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Imposing Order

Getting the wild deltaic landscapeunder control

Utrban orcihs came ta 1Vew Orleans after tlire years of haphazard developdient.
In 172922, Adriga de Patjs: surveyed a synf{métrical sixty-six-block grid arauuid a
cental plaza Tanted by«nstitutions of church and state, surrounded by fortif.sations.
Sandary tofNew Orlednshlaissez-faire reputstion, this first urban environn/ent |yas “ac-
ténlly military in thegdngistence of its right’agles, like the gridded camps K&inan sol-
diers laid out at the wiitedges of their epouie.... The French @parter lookulike what it
1s—the"&abdoratiginot a colonial outpast ¢ “signed by militaryz erigineerss?

Trench.colwnists, well aware ofithle site’s challenged; sat out al(elifig the futural
enviiainent toviard their sense of £racr. Seasonal overbank'floods tSthe Missistippi
rai kel as alorio ity problem. The 1t significant effortt&constranithe river “slough
1€ees began in 1722-23, when I'e Fiond de la Tour 3md Paugei tketched plans for an
eathen efavfmkment about twelve feet wide atop the Ciest of the i tural lev e, By 1724,
théfirst!avee measured six fe€ywide, about 3000 téalong, and toree fegilhigh, but was
readily"iveached by the rivde that spring.'* A nleagir workfoice constaiéy hampered
reinfarcement work; nevertheless, by 1727, a solid cighteefivoo.-widiythree-foot-high
leveewiplus a parallel ditCinto collect seepage(water) linea*ene mile of the town’s riv-
er.xarit. Although riyer ficods would plague the city ii2sg/the late (L£00s, these initial
engineering efforts lainphed one of mankicd’ most (yajsive 11aniyulations of naturé.
che control of the Mississippi River.

Regional’ysedimentation at thaymouth ¢1 ¢ Misgissippi challenged the via-
bility of the colony, particularly the imnartant comstalpost Lnown as the Balize. Bhilt in
1722 off the eaSitznmost “toe” (forrfiealy East Pavs, now Mpsth Pass) of the Mifsishippi
Delta’s “birdat,” the Balize (prebavly fromi liza, Spatish for “beacon”) operated
as a transshinnient point for inzoriiig velsels before tiny ascended the Misdigsippi. It
served, amang other things, 15 ntercept Spaiush malitithe traffic that cou'd sot or did
not wanl {0 venture upriver. (=, he pass'af The RaliZw is subject to contitipal changes
whig'sthivaten to render it impractical b1 our visiels,” warned Bienville 1n 1726.

[T]he only [remedy] is to obutruct the gastinass through which tielurrent
has been rushing [so that]« !l the watgme, wiuld flow throughsthe pass of
The Balize carrying with /&'e mud tuatdias collected there ..\ " he enclo-
sure of piles that is alrgady®ell advanced will prevent...th{ [Ohlize] island
from being eaten away by uie sea, but it is necessary to traggnort a great deal
of earth...to elevate tl:fi21d of the island, make it inhabitak's’and to protect
it against overflows, | ajree it cannot be done without st Hut this expendi-
ture...is absolutgly/nelessary.'”’
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Bienville’s proposa!—+l,ouisiana’s very first coastal restoration plan—foretells
the many vast hydrologisa! €ngineering projects that would render the lower Missis-
sippi River/Gulf of Meico 2stuary one of the most anthropogenically altered major
ecosystems on earth. Themes familiar to the news headlines of southern Louisiana to-
day—coasfal rosiongger diversion, sediment transpart, land-building, governments!
financial f&mmitment=—begariih‘'he early 1700s.

Inirastrucuods. wamalstvneeded: a call game “to establish bridges on tluer
small fiteams that ¢ betwgun New Orleans and bwyou St. John for the convenielicelof
carts” a reference 0 the fmibutaries which courted through present-day Mid-( f4sand
imbéded accesswso the bajqu. The bayou itself, wrote Bienville in 1726, was. viocked
1many plalesiand lifted with “trees that hiag over the banks and threate toall into
it."Land grants were Orjn used to motivat(: divelopment: “A good settler on this bayou
n'imed Féwait offermto undertake this we' ik wrote Bienville, {tiye Comgpaiy might be
so kimd aso “‘graiit i¥m as a concessiop, «long this bayou.*

Bridgesymade of brick were,nodded in the city proper, to rfilice the imsy
wooadh hanguetids built by residenttua cross the “little dftehes infaeof theirlrouses,
onelo: two et/ n width by a foot,oia foot and a halfin depth, [dug] to draitOff the
water that seeps through the leve\/|and] from the ¥iihy...” Draihege and navigation
i’ proverl en:s were in mind with a proposal for %a‘®anal comius icating be'ween the

iver ant\Lake Pontchartrain. “* an engineeringsproject appreciated ad a'shallenge at
the tithe Jnd not executed it ] nearly two ceiaric s laterpmsien thefnadastrial Canal
was Cawavated. To pay fopvarious public-works projects, Citizens wduid be taxed “five
livzes per head of negroes,

Amidst thisdlaii?¢cape manipulation came an dpheal far fifest conservation
“We [urge that] indifidiials preserve waodan theirlinds,” wiote/Governor Périer in
1729. “We are sugg sting to them that'they'must leawe one:third of” the trees stands
ing. He predicted(thet the backswampight be dixfo ested vrithin “fifty or sixty ymars,”
forcing New Orleanians to go north®ee vard Marishac ant, Natchez for timber. ‘@th-
ers shared his (:¢ricerns. Le Page du Pratz, a rgsident of Mi¢vrOrleans between thi late
1710s and tke4730s, wrote in 1753

Tii¢ L ypresses were {dilaarly very coiimon it \Lduisiana; but they Iavé
wafted them so imprut*ni.y, thatthey are nowwgmewhat rare. They..&iled
them for the sake of their bark, ipwhic! t! ss¥covered their hougelpind
they sawed the wood into planks Which theyWxported... The price®af the
wood now is three times as muih/is it wadformerly.'®!

Such reports counter maadrn nésion) that natural resdudes in the colonial
era were as abundant as consery«ti< nist sentiments were scarce{#hough Le Page prob-
ably overstated the rarity of cyp1ss). Périer further wrote of “ndlcing the inhabitants
to plant mulberry trees on,theiriand,” along drainage canals, aris! on plantation bound-
aries. Thought to be nativéyie Couisiana but probably origina'y’ from Mexico, mulberry
trees were particular vai&{d because they supported sitigvorms and could thus foster
the development of a local silk industry.'** Toward thi2nd, the Company of the In-
dies later adopted a 1y¢olution “forbidding the destruction of any mulberry-trees in
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the clearing of lands” and obiiging “all the inhabitants to whom negroes are delivered”
to “plant on their land thamtaber of mulberry-trees per head of negroes that shall be
fixed by the Council”™'*

Efforts to impose urban and agricultural order on the alluvial landscape de-
pended he(viy on a sgatice of labor. Little, if any, reflastion went into resolving the d:
lemma of fehyor shortage; with ¢nturies of preceder{Cin the West Indies, the solutjo:
seemed obvious; coptare Africhas, ship them to J=quisiana, and institutionalize thli:

enslaveihent. ‘A1

t1.Z colonyjis impatient to see schac negroes, whom it greatly n>cds,”
wrota thie colonists'to Comuany directors in 1724 Forcibly extracted from the Swastal
Sefiegal region vy a well-oatablished slave trade, #\fricans arrived first in 1718 Cencur-
rently with {aeirst md;(r immigration wavé.

African han(is,according to whit( cclonists, were needed not only tor planta-
tion agrieeure bumfor public-works pr/iects such as flood ghuwrol, drainige, and de-
fensen‘Witen sorfic'negroes have comgo. us and the river@ermits us 16 cake larld ¢h
the ban's we shalithink of perfecting the léngth and breadtk orthe leve ... Weghdilsee
that willowsgre planted ...on top githe levee ...in ordef"that thega=Umay hemabie to
retalnithe laid”!* Recipients of nawiyimported slaves Faato “pay” tor their hoiismen
by“leploying them on grueling pus’ic-works projectg1s thirty Gy, “Sevéinl inhabit-
anty havelbeisun to furnish” their slaves, reported Gwyernor Plric - in 1708, They are
heing ei.ployed to cut down e trees at the twasends of the town as farys Bayou St.
John i/Grder to clear this gxo1nd and to give < to the citgnand to the 1l Colo-
nigtd'Gumanded slave labar to build land up for flood prat:ction andtSwxcavate moats
asdetdnse against poteptiaily hostile Indians;«fa ticulagisnin the ympke of the Natchez
uoriing of 1729. ThaKiif himself acknowledged in 1752¢hat “voilon the moat... tg

>nciose the city of Néw (Urleans ceased moidthan twu zears ag i be/ ause the settlers do
a0t have a large enéugh number of negites to supplyvhe statute-labor... "%

Labor ndea for public works,aid plantdiio 1jagric(lture motivated slavsus to
deliver increasing numbers of capturé@e ricangtdjLouisiaiia’s shores. In the two jwars
prior to the cénsifs of November 2/, 1721, the number ¢ijAfrican slaves in {he/New
Orleans areafrse from zero to 5325 Jhen trinlec o 1,56 "ower the next six yeags. Indians
were also gialaved, though in leaser numiers; fifty-one i 1721; seventy-five'in 1727.
In circa-172 ¥ New Orleans, £4 jurcent, of the populais'n owned the othei¥'s percent,
aratiathdsivould remain roughty constantYor the9ext'110 years.'” Tre(-cu tting, canal
excalahion, mill work, levee constructio’z)/and o 2r initial urbanizati€ 2. labor awaited
the kKicigapped Africans, followed by (gritultural toil for the remaind(r ¢ their lives and
for generations of their descendents.

Much, indeed most, of the'muscin thiit imposed urban(arfer upon the wild
New Orleans landscape came, frows’newly enslaved African-borfigen.
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AN

Eyewitness: New Orleans, circa 1770

Andinglishmeniind a SOwpiard describe Spgaisni colonial New Orleans

England’zdefeat 07 ance in the Nortl{American theater (French art!,Jiidian
War) 0f the Vyarldwide ¢hnilict known as the Seyen Years’ War radically realig ned the
geography of Turopeaifinmpire. France retalnetl only a few Canadian and Cajibbean
itlands, while'England.wOn French Canadsptrench Louisiana east of the 1Wigsissippi,
ad Spanish West Fiewida. It would have gwined Louisiana wast of the Nississippi as
well, haehKing Lopis AV not secretly ceGel!/chose vast lands to K< Spanishisousin, Z3ng
Carlos 1T%, a year warlier in the Treat) b1 Fontainebleau. Itisluded i 7he claridestine
offer'wzs New ‘Jt/eans, whose terra'n“was deemed an “isle™on acc®unt of the Bayou
M(1 &ac distribatary, and was thutisartographically “dgtaghable” iram the ealfci~the-
Mississippi mainland. The cleverfa 1t timely deal comneivated (friend (Spiinyfor the
10ps of its foivitory (Florida) to the British, while keenidga strategiys city (Ngw Orleans)
out of thee Tands of a triumpkant enemy (England}), One can Giily popdei*what New
Orleapgmight look like toddythad it become Elglich. Instead, Spain dcuagoted Louisi-
ana in late 1762; after the secret transfer became polic ing764) the 2 oniinion of New
Oritans passed from Frafise to Spain political'ysp 1766 aidimilitariipnin 1769.

That year, Spdin fent Francisco bouligny, a £paiiiard of [-iénch and Italian
adesent, to observe aiudpadvise the Crowr( ¢r Louisja tpraifai’s. Bhgland, meanwhile,
.1oved quickly to esfabiish a presence in1tSwew poss 2ssions across Lake Pontchartrd.:
It sent Capt. Philip=Riteman to survey the lahds of Liitish WeseFlorida and to clear out
the Bayou Manchae/ Iberville River shyrtcut tothe Zulf ¢f Niexico—a criticalroute
for British inteysts because it unite¢™est Florilaswith itsaew Gulf Coast posfespions
while avoiding Spanish New Orleans:Pittmar 20 Boulior.y; representing two very dif-
ferent cultures<nd perspectives oniMew (rléans, botii'aft behind valuable Czewitness
reports on'the state of the cityyna tegion arelnd the yeir 1770.

Pithman had the opp{rtiinity towyisit the 18ueign colony durinsthe interreg-
numxerind of 1765-69; his descriptiofs vere plthiSited in London in &/ 70. “New Or-
lear’a/] situation is extremely well clGsen,” he wrote,

as it has a very easy commz nication with th northern parts of Louisiana
(now West Florida) by mesag of the Dtizork of St. John, a little dré ek, which
is navigable for small vessclasdrawing less than six feet of walegsix miles up
from the lake Pontchartrai) where there is a landing place Lor&ent-day Bell
Street vicinity] about(7¢ ¢ miles from the city [connectec. I'v Bayou Road].
The entrance of the Bayauk of St. John [ present-day Wign ‘at Robert E. Lee
boulevards] is defer a¥d by a battery of six guns and ‘@wergeant’s guard.'

Ocean-goingwessels could not negotiate the lake)’bayou route and thus had to
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use the river route to reach thasity:

The vessels whifh cone up the Mississippi haul close along-side the bank
next to New Orledi, [where they] discharge their cargoes.... The town is
secired from the inundations of the river by a raised bank, generally called
the [Lived; anCilids extepds from the Detour desZuglois [English Turn], to
{n&upper settlement of the Germans [Luling (irew], which is a distance of
md&re than W/t mileg, aiitha good coach-roada!l the way. The Leveé before
tile town 1<hppaired.at tile public expense, [Lut, each inhabitant keeps that
part in repair which (s pposite to his own/Olantation.'

ThesEnglishmen, tound the French(ttmned-Spanish city in a rathfr dpcadent
eqndition. Iéitioned benind St. Louis Catneédral, looking toward the riwad he ex-
phained:

‘Iiie parace [ground] is a large s¢f0ve, in the middle of thavpart of the town
which fgats'the river; [behind.it] ‘W'the church dedicat:d 16 St. Loui{ < very
poorbuiding, framed with wad; it is in so ruinous @sondition th iy divine
ser fice jlas not been perforfiind in it since the yeai" 1746, one oivthe king’s
storeniouses being at pres¢n. Jised for that purpose. The cajjichins are the
cimates of New Orleans; on tne left hand side of Melchurch4hey'had a geery
Iiandisome and commo (i1dws brick house, which ihtotally deseried and g(n=
%, ruin; they now live artheir plantation, gs=yin 4 hired house in toy/n.Dn
Ve right side of the(:huich is the prison{ad ¢ aard-hams, whichsare ary
strong and good buildings. The two sides of tne squffegwere foaetly oc-
cupied by barracKi¥or the troops, whichfam entirely adstroyed. 1w square
is open to the r{v.r)and on that side‘re tienty-or e 1 leces of cr¢hance...
which are firegaan public rejoicings.

The Good Fsiday Fire of 178s%laimed #hevprimétive French-era St. Louls
Church describec by Pittman. The Spajisit clearediarviy thetimins in 1789 and by 2794
completed a more substantial Spanish-style edif ce/with diSiinctive bell-shaped towers.
Except for the Zoht wall, the 1794 ¢aurch wagintirely re¢r structed in 1849-SLih the
Greek Revivh!Siyle popular at the'ume, fosming'the St duis Cathedral thattoverlooks
Jackson S¢fUtpe today. A generatian after Rittynan’s yisit, the structures opspitier side
the churslywould be replacdd /sy the Snanish Coleniti-style Presbytefsaid Cabildo,
both later tdorned with mansara roofsgma cupgia) also still standing todas.

“All the streets are perfectly straizht,” he Cantinued,

and cross each other at rightaaiiyles, andals' divide the town into sixty-six
squares, eleven in length by he rivar’( sijle,"and six in depth{he sides of
these squares are one hur/dred yards eacl, and are divided intoWwelve lots,
for the establishment ¢ he inhabitants. The intendant’s hose/and gardens
take up the right side/®f:the parade [ground], the left sifi%s occupied by
the king’s store-hotiges siad an artillery-yard.... The cgaveit of the Ursu-
lines and general 13ysnital, which is attended by the,ntis’ occupy the two
left hand squarefi&/cing the river: these buildings asmstieng and plain, well
answering the purposes for which they were desigse/..'*
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The intendant’s hosiseoccupied the present-day corner of Toulouse and De-
catur streets; the king’s star€lvouse was located three blocks downriver, at Dumaine.
The Ursulines’ convent'ind /lospital occupied a double-block bounded by present-day
Decatur, Ursulines, Chartres, and Barracks streets. Only the Old Ursulines Convent,
designed i} 1745 andphuilt in 1749-53 by Claude Jgaeph Villars Dubreuil according
to design$ gz Ignace broutin, 121aiins today—the didest documented structure in the
MississiapiValley ad deltaic plvin, and the most sged in the city by a margin of al'qu:
thirtyyours.

Pittman commented on the French Crigl’- and West Indian-inspired fi&wsing
style’gnd typordgy in NéwOrleans:

The general plen of building in theyn, is with timber frames filled up
with brick; 4:ad4mnost of the houseg adfout of one floor, rzised about Gight
teet [rom the ground, with large glli/es round them, ana tas cellars Laaer
the floors level with the ground/ 1% impossible to hav¢ aiy subtepmneous
buildingias they would be constalitly full of water. I izhagine that (fale are
betysixt Séven and eight hungied houses in the towffumost ¢f 2 h have
gar lens) The squares at the bat!; and sides of the tofviiare mostly Tuid out in
gardens; the orange-tress.(. injthe spring afford an.agiéeable faell.'*!

Chily one surviving Frenth Quarter houses-viadame jelin’s Legacy, built two
lecadgsarter Pittman’s visit#®yonforms to his giarasterizatiogs. It stant's <n Dumaine
Street ai'he last, best exampi€ of what New Orleas's looked liki) prio torthe 1788 and
175 fires (see Transforns:tion by Conflagratios)

Pittman’s desc{ition of city deferies aliudes t) teasions (witiin local society:

There are, exslusive of the slavely,acwat seven (Lousaniyinliabitants in
town.... THCOqrtifications are onlywn enceinte,018ockades, with a banquette
within anft a Jyery trifling ditch witiiwt; thesd canynswerno ¢nd but against
Indians, or'iiegroes, in case of an‘insurrectmn, did [td] keep the slaves of
the toyy and country from hgwing any coias unicatimn 11 the night. There
are about four hundred soldidag kept fof 768 police 0l tae town and coun-
try;(Hlee belong to the de{allfed costipanies ofsh iurines: there are al&d
tefilsgmpanies of militia, {faur chose fro n the inhavitants of the town,the
plaiers and their seryan §Yorm the remaindgr,"*

Zrfew years after Pittman casl [u)’ eyesiabon early Spanish cdionial New Or-
leati3y{-rancisco Bouligny, the Spanih dficer advising the Crown opBpuisiana affairs,
scribed a Memoria on the colony’s.Status andgaaiential. The influential report, written
in 1776 based on Bouligny’s expeitancesaol 1769-75, focused qiipolicy recommen-
dations regarding trade, econon'ic/levelopment, and Indian relaf:ons. It began with a
comprehensive geographical ovesriew of the New Orleans regior:

Like Pittman, Boul(g{iy' situated New Orleans amon/a network of key wa-
ter bodies—the Mississippi. fontchartrain, Manchac, Bay{i St. John, and “an infinity
of inlets”—reflecting thiey/iegree to which geographicalsperveptions at that time were
driven by navigable waterways. The British threat als¢ w{ derscored Bouligny’s report:
“The English can ana'd¢ go easily from Mobile to Manchac via the lakes,” he wrote, in
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reference to the efforts of Pittinan and others to clear out the Bayou Manchac/Iberville
River route. That task waga,ciiullenging one: “Although this route is shorter than via the
Mississippi when the la‘ter it high, it cannot be used when the Mississippi is low. And,
at all times, the English can only go through the lakes with very small or very flat boats.”
Bouligny we/1jon to dp<iribe, with great accuracy, thaitopography of New Orleans:

2hthe lan{s'0h both Yunaks of the Mississippi atwhigher when nearer to it,
and [deciive by] of founfeet per twenty arp(uts of distance from the banks
of the'i.sar. Thus, Hyvi ver, much it rains,#of a drop of water that falls on
the flelds enters thCwiver. This slope generaly‘iollows the same ratio with so

much evenness thait is impossible forgmerito level it with the same exag!
145

nes

W2<h the Frefith surveying unitgirpent measuring abg@inl 92 feet. adeclivity of
tour fedCaver a dictance of twenty arpents :quates to about aneverticalant per thily-
sand horizontal fec, or roughly 2.5 intFes per city block{" Taday, lahd fn dowitsown
New Q¢leans nmdasured backward froni'the crest of the mattral levemytypically sivpes
dowavard Ly oy er triple that ratio, dwe to levee- and drduinge-induced soil subéidence.
Toe degree of sinkage over the fast two centuries isgpvealed 1iisther whed Bouligny
pumted qatitow colonial New, Orleans experiencetistorm surges ‘rom lallesPontchar-
‘rain ans Borgne:

*Nhen the southerly Winds swell the lakes, Ve waters usully cémérnear
the houses which; 're situated on the banls of the rivis, For this«2ason and
because of the lag'c.of fresh water, the baliz, of thoScTakes arefiiut inhabit-
able.!*

That wind«>lown lake water refgulaily appréashed the rear of the French Quaj-
ter indicates the eXtent to which presencwday lake{ide New (iricuns comprised a saline
marsh that communicated liberally wsitthgulf witters.“Had he lake formed an e&ithen
rim at its edgel zstwas erected overfa Sentury lati, thos¢ fiizes would have pievented
surges from 1€3=hing the city. But #lyos¢ very nir-madeharriers (plus drainage appara-
tus) causedth&marsh to subside,ii places by ¢ rer ten tees. The fact that rougitly half of
modern NetwOrleans falls belo/mzea level is an anthraps genic condition c:¢a’ed over a
century e Bouligny wrote luafeport. 110 landsmapehe witnessed—I¢w ind flat as it
wasgay entirely above sea level.

A good geographer, Bouligiy #dvised, on the “many advanfages gained from
the slope which the land has toward & interie=™{ T Jhere are some places,” he pointed
out, “where the land is somewhat higher ani cipable of cultivati¢n,presumably a ref-
erence to the Metairie and Ger:ill; ridges. “[1]t would be adyéntageous to establish
some families there in order to 2 closer to and in sight of the Ehglish who cross the
lake.'** Additionally, the topcgrphic slope allowed “constructisg mills on both banks,”
to exploit “the immensity®f tite woods in all that country” ({ich a sawmill operated on
present-day Elysian Fiel&a/Avenue throughout the Spanseh c¥lonial era, powered by di-
verted river water. “[O]pening canals to communicate wich the lakes which are behind
the city” would, he ¢yranued, “facilitate the transportation of lumber and products
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from the interior lands.” Thatadvice was taken two decades later, when Spanish Gov-
ernor Hector Carondeletsaraered a canal excavated to connect the city with Bayou St.
John and the lake. Boul 2ny/ilso noticed that “when the river is high, it gives a certain
dampness to the fields” and enhances their arability, particularly for rice cultivation.'*

Lilke Pittmarg=houligny observed the area’s/housing stock, focusing on farps
and plant&@¥ion housesiiear New Urleans rather thali'sity structures. He characterized
them as

comfortadle, relativeity the climate which phevails there. All have a very
broafv covered galiéty or balcony which surrounds them to guard against
the stmang heat s€summer, and all the r¢gs have chimneys for shelter frfi
winuanwhich onldlys can also be rough.

Thihousegmre ivade with wood, Flick, and lime, in the stly/ &of this Gaist.
The kitchfigare separated from thellouses about twentpipaces. Belimall
of the houvgs, particularly in the(chuntryside, there ighaygarden ot/ igerta,
which (I'nJst all cultivate thefuaselves, helped by their children‘and the do-
mefucsy,.. This garden providestthem with all the v/ oevdbles & truit they
canastume, and many oftfern send the surplus4isell in [New Orleangy
wsoecially those closest to 1t!

All the houses are aboutthirty of forty paces distant from the edge of flagriv-
a1 because the peoplfale thus happier, an/i beause of thiy ease witligiich
‘hey embark and dise.ttbark since everything transpartea hy wat=r./

It is interesting’hat Bouligny descsibld ertain(icyal architiyture traits, which
were predominantly TreiiCh Creole and WesyIndian aathistim®; ag “in the style of thif
‘Svanish] Court” In.ivs!, Spanish urbantsciitecturgwaild nochasintroduced en mgsys
ato the Francophoticity until after the'2794 firepand nevig really took hold in rurdX
Louisiana.

Capt. Philip Pittman and Francisco Eouligny, repasenting two coloniai're-
gimes new to Iiwisiana and at oddowith eaclibther, migl tinave crossed pathidiring
their respectiz’c/deployments. ApHzrpntlyigmmen tegk well to their Louisifna assign-
ments: the {grname Pittman endures amyna/che pgpulation of the Floridy Farishes;
Boulignyrior his part, “marri:d’a Jrench,girl and stayed” in New Orlearitytadiiering the
illustregrs Houligny lineage, prorninentrin local ociaty to this day.'*

Despite differences in languagd)’ culture,and agendas, their 1&wrnal descrip-
tions t&gether form a comprehensivesCyewitriyss geography of citza- 770 New Or-
leans.



Urbanizing the Landscape 131

AN

Antecedent Cadasters, Antecedent Axes

The influeisce of old wlantatiops, railroads, and cdais on the modern streetscape.

Glanciig,at a maj i New Orleans, sty€ets seem to emerge from a nebé!sus
mid-chescen{ prigin and(ratiiate outwardly towdid the arching river, like blafies'in a
haiiFeld fape/iewed fsami'the perspective ¢i'the river, the effect resemblds (e skele-
tan bf a sinuves snake Lsw¢ map, “The Antesedent Cadaster”). Deeply influcntiul in the
eyperiencof the city tae radiating patteradiappened neither,by chanceynor by plan.
I s antegader: is a {adustral (land parcelin ) system developed innorth-ceniral Eumane
arouna the end d.ithe first millenniund.

The lo{zicbehind the systen{Tacompelling. Given (%) a valeea iinear révaurce
at i, end fusyally a waterway o:.a Toad), (2) unprosuctive la. A at the d-he- end
(#hatshes or 1@untains), and (3}/1¢tile land in betweein{natuls! levees orValley bot-
%ms), onsan maximize the numper of farms enjoy g accesgsta the valmed tesource
Uyselingading the fertile land\nt¥ narrow strips. Zxcess width &ininishes (e number
of farms cleated, while insu/iyient depth deprifesfome fariys of accels th the water-
way or twad. The surveying i narrow, long parcel of land thus alldcated two scarce
reSearces—accessibility«nd arability—optimally.'*

It was primarily the French who transfrred t!e vraditiof: Ld'the New World.
The “long lot” system 2mived officially to Lgitisiana wiipe, tile (rowgn, exasperated wit!
srly generous land &¢ncessions grantedhto certaifl cGionists, Sepulated in the Edidy
of October 12, 1714 that land delinedtionccur “nthe prodartion of two to four ar-
pents front by foras#0 sixty in depth.”*%,Surveyors'essd the umic arpent to measu'e the
cadasters (pargals), which equates tgul 80 Frenc s fret (191595 American feet)dineally
and 0.845 Amecican acres superficially. Settlersfwere alio#zd riverside or bay¥e-side
land usually¢pinning two to eigal Lrpenfs duface (faintdge arpents), and ~xtending
back to thi: 5\vamp by forty omeiglity arpowts deper(dig on the width of ¥e natural
levee.'!

Ry the 1720s, most riverine lalifmear e @Orleans had beenyaelineated into
arplut oased long lots. Straight portigns of the riveryielded neat rectangular long lots;
where tiie river meandered, lots divarg®d on the sonvex side and convarged on the con-
cave side, forming a radiating patte:n of elongateditriangles or trapgzoids.

Jesuit Father du Poissoft ajscribed s state of land distrilstion and develop-
ment in and around New Orl&sn 1727:

[L]and granted by«he Gompany of the Indies to a primste’individual [or]
partnership, for tiinurpose of clearing that land and“asking it valuable,
is called a “cond®ion.” [TThe concessionaries arespthivgentlemen of this
country, [who, when they departed for Louisiatis]/ equipped vessels and
filled them witiyeperintendents, stewards, storekeepers, clerks, and work-
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men of various trades,with provisions and all kinds of goods. They had to
plunge into the woodiyto set up cabins, to choose their ground, and to burn
the cane-brakes/ind v ees....

A smaller portiqn of land granted by the Company is called a “habitation.” A
mbx vith his Wi Cor his partner clears a little grogind, builds himself a house
O1¥our piles, covers it vi b sheets of bark, and piwats corn and rice for his
provisions; £hé nextgzeainhe raises a little mora,tor food, and has also a field
o1 tobaccolif at last ke Succeed [sic] in haviio faree or four Negroes, then
he is oucwfhis difficiit’es..... [Blut how mfényjof them are as nearly beggars
as wiyen they begén:

A dstrict whele there are several havlntions not far from one anot. er,

which make £ sCit of Village, is called a s)ttlement. Besides the concessionar-
iachnd the habitants, there are also/n tiis country people ¥iighave no.other
\ccupatigrithan that of roving about/.. .'$

In tim®,/cncessions and habitations became plantasions divd tarms ot vasyving
sizfsypnd tlle agrarian civilizationeqf the Louisiana delty, long lownand all, fsdribed
ittelr into the Gelta alluvium.

£00r the 1788 fire leveled most of New O1'fahs, depmnd for pyw fand put
viessureoii“adjacent plantati¢ns.Starting with tiie,Gravier farnily, which“wabdivided
.ts plaptation into Faubourg™Cte. Marie soon #iterthe blazg, planterstndependently
consjaescd whether they couid make more moneyContinaing 11 agri-uiture, or by de-
veld ning their plantationt for residential livings

One by one, o7¢imany years, owflers €ventua'ly ‘nade tl:¢ decision to devel-
Gprand hired surveyo:o¢o design and lay ofiigtreet griti, Uf cfursq, those grids had t<
ZCiiform to the limits ofcheir client’s propesty. The ubper and lowe! limits of the plan(d:
tion usually becamaytite bordering stréets of the nensubdivisian, the middle was often
reserved for a broad<r avenue, and all other areas b&laine sigad@reets and house lots!

Whergsthe river ran straightand the <hutting plantations formed elgizpated
rectangles (suctias below Elysian Fields Aven(i2)) orthogoail street networks fictieatly
into the antededent cadaster.'’ Butuptow(y, 'ihere tHoiver yawned broadly; surveyors
were forced to “squeeze” stregherils into walge-shajed plantations. Oddfigles, jogs,
and mul(rsized blocks oftefiuisilted When surveyuss forced orthogoriiystreet grids
into angw!ar cadasters.

Because of this piecemeal d¢velopment arid the lack of a central planning au-
thority, the geometry of the cololial-cia arpeniisystem became “buiacd into” the ex-
panding street network of the gréwing Amgiigan city. Although/5:ll housing density
would not occur until around 1504, most 16153 lots within the N&w Orleans crescent
had transitioned from plantatin to faubourg between 1788 ar.d the Civil War, in this
manner:
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Plantation Owners Nal o;gew Subdivision In%ti'al' Location
Subdivision
Jesuits/Gravier ubourg Ste. Marie 1788 Common roughly to
Howard P
Jesuits/Del .
Dupl. Faubourg Duplantier
rg Solet 06-10 Roughly Howard t
de La Course Felicity
de LAnnunciation ™
ourg des Religieuses 1810 Felicity to St. w
bourg (later City of), 4| . .
_m Lafayette 1813-24 ]osephlgu ip
Livaudais Faubourg Livaud. 1832 Philip and riarmony
ivaud%lassize Faubourg Delasi 1834 Harmo Toledano
ilt Faubourg Plai 1807 Toled:

Faubourg D se

Eoey

FaubourgSoseph

Faubomouligny

@urg Avart

eale/
den/

icker

Q{ickerville

Hurstville 4 w 1

eton/Hurst
w ower Bloomingdate
eBreton/Avart/ Bloomingd \ & Line” to “Upper
Green S Bloomingdale Line’
“Upper Bloomin
Boré/Burthe BurtheA 185 Line” to Expos
Q Boulevae_
Q|
” Nez;@vide n :371; S{
Fonteno@cher now on P es Expositi alnut
nd Loyola 1879;
Q ersiti& puses in
O 94-1910
on/Foucher/ , & Wal o Lowerline
ie/ Green Green 1836 o Freret
) A Freret to swamp, from
Derbigny/LeBreton F&g Q 1837 ql nut to Lowerline
LeBreton/Macarty 1833 y. owerline to river

texture of uptown New
first, but ubiquitous on

suddenly terminate

in a

s. Clues to its influenc
iscovered. The system expl
T,” forcing motorists to see

9

ay defines the urban
d; they are obscure at

)
e%y certai

ernative routes to proceed.

n uptown streets

It explains why narr(mssy slivers split occasional streets, and why structures built
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thereupon are shaped like New; York’s Flatiron Building. It also explains why driving
in a straight line on a rizar-purallel street (St. Charles Avenue, Prytania, etc.) above
Lee Circle means you a e dr ving within an old plantation, while turning your steering
wheel ever so slightly means you're crossing an old plantation line: most bends in river-
parallel upfowi streetg=hrrespond to old long-lot plamtation lines.

Angle ! Iniersegtio.: Muygnidude of Historim! Significance of Intersection (yeat
with & Charles Ava e Angle's* in icates time of subdivision)

Boilndéry between LAnnunciation plantat an”
welicity Citeet % degrees (1807 dnd Ursuline Nuns property (1809, - once
paroximate upper edge of Jesuits plafitision.

Bouiary between Ursuline Nuns prop it/ 1809)

St. Andrew Street i 8 degrees and Panis plantation (1813).
Plilip Dreet S degrees Boundary between P/ nispropertyg™h13) and

Livaudais gfantation (1632 )

P'wsant/Toledyno Toledano separates Delusize proj def 7 (cirge 1833)

&y

Street 10 degreesfag and Wjltz Plantation {807).
"— 3 N Amelia separate Oulachaise piintation (18\'_5 and
oucher) o diia/ . . L
) 14 degle X Faubourg St. 163aph poisinn of Avart planiation
Peniston Street
: (1849)!
'_ r — — -
Rordeana)® pperline/ 1 Upperlingsep@ates Bouli sy’ plantation (/. 834) and
i ~Pp 31alegrees ) , Y :
Y ROMwct Street FaubousgAvalt portion of Avart plehitaion (1841).
Nt “Blotmif gdale LER™ hetweefleoilore and
Nadhwille/Eleonore/ State) separatesHlrstplantaticli {girca 1833) and
10 degrees . . : N .
State Street the/s'@»mingdale plrtion of thwAvart plantation
(1836)
| ' Boundary/Spswedn Gleenyille portion of the |
Lowerline Street | 5 degrees FlutCher plantaion (1838 ,ar 1 Macarty plantatiopsm,|

( I
~ 1833). /

r_
I

It may seem paradoxical th&e rbitrard and cryplic cadastral patterns &fen
have a greater (r.d longer-lasting imbact on citzscapes th{u. Jnassive structures of Hrick
and mortar. (5% buildings are subject to the eisinents @ind, the whims of their owners,
whereas czlnsiral systems are“inscribed (n le jal andspdlitical realms and.a1¢ rooted
deeply infuiidamental natiofa! Philosgphies. Excapting revolutionary ghai‘ges of gov-
ernmant,‘aidastral patterns usullly endir® undfijynew administration{ ard continue
thei/ihprint upon the landscape. The Fiahch arplat system persisted €sen when Span-
ish adiinion replaced the French, aad ’Amerigan replaced the Spafusy. Its geometry
survived after plantation agricultuge geve way o Jubourgs, and faubourgs became ur-
ban neighborhoods.

The term arpent aboundssin historical documents of fGsner French colonial
regions of North America, and ocasionally appears today in rgpl éstate signs and trans-
actions. French long-lot fiel(5«ind farms persist in eastern.Cuhada, the Great Lakes
region, the central Mississiypt Valley, and most famouslythitsighout the Francophone
region of Louisiana. Tho¥3Jong-lots are all gone from/New Orleans proper, but their
ancient geometrical rationale affects the daily life of Citizens today, testifying to the
significance of the anty/edent cadaster.
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While antecedem’Cadastres influenced the street pattern in the nineteenth-
century rives side of New Orleans, antecedent transportation axes affected the urban
design of theitwentiefin centurymreas near the lake.

“the relatiye’y unfefuile Wilty-clay swamps ©ad marshes north of the Metglyia
and Genilly ridges remained¥argely uncultivate/l a\d undeveloped during histezical
timeg: Vet they i2ad to be d:dsled to access Lak¢"Pontchartrain, which communidated
with e cod#ul cities of bitoxi, Mobile, and Peiisacola and the abundant na ural re-
soudsis acrgemthe lakesMuddy Bayou Road and twisting, log-strewn Bayou€t. John
provided thiswCeess frarirl 718 until 1794, shen the Carondelet Canal (laten©:d Basin
Unnal) wadexcavatelats connect the cityniade efficiently with the bayou.f too proved
thadequate tor the ordwing city; a betted, ixter, river-lake connfistion wasineeded

Two colipeting responses wi2je launched. In 182", aowntqgWwh, invesiqrs -
stalled ah early(znfoad between the(raubourg Marigny anahe lakeéwlong whattanow
Elysom riellts Ayenue. With no redsoni whatsoever to ¢hisign a cu.we in the {zadkbed,
the rontcharain Railroad penftiyted the wide-open“hackstzamp with (& perfectly
swpaight sodeh-to-north line, a trajectory traceable tg aarvmill gemal first djsg,by planta-
o owgerClaude Joseph Villary Dubreuil aroufid, 1750 (see 2/ Irip Acrou the Back-
swamp,

“Iwo years later, upidwn bankers also sévking Isrative tralie“opportunities
fuliviad the excavation of yhat came to be called,the New Rasin Caiil, Starting with a
tu’nifig basin at the present-day Loyola/Julia intersection /ind an (1.¢te at the Metairie
Ridge, this waterway, fisance also ran straighi? porthwiit!ly to the lgke (see Scoring and!
J0uring the Land).(11i€se two transportation corriffors inscrib® iitial axes into 2
city’s otherwise vaaqnt lakeside marsht

As variotwdrainage systems ware attemni&luring tie 1850s-70s and {inaily
(successfully) jegthe 1890s, outfall ganals such (is.fne 17%.Stieet, the Orleans, g the
London Avenucsivere excavated—agwin with pérfectly straight, south-to-north g€ome-
tries—to rer.{Qr e water pumped {411 low'splis in th&niadle of the crescert, Munici-
pal drainage aiowed New Orlmans o exparn'sif the 1iveyside natural leveefarid into the
lakeside fgwlands, but not bt re/engiri®ars and survayors laid out streetetworks and
parcels far new homes. Planners were fictprally/n¢ited to survey newsneighborhoods
wit!llin' this existing framework of railfdaas, navigation canals, adjacenssitell roads, and
drainage canals. In this manner, afitecetient axejinfluenced the ortliagonal street grid
of the lakefront, just as antecedent\cadastergaec.ed the radiatingystreets of the river-
front.

The tendency contiritad,into the twentieth century, vi)¢n the Inner Harbor
Navigation (Industrial) Caralfjvas excavated (1918-23) irl ‘aStern Orleans Parish.
Planners laying out the mo&esn suburbs of New Orleans E¢sy'in the 1950s-70s aligned
many of their street grids ) tiie axis established by the InGustrial Canal.

Like the arpent-baséd sugar plantations in upt{:w, the Pontchartrain Railroad
and the New Basin (@gtre both disappeared, rendered obsolete by progress and re-
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moved in 1932 and 1950, respustively. Yet their imprint remains, influencing how New
Orleanians live in, drivesahowt, and experience their city every day. They show how
seemingly arcane landstape decisions made ages ago proceed to shape cityscapes and
human lives for centurjes to come.

AN —

Avchitetiiral Chrone.agy, 1700s to 200Cs
A brief history ofstylistic phases

Architdciural styles arrived byShip to this port city, father likeé®qsuions in
clofiiing, to be successively/di&ped on the same rersisting 4d cvolving
[stiuchs al] bodies.'ss

£o vrrote the late Malgalm Heard in his 199@,architect{ara! guide(H iich Quar-
‘er Mantal. Indeed, styles phaswin and out gradmaliyythrough the adoftipn of earlier
aesthej raits, the modific tich of others, and he /atrodu=t:in of naw Chaes. Demar-
catiggwhis continuum into discrete eras is therefore abau(t av subjediie as classifying
thesstyles themselves.

In his 1966xputtcation The Vieux Carré—A_Guteral Statoshent, Bernard Le
marin identified the (aisjoric architectuzal‘fbases of'ths Frer:h ( uarter as Colonial
Deriod (1720-1803),, Early Federal Périaa®(1803-:225), Antebellum (1825-1860):
Paleotechnic (early Jadustrial age architesture, 12501900)( aird Modern.'* Tha,ar-
chitectural historians behind the infreetial Plénand Prejzam for the Preservaies of
Vieux Carre (126) delineated the r1aj¥r stylistic eras as J1&nch and Spanish Colc nial;
Transitional/S#yles (1803-1835) 5reek Revistl (182941850); Ante-Bellygm Period
(1850-1862: Later Victorian Fesiod (18¢2-1$00); ana Twentieth Century.' *The late
Lloyd Vogt, ¥rchitect and aufn¢ ©pf the classic New, CelZans Houses: A Howla'Watcher's
Guided 1324), categorized styledpopular tirough@ut New Orleans (not{usi the French
QuafQr) 1nto the following periods:

Colonial Period (1718-1803,): Frencl‘islonial style

Postcolonial Period (1805*:830 s, (reble style

Antebellum Period (1820.1862): Greek Revival

Victorian Period (186241900): Gothic Revival, Italiarite, Second Empire,

Eastlake, Bracket, Qi#cen Anne, and Richardson Roinaiesque styles

e  Early Twentieth®{1580-1940): Georgian Colopia /R:vival, Neoclassical Re-
vival, Tudor Réuival, Bungalow style, and Spapigh Colonial Revival

e  Modern Period (1940-Present): Internationdi/:d Suburban Ranch styles's®
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Two additional ar¢hivectural trends may warrant inclusion in the above chro-
nology. Post-Modernispm=tive incorporation of eclectic historical ornamentations
into the facades of Inté:nat onalist designs—arrived famously with Charles Moore’s
influential Piazza d’Italia monument (1978) in the CBD, followed by a number of sky-
scrapers an/1 Gther strggetares built in the 1980s. Recent years have also witnessed alg
cal embraCesf revivea nistorictl/nbuse styles and tyfciagies. Designing new structured
to resen bic'outwai !y’ theisglimeighbors has beempracticed in the French Quartcr a:
least siitee the €08, but gntextualizing them 1iwfillage-like New Urbanist se(tinfs,
withinorcheg, minimum setback distances, cl¢se/proximity to neighbors, si¢ewalks,
anfi yeen spacdpdid not'wuzive to New Orleans until the early 2000s.

Toldaiz, the Cilys premier exampisot New Urbanism is the River /5arden
miked-ingome housingjcomplex built on(thy) former St. Thomas projects site, which
e/ nbodiewsistel-cglared New Orleans-fiyle designs and orfiatirentatiqaah Public re-
sponee'to the “fai’x Tnubourg” ranges frem adoration amongimany resiaeiis, to arbi/-
aleng@yithin thhistorical preservatiowist community, te oudtright I64thing v thany
acadeilzs arghitedts and planners.

Aftye Eurricane Katrinasmany neighborhoos asSociations‘and hausing de-
verupersén the flooded region en'traced the philosfihy of NevwwUrbanisia—to the
chajrin of Misdernists, who regiat the notion of “predaription” {nd intelle(t/1:ily “going
hack” irihistory rather than engaging new concapts and challenges. Telisipn between
the twid sthools underscored nluch of the neigithor 100d plamiing agtiyutmand demo-
litiof/maconstruction controversies of the postdiluvian,Zears. It rdiivins to be seen
whetiitr a “New Urbanist reriod”—or for thétiy atter, a#“Rost-Pogmmodern Modernist
Peridd”—will warrant iislusion in New Ozleans’ chroii@ogies of Wichitectural style
Tt aoes seem likely that/ruture architectura’Yistoriaid avill reiogrize a “Post-Katrina
Reriod” for the thot.iands of manufactiited iomes, ¢ioen buildings,” revived historic(!
forms, and functi(na) structures that hgvéwrisen sinc jhe st{rm. Regardless of styistic
variations, most postdiluvian houses $ix.¢ a certauarchitet sural trait that dates bavk to
the Colonial Piridd, only to have befn 10olishbsapandon( ¢ Vuring the Moderr: Pe iod:
raised const;uion on piers.

Insysoarse sense, the geaoraphy {sso¢ ated witirthistorical architectinul eras is
quite simplc¥ Earlier styles ple; Opninated in the origasi city (and stilldoj<nd as the
city spreat/it did so with styles fopulap.duding t/ias developmental perid. A faubourg
creafel in"the early 1800s probably boisls Creciyand Greek Revivalistyles; a 1920s
neigticarhood usually hosts a fair, shire of burgalows and Spanish [Kevival villas; and
a post-World War II subdivision li*zerjrabountis=.y slab-at-grade ranch houses. Having
a good architectural eye in New,Qrieans in>ars also having a falv'stnse of the devel-
opmental history of the city, its wapographic elevation, its soilg®asd hydrology, and its
cultural and ethnic fabric: the layers are correlated. Complic#jing these relationships,
of course, is the fact that elavxi1ldings in old neighborhoods ‘¥itentimes get replaced
with new ones with new Jsyles. Such complexificationgoiitscan argue, is healthy; it
enriches the cityscape.

Also complicating these historical trends and pitterns is the damage and de-
struction wrought by ¥Atrina’s floodwaters (see map, “Threatened Historical Architec-
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ture”). Where will new neightarhoods arise? Will they look like the past, or something
wholly new? Will they epsichithe cityscape?

The two essayt that follow focus on the 1710s through 1860s, when the city
made its most significant contributions to the architecture heritage of this nation.

\AN_JT—

Avchitectural Geography, 1710s to 1810s

Spatia. diffusio’) and dispersions oi"sarly New Orleans architecvyze

Alchite¢ui¥ speaks to cultur@ngeography in thre€ Wways. The appearaniz( bf
certalifytyles ofymologies in a new placE sheds light on thit 10cale’s coitiiral searrcore-
gions aud eyternal diffusion patterrs.‘€econdly, a style’s soavial disigibulion witiin that
placyinfornis,os. internal historigal, seographical, demordphig, economicmnd social
fordes. Finally, building materials ad architectural tr{its pftentimenreflect adaptations
tolaregiolis atural resources (@ad, environmental coiditions. '

Nearly all mid-eighteeiith-century Newy@uleans structures exhipnd a Franco-
West Indian style describecwariously as “FrencinyChlonial™e¥FrenginC 1¥ole.” Traits
ingladd a single princip#l story raised upon piers, largw Houble-pitciied pavilion-like
rogf, broad wooden gallegies supported with ¢.4ucate colSinades agfyt\balustrades, exte-
rioiStaircases, and wallstriade of brick or mad mixed yatiimogs(bossillage) set withir!
1 19ad-bearing skeletin bf timbers. Center Cliimneys, (Flench ('oo’s and shutters, and
wlack of hallways alidiclosets characterized interiors. 2 Englishman who visited Nets
Orleans in 1765-¢9 e tplained that “thejgetteral playg:uilditio 11 the town, is witletim-
ber frames filled up with brick...” Tiis distindav} brick“Catween-post construction,
often covered \ith clapboards, pretails throughout eight:eefith- and early-nincte/nth-
century stru/:hfles still standing t¢oay. He gopiiiued,

mo# of the houses aje hat of one floor, raiseciabbut eight feet from s
vtdand, with large gaili=ifs rouna¥hem, and e cellars under theaidprs
‘evel with the ground; it is impo/s; &} to hiive @iy subterraneous builaigs,
as they would be constantly fullof water.!®

These galleried residence{reiiected a housing arrangement more suited to ru-
ral or semi-rural conditions; tha#italso prémiied in early New Qcllans attests to the
nascent city’s village-like state

Four interrelated hygatheses have been offered on tiisgenesis of Louisiana’s
Creole architectural heritage,_Ghe popular proposition holdgtuat it was “invented” lo-
cally as a rational adaptatic o the environment. Many puop:€ embrace this determin-
istic hypothesis for its cleaitand causative explanations;/ri javy rains explain steep roofs.
Waterlogged soils capse raised construction. Hot weathdwleads to breezy galleries.'®!
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Undoubtedly there is some1ush to these relationships, but evidence indicates that, in
general, cultural antecedents tave weighed more heavily than independent invention in
the appearance of archilzctual traits. Only later are they modified locally according to
environmental and practical limitations. Note, for instance, the counterintuitive pres-
ence of gall>117d housgea frigid French Canada, or the,Spanish use of flat roofs in rainy
New Orl¢ans. “That tuii-blown'Crfole galleried houfct. . were being built only a doze:
or so yaars“after,ccihriization Uegan,”'®* pointed gt jonathan Fricker, also casts Ueri-
ous d¢ulst on theiVentioniyypothesis. Unless thoyiglean intriguing new constri aiibn
techs igues from ndtives, pioiieering settlers in rigky, unforgiving frontier envirguiinents
gefteiylly embrane “knowng” and eschew experintentation, particularly in a higu'stakes
eideavor likz bbhme colalt uction. They are fixgre likely to carry on what thilir f¢ -ebears
taught them, modify(ngithose traditions t¢ ne¢w conditions and tastes only as time pro-
g/ esses, @whw knomdledye is gained, and s sisk declines.

Avsecond: 1pothesis views Lgpisiana Creole archit®sture as 4 Gescenddn: Uf
Canatiyn housguderived from the Noriiandy region of Erante, moaiied in the West
Indies"tnd Jsuisiina to reflect locfivaeeds. This proposithan suggasiithat Cevole ar-
chithsture ciffused down the Mississippi Valley. A relaieanhypgothesis emphasiZes the
devivation, of Louisiana Creole hcises directly from(Fance, particularly “7armandy,
as-1bing(est importance to thmymodifications madeby Canalfliai's and TVert Indians,

nd eveiless to local environniwntal conditions,

2 fourth and favord liypothesis sees Cseo'e architaciure (ppsticelarly its sig-
natul®ygallery) as an extrastion from a West Indian cultusal nitlieu, infidwnced by a wide
rapge Uf European, African,%and indigenous t{={ulions (gesticularlmthe Arawak Indian
Ro/id hut). The appearalsce of galleried houses throughowt the £ari¥oean—not solel;
‘n_krench colonies Eiit 'n Spanish andBritien ones'as/well, (s eacly as 1685—Ileads
advocates of this hy pothesis to de-emphasiZe the Frenach rgle in the origin of Creola
architecture. Whie underlying Frenchan&Frencl C/ adiantho ise types were brgaioht
to the New Orleans region by formerCunadiafis,the foutiders and early settlerswlso
brought with (kieln significant Wedt 1iidian genuributicasjund modification’ which
were locallyfafyred to taste and ied by latei=generafins. This hypothesis suggests
that Creolgpechitecture diffuse€di the Nlissi sippi Validy from the Caribkeal, rather
than down :Yom Canada or/d;€ptly from France. sm#aropologist JayeDeas0orn Ed-
wardswictscd this West Indian,“Creole intitence’Opnsequential enough'to ivarrant the
inclifsiyn of the Caribbean region as ‘aidther 1 or cultural hearth {iy the domestic
architisture of eastern North Amerita.7along vith England, Francd, Spain, Germany,
Holland, and Scandinavia.'®®

Frenchman Pierre Clémant'de Kuissit, the prefect whi/rfluctantly handed
over Louisiana to the Americans¥s'1803, might have agreed with*Sdwards’ statement.
Wrote Laussat in his memoirg,

I imagine that Saint-Lmingue was, of all our coloniel infthe Antilles, the
one whose mentglify aid customs influenced Louisiarinthe most. Frequent
intercourse existed U¢tween the two, [and many] {xil !s from the island pre-
fer Louisianagarafuge.'®*
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Irish traveler ThomatwAshe, writing in 1809, also viewed New Orleans as a
component of the West Iaaren/Caribbean region. “The merchandize for the Missis-
sippi is exactly similar ti, tha_ of the West India trade—the race of people being nearly
the same, and the climate not essentially differing.”'*® It follows reasonably that archi-
tectural tralt) nd tradithns diffused throughout thatgsultural region.

TWhatever jts origin, this) first-generation” (Cigole tradition prevailed in New
Orleang even after Ua2in astgnied dominion in thedaté 1760s, because the inhabitusits
remaifice,FrangeeC ribbeacin their culture and tizadiew Spanish rulers did not argrs-
sivelsseek to,change this But population growth 2nd urban development increavingly
rer{ayed thesevsructurésinadequate, wastefnl ofispace—and dangerous. Quer &thou-
sand were dstioyed by :Ie great conflagrations of 1788 and 1794, and alihost/all oth-
erssuccumbed over fnyyears to decay, d{mylition, storm, and fire. Only one institu-
tibnal exts \le surpiwes voday from the Elen<h colonial era (the/@ld Ursiglithe Convent,
designdd 1745, chiiipleted 1753), whilp,rerhaps the best ekvmple of it tarly Oreote
residgmsial struggare (Madame John's, Legacy, 1788), remdinsvat 632 Zu maina, Stweet.
The, reéitarkalle clica-1780s OssortnHouse (913 Gov. IWiwholls)se=id havedseen an
eaullly fine‘yxariple were it not for tite later modificaticin of its hip roof to agadie.

After the 1794 fire, the 'Szinish colonial adftinistraticivdecreed vew build-
in'y rodes| lovking to their owpstraditions to foster wsturdier {rbin envilca'hent (see
Transfot.wation by Conflagration). Wood was disaanrdged in favor of briCi) steep roofs
went (tuin favor of flat origently sloping onuy, brick-betwsain-postavaiis were cov-
ered(with stucco; woodemshingles were replaced with clay/tues. Othér Epanish features
unrelated to fire safety asc¥mpanied the pevsiriits, syelhyas arched Gpenings on the
growiid floor, pilastens, Ui Conies, and courtyards. The teiifad gasdeird and wooden gal
‘eries of a French villae¢ gave way to the nitssive starl svalls aad ¥ rought-iron balca-
aies of a Spanish cit),v"As such structuréyproliferatea;wrotearchitect Malcolm Hear!
“the physical chalacjer of the Quartey evlved a:cordlinglyl—ine influence of pasth-
ern French building traditions, transrzitizd to s¢ni) degree shrough the cold Canadian
provinces, war adfin favor of the mare Meditersnean foi'm.spof the Spanish.”'*‘Deriva-
tions of thogt4rms abound throgghout the Cdarter té&ay, but surviving eyamples of
pure SpaniginColonial Style ar€ ancomme n. T venty-fveedifices—about anc'of every
hundred huiidings in the Qulr & —exhibit this stylépst which twentystwavere built
in theSpa’sish colonial era (all aiter 1789). Wost #14 lodsely clustered within two blocks
of th€Toulouse/Royal intersection, pluliin Chaiizes from St. Louis t&St. Ann. Of the
three'hat postdate the Spanish years;twb are quite famous: the Old {ibsinthe House at
240 Bourbon, built in 1806, and the Girod (Napieon) House at S00 Chartres, built in
1814, with a wing dating to 1797

Spain would control Ness'Orleans for only a few yeafSafter its architectural
style finally gained a foothold. siiter the Spanish dons depasad in 1803, but before
Anglo-American culture cam{to predominate, New Orleanianotound themselves with
an amalgam of architectura’traditions and building skills,scias by way of France, some
by way of Spain, others & ;,Canada, the West Indies, Afiica, Latin America, and else-
where. From this admixture emerged what may be calic,"second-generation” Creole
style. Traits include Spinish-style arched openings, stucco-covered walls and stucco
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entablatures with moldings a®seep hip roof, narrow wrought-iron balcony, unadorned
windows, multiple storiessatiénarrow passageways between buildings. While only two
or three specimens of the 1 reviously discussed eighteenth-century “first-generation
Creole” structures suryive in the French Quarter, about 740—roughly one of every,
three extar(c siructuregs) the district—exhibit this spphsequent architectural style thas
is also calied Creole ( the 600 0/ock of Royal Strfcwis replete with fine examples.)
Dating anainly froridtlie 1820s%nd 1830s, this tradition exhibits an indigenous /v
Orleafistook agel=clsign thayharks back to coloniw!antecedents, but with local (nofli-
ficatiyns’andwvariations. Awisitor from Edinbur gh/n 1828 recorded his impressiens of
thi$ Jisyscape 1interms thiaswould resonate with & first-time visitor today:

[What strugiegis most [about New™®rleans] were the old and narrow
stigets, the hightnouses, ornamenteawith tasteful cornicesyiron balcoies,
and | nany btier circumstances pectlitr to towns in France 2hd Spairiaid

pointingsut the past history of ciw city fated to changde 1% mastessso of-
167

ten

Grigefr |, smooth simplicitypuninterrupted by cltttering detuil, typificd these
seand-generation, Spanish-influeh ed Creole styles,

I eaitiful as they werestheir days were nurtiered as nelv political{ ¢ernograph-
ic, and ¢ltural waves swept inde New Orleans atthe Wawn of the ninete€lith century.

ArchiteCtural Geogiraphy, {810s tG1860s

Spatia patterns of New'Orieans’ aistadillum architecture

The/Afiglo-Americans tri€¥iing inte Now Orleditnatter the Louisiang Purchase
at first con/gumed to the local arehitectur ] tre litionsshaving little choice hutto move
into existing"structures or hi‘e/Gpal builders to builawthat they knew.«Soi< adjusted
and mqai<d their structures, bt existing Stylesahd fypologies general v rersisted.'*®

When the emigrant trickle grevito a tort“at in the 1810s and*'820s, the new-
comeinincreasingly brushed aside 14g2! architectural traits in favo( oi'their own im-
ported concepts—and their own grcititects. riacithey arrived a generation or so ear-
lier, they might have brought withethem tlieclalsical styles that Watéall the rage in the
North and upper South at that f1:a<, such as Georgian, Federal fassl what is now called
Jeffersonian Classicism.'®” Byt ariiving as they did in the early,1800s, the Americans
preferred the latest architectuia! fad sweeping the Northeast: tile aesthetics of ancient
Greece.

The earliest knovin surviving structure in Loyishand with a prominent Greek
trait (Doric columns) is the circa-1814 Thierry House at 721 Gov. Nicholls Street, de-
signed by twenty-one-ji_ar-old Henry Latrobe and Arséne Lacarriére Latour. Latrobe’s
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father, the famed English-boie architect Benjamin Latrobe, first introduced Greek
styles (not to mention Philacelphia bricks and other Northeastern stonework and mill-
work) to New Orleans {1 18)7-09, when he designed and built the Custom House for
the recently arrived U.S. government.'”’

Witiin a fevgsiars, Greek Revival spread thzoughout the city and region-
on plantétan houses, townhdyses, storehouses, chitages, and (later) even shotgui
houses.Crcole-infieariced anciied doorways weresmqviaced with squared-off opentr s
and ik “keglecil” entratizes; side and center twidways appeared to provide(vidre
domistic privacy; vrick “iacxarches” went out'n favor of heavy granite lintels: Stacco
enfashatures with moldifigs,gave way to attic win€ows and dentils. On plantatioivhous-
espdelicate (ol¢nnadel (iyappeared for mastive classical columns. Creoleirchitecture
gave way fo Greek Révijal as Creole cultufe 1hlinquished to American.

ek Repisar formed the first/haior American arckitoptural cgaisibution to
New«Qtleans, visloiwtoday on hundredy, ot French Quarteyizuctures divd thoudahis
throyghout the@itv. Georgian, Federal. wiid Jeffersonian Classicism, oiviFe other itand,
are rartiin the Quarter and citywidg, s are Gothic and ¢Geer NogtheiJtern styles that
“puig¢s2d” thama) or wave of Anglossetilement in Louisizha."Only eighteen extautstruc-
tuies in the Quarter exhibit Federd!/ Georgian, or Gofiiig styles;' Cucek Reviwal, on the
otair har'd, 7 dorns 614 structpmes, more than ong inevery fotr e ctant Qualter build-

ngs. Arizarican history, and Lowisiana’s place in jfuis Written into these rfaterns.

History is also instrilled in the histoiisal /rends #f:Treole gaersaw American
styles™reole styles (secand-generation, that is) peakediih tive 18305 When fell off pre-
cipitously, while Greek Revival hit its zenithisl rlecadesunter and /Al 6ff more gradu-
all;w'rhis architectuml Wensition from Creole to GreeniReviml cérresponds to the
1830s-40s shift of ct'tural and political,pofslr in thelclty, frtm Creole to American
alements.'”!
exhibiting both s(cohd-generation Crgoiwas wellas/Ureek Revival traits. Revealingly,
these “transitional” structures mostly"azUse prefisily whet the Creole/Americainsul-
tural rivalry p€akéd, in the late 183(s. rifterwaads, momen.¢'m swung perman(nt. y to-
ward the Anfesirans, and as it did¢Uie old solc.Hal-inspitad Creole styles deglined and
Greek Revinland other new American s vles'caught.orivAs architect Malsonn Heard
observed.| ¢ he conflicted yr¢ Z5s by, which Creslensssimilated Amesicéa/influence

It transpired gradually and*semetimes placemeal, with some townhousds

became afsliitecturally manifesiin the larg@numOhr of Creole townhoues puilt in the
FrepCi) Quarter during the 1830s.”'7

The geography of Creoles arid Jimericgns is also written inforitk. Creole cul-
ture in antebellum times was by n@nivans strics;limited to the confines of the French
Quarter, nor did Anglo-Americansreside &x:lulively above Cana Stfeet, as legend has
it. In fact, both ethnic groups (pleadnany others) could be found#iroughout the Quar-
ter, with Creoles predominating in the lower area and Anglggin the upper blocks by
Canal Street. This ethnic-gecgriphical pattern, observed by.ariumber of nineteenth-
century travelers to the citjy/see Streetscapes of Amalgamatio/drove a correlated geog-
raphy of architecture whi¥s,can be witnessed to this day™jireck Revival specimens out-
number Creole examples in the upper “American” blocxiyparticularly above St. Louis
Street, while the revelg® is true in the Creole-dominant blocks below that street. St.
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Louis Street is significant because, in 1822, the famous Creole aristocrat Bernard Mari-
gny identified it as a de faata Gividing line between American and Creole interests.'”

At the block le zel, 11e trend is even more dramatic. In the heavily American-
ized blocks between Iberville and Bienville streets, which visually resemble Manhattan
or Boston (ndre so thp=ithe lower Quarter, Greek Rayival buildings outnumber Crg
oles by afi®leven-to:one ratiof/Ful from St. Ann tg{Gav. Nicholls Street, an area that
can pas< for a squtivaza Eusqodun or Caribbean yilage, Creole structures outnun:te-
Greek{1@wvivalg's=_liore thama 2.5-to-1 ratio. Thiwdrchitectural geography is a({irfct
dese’naent of the ethnig,gedgraphies of ninetien h-century New Orleans, wtion, the
cit? Anderweintss histoiiand sometimes painful transition from a Creolepaswto an
Aerican fltur 2.

By the 185Ustand certainly by(thy) Civil War, new architectural fashions
hiitched 4m=Turopesmndaturrived lately to/America, such as ViiGpian Italiahate, finally
overwt elilied thelioeal Creole architeciypra: tradition. “[ TThealy signifiCant perid /i 5f
NewBuleans apghitecture was brought ixito jeopardy by th= [Louisiat:dl/Purchaséwnd
brongifito ammend’oy the Civil War,"wrote James Marstof Titch. “Fhaimericgmization
of e Crescant/ City has long begn Completed, at least architegturaly; and the"whole
navon isthe poorer for it.”'”* Otli¢wnew styles arrivef,Jand subscquent gefissations of
N2y Orléang architects continmed the city’s fine repatation for the buildif Jets.

The Creole tradition. owever, never tmaly revived, We are foftuhate indeed,
and ddeply indebted to piorizer preservationists, o k 2ep withizhour stemrardship (most-
ly inftiza, French Quarter, Faubourg Marigny, Faubourg Txni¥; and Baywu St. John) the
natious largest concentpation of this unique a>4 Heautifabtraditiops

F—‘\* "‘J\
Shotgun Geography;

T where and whereforepof theGauth’s malt jomous house type

v7ile architectural styiCs reprggent evey*Changing tastes and fasyioas “draped”
upols ‘tructures rather interchangeahity«typolog s,or type, refers to“the underlying
form, shape, orientation, and layout ¢a/buildiniy. Typology represen’s ‘1 philosophy of

space, a culturally-determined sente ¢f dimension”'”

reflecting the needs, wants, and
means of a structure’s builders a;=e!,owners¥ Cuitures that value frivicy often sacrifice
living space to make room forhaiways, while gregarious societissre comfortable with
rooms adjoining directly. Indiviauals with abundant means, £xd.a desire to display it,
may opt for a spacious house #pe with multiple floors andsa1iienities, while those of
humble means have to setunfor less.

Four structural (jpes account for 81 percefic/of the 2,244 street-fronting

buildings in the French Ouarter. The townhouse (comp.ising 35 percent) is a multi-
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story, three-bay brick structuiw, often with shared walls, designed for the residential
occupancy of its affluentsawiters. The storehouse (22 percent) is outwardly similar but
serves a commercial punos . on the ground floor, and may afford either residential or
commercial (including storage) use on the upper floors. The cottage (15 percent) is a
rectangulaf ¢ squareqatidential structure (lest it be an a corner, where it often serves
a retail fiffietions ag Weil), uséa’ly"one to one-andfa*half stories plus an attic, whose
rooflinalis Paralle]l Wit thembutting street. The shatoun house (9 percent) is a sin'fle,
narrow, tinear ngeie. Chtial stegcture oriented perpendicularly to the street, usually bitilt
withiworking-class'or poasoCcupants in mind. Var ations of these four structuraivypes
abfuipd: towniiwuses antstorehouses might have steep or flat roofs, balconiester gal-
lewies, or arthell or squir? openings; cottagas and shotguns might have Lip ¢r gable
x00is, brigk or wood¢n ralls, or single or ¢ouble bays. But the underlying form usually
r¢ mains e istakalle,

Ui theselty pologies, the famojspsiiotgun house stariéaalone ag tiic most tbif-
uitoysraditiopa’wernacular house tyre'in New Orleans/ant througlicat the Stuth.
FromWhengwand'how did this curiCus structure trace thifSwaxpangise_tograp'sy?

Fol'flor: holds that the tarti “shotgun house’ derives from the abjlity“to fire
bud shotythrough the front door (vid out the rear wiihout touciring a wdil, Another
sto1) claifas inat the house’s shape recalls a single;baurer shotgin, )| duplelz/.Iias resem-
bling a dhuble barrel. The term tself postdates thahowse type by many Yeaps, rarely ap-
pearir g irprint prior to thé 19)0s (though it piabally circelaled in vasnasular speech
earli€ty'” Folklorist JohnsMichael Vlach defined the typalogy of theSiiatgun as “a one-
rogm wide, one-story high Puilding with two 4 riore rgems, orientad perpendicularly
to Ul road with its fsoridoor in the gable end,” but adae® that“ot.ser aspects such ag
ize, proportion, roof ng, porches, appendayas, foundaions, trim, 7nd decoration haye
heen so variable thiythe shotgun is soinetines difiiealt tosidentify”'”® The outstand.
ing exterior chardctevistic is its elongatedushape, Gorutimel in iength-to-width patios
approaching ten-to-one. Inside, whate-Calient /5 the lack ¢ €hallways, which imuiies a
lack of privacy| Sdcupants and visitd ts ieed togpass throug irooms—including o1 vate
bedrooms—{tset to other roomy:

Saiplarly interest in thewhotgun [ ous! dates froi geographer Fred K. Tiniffen’s
research in tife 1930s on Lou/si &) folk housing, which<xplored structuraizpology as
a means J>delineate cultural regions. Debate hagnsued among cultur(! grographers,
archftdstural historians, and anthropologilts as tohe shotgun’s origing, form, function,
and a.Fusion. New Orleans shotguri nlesent ¢ special problem, fof ndwhere else are
they so common and so varied. A ruittber of Iiy} dtheses have been oftered.

Geographer William B, Znipmeyw sa v parallels betwe(n the shotgun house
and the Native Louisianian “paisactto house,” pointing out itgreytangular shape and
“high pitched gable roof ... orientcd with its greatest length pespendicular to the bayou,
path, or road”"”® Knipmeyer (ated a lineage from the structuraiform of pre-European
Choctaw huts to indigencis palmetto houses to wooden, fit=le camps and eventually
to the shotgun, which he"iewed as a fairly late developfipnt enabled by the late-1800s
lumbering trade.'® But another scholar argued that 1iigenous building types and
techniques in North ytierica, unlike those of other continents, proved “totally inad-
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equate for even the lowest l2vels of European requirements,” and were largely ignored
by colonizers beyond thesmod: rudimentary settlements.''

John Michael Wlac!! also disagreed with the Native American hypothesis in
his 1975 dissertation, noting the abundance of shotgun-like houses throughout pres-
ent-day HeitijV]1ach 4gated the essential shotgun typalogy to the eighteenth-century
enslaved (Gepulations 61 Haiti,/fb)ymerly Saint-Domfiigue, who had been removed b
slavers £omi the,foidsled pasi-Ceastal areas of thessestern and central African regions;
know i s the #imec s Guisipa and Angola. Vlaciwdiescribed a gable-roofed hdusing
stocl,indigenous 10 the yestern coastal regiors cf modern sub-Saharan Africaspe-
cific:lly those OSthe Yortha peoples, and linked«hem to similar structuresin 1%odern
riwitt with (oniparabl{ [eCtangular shapes,“2eom juxtapositions, and ceil ng )leights.
Viach suggests that (ncjexodus of Haitialis 1o New Orleans after the insurrection of
1//91-1882 roughathiswernacular houl} type to the banks(5:fhe Misgishippi. “Hai-
tian éaligiés had(oitly to continue inquisiana the same ! they hadxaown o't
Domdigue. Thephotgun house of Partdu-Prince became' guite direwdly; thesshdugun
houyse € Nexw Orl¢ans.'™®

ThiHz.tian/African originiypothesis for Naw Orleans shotguns,is vavored
by'many acholars. One strand of it direct support confesdrom theWistribution of shot-
ovnthous(s thiroughout Louisimaa. Geographer Freddniffen sl owed in the 1930s that

his hotie type generally occusred along the waterways and bayous ¢t Sputheastern
Louisiaidvas well as the Rel, Cluachita, and M.agiss ppi rives=)e areagsin e northern
part(Cithe state.'® Thesegareas tended to be, and remain( nivre Fralidephone in their
culturd, higher in their proportions of people 4 Zfricangmd Creolsmncestry, and older
in WICir historical dewel¢ pinent. Beyond state boundariesjishotguntoccur throughout
‘he riverine areas of (he/lower Mississipni “aliey, spacially cor elat:d with antebellum
nlantation regions d.xd with areas that, Ittorically andwcurrently, host large black popt;
lations.'®* If in falt the shotgun diffuspa™from Af:ici,iro Héiti, through New Op'aans
and up the Mississippi Valley, this is tireTorth Ainiprican distribution we would expect
to see. But thdx fire economic variabi&s at pley nere as(we¢li—these areas tel'd 10 be
poor, and pgospeople are more iy to lize LSimplefiaquses—and they pray trump
cultural fagtpes in explaining thewnatial diztribation gf tive shotgun.

Otiers speculate thit/ Viile the shotgunaresemibles house typas dsother cul-
tures,éts Yaunifestation in New Urleangand the S0uth'is related to therl oily because
its e/sQof Construction and conservatiorf resodtzes (building materi s, labor, space)
made 4equally attractive in many a‘ea’. Oneqmay reason that, givin ) mild climate,
a builder need not rely on the wisadm of aiitciors to design a rudimentary edifice
that accommodates a narrow streat-side oiwhavou-side lot while (viufimizing materials
and labor. The lack of hallways Gisiply reflects a desire to mayinsize living space in a
cramped environment, even ifit sdacrifices privacy. A shotgunggscording to this theory,
is simply a least-cost solutignckat any rational individual weuldinvent independently,
given certain constraints.%hdvocates of this theory point wiithe traditionally narrow
parcels of New Orleans ¢'qcks, and the slender arpenijts along waterways in Loui-
siana, as causative agents for the occurrence of narrow) slongated structures. “[ T Jhe
reason there are shotgi'ns,” stated a Times-Picayune article, is because “they were an
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efficient way to house a lot,6iipeople on limited land in skinny 30-by-120-foot lots,”
like New York City’s “railsaad¥flats” or Philadelphia’s “trinity” houses.'® Lending some
apparent support for th', “in; ention hypothesis” is the activity of Roberts & Company,
aNew Orleans sash and door fabricator formed in 1856 which developed prefabricated
shotgun-lil'e tfouses ig=fhe 1860s and *70s and evengyon awards for them at intern
tional exgduitions. W iicther Rbbert & Company tiuiwinvented the design or simo)
“capitalize[d] on,a sl tradifiOnal form™® is the Jsav question. Others have suggelt=i
that s!idtguns gpesc inventgdyin response to a citufeal estate tax code which pheged
taxaton'to street trontagesadier than total area”\z¢ ven though no one seems tq twable
to (0atify thatewact law.

Th{ “Iventica/tiypothesis,” despitaiit popular appeal, suffers wiakn: sses. It
‘a8 to explain why thehotgun is not alwhys found wherever narrow lots or trontage-
b ised tamesyxist, yetyus Sound when thegi) conditions do not (x13%, suchgathroughout
ruralepianiation régiens. Nor does it emalain why the shotg@intailed to Caich onfunyil
manyywars aftesyhe delineation of nariew lots. Could culturdl factoraleatweigh Tacal
invendin insthe Jevelopment of th&shotgun? Jay Dearli®m Edwasd"points @nt, “an-
thropblogisiz have long realized thatindependent inveation israre 1 human clltural
dewelopment. People are far better'st borrowing the ifidas of theirmeighboiithan they
ar: bt invinting their own out gfwhole cloth.”'*’

Shotgun singles and aubles came to dgmyitiate the turn-of-the-coatury hous-
ing stdg<jof New Orleans’ vror<ing-class and paar 1 eighbeshiods. Yat tiiey were also
erecfcthas owned-occupigd homes in middle- and uppes/niddie-classtreas, including
thesGarden District. Nexz Ctleans shotguns eli1)ited npmmerous lgualiy inspired varia-
tiows. with hip, gablenor“spron” roofs; with “‘camelbacks™% ingreassiiving space; with
haltways for privacy;iwin grand Greek Revival and, :N>)-Classical porticos; and with
alaborate Victoriari gingerbread. “Bungalows,” whicinarose,between the world wart
arguably represer(: ti'e final modificatiqn'ef the skotdtin hot'se | ypology. Local sgmiety
by this time desired more privacy afié=.lving sfade than ¢yrlier generations; inchgas-
ing affluence {9dinew technologie! suth as paecnanize(l /ichens, indoor plimbing,
air conditiof{l), automobiles, andjmunicipal (fainagefitalped form new philosophies
about resid@afial space. Professianal hon e buders responded accordingly: the slab-
at-grade randi house becamg t! €“defanlt” house typafor new construaticisin the city
after Woild'War II. Shotguns, by‘mid-centary, wiilt extinct.

For years, architectural historiaiis rolleat:eir eyes at the run-¢the-mill 1890s
Victoiian Italianate shotgun house, tng did nqt protest their demc/iti)n, even in the
French Quarter, as late as the 1960¢. Livrecent Gecides, however, many New Orleanians
have come to appreciate the sturdy Constriactioh and exuberant € wg:llishments of the
classic shotgun. Today they are awl.erished part of New Orlearsmulture and a favorite
target for historical restoration—adlthough, revealingly, incomine occupants often “de-
shotgun” their new abodeaby'inCorporating hallways, adding wings, or converting two
narrow doubles into one dinple single.'®

Beyond selected jentrified neighborhoods anfHowns of the South, shotguns
remain a symbol of poverty and are hardly cherished ¥ 3those who call them home.
When lined up along %/rely paved streets on the “wrong sides” of towns like Donald-



Urbanizing the Landscape 147

sonville, St. Francisville, Na‘cizaz, and Vicksburg, they form both picturesque vistas of
Southern life, and poignaat.réminders of a troubled past.

NS

riow tite Poor Third Becan'e the Lower Ninth

Thige centuries@furban transformatiosdin the Lower Ninth Ward

Nowe: Twoyyears after {1uricane Katrina, actds apd sustainable-architecture advocate Brad Pitt
lg inched theMake It Rigis Foundation, aimifg 10 develop affordablefond enviropmntally sound
nousing (Swresidentsg's recurn to the Lower Nini{ Ward. The organizatic asked meelg write ¢fowisf
history o)hat neighvashood’s urban developfa/n . The following essay sscneduled@dgopear hwa bok
the fa mation is [liriing to release.

The'Zdwer Ninth Ward(Ume, world came to kiies aftef Hurricane(idtrina in
2903 boremeither that name nor that form for the fizititwo centuries of jits Wistorical
dCyzlopmuant. A sequence of Huian interventiont-—seme gracusi, some s sift—since

he early 1700s transformedsthat natural deltaigiaitdscape irto the city:cape we know
today.

During the era ¢f indigenous occupation, that itadscape etymprised part of a
griidually sloping hydrollgical basin borderad 0/the sofithiby the fe/ijfoot-high natural
leszee of the Mississipj,Kiver, and on the 7#yst and nepth Dy tie slight Esplanade ang

Zontilly topographic tidges, rising two f&four feet above sea lew!Any rainfall or high
tiver water spilling.int that basin floweavastwarcdsqut BayOmBienvenue toward Lake
Borgne and the Gialf of Mexico.

Springtime high water on the Mississif i vertopned the river’s naturgllevees
every few yearsiFaose periodic flodds did not ¢onstitute'disasters; in fact, they wiated
the entire L>{u/iana deltaic plairl ofrer agieniod of §41007to 7,000 years, Kv deposit-
ing layers (f sind, silt, and clayz atwpace taatad than jfityral subsidence onfiwave action
could rediUe them. In this ria/in' 1, thépresent-dayl.ower Ninth Wardhaa its deltaic
enviroiarose from the Gulf ot Mexigdrshrough iasiodic nourishmensyy sediment-
lad¢a ; lver water. The highest lands,swhich lay clovest to the Mississings, declined by
roughly’one vertical inch for every,haridred fedt of distance away fign! the river. The
lowest lands stood at or near the Iwvel of these=a, liot below it. A semi-tropical climate,
abundant rainfall, and rich alluvifiboils allovwegt verdant vegetaticiio grow, but not all
plant communities grew everjwiiere. Along the river arose delzfe bamboo-like reeds;
immediately behind them gr#isiungle-like hardwood forests(iz8ed with vines. Farther
back, at lower elevations, wése palmetto-strewn cypress swgilips, which petered out to
grassy saline marshes whey = Tayou Bienvenue flowed int&he sea.

“All this land is a“eountry of reeds and branfol 's and very tall grass,” wrote
Pierre Le Moyne, siegmaTberville in March 1699 as the r¥ench explorer sailed up the
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Mississippi for the first time “%About eighty miles upriver, a sharp meander (present-
day English Turn) challeng=c¥berville’s expedition by positioning its ships against pre-
vailing winds. Once pa¢; thi' obstacle, the Mississippi straightened out for about eight
miles, then curved sharply again. Between those two meanders, on the eastern bank,
lay the predeirjrday Legeir Ninth Ward, undistinguisbad and unnoticed by its early Ey
ropean visiiars.

OVer the 126! twondecCudes, Iberville, and-atér his younger brother Bienville,
would éesablishgel¢nch cgipnial society throughuesic the region, culminating wi'lk the
foun'ation of New Orleans i 1718 (see Settlitg.f1e Landscape). Bienville located his
setlliment—uiepresent-tay French Quarter—en the natural levee at the guso'ef that
seuand mealder, expldifin g a portage route 4vhich allowed for faster and s<er al cess to
theGulf Goast.

2 New Quleans grew in the 1/20s to a population/gi500 tog's200 people,
tertileJands abov( aind below the city wyze surveyed into Frefinh “long ot plantaticrs.
Theirelongatedehape ensured that evely plantation wouldl garner,a siiare of the wost
arahleand, sehil¥’gaining access tafihe Mississippi for tfansportaias_purpogey.,On a
typizzl Loutsian 1 plantation, the smaitor house occupiad tile crest or'the natuidl levee
neas the siver; behind it were depaiidencies, workshGs, sheds, @ad slave‘osbins, fol-
loivid by'crcplands and backgmaamp. Planters raiseéstobacco, (ncigo, ric?, tius grains

nd vegliables, using the labor“ef enslaved Africams 1isst brought to Loyisiyna in 1719.
Maps(romn around 1730 irdigate that such plaatati ons hadw'ready Jacerivestablished
arquittithe present-day Igower Ninth Ward, their forests brébabply dicased by recently
arpived slaves. Reported.£:0v. Etienne de Périal 11 17287 slaves] m=e being employed
to ¢ down the treeg,aclie two ends of the town as far's Baysu ¢ John in order tg
slear this ground and to zive air to the city whs to the il '

Colonial-€.3New Orleans striiggled thropgiwut the eighteenth century wits
sparse populatior. aisease, disaster, and tew priotitization (no#r French and Spmish
dominion. Then, a sequence of eventszound fndturn of the nineteenth centuysre-
versed the cit}:s fortunes. First, a laveé insurgency in §a/¢-Domingue (prefen’-day
Haiti), whidi#egan in 1791 and@ventually €.pelled ¢, French regime, diminished
Napoleongjaferest in the seeiingly un ron ising Lousiana colony, and.eventually
motivated hiin to sell it to e ‘Thited, States in 2808+ Concurrently,sthufsotton gin
(1792 ax'd the successful grat¥iation ot Bouisiiha sugar cane (1795 ) facilitated the
rapi/ Uxpansion of lucrative cotton anc.bugar pfaduction in the hirfisrland, both of
whiciiwould profit New Orleans eniarriouslyaFinally, the introdud(1o}) of the steam-
boat to Mississippi River commerze Startingifi' 2812 allowed the new American city
to exploit fully its strategic positiarin wi'd ‘hipping. Within (y/¢ decades (1790s-
1800s), New Orleans blossomedsfiom an orphaned outpost gisgvo descendent Old
World powers, into a strategicaliy sited port city of an ascept'ant, business-oriented,
expanding New World natipii. F rominent observers regularly gredicted New Orleans
would become the most ai'zent and important city in the Ixé=iisphere.

In 1805, the nevi,American administrators i#&prporated New Orleans as a
municipal entity, legally establishing its government, duti’s, privileges, and boundaries.
Shortly thereafter, theylity’s lower limit became fixed roughly three miles downriver
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from the present-day French Quarter, an area within which lies the present-day Lower
Ninth Ward. Designatingsthove rural outskirts as being within New Orleans (Orleans
Parish) limits would, it tim 2, affect their use, population, and destiny. Features and
phenomena that (1) people did not want to be located in the heart of the city, (2) could
not be loca’ ¢ drabove #a4icity because it would pollutathe water source, but (3) nevey
theless hd@uo be located withiit fh 2 city’s limits, oftelieaded up in the city’s lowermost
corner./ iy would“{a”omenw tatailiar theme for thatuture Lower Ninth Ward: firs: bhil
the listTor urbagest8ancessinst in line for amenities:

Being the'farthest-Gownriver corner (f lew Orleans also meant beug, the
fir¢c ‘hat ships weuld enCesinter while heading upriver. For this and other ragsons, the
US, Goverri ment estal lisiied New Orleans Cwrracks near the parish line i 183 5. Now
nown as,Jackson Blrijcks, home of the/L¢uisiana National Guard, the installation
s¢ rved agthpremjes entbarkation pointibrmilitary operatiof’s Crroughqesithe region.
It wandtsotthe firde Gusigned development within the future@awer Nintii Ward.

As NeymOrleans Barracks was®inder constructign, its uprivie/eighhorwnin-
cludedtfteesmplaications or other lziad holdings principalfjsdedicatad= U the cyleivation
and(nrocessino ¢ fsugar cane. Moderii-day street names recdll this now-extinat agrarian
laiscapa “Sister Street” once lined/the convent and ]617¢ holding @£the UrSuline Nuns
(v tjere tll= Jidustrial Canal newy lies), while neartjlJeslond(, K zynes, (Fbistall, Caf-
n, and‘Relery streets all comimemorate plantatian Swners from the 1650s."”' “Flood
Street! s named not for the natural disastefaut/lor anethiy: plantetioivowner, Dr.
Williaiws, Flood, who played an important role in the Batild oifNew Qrieans in 1815.

With the rapidsagiicultural developixerit of thesMississipmi Valley and only
onwwvay to deliver thost=Commodities to market effectwely—sby Clipping down the
Mississippi—New Cidleins’ economy beoriail. So tooldid its jopilation, which more
than doubled betwian the Louisiana Flwchise (1803 andy1810, and nearly doubied
decennially until (1820, when New Orleans counad 102,193 1 sidents and rankad as
the third-largest city in the nation. It"ws also fne)South’sargest city and its presaier
immigration d>¢tfaation, home to drguably theymost etkniully, racially, lingu sti ally,
and culturallyiverse population iifthe nation: Tnousafi&s,of English-speaking, mostly
Protestant#molo-Americans hdd\einigrat. d to the oppoitunity-rich port city ufter the
Louisiana.Purchase, where t'ie “Uncountered thousands of French-speakity Catholic
Creolas wa0 seemed to view nedlly evervtiiing—fghvernment, law, religion) race, archi-
tect/iQ—differently. People of African cascent, 8ith free and enslavetyas well as tens
of théisands of immigrants from Jrelans!, Germany, France, Haiti, C1bs, Mexico, Italy,
Greece, and nearly every other natior, madé @i pbellum New Orleans like no other
American city.

New Orleans’ urban fooupdint expanded accordingly, agisgmer “longlot” sugar
plantations were subdivided 25 taibourgs (suburbs) and builtn with new homes. Be-
cause the wealthier Anglopopulation tended to settle above.theoriginal city (present-
day uptown), where the figiural levee was wider and theivisilowed free of inner-city
refuse, New Orleans sp1&id predominantly in an upri¥dr airection, by a two-to-one
ratio over downriver development. It expanded only shgitly away from the river, where
low-lying swamplandsirevented most urban development.
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The downriver expuieion that did occur began in 1805 with the surveying of
Faubourg Marigny, and santinued into the 1810s-40s with the subdivision of planta-
tions comprising the pizsen:-day neighborhood of Bywater. The population that set-
tled here tended to be markedly poorer than that of the upper city, mostly compris-
ing Creole(, /ujsh ands&rman immigrants, and representatives of smaller groups frop
southern/@urope ana Latin Ainziica. Officially, thd anea was designated as the Thud
Municiz ality, whiciispanmed fom Esplanade Awsnue downriver to the parish lige,
includiiig the ppecciit-day Jsgwer Ninth Ward. Towdme, the Third Municipality ¢on-
prised “the Creole'fauborres;” to others, it waitbe “old Third,” the “dirty Tha&)? the
“p¢crsThird,” aid only duaasionally, and ironically, the “glorious Third.”'?> Aftenl 852,
tinlower re_tiolis of NGy Drleans gained a iiawy nomenclature: wards.

Wards as a flortical-geographical'un’t date to the 1805 chartering of the city.
S’rving @=tmber gfmunicipal purposes, wards were redrawr! 3 timegaber the next
fortysséven years/ Atlter the city’s unsygsessful sixteen-year@periment with senfi/aji-
tonogfivus muniginalities, the reunifiad Wity government ({.852) redrisi/warddinewfor
a fifth"Gme. Pecatse Felicity Streeffad long marked NEWOrleana="pper bayndary,
the iew waid er ameration began.af Felicity (First Ward) ahd contintied copsecttively
downrives, To equalize populatioal within wards, 117 high-denvity Fren'th, Quarter
w sisliced in 0 the narrowest ymrds (Fourth, Fifth, @nd Sixth),(vh'le the Iowr-density
‘Creole“ubourgs” allowed fombroader units. The rewermpst outskir(s Jemained so
rural thivd single mega-warl!—'the Ninth—ent4lop 2d the sn*\e areasHeize the birth
of tlieNlinth Ward. City planners then returned above Bducity Strediead demarcated
upriver lands, and later Algiers on the West Blulg as wag€yten throwati seventeen. The
meovern-day map of Ne=Orleans wards, unchanged sine the 2830, thus reflects the
“itv's piecemeal growth iince 1852.

Urbanizativa first arrived to thopresent-day fowenNinth Ward around 184!
While the Charle( Zimpel map of 18341ilicates & so/1d line (f prantations from thalr-
sulines’ parcel to the U.S. Barracks, tlies {auricd riprrison £3ap of 1845 shows roughly
one-third of that frea subdivided info vacant sty2ets and DI Spks. As each planter d xcid-
ed he could fbslie more money subilividingshus PiantatiGinthan cultivating itymore and
more cropl@nds became plattediazin urbaa grids. Namestfor old streets rupniitg paral-
lel to thesiver (Chartres, Rova /Dauphine, etc.) wertsxtended from the siginal city
downsiveio the U.S. Barracksywhile new rivefSpervendicular streets(oftzn adopted
the sfaines of their anteceding plantatior's. Thus,¥se geometry of the £'d French long-
lot suieying system drove the urbarfo'm of the emerging neighbofno»d.

Historical population figuressfor whaticinow the Lower Ninth Ward are dif-
ficult to ascertain because ninetaeiith-céniur; censuses aggregaiéd populations by
wards, not at sub-ward levels, Ttiasast majority of Ninth Ward/Zsgidents clustered not
in the present-day Lower Ninth but at the upriver end of the wad. 1n what is now called
Bywater by the river. We ds kiie'w that enough residents lived.iithe present-day Lower
Ninth to warrant the estaciishment of St. Maurice Cathalic¥=liurch in 1857. Fourteen
years later, the Brothers ¢Zthe Holy Cross established giiiprphanage which would later
become the Holy Cross Catholic High School campus.<¥orse-drawn streetcar service
arrived to the area in 29/2, which brought more residents to the once-rural district.'”
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By the time the 1883 Robinsta map was published, the area had been subdivided at
least as far north as Urguharw Street, just one block beyond the aptly named Marais
(“marsh”) Street. Rougl ly ty ro-thirds of those blocks (present-day Holy Cross section
of the Lower Ninth Ward) were further subdivided into parcels, and of those, approxi-
mately hal{F.ad homeg=™* The neighborhood in the late nineteenth century formedg
low-densitndispersiorn of cottigei’and frame hous¢s,wsually with fenced gardens, a:

ranged an a'village!kz: settingwmid open fields gad dn occasional West Indian-siyde
plantalién homgelc Yover f-gm the antebellum erawtilso there were railroads, a {odbn
prese, a military hospitalswdrehouses, and a lities ock landing and slaughterbdwse—
anfeiiprmous elodorouwoperation enabled by a controversial 1873 U.SoSupreme
Cuurt decis on ‘approving 'the consolidatiofgf the city’s stockyards and {laug atering
facilities. It comes ag'nd)surprise that this{urilan nuisance got located downriver from
the city pmsper butmyiuitin city limits—/aat is, in the lowern\igsy corneg the Ninth
Wardy N1th 1t cafnéwailroads, soap malsers, rendering plan@nand related operatiers.
Theypuovided gyarcing-class jobs, but'diso drove down firoperty, valacs. Sentodndid
the Ailfaricass Sugar Refining Comgany, which built a foliseen-stauy idustriah sugar-
refitling plait. (chmplete with its gwitdocking and railthad'facilities ) "across the"parish
litfwin 1999-12. The year 1912 als¢isaw the realignmei” and augiisantation‘o£the Mis-
sissippi Rivelevee in the areagimproving flood présaction fof thi: increds/ng number
»f workilig-class families movitiy into the neighbazhdwd.

The single most inlus ntial transform&tion of the 2T¢th Wapd's cavironment
ocguiied in the late 191@s. Competition among portsaniotivated dicyuleaders in that
ergeto’advocate streamlinnly navigation routst Jind crgwing newsdock space off the
crowded riverfront. The'=sion soon evolved.into the “Initx Hasbor Mavigation Canal.?
Dfficials in 1918 iderf:ifid the corridor for ¥hs so-calle/l Indusirial Canal:” a five-mile-
long, 600-foot-wid¢mmostly undevelopediright-of-wajssplitting the Ninth Ward in twi
From the city’s p{tsp =ctive, the propogeawoute nfad: the mistisense: it lay withimgity
limits, crossed a relatively narrow lanGwip betdvehn river4nd lake, exploited a couve-
nient position trishipping and dogcxing activity, and wals zither city-owned ol readily
acquirable. Frgia the Ninth Ward'siperspeativey'the cafit! represented job gpportuni-
ties—but gipe.a major disruptiom,a parrie s an'l a potentidl threat that would iave been
resisted fiarcCly by citizens hid/ TTheen proposed far ths'heart of the city

Iwavation took a littic¥over a yeal; copSdyuction of the intricale Ibck system,
to hyii'le the differing water levels of the iver andlake, took another thi e years. When
the Iisstrial Canal opened in 1923, ¢ siicceedad in enhancing port {ctivity in the area.
It also severed the lowermost portion‘ef the city<.ym the urban core, inspiring the term
Lower Ninth Ward. From now ons=esident®f t/iis isolated neightqcllood (who mostly
relied on a single streetcar line, 1es/cransportation into the cityGeater) would have to
dodge drawbridges and railread Crossings to interact with thereést of their city. More
ominously, the Industrial £asal introduced gulf water into ity limits, held back only
by flimsy floodwalls and iifpdequate levees. Worse yet, the iixt#.llation of the municipal
drainage system around &g turn of the twentieth centyiy—and a few decades later to
the Lower Ninth Ward—drained the backswamp and aiswed its finely textured sedi-
ment particles to settiq/nd subside. Soon, former swamp and marshlands throughout
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the city began to subside be!Gwssea level, even as their populations increased. Artificial
levees were built along the teriphery to keep water out. The topography of New Or-
leans began to assume tae s!lape of a bowl—or rather, a series of bowls, one of which
comprised the Lower Ninth Ward.

THe tuman ga<graphy of the Lower Ninth *4/ard in the early twentieth cep
tury itersC&d, the areas lopogriyhy. The 5,500 Nev( &rleanians who resided there 12
1910 (16 Percent Wi #ae cifgrs Wetal population) shared certain traits: most ranked: 10

highe/ @eonomépell, "than t'iy working- or lower-riiddle class, and nearly all wer{ b¢rn

7
and<aiséd locally. Those getding on higher grotns closer to the river, in the so*eslled
frfurot-towr, Wwere preGeminantly white, usnally of Irish, German, Sicilian, fsench,
Cole, or Litir o stock, ‘wiio in previous geriasations lived in the “Poor Thi:d” ¢t in the
Lrénch Quarter. Thdsewho settled in thd back-of-town (north of St. Claude Avenue
a/1d later@hiborngsAveue, an area that/ >mained largely und®y Sloped igtaithe 1920s-
30s) aztreinostlyAican-American andyeicher poor or workiingsclass. So1ié were blavk
Creol®y(FrancopArican-Americans),with generations of hebitage, iridhe city, others
had.eiifigratoed froin rural areas aftef*amancipation, or lafén,tollozsieag the meehaniza-
tion i Soutiyern agriculture. Immadiately behind the back-of-town brdcks laszti€ city’s
sevmage treatment plant—yet another municipal disgiifenity whidh had td e located
dcwnrivel: from the city propgm{and its water soutea), but hdl t) remaia viithin city
‘imits. Bthind the treatment vismt, another navigatiGh canal—the Intr{c&astal Water-
way—(v a¥ excavated in the (1.9 0s to facilitate ogt-t/)-west Lz e trafbia, b;sWorld War
IT,, 16w, 1,556 residents @f the Lower Ninth Ward, long Severed frénnthe other 97.7
pencetit of the city’s population by the Industiidi iZanal, j#re now gesrdunded on three
siaes'py water bodies,evae: as their underlying soils subsidiad.'%

The 1960s Lroright more tumultiées transidrnations. B asistance to schoal
integration—whicli'svas fierce within"the working-elass white Ninth Ward populs
tion—and other (aciors led to the whotdrale defariuye of {vhites downriver intmthe
neighboring suburban parish of St. Bé&rd. Onfedacially £iixed with a predomiristly
white front-of t4¥'n and black bacl-oitown, #e Lower() ixth Ward became(ing reas-
ingly Africarl-/dmerican. At the s@lie timey exstvation®mmenced on a third major
navigation@pal: the MississippaRiver-Gilf O atlet (MK*GO) Canal, designedrto con-
nect the eariier man-made wit: firays directly with opein gulf water. Itsiexearation en-
tailed¢hesidening of the IntracCastal Waterway/ihd tie turning basin a’ th < Industrial
Can/ijunction. Like the earlier waterw:ys, the 72-GO promised joband economic
diviacagds; in actuality, it delivered litle/more than environmental d{gridation and ur-
ban hazard. This was demonstrate¢ wien HuiTicine Betsy struck in September 1965,
its surge inundating the four maias tiydroleical sub-basins strad{!ufg each side of the
man-made navigation canals, Hascest hit of all was the Lowe{ »7inth Ward. Numer-
ous Industrial Canal levee breaciies along the Southern Railpgpd tracks, plus overtop-
ping, deluged the poor, mestiy:Ulack rear section of the neighbérhood by three to five
feet along St. Claude Avele, ‘and to nine feet along the bisX levee. Only the streets
closest to the Mississippi‘iver—present-day Holy Crgs)—¢évaded Betsy’s deluge. Se-
vere flooding damaged or destroyed thousands of hom&sand hundreds of businesses
throughout the Lowei}:inth Ward."*®
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The next thirty-five wars saw the Lower Ninth Ward’s population decline
from its 1960 peak of ova=355900 (S percent of the city’s population) to under 19,500
(4 percent) by century’ .end Once racially mixed, the neighborhood in 2000 was over
95 percent black. By no means was the Lower Ninth Ward the poorest or lowest-lying
neighborh{i¢crof theqy. It actually boasted a highes,home-ownership rate than the
city as a viimale, and its iowest-1ying ‘areas (four feet béieny sea level) lay three to four fect
above th= IGwest,zoxas of Imkeview and Gentilly, sad ¢ight feet higher than the lotv:s:
spots liidew Qulec. 8 East. 4o rverside section (Fuu! v Cross National Historic R¢oister
Disteict) stoad six to eight icet above sea level,'an/l boasted sturdy, raised, histowisally
sigluirant hoaies mostlysdating to the 1870s-1920s. Its rear section, particuladly the
biucks lakes delbf Claibgr ie Avenue, possestad a humbler housing stock d ting mostly
from the 1920s-70s.(myny of which werd built on concrete slabs at grade level. Iso-

7 ced fromeablic yiaw, Wismissed by th/ historical and archife yaral cogatyunity, and
plagualt by the saln®social ills found t'spaughout inner-cityfanerica, the'ear sectidiis
of the'ower Nigth 'Ward seemed like avworld unto itself: ~citerishec’ its rasicats,
avoiaet by epery¥ne else.'”’

At'3:00 a.m. August 29, 2006, Hurricane Katsina'’s low pressure apd 1&idual
CawgoryFive storm surge penetialed the MR-GO(UifracoastaiiVaterwa u tunnel,”
ovehtoppld ineager levees, angvintroduced gulf wates immedintely behir¢ \iie Lower
Ninth Verd and St. Bernard Iavish. Water stage sase Cangerpusly in th¢ 1ijdustrial Ca-
nal to('curteen feet above nixrrlal levels. Arouri,7:45 a.m.peshassivesmecuen of flood-
well@@8!apsed and sent agiolent torrent of brackish wate! edstward(uiee Lower Ninth
Ward ttomes. Shortly thareatter, the surge oves/onped theear levegand inundated the
neigliborhood fromahetaorth. More water,surged westwrd fsam Ct. Bernard Parish
Flood levels rose by {xneet in twenty minuies. Scores! peop 2. w o either could nat
ar would not evacuite, perished in theimawh homeswndenharrowing circumstance’:
Others climbed t{; avics or rooftops, eyeias theii hcuses bbb d and drifted. Blmated
gulf waters would continue to pour 420 the Lowjr Nintl\Ward and every othewhy-
drological sub{kafin on the East Bink'of Orlsgns Parisk! i days after the paisage of
Hurricane Ka#fina. By week’s end giater leyals Sdibilized@sthree to four feet deep in the
highest are@pot the Lower NinthyWard, aad ten to tyelve feet or deeper in fiie lowest
sections. For“all the social ter'si/ /1y that existed betwews'the Lower Ninth Vaid and St.
Bernasd Wadish, the two areas suliered sadiyrsimi’a) fates.

'Ine federal levee failures indus<d by iZirricane Katrina aridthe preceding
centui jpof environmental deterioratiyn/alteredyutterly the destiny of ttiz Lower Ninth
Ward. The neighborhood ranked snguestioriav.,jas the hardest-hit of the entire me-
tropolis, and, not surprisingly, waatiie last® see utilities, municipalfservices, and resi-
dents return. Two years after, thawscorm, roughly one-quarter Sfthe Holy Cross-area
population and under 10 pergentof the north-of-Claiborne gestion had returned, the
two lowest return rates in the'Cizy.

The Katrina floofnalso brought great notorietyz téi2ne Lower Ninth Ward,
rocketing it from local ot surity to worldwide infamy/&3the most beleaguered urban
neighborhood in world’s wealthiest nation. With the iniiimy came sympathy and con-
cern, which in turn brytght legions of advocates, researchers, church groups, student
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volunteers, documentary fputsmakers, politicians, and the just-plain-curious to the
once-ignored neighborhaaa."With its odd and ominous name, the Lower Ninth Ward
seemed to bear witnes< and impart wisdom on a wide range of complicated and po-
lemical topics. Poverty. Race. Social justice. Environmental deterioration. Geographi-
cal risk. GlobarwarmipghUrban and cultural sustainahility. Green architecture. Decens
citizens nationwide teli into two'shools of thoughtfdgarding the Lower Ninth Wara'®
future. £onle viewedihe entircwegion as equallyst-risk and dependent on levee! {o-
flood (batectique=iiid interjpreted the closing-dowin of heavily damaged, low'lying
neig' borhoaods as dn outraocous cultural affronithat should be resisted on humansistic
an(i *gonomic geounds. They pointed to the Netherlands as a model for hguz tessolve
titig, probler). Others,(Whd could not deny“the scientific realities of soilsubs.dence,
coastal ergsion, and dea)evel rise, encoura/tecithe densification of higher-elevation his-
te rical disteists andethebelinquishing of fazardous areas to nig . This getwol viewed
massig [Netherlahdwstyle floodwalls g cangerously deletéitiqus to coascal wetlir cs,
whic/fwould fusher increase urban zisie To the outside worid takingsiles ingtiionde-
bate. tify, Loyeer 17inth Ward becam£ i flashpoint, a symbCina metgnlsih

To'she/nside world of its 1&sidents, however, the Lower Ninth Ward*repre-
seitied very different things. Familis' Friends. Schoolg@hd churciies, Heritéga,and leg-
ac, Hom:,

The Make It Right Foandation’s effort tasdevelop affordable anli gavironmen-
tally s{’scéinable housing in the Lower Ninth Wiid—indeedpatthe vermsitoof the levee
brealiin-stands at the neyus of these conflicting visionssNo'ene visividis categorically
false O improper; each.on¢ represents paralisl truths gnd valuesmardjected upon an
unieiowable future.

This much il certain: whateverprogress the Faindatian riakes will influenge
the future transforrisation of the Lower #inth Wargd.

B \/L Jﬁ\-.—
(eographysf.UrbanGrowith, 1788-200&

Explaining the pattergma) Neit Qxleans’ expansion

Cities emerge either as pflaiined enacavprs or unplanned occurrences. The
former are executed top-down by, centraitted authority with th{ 4i’l of engineers and
surveyors, who lay out networkstet streets and blocks. The lattc:lerive from the bot-
tom up, forming spontaneous'y.as people aggregate at river cgi)nences, heads of navi-
gation, break-of-bulk pointg, redd intersections, portages, valuld resources, forts, and
other convenient locales. Wianlanned cities expand in irsgoulr star-like patterns; only
when permanency seems assured do they come undes ghvernmental authority—and
planning,
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New Orleans is thesepitome of a planned town, conceived in 1717 by the Com-
pany of the West, initiatedin 2718 by Bienville, and designed and surveyed in 1721-22
by Le Blond de la Tour and Adrien de Pauger. The community remained within that
platted grid until 1788, when a catastrophic fire forced inhabitants to look beyond city,
limits for theirgrowing humbers (see Transformationshy Conflagration). From 1788 t
the early @290s, New Utleans 1panded in a mannéi*planned at the intra-subdivisjo:
scale, brt uiiplannea. the aitywide scale, guided imsasibly by a series of conditions‘a/!
unwriftos, “ruleg”

The first conditian was immediate adjiser cy to an already urbanized arem,The
nafi’q and scaitwof pedéstian traffic (read: minitnized walking distances) encowraged
& develojym/Ints to(gceur quite literally “sross the street from existinj; on/s. Fau-
hourg Ste, Marie, New Drleans’ first subu/b, |vas laid out in 1788 immediately upriver
from thewes'ginal g4y while the Fauboy'ig Marigny was foui’ceil in 1828196 directly
belowsit. faubourssDuplantier, Solet e Course, and Anngincration (1506-10) (Huv-
ted Faabourg St Marie once its blacke urbanized with fartels anatuctuses. Fau-
bourgTremés{ 1670) also closely adjoined an established@hanizede=%, acrogsihe old
fortiline froog the original city. Existing development, heii, was a stiong preailtor of
thdlocatign of future developmert/—until new trangdbstation syetems alttred spatial
relationsliins

Roads, canals, and rativoads diminishedyth®& need for immediat) adjacency,
broad(riiig the expansion “Uule” to accessibility*2aye u Roadmiiawed astinymgricultural
comfiiunity to thrive at Bayou St. John about two milesalway from fadeity since early
colontul times, but it wasnOt subdivided into F4ubourg Pentchartrsin (St. John, 1810)
undthe CarondeletyCaail made it accessible to the oiicity,/Navigation canals alsg
nade distant Spanisl Fort and West End 1% lakefroit mini-port’ and resorts in the
carly- to mid-1800t,Ridge-following reads’ enabledndevelgpment along present-ady
Metairie Road ar{d vientilly Boulevarg ywars before the mitropolis enveloped ghese
areas. The Pontchartrain Railroad ($€¢01) turfidl! Milnelarg into a busy lakefont
port, while th{ JNbw Orleans & Cafroiiton Raélroad (1835 rfueled the establ shihent
of Lafayette/1#ferson, Carrollton;ind other c¢émmuniiias now comprising Uptown,
which wergpt the time otherwisg unattached o the sity'proper. With these itew con-
veyances,Nuow Orleanians cglal/ iiow live farther fronatlie city center yessti'partake of
its attuibulss; real estate developtrs wera nivre thiah eager to accommod te them.

In addition to adjacency and a¢szssibiiit s land in New Orledlis needed to be
“high*and dry” before urban develdanent cogld occur. This impqtant topographic
rule restricted the city to the cregeeiit-shapediitural levee of the Mississippi River,
and to a lesser extent the smallerEsplanadsian] Metairie/Gentilly fidges, for most of
its first two centuries. The naturail<vee crested at ten to fifteen fegtabove sea level near
the riverfront (the “front-of-towil’) and sloped downward tosgminhabited swamp and
marshland which lay inches,abe’ve sea level. The backswamp.ecge roughly aligned with
present-day Claiborne Av@nue’ during the era in question—¥a/rew blocks closer to the
river in the earlier decaaiy a few blocks closer to thefa’e by 1900, as early drainage
efforts took effect. Neichborhoods near the backswamp*:dge were generally known as
the “back-of-town,” a vp/m still heard today.
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Land also had to heugally acquirable for subdivision. Sugar plantations sur-
rounded New Orleans; aathi¥city spread, planters had to decide whether they could
make more money by chntis uing to cultivate their holdings or by surveying them into
blocks and selling the real estate. Nearly all eventually chose the latter—though at dif-
ferent tim¢s/ajzd witlgtiie service of various surveyoss, who independently designes
street gri@Snto the 10mg-lot plirtitions (see Anteceficnt Cadasters, Antecedent Axes).

A Tew govulnmentgwined commons alsgeauiccumbed to private-sector devel-
opmefitnThe Gguel Street gorridor is one such exauiple: for twenty-two years, it goin-
prised a'dusty conimons hatween the old city (4.1 resent-day Iberville) and Fatbwourg
Ste Varie (at piwsent-ddy*Common Street—hente the name). It was finally szbdivided
L' X10, at 41 algle thit/ulified the extant stiqet grids of its neighbors.

A terrain’s efpansiveness and adjezer cy to the more prosperous, amenity-rich,
d'sirablewstion ofsawivalso drove deveibpment patterns. Belzzgse of thgt:oad point-
bankasfeairder ofciewMississippi in uptawn, natural levees fitare sprawicd wider(then
thoseahutting s siraight section of sivat flowing below the rrench Cifalter. Revelop-
ers thihadenoi € fine land to subdiside uptown than iff%the lovgs=_ty. Forfertously,
thogeisame ot iwn areas were alsophysically adjacert 16 the ecortomically Vibrant
antysocially fashionable part of Nav Orleans. This ya5sthe Amic¥can sectian, where
Er glish pledbminated, businegmand industry reigned,and Am(rican cultiire prevailed.
Jorsed{wn streetcars and hacimey cabs transpgsteGtuptown residents(toytheir down-
town Ofii%es and stores in {t. Mary (anglicizetfro'n Faubmatio Ste. Maiw), now the
citv’f"®sonomic and professional heart.

Uptown also baneiited from a basic {3 crologisehadvantags over lower areas:
rerwse flows downriver. Yiceas upriver from the urban coitthussevalcd most of the lo
“al sewage, debris, calcaises, and other polivtints tha! irded up in/ he Mississippi. Ear
this and aforementitned reasons, New " @rlcans grewnfasten,bigger, and grander in‘ax
upriver direction/co npared to downriveror away fro ih the (iver.

Downtown communities, by*eontrast/iohked m&e toward a Europearypast
than an Ameri{gaj) future. This predortiinantlyC reole aliimmigrant sectior, ,m dstly
spoke Frencligyacticed a religiondifat differea’20m theZamerican norm, andyculturally
referencedsthe tading colonial warias of Frang: and Spain and their Caribheal sphere
of influepse"Granted, the loy'ey iy boasted its share @fprofessional districéssrancy ho-
tels, theat’ss, and other amenitidl, but theycould ot rhatch those of St.(Mzry. The fau-
bousgiicarved from lower-city plantatiols were s usually poorer an&humbler—“the
Poor““hird,” meaning the Third Muaic palitydelow Esplanade Av{nte—than those
uptown. Money and urban amenitiesended 157 javitate upriver; indigence and urban
nuisances often ended up downrizet {or ave 7 from the river). Plahtefs who subdivided
their lower-city parcels for urbanization saw little of the quickseonomic success en-
joyed by their uptown counterpaits; neighborhoods a mile bglaw the French Quarter
took sixty to eighty additienai pears to reach the urban-densitysievels realized by areas
a mile above the Quarter jjg early as the 1810s. It is noagor<idence that present-day
Bywater is home to the st riverfront plantation hon/€jpn the city’s east bank—the
Lombard House, which presided over one of the area’s [afagrarian riverfront parcels. It
is also no coincidence'iat the Lower Ninth Ward ended up as one of the city’s poorest
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and most isolated neighborhduds, and among to slowest to urbanize.

Thus nineteenthaceittury New Orleans steadily expanded upriver more so
than downriver, as suga’ plas \tations were subdivided into grids, transformed into low-
density villages, merged municipally with New Orleans, and finally developed into
modern urhiigardenysburb environments. Albert James Pickett described this trang
formatioiin, 1847, and, with virying degrees of prefgnition, projected the trend inte
the futu'e. “The cit ‘nlopen? hewrote, measures

five milesong [and (- ree-fourths of a mie Wiide. Then commences Lafay-
ette (firesent-day/Gaiden District and Irish Channel, which together with
NeysQrleans praner’] may be considerefig,one vast place.... After a sucgCs-
sioraf splendid (ransions, farms, and cther houses, the whole resembiine
acontinued Xillaye, Bouligny [Napol=o1n) Avenue area] and Carrollton unite
10 the chain &5 commerce. A celtury from this date, ¢ gns, likeglin-
Uan, will {oavelop] every town andiamlet for miles apauiid, [becoming]
the largest¥ity on the continent'o’ /umerica, and perhagain the wo114%

Up'towq’s developmental aiccess is reflected inghe varioticndjustmer t5 Hf Or-
léans Parishs*¥incial borders. The/gpper limits of New ‘@rleari*sexpanded (ipuiver six
dmes betviuen 1797 and 1874, from its original loci#ten alopgpresentgav iberville
Street togitstinal position on Monticello Street, oviénaight river tZes uprive » The lower
parish lineyon the other hapGyhas contracted oyier e past 200 years, fian: the eastern
marshels)f what is now St. b&inard Parish to witnid a fewhundred féet'of present-day
Jalition Barracks, three r'iles below the Frendt Quarter.™

The city’s geofrijphy of growth is‘lso4nscribid in its pizfetit-day municipal
diwtricts (not to mention,its wards—see Wiitls, Faubvss, und the@erception of Place)
1836, ethnic tensioirbetween Anglo:Aericans ahd Creoles reSulted in the divisiO
of the city into thres sémi-autonomou$ mulicipalifies, Whenthat cumbersome system
was abandoned in¥£52, the three munisipalitieswele/renumiired and renamed " iviu-
nicipal Districts;” but they kept theirgeographicil mits—.and, to an extent, theitypolit-
ical sub-cultyresr That year also saw the annefacibn of Lafis ette (formerly of Jederson
Parish) whic.{ hecame the Fourth X[ Iniciffal/District™ ! laiers (1870), Jeffersan (1870)
and Carrollfoi (1874) followad nannexatind,, beco/nifg respectively the(rifth, Sixth,
and Sev¢nh districts of New:@irlZans Bu still mairfeaining some politicziwelf-identity.
From u¥s,intra-urban parochialism eni¢iged, alne =g other things, the ability of each
distlig to assess its own real estate #ixes throughSeven separately aleCted tax asses-
sors. This grossly ineflicient multifle-dssessor system, entrenched thiargh generations
of political patronage and unique ¢ mong Anesica cities—lastedsnto the twenty-first
century. It took a citizens’ revol( aghinst govéinment incompeter:o¢, mobilized in the
wake of Hurricane Katrina byte grassroots organization “Citiirs for 1 Greater New
Orleans,” to reform the syste/nsthrough a statewide constitut'¢nil amendment vote in
2006. The seven-assessor. syetem, scheduled to end in 2010/7is traceable to the seven
separate political entities /t the mid-nineteenth century,“shose limits and enumera-
tions cartographically sumiiiarize New Orleans’ geogr/{nty of urban growth.

One final crifeyen sorted the destiny of Orleans Yarish lands for urban devel-
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opment. Areas closer to risky,woisy, smelly, unsightly or otherwise offensive nuisances
and hazards—flood zonas,ratiroads, canals, dumps, wharves, industry—tended to de-
velop for lower-class re:idel.ces and commercial or industrial land uses, while areas
further from such sites attracted higher-end development for a more moneyed crowd.,
Housing fd'c e city'syaciorest residents, usually Afrigan-American, was such a low pr
ority for ¢&welopers.tnadother (rbinization “rules,” fadticularly for drainage and acces
sibility,«:artied littlodaightalT hisdeft the poor and s disenfranchised to settle in s¢qlal
and glCgraphige’=iCllationgdiy the low-amenity, hig'nuisance, high-risk back-of to#m
(sees Two Centuries of Pasaadx” and The White (2a)ot).

In the'early twéiisieth century, progressive municipal activism andanevintech-
nlagy radi(allir rewrdi( ine “rules” that driwe the geography of New Or eang urban
arowth. Epgineers irsta’led a world-class (nuhicipal drainage system to remove stand-
ir g watesym thes'akcvide lowlands, yhile concurrently ayy ienting g=icial levee
system: topreven’ 1iwer and lake water faan. entering the cityfeae Constfalning and/(oi-
trolliygeche Rivewynd “Drained Dry and Sovered With Gardénels Homes . The advdnces
seemnuijly nsatralized topography @ad hydrology as corfSuints g "ban groyth, al-
lowing the Citv t) spread northward t&the lake then latefaliy to adjaceuit salinatisérshes.
It Wuas a pattern witnessed many tisies before and sigClyreal estatyinteresinand their
govirnm{ntiillies install floodgeantrol devices in an"ainhabite { al ea; onde/tive water is

Irained; street networks, transpwrtation arteries satilities, and residentidi ahd commer-
cial d¢v215pment follow. Pexn): move in, buy iizsa thie valuep=irture isand seek to re-
peat(tig process into adjgining flood-prone areas. Beforg{o1lg, mor¢ aind more people
mgwe Coser and closer ta,danger. So secure w+L Jew Ogivanians imssheir technological
sarwsion from floodathische centuries-old tradition ot vet!dingshoudes raised on pierg

vas abandoned, after Word War II, for fasted.“heapet's 25-at-gade foundations.

By no meéis were drainage aid, tivod conawl the,only new “rules” guidirg
twentieth-centur]. New Orleans; compiex socié!, rurnom>n: involving race, glass,
crime, transportation, education, ecofre.hics, lif>siyle, cost'af living, and gentrificasion
also weighed ['afily in driving me ropolitansnorpholaz,/jirom World War I t) the
early 2000s.

Hapricane Katrina andahe ensuil g deiuge 0of2085 reminded New.()ileanians
that the histrical rules still yar fant our attentions—12¢ed demand it. Satefice images
of Katsindatloodwaters bore a ilantingresemblgiive to historical city m s Neighbor-
hoo/isiypared the deluge occupied the saxie hight®lground developed i-ythe eighteenth
and 1i.aeteenth centuries (dubbed “Che sliver by the river”); areas(intndated mostly
comprised former backswamp dererdped in“ticiswentieth century. Topography and
hydrology had not been neutralizad;"buildio 2 grade level was ( Lélrible idea. Levees
and drainage had lured people afiusier grounds and into dangergugpnes—the so-called
“levee effect,” in which flood-gontrol structures paradoxically jssrease flood damage by
encouraging floodplain deveiSpinent. “Floods are ‘acts of Ged, ¥wrote geographer Gil-
bert F. White famously in"$24., “but flood losses are largaly¥a<cs of man.”>*®

If New Orleans i¥'#0 attain environmental sust/iabulity, its future urban geog-
raphy must pay more attention to that of its past.





