten, Reporl of General J.G. Totten, pp. 51-53.
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CHAPTER V. FORT ST. PHILIP AND FORT JACHKSON TO 1361

In the wyears after the war of 1812 the lands adjoining the |ower
Mississippl continued (o attract settlers. Between 18153 and 1820 the
bayou country above Fort St. Philip, possibly because it facilitated
clandestine smuggling operations, drew new residents, most of whom
raised produce of different sorts. Though firm land was seldom found,
what existed was cultivable. Fishermen and planters settled at the
mouths of the bayous, built small homes, and farmed. Most settlement
occurred twenty miles above Fort 5St. Philip; below the postl it was too
marshy , the |lands too impenetrable with cypress swamps and oak stands
to induce rapid |:u::-;1~1..|I|.-'_-'|ti::-r'|..J Fort St. Philip remained In isolation,
reached only by water traffic.

A Fort St. Philip

(2 Bernard's Advice

Fallowing his tour of the Gull Coast defenses, General Bernard made
several technical recommendations regarding Fort St. Philip. He urged
construction of a new parapet, but, cognizant of the rapid abatement of
the soil, suggested that "the old walls forming the interior revetements'
remain to help shore up the additional weight., He further suggested that
the turf be removed from the glacis for a width of 150 yards to produce a
guagmire to help retard land assaults. To defend the rear, Bernard
proposed that a strong bastion be raised behind the fort and the ditch be
rearranged to encompass this work. Concerning the barracks, Bernard
advised that more ceiling beams be added, "Abowve the raflers alternate
layers of mortar & brick, two of each |[be placed], the whole covered with
paper and tar.“'? Concluded the General,

1. Gadsden to Swift, MNovember 10, 1817. MA, RG T77. Entry 221;
Latrobe, Impressions Respecting New Orleans, p. 16.

2. "Remarks, in relation to the works projected for the defense of the
Gulf of Mexlco frontier. . . ." NA, RG 77. Entry 221. The projected
rear bastion appears on "Plan of Fort 5t. Philip with projected
improvements." 1877. NA. Cartographic Archives Division., Drawer 89,

Sheet 9. This structure was apparently never built.
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Fort St. Philip to sustain a seige |sic] would require a garrison
of 400 men strong. Its bBarracks are for two hundred men,
Thelr construction is similar to that of the |[projected] fort on
the right shore with the only difference that instead of three
stories of beds there will be only 2 stories in order to have the
barracks nol seen by the enemy. A Powder magazine, another
for the artillery, a furnace for |heating] red hot balls, a
provisions store and g bake Thouse will complete the
establishment of this fort.

In peacetime only eighty soldiers would be necessary to man Fort 5t.
Philip. Total armament called for by Bernard was 60 pieces--27 on the

; 4
river, 29 guarding land approaches, and 4 mortars.

2. Ceterioration Sets In
Improvements occurred slowly. In 1819 a traveler passing on the
river remarked on the post: "The walled parts are of brick, and the

batteries |are] en barbette. The officers quarters appear to be oulside
of the fort, low and buried in undergrowth, An unfinished, elevated
frame, which has remained unfinished for 2 years, | am told, is the only
elevaled part of the wnrk.“s Little progress was made over the next Few
vears. In 1B22 an army inspector noled that the fort was "in tolerable
repair'" but that its garrison had experienced much sickness "for want of
good and sufficient Barracks. . . ." The inspector observed that the
cannon carriages needed painting, the howitzer carriage was decayed, and
that the magazine was damp and not bombproof. "I am decidedly of the
opinion," he reported, "that Fort St. Philips |[sic] is not a healthy

Dlace,"ﬁ Fear of the destructive effects of hurricanes on the post

. T Report of Brigadier General Simen Bernard, December 23, 1817.
NA, RG 77. Entry 221.

4, Ibid. See also Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1817. NA, RG 77.
Entry 221.

5. Latrobe, Impressions Respecting New Orleans, pp. 15-16.

6. "State of the Posts jn the Bth Military Department." NA, RG 159,

Microfilm M B24, Roll 3.
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prompted the recommendation that a tall building be raised in the rear to

. 7
afford the garrison a place of safety during floods.

3, Meed for a Road

One major concern during the postwar period was the lack of any
good means of land transportlation promoting communication between Fort
St. Phillp and New Orleans, a deficiency often mentioned by the state
legislature, especially after construction started on Forl Jackson across
the river (n 1822. After that time the posts were [ointly administered and
the need for speedy communication increased. In 1824 the legislature
presented a memorial to Congress looking lto the construction of roads,
after the completion of levees, along bolh sides of the river from the
forts up to English Turn. The Committes on Military Affalirs, which
inciluded Major General Andrew Jackson, reported favorably on thes

measure and authorized the completion of such a ruad.a

4. Serious Decline of Forl St. Philip

The ongeoing construction of Fort Jackson seems to have delerred
many of the improvements scheduled for Fort St. Philip, That post was
supposed to be readied according to General Bernard's specifications, but

in the words of one official, "it appears to be falling too rapidly to ruins

7. inspection Report, May 18, 1822, in ibid.

8. A light road did exist for forty-five miles along the right side of the
river, bul was deemed inadequate lor use by artillery. Total cost for a
road to Fort 5t. Philip was estimaled atl $16,106.80. Military Affairs No.
273, 18 Cong., 1 Sess, "Military Road from Fort St. Fhilip to the
English Turn in Louisiana.' American State Papers, wvol. 018, p. 7;
Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip," pp. 22-23.
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to justify such an unﬁer‘laki‘l‘lg."g Excepting several cannon in the post,
an officer in June, 1827, pronounced the work "in a miserable state." He

elaborated:

The fort itseif looks as if it had been for a long time
abandoned, the platforms are tumbling in and the gun carriages
are no longer able to sustain the weight of their guns, which
are falling from them In every direction, Capt [Samuel] Spotts
[Fourth Artillery] has but recently taken command here and can
not therefore be held responsible for all this, but neglect is
justly chargeable somewhere, e€lse more than 40 pieces of
Ordnance, most of them heavy, would not have been for years
exposed without a covering or protection to the inclemencies of
the wealher, some upon their rotten carriages on the decayed
platforms, others, upon the glacis of the fort and p Ghaps mast
generally covered with grass & rank growing weeds.

of the buildings, the inspector called the hospital, now oulside the
curtain along Bayou Mardi Gras, too small and, with Its contract civilian
physician, too costly. The officers' quarters, about 100 vards outlside
the wark, was inadequate by its very situation, for few enlisted men were
considered “sufficiently trustworthy to be left even for a single night in
charge of a fortress, particularly of one so important as th'ts,".” The
magazine, unventilated, damp, and hot, was termed "unserviceable." The
garrison lacked a garden; that formerly cultivated at the post had been

discontinued upon the death of the prewvious commander, Brevel Major

9. U.S. Congress. House., Revised Report of the Board of Engineers
on the Defence of the Seaboard, March 24, 1826, H. Ex. Doc. 153, 19th
Cong., 1st sess., 1826, p. 48. "The Fort is in a bad condition: The
platforms are entirely rotten and broken to pieces. The Gun Carriages
are rotten and entirely unfit for Service. The gates of the Fort are out
of repair. The bridges are falling down. The quarters of the Officers
and Troops are old & badly constructed. It Is wery difficult for the
soldiers to keep . . . from getting wet whenewver (L rains. The Hospital
is in the same condition, The powder in the Magazine is more or less
damaged. The Garden has been destroyed by sall water." Post Returns,
Fort 5t, Philip, January, 1826. NA Microfilm M 617, Roll 1074,

10. Inspection Report, Fort 5StL. Philip, June, 1827, MNA, RG 159,
Microfilm M 624, Rall 2.

17.  Ibid:
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Enoch Humphreys, Fourth Artillery, in August, 1825. To preserve the
heaith of the garrison, establishment of a new garden was advised.
Another recommendation called for the remowval of tall grass and weeds
that were encroaching on the post, and for the proper disposal, at least
a half mile away, of "all filth & ewverything calculated to putrify and
become foensive.“TE Fort 5St. Philip, said the inspector, "is nol so
unhealthy as is generally represented. The sickness of late years, may

be ascribed, in a great degree, to bad guarters and worse |'.:-4:nh'-::~\a.“aI|3r

5. The Garrison Command

According to the post returns, less than 100 men of the Artillery
Corps under Captain Humphreys occupled the fort between May, 1821,
and January, 1822. Thereafter, wuntil June, 1824, Company B, Fourth
Artillery garrisoned the post. In the latter month this unit was joined
briefly by Company E, First Infantry, but |ater the artillery unit alone
remained. Captain Jacob Schmuck succeeded to the command of the post
on Humphrey's demise, In February, 1827, Company C, Fourth Artillery,
took station at Fort St. Philip under Captain Samuel Spotts, and In
January, 1828, the post was garrisoned by Company H, Second Artillery,
commanded by Captain Richard A. Zantzinger. & year |ater Company B,
Fourth Artillery, resumed its former place under Captain Francis L. Dade
(who in 1835 was to die in one of the more noted episodes of the Florida
Seminole wars). Company B of the Fourth remained at Fort St. Philip at
teast through April, 1831, when the returns for this period nan-l.i::l.“|I
During these vyears the fort declined seriously and was intermittently
garrisoned by the above units, detachments of which were alsa rotated to

duly guarding the magazine across the river from New Orleans. Between

12. Ibid.

13, lbid,

14. Post Returns, Fort 5t. Philip, May, 1821--april, 1831. NA Microfilm
ME17, Roll 1074,
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February, 1828, and the following January the fort was temporarily
abandoned. Sometime in the |late 1820s or =arly 1830s a one-story wooden
barracks was erected by the Quartermaster Department in the fort near
the river front.15 But with completion of Fort Jackson on the west bank,
that post became the predominant defensive work on the lower Mississippi.
Although n 1834 estimates for improving Fort 5t. Philip at a cost of
$77,.8B10.79 were prepared, Congress deferred the ;:rr-f:-i«az-::t.‘tﬁr In the
following vear an inspector of ordnance expressed "little confidence" in
the gquality of the old guns at the fort and suggested thal Lthey be
r‘eplaced-ﬂ And in March, 1836, Colonel Totten, recognizing the wvalue of
the post and the potential of (ts batteries declared that Fort 5St. Philip

"must be repaired or renewed" at an estimated expenduture of $11?,Gﬂ'ﬂ.13

6. Upgrading the Warks

On February 9, 1842, President John Tyler signed a proclamation
declaring the Fort 5t. Philip Military Reservation as "section eleven of
Township nineteen, Range seventeen Easl of Lhe South Eastern District of
Louisiana," roughly totaling 595 acre.r.-.m The action insured the

maintenance of the post as an imporlant defensive unit acting in concert

15. "Sketch of Fort 5t. Philip La." 1835. NA, Cartographic Archives
Division. Orawer 89, Sheet 11.

16. Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip," p. 22.

17. Captain Rufus L. Baker to Colonel George Bomford, April 7, 1835,
in "Instructions concerning the armament of the fortresses on the Gulf of
Mexico." Rufus Lathrop Baker Papers, 1720-1868. Manuscript Division.
United States Military Academy Library, West Point, New York.

18. Remarks by Lt. Col. J. G. Totten, March 29, 1836, in H. Ex. Doc.
243, 24 Cong., 1st sess.

19. Land Papers (Ft. Jackson, La.). MNA, RG 77. Louisiana ceded the
tract to the Tfederal government in 1B46. Landry, "History of Forts
Jackson and St. Philip," p. 23, 1n 1902 and 1903 the reservation was
Increased by wvirtue of condemnation to additionally include sections 12,
13, 14, and one-half of 15 of T.195, R.17E., southeast district, totaling
about 550 acres. Tracts incorporated in the enlarged ressrvation
{approximately 1,145 acres) included those of local residents Sarah
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with Fort Jackson., By the spring of that year the post was {n sufficient
repair o receive new armaments.zﬂ In May Caplain John G. Barnard of
the Corps ol Engineers reported that & shot furnace was being buwlit, thal
construction of a new magazine, bomb-prool guarters and storerooms was
aboul to begin, and that repairs "ol ne greal magnitude" were to be made

to tha ditch and enciente, Part of the problem of completing repairs on

Fort 5t. Philip was its setling. "This place besides being . . .
unhealthy," wrole Barnard, ", . . is s0 |nfested . . . by mosquitoes &
sand flles that |t is SiFficult to keep a force there. . . ."Z| Durifg this

vear twenty-gight gun platforms were bullt, bangueties (firing steps)
constructed, "and the Fort made ready to receive itz enlire
armament. . . ." The old wooden bridge across the ditch was
temporarily replaced by one of '"kyanized" timber and work on a
drawbridge was in prcgress.zz

Alexis, John Butler, John Margen, Alexander HKelly, John P. Lyons,
Domingque Quatrochi, Edmund Buras, Marie Buras, John Bernard
Fasterling, Patrick Lyons, John C. Burton, and George O'Brien. For
details, see Office of the Judge Advocate General. United States Military
Reservations, MNational Cemeteries and Military Parks. Tille Jurisdiction
Etc. Rev. ed. (Washington: Government FPrinting Office, 19186},
pp- 1571-52.

20, Major William H, Chase to Totten, aApril 18, 1842. Letters Received
(LR) €1052. NA, RG 77. In his report on national defenses published
in 1851, General Totten stated that repair work on Fort St. Philip com-
menced in 1841, Reporl of General J. G. Totten, p. 94.

21, Barnard to Totten, May 2, 1842. LR, B1314. NA, RG 77. 5See also
Barnard to Totten, July 7, 1842, LR, BI1377. NA, RG 77.

22. Barpard to Totten, September 30, 1842, LR, B1499, in NaA, RG 77,
See  also "Fort St. Philip, at Plaguemine Bend, Mississippi River,
Louisiana." 1841. MA, Cartographic Archives Division. Drawer B89,
Sheet 12. Description of the drawbridge, with an accompanying sketch,
is in Barnard to Tolten, March 25, 1845. LR, B2468. NA, RG 77. See
also Barnard to Totten, December 25, 1845. LR, B2793. NA, RG 77,
"Kyanized" timber was decay resistant wood prepared by steeping it in a
solution of mercuric chloride,



7. MNew Canstruclion

Throughout the late 1840s, with the War with Mexico continuing,
much effort at Fort St. Philip was directed toward upgrading its capacity
for armaments, Granite traverse circles were added to the barbette
batteries, and construction began on two exterior batterie&.za These
latter structures, above and below the post, followed the classical
precepts in their construction and consisted of a ditch, sloping parapet
lined with timber, and n'nzng.':lzir'ues.z4 Once these batteries could be
finished, wrote Barnard, "this fort will be able to present its full array
of guns bearing uUpon the river.“zﬁ According to General Totten, the
total ordrnance projected for Fort StL. Philip, if operating at full capacity
as of 1851, was 124 pieces, embracing twenty-eight 24-pounders, thirteen
18-pounders, fifteen 12-pounders, three field pieces, fifty-five &-inch
howitzers, one 13=-inch mortar, two 10=-inch mortars, two 8-inch mortars,

and five coehorns, Cost of such armament would be $1D1,93D.25

a. Mare Repairs are Necessary

Structurally, however, Fort 5t. Philip still remained in a poor state:

Its scarp, badly built & much decayed, requires a new
facing--its parapets & ramparts to be raised--its ditch to be
deepened & counterscarp revetted--glacis raised &c, #&c--and
the Ian%.j, fronts strengthened by a chain of outworks, as
planned.

23. Barnard to Totten, December 25, 1845. LR, B2793. NA, RG 77;
"Annual Report of Operations for Fort 5t. Philip for the Year Ending
Sept. 30th 1848." LR, B4013, MNA, RG 77.

24, "Annual Report of Operations,” LR, B4013, NA, RG 77.
25. |bid.

26. Report of General J.G.. Totten, p. 95.

27. lbid.
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Barnard eslimated the cost to complete these projects at $130,00U.28

Owver the next wyear and a half, however, the struclure worsened, and in

May, 1850, Barnard reported as follows:

The work is bullt in the most wretched manner: on the [front]
curtain . . . the lower half of the wall seems fo be nothing but
dry bricks--and if they ever had mortar in them it has washed
out & disappeared: This part of the wall aimost dropped to
pieces by the operation of driving large piles at its foot, and at
other peints we feared it would tumble down & Lhought
necessary to apply props to kesp it in position--Every blow of
the pile driver seemed o threaten o carry it all into the ditch,
Some parts of this old wall settled & inches during the pile
driving & none less than 2 or 3 inches--I1 believe that if we
build a new face to this old wall it will be destroyed by the
connexion with the old wall & that it |s idle to think of raising
}he E@Hef . . . without rebuilding the whole wall from the
aat.

Barnard recommended rebuilding the ocld Spanish-erected curtain. He also
urged that the angles of the bastions fronting the river be modified,
since "as so arranged . . . neither flank sees the face of its colateral
[sic] bastinn."3u "Please bear in mind," explained Barnard, "that |
suggest these alterations only because it is absolutely necessary to
rebuild from the fnundns. part of these walls; & why in doing so should
we return their faulty traca?"31 He also advised bolstering and thicken-
ing the newer portions of the scarp walls.3?‘ Subsequent diagrams of
Fort 5t. Philip, however, jndicate thal the contemplated re-design was

never completely fulfilled.

28,  |bid,

29. Barnard to Totten, May 27, 1850. LR, B4845. NA, RG 77.

30,  Ibid,
31. Ibid.
32. |bid.
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9. Progress after Abandonment

Work at the post ceased altogether by early 1852. Some progress
had been made on the scarp walls, but, after February, Fort 5L, Philip
was placed under 1the charge of a fort keeper named A. Warrick who
along with five black laborers woluntarily continued work on the masonry
on the assumption that furilher appropriations for repairs would be
made.33 But the effort al renowvation went on sporadically at best. |If
adequate funds were not regularly allocated, then the arrival of the
annual  "sickly season" thwarted Lthe task, Sometimes only partial
appropriations were made, necessitating the stoppage of work at inap-
propriate times. In 1855-56, for example, the completed work consisted
of constructing two communication arches beneath the parapetls, building a
scarp wall across the gorge of a salient, building gun recesses behind the
walls facing the river, filling and ramming earth on the parapets, and
finishing poertions of the parade gﬁ:u.u-u:l,?"1 Similar projects were
completed the following vear, and improvementis were made o Lhe
magazine. Captain Pierre G.T. Beauregard, who had replaced Barnard as
supervising engineer officer for the works arpund New Orleans, reguested
more money 1o enable him to complete the laying of traverse circles and
pintle blocks for the artillery, among other thing5.35 In 1857-58 maore
work was done on the relileving arches erected on the different faces,
increasing the width of their foundations. Beauregard anlicipated soon
finishing repairs on the Interior of Fort St. Philip, but he called for
funds with which to excavate the ditch and repair the glacis, and to
repair the exterior batteries and the levee. In the lower baltery, lwo of
the Llwenty-eight gun platforms were replaced with platforms for
36

columbiads.

33. Captain P.G.T. Beauregard lo Tollen, February 21, 1852, LR,
B5549. NA, RG 77,

34. For details on this wark, see "Anpnual Reporl of Operations for the
Works under the charge of Capl. & Bvl Major G.T. Beauregard, Corps of
Engineers, lo September 30, 1856." LR, BG920. MNA, RG 77.

35, "annual Report of Operations for the Works under Llhe charge of Bul
Maj. G.T. Beauregard, Corps of Engineers, o September 30Lh 1857."
LR, B7491. NA, RG 77.

36. "Annual Report of Operations for the Works under the Charge of Bvi
Maj. G.T. Beauregard, Corps of Engineers, lo Lthe 30th of June 1838."
LR, BVB36. NA, RGTTV.
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10, Seizure by Louisiana Militia

Such improvements at Fort St. Philip went on infrequently over the
next two years. By early 18681, however, threats of civil war engulifed
the land. ©On January 10 orders came from Governor Thomas ©. Moore of
Louisiana, even before the enactment of an ¢rdinance of secession, for
the militia to seize the federal property in the state, including Forts

Jackson and 5t. Philip on the lower Iﬁ-l'li.r,s‘ss.*.ai;:n::i,3:Ir

Mext day Major Paul
Theard descended the river on the steamer Yantic with a force of 166 men
to capture those posts. At eight ¢'clock In the evening they approached
Fort St. Philip, which was unmanned. The Kkeeper of the forl, Henry
Cart, when called upon to surrender the place, replied that "he had no
objection in the world" and turned over his entire staff of twelve Negro
slaves. Theard left a detachment in the old work and proceeded across

the river and took control of Fort Ja»::k.rnnn.38

11. Beauregard's Advice

On  February 2 an ordinance presented in the state legislature
provided for the organization of a military command in Louisiana,
consisting of artillery and infantry. At the same time the forts defending
the lower river were pronounced as unfit and requiring immediate repairs,

Before leaving New Orleans to join the Confederate Army, Beauregard,

37. Specifically, Moore directed that “Captain St. Paul, with his company
of foot rifles, |[be placed] in possession of Fort Saint Philip." Moore to
Adjutant General M. Grivot, January 10, 1861, in The War of the
Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and
Confederate Armies. 73 wvols., 128 parts (Washington: Government Print-
ing Office, 1880-1901), Series I, vol. |, p. 491.

38. HKendall, History of MNew Orleans, pp. 233-34; Charles Dufour, The
Night the War Was Lost (Garden City, MNew York: Coubleday and
Company, 1960), pp. 19-20. The Louisiana legislature approved Moore's
action by joint resoclution on February 18, 1861. Jefferson Davis Bragg,
Louisiana in the Confederacy (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University
Press, 1941), p. 50, There were several white "hands" working at Fort
St. Philip, tog, and arrangements were made to pay Lthem what the
Government owed them. See Brevet Second Lieulenant Walter McFarland
to Tolten, January 12, 1861, in War of the Rebellion, Serjes |, vol. |,
pp. 496-97.
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who had superintended all of the recent work on the posts, advised that
the heaviest guns awvailable be mounted in them, to include cannon
removed from other posts. Beauregard advised that the heaviest pieces
facing the landward {(rear) faces be moved to bear on the river
approaches. He also urged thast a sirong barrier be placed across the
Mississippi to impede ascending wessels under the crossfire of the forts.
Howewver, it was not until the end of Seplember that a chain barrier was
established acrass lhe river.ag Maior General Mansfield Lowell,
commander of Confederate forces In Lhe area, meantime wvisited Forts St
Phillip and Jdackson to determine their readiness. He found the defenses
barely adequate; ammunition was of an infericr quality and would hinder

operation of the pieces.4

12. The Confederate Occupation of Fort St. Philip

Life at the Confederate Fort 5t. Philip posed hardships for the
Louisiana troops uniucky enough to be stationed there in 1867. The
kumidity was stifling, and the men suffered from the constant annoyance
of insects, particularly mosquitoes. One wyoung officer, Lieutenant
Edward G. Butler, complained that "when not otherwise employed |[we]
are actively engaged in fighting the mosqguitos. It seems to be the
general opinion that they will be the only enemy we will have a chance Lo
encounter for some time."'ﬂ Days were spent mounting cannon and
receiving ordnance supplies and ammunition. Food was no problem; beef
ard other meats arrived regularly from New Orleans, while the plantations
a few miles upstream Trom the post provided fresh wegetables. The
troops caught redfish and other kinds in Bayou Mardi Gras nexl to the

fort. Mail reached the post once a week, on Saturdays, and there was a

39, Dufour, Night The War Was Lost, pp. 27-30, B66.

40. Ibid., p. 94.

41. Butler to Margaret Butler, April 27, 1861. Thomas Butler Family
FPapers. Folder 102. Department of Archives and Manuscripts, Loudisiana
State University.
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: 4
telegraph office nearby al Forl Jackson. 5 Most of the days were
occupied with routine malters. An occasional diwversion took place, such

as on April 20, 1861, when Star of the Wesl, the first Union ship

captured by the Cenfederacy, and which had drawn the fire of Rebel
guns at Charleston Harbor on January 9, 1861, passed Fort 5t. Philip
anroute to New Orleans. The soldiers fired a salute 1o the command
composing the av.'asrzl.':ar't.'43 Sometimes rumors filled the air; in June a report

circulated, later deemed false, that Federal troops were appreoaching MNew
4 . i
Orleans through the Ia\lfc.es.4 And often humor provided respite from the

daily regimen at the post. Wrote Buller:

We had quite an acquisition to our Company last night in the
person of Lieut, L. B. Tavylor, a New Orleans swell of the first
water. He was the gentlleman thal appeared on Canal St. a few
days after his appeintment in full uniform, sword and all, and
as he unfortunately did not know how to wear the latler, he
was disgracefully tripped up by it, in the presence of several
fair ladies, to whom he was playing the agreeable at the time,
The Crescent |[sic] came out in the morning with a poem
entitled--"%e littel man wi%h ve bigge sworde'--and he has gone
by that mame ewver since.

B. Fort Jackson

: [ MNew Post on the Wesltl Bank

Ouring the several decades preceding the Civil War, Fort 5t. Philip
declined In official esteem, though never in strategical value, in faver of

o . 46 .
Fort Jacksen across the Mississippi. A post near the former site of

42. Butler to Margaret Butler, April 27, 1861; Butler to Irwin Butler,
April 21, 1867; Butler to "Liz," June 8, 1881; Buller to "Sis," July 20,
1861. Ibid.

43. Butler to Irwin Butler, April 21, 1861, in ibid.

44. Butler to "Liz," June B, 1861, in ibid.

45. Butler to "SA" {5ara), August 14, 1861, in jbid.

46. Stated one officer: "Mount a hundred guns on the ramparts of Fort
Jacksary, if wou will. still in the ewvent of Lrial, it will be found that
most of the effective shots are lired from lhe few pileces pointed from St.
Philip." Inspection Report, Fort Jackson, June (?), 1827. NA, RG 159.
Microfilm MB24, Rell 2.
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Fort Bourbon on the west shore had long been contemplated, and
tentative plans soon after the War of 1812 called for the erecliorn of one at
the place where In 1814 the unfinished water battery had 5tood.” One
post designed for the site and possibly started there consisted of a
square redoubl wilth a8 curved front on the river containing seven pieces
of artillery, Another plan drawn In 1816 envisioned a pentagonal ‘r'u:nrt."‘B
in 1817 a plan was drawn that placed the new post a short distance
downstream from Fort St. Philip. This star-like fort was to contain five
bastions and have a broad, water-filled ditch surrounding it.49 Still
another plan, proposed by Captain William Tell Poussin, projected a fort
for ninety-seven guns firing en barbette and from a single tier of
casemates beraw.Eﬂ This fort, as well as several of those planned earlier,
was to be very large in order to compensate for the relative weakness of
Fort St. Philip. As Captain James Gadsden put it, "IL is deemed most
advisable to . . . so elevate the projected work that it may command Fart
st. Philip w31 The final plan for the new post was greatly infiuenced by
General Bernard and reflected the classic characteristics of the Third
System. Though considered a small work by Third System standards, the
forlt was to provide ample strength to resist tand assault through its
swampy environment., The pentogonal structure would be raised so that

one 130-yard front faced downstream toward arriving wessels and another

47. Landry, "History of Forts Jackson and St. Philip," p. 19.

48. See "Plan of Fort 5t. Philip at Plaguemin [sic] Twurn." Undated.
MNA, Cartographic Archives Diwvision. Drawer 89, Sheet 3. Mention of
Lhe possible existence of a battery here is in Gadsden to 5Swift,
November 10, 1817, NaA, RG 77. Entry 221. Richard R. Dixen, "Fort
Jackson was a Mighty River Bastion," New Orleans Roosevelt Review,
XXV (September, 1962), p, 12.

49, "Projected Fort," 1817. Ma, Cartographic Archives Division,
Drawer 89, Sheet 5. An apparent alternative design that was not adopted
made the fort a four-sided single-tiered masonry slructure swith four
bastions. FEach side contained six casemates for the artillery complement.
"Plan Mo, 7," 1818. NA, Cartographic Archives Division. Drawer 88,
Sheet 1.

50, Dixon, "Fort Jackson," p. 12.

51. Gadsden to Swift, November 10, 1B17. NA, RG 77. Entry 221.
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upstream; guns on the first might batter ascending wvessels, while those

en the second face might fire on any that succeeded in passing the fort.

"These two fronts," said Bermard, "form in some measure & coast
Battery, whilst the other three shut the whole against an attack by
tand. =2 According lo Bernard's plan., only the iwo sides facing the

Mississippl would contain  wvaulled casemates, Llheir roofs renderad
bembproof with a thick covering of earth. Ninety-four pieces of artillery
could be employed in the casemales, reckoned Berpard, and they would
serve as shelters for the garrison during a 5iege.53 As  additional
protection, Berpard proposed creating a guagmire around the fort to
prohibit an enemy from building Eiegewark5.54 In the final plan, a
covered way and places of arms were puilt Intoe the landward sides, and
traverses were erected as protection from enfilade fire. A water battery
stood between the scarp and counterscarp facing the river; another would

be bullt close o the Mississippi beyond the gl-ah'.:i5.55

2. Construction Progress

The construction of Fort Jackson, named after Major General Andrew
Jackson, began in 1822. Buiit on a grillage of cypress logs and pilings
made recessary by the soft soil, the post as erected had far fewer case-
mates--only eight each in the two fronls facing the river--than General
Bermnard had contemplated. Work lasted more than ten years, and the
average annual cost of construclion between 1822 and 1829 was
approximately ‘$59,ﬂﬂﬂ,56 Bad weather often delayed the project for

months at a time: in 1825 Lhe rainfall alone amounted to 107 inches. In

52. Report of Brigadier General Simon Bernard, December 23, 18717,
MA, RG 77. Entry 221.

53. Ibid.

54 "Remarks, in relation to the works projected for Lhe defense of the
Gulf of Mexico frontier." NA, RG 77, Entry 221.

55, Robinson, American Forts, p. 91.

56. Landry, "History of Forls Jackson and 5t. Philip," p-. 19.
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1830 and 1831 ne appropriations were forthcoming, largely because work
delays had caused actual expenditures to be I::-w.Eﬁr During the first
vears of construction efforis were geared to clearing the land and
building the landward side of the fort. A levee several hundred yards
long on either side of the fort site was completed by lale 1323.53 Twao
vears later the rear ditch was completed, as was much of the right rear
bastion and the traverss, Inside, a strong, ten-faceted circular brick
citadel was built, complete with two levels of loopholes through which
infantrymen might make a last-ditch defense of the post. Quarters for
the laborers were built north of the fort site and included houses for
mechanics and laborers, a bakery, carpenter's shop, blacksmith's shop,
overseer's quarters, and a stable. Farther north a |large garden was
planted to furnish wegetables for the workmen, Temporary facilities for
building materials stood near the l|evee in front of the sitle.EEI In the
following wear work progressed rapidly, with most of the trace of the
post completed and excavations of three feat made on the river side for
the foundations of the casemates. Total length from wall to wall across
the pentagen was 400 feet., |n addition, each of Lhe five bastions
measured 100 feet, so that the true diameter of Fort Jackson was closer
to 600 feet. A roof was also finished on the citadel and erection of the
SCaArp  was begun.ﬁu By the end of September, 1828, all of the brick
casemates excepl the roofs had been built, the bastions had been refined
and two more casemates had been built in the north face, guarding the

entrance to the ft;:u--t.E'.i Besides the eight casemates planned for each of

57. |bid., p. 21.

58. "Plan of the proposed site of Fort Plaguemine.," 1824. NA, Carto-
graphic Archives Division, Drawer 88, Sheel 5,

59. "Plan Sections and Elevations, Exhibiting the Aclual State of the
Works of Fort Jackson. . . .M 1825, M4, Cartographic Archives
Division. Drawer B8, Sheet 8.

BD. "Plan Elevation and Sections of Fort Jackson," 1826, MA,
Cartographic Archives Diwvision. Drawer 88, Sheet 9,

61. "Plan Elevations and Sections of Fort Jackson," 1828. MNA, Carto-
graphic Archives Division. Drawer 88, Sheet 10.
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the fronts on the river, two more were scheduled to be built into each
bastion to provide flanking fire for the fronts. An arched-roof magazine

was also to be erected in the bastion between the lwo casemated fronts.

3. Fost Buildings

Among the post buildings under construction was the hospital, a
frame structure |ocated beyond the north face of the fort and containing
five wards and rooms for the post surgeon and the post hospital steward.
This hip-roofed bullding had a front porch and was raised on brick piers
five feet above the ground surface-BE An officers guarters, built of
brick, stood two-stories high with surrounding porches, and consisted of
three rooms per level; an inspector's guarters of similar design was also
built. Each of these structures stood on brick |::riers,\63 In 1834 certain

of the facilities were represented as follows:

The principal Bullding occupied as officers Quarters s
constructed of Brick & plaistered. It is two stories high and
cansists of a centre and two wings; forming in all, 12 Rooms.
There are six rooms on each floor, and the lwo stories are

similarly divided, . . . Each rogom has in it a fireplace for
burning wood & a closet, and all are neatly [inished and
plaistered.

The Quarters for snlisted men are in lhe citadel in the interior
of the Fort. The Citadel is a regular decagon, nine of the
sides of which form rooms of Lthe following dimensions--Exterior
side 45 ft.--interior side 6343 ft.--width 17 ft. These rooms are
plaistered & well finished.

62. "Plan of Hospital." 1823. NA, Cartographic Archives Division.
Drawer 88, Sheet 4.

B3. "Plan of the proposed site of Fort Plaguemine." 1824. NA, Carto-
graphic Archives Division. Drawer 88, Sheet 5. In 1833 another officers
quarters was buill north of the fort and close to the levee. 'Fort
Jackson, Lou." 1833, WNA, Cartographic Archives Division. ODUrawer 88,
Sheet 13,

B4. "Report with regard to the Quarters, Kitchens &c.&c. at this Post,"
December 15, 1834, MNA, RG 92, Records of the Office of the
Quartermaster General.

129



4. Planned Armament

Ordnarce for Forl Jackson was to be placed as follows: River Front
No. 1 (facing upstream), to contain 17 guns en barbette, 8 guns in
casemates, and 2 guns on the flank; River Front Ne. 2 (facing down-
stream}, to contain 18 guns en barbette, 8 guns in casemates, and 2
guns on the flank; Land Fronts MNes. 1, 2, and 2 each to contain 11
cannon en barbette and 2 casemated guns on each of their flanking
bastions. In addition, 10 mortars would be emplaced on the ramparl, so
that the number of ordnance pieces to be mounted in the completed Fort
Jackson totaled 1'34-55 Some of the casemates, however, were actually
used for purposes other than sheltering weapons. Eight of those along
one face were "walled up and neatly lined, thus forming conwvenient rooms

66

for Storehouses, Shops &c." Im 1834 these rooms served as carpenter

shop, paint store, Quartermaster store, blacksmith shop, artillery

; 7
laboratory, commissary store, ordnance store, and sutler's 5tc:r'e.ﬁ

5. Operations during the 1830s and 1840s

Post returns for the early years of Forl Jackson are incomplete,
From December, 1830, until early March, 1834, the fort was garrisoned by
Company |, Second Artillery, commanded by Captain Nehemiah Baden.
Owver the ensuing vyear Company C, Second Artillery, under Captain

George W. Gardiner, occcupied the pﬂst.ﬁs

Work on Fort Jackson proceeded through the 1830s. A drawbridge

was erected at the entrance on the north face. Construction of the

65. "Sketch of Fort Jackson." 1832. MA, Cartographic Archives
Division. Drawer 88, Sheet 11,

66. "Report with regard to the Quarters, Kilchens &c.&c. at this Post."
December 15, 1834. NA, RG 92,

67. 1bid.

B8. Post Returns, Fort Jackson, December, 1830-April, 1835, MA,
Microfilm MB17, Roll 527.
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. 69
embrasures continued and tracks for the gun traverse circles were laid,

The magazine was lined with lead in an unsuccessful effort Lo preventl
t:i.'-Jrnp-n«\a-s.E._M':II An ordnance inspector urged that the several old guns Lhen
on hand at Forl Jackson be replaced with "twenly four pounders of the
new pattern,” and thal the carrjages be painted "al least once a year lo
."-” He

further advised that new carriages made from locally awvailable cypress

preseryve them from the ruinous effects