age-

€
South§EmporiuQ
nglo—ﬁmans migrated ard and southwdilggnto th
e Louisiffa Purchase, they cted, fought, an@gispla
us p@ions whose ranks een previously,
se i

ase. emigrants also ntered occasio and

settl ts left behind by recently departed Frepch colo-

S #nial ﬁes. The contact ned Anglo—Anéﬂs, o? e first
\ tim&yin the backyards nco-, Hispano- ibbea d African
scans: different la ge, law, govern relig rchitecture,

ergenwces was New
Jcan COQ

e thousand terreSpal miles and two thousand ngutical miles, the French
O ~ colonial port ci ouvelle Orlea its nt Gulf Coast e
¢ claves marche markedly differ@ t for % enerations before

oodways. Chief &ong those cultur

S &
o

O Isolated from t arth of North A

activity by over

b American n even formed. While societi the Eastern Sealfbail
4 looked prim to Protestant E their culture, Nouvelle
' § Orleans logked to Catholic F World colonie eni-
Q zens ca m the geographi one
world: e from the lower s rench

Canad& gill others from via the

nas oastal outposts o half the

citygiypopulation was for ion of Af-

rifgffiroughout the 1 i isiana. the Carib-

\, a small mixedsracepcaste e ed from the intermingling, one that

Qjoyed more right&he but far less t he white ruling

ste. A few miles upriver ouvelle Orleans ed German and

Swiss farmers who immigrated a few years after city’s founding in

1718; beyond this “German Coast” lay the “Acadj oast,” where French

285 m
N
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Canadian exiles se

@fte t ritish victors of t
War expelled the m etween 1755 an

Crushing d in th nflict forced Fr
of its North can e to the detested
however, fo

ﬁng th
sissippi to panish

ish

sin King Carlos

Appendix B

ench and Indian

to relinquish most

. King Louis XV,

in 1762, secretly cegded areas west the Mis-

leverly includedgin, the
t of Bayou Manc nd

treaty wy ns, which, on ac
the lak ing of an “isle,” raphically detac from
the east-of-the- ippi mainland dgitified for British ha oui

anat

th ials, the popula

anish ¢

c e and d its new gover

ot pain view Nue ivi
distigtidh from its vast a i
orld empire. Distant and disapPointing, the city

#of a ial afterthought igethe late 1700s, evegymore so
'\ and gigency rocked th antic world. Vi(§to th

n; vi

Bri

olonials and lau a new American

oughout New S turther threatenin

o@overthrew the Fre monarchy and s

¢ ic-Wolence in the Cafibbean fueled a slagy
r

o L O

\ ed colony, Saintz ingue. Agitati

/

Louisiana landscape. Eli Whitn
which effj@ently separated lin&n

ries in the tropj es

na, and Nouvel leans became N
A% omini ly transferred b

93 pately for the “cotton gagine,”
e &\

e cotton cultivati

N .
b As politic ult transpired in&ation round the turn (ﬁ
N nineteenth ¢ Y, technologica@dhro egan to alter the r

s
red its dramatic d intogewly cleared
Valley. Two ye , ; ienne de Boré w Or-

e
er, Je
eeded in granula ou!'SNugar cane (a pro racticed

NG

ew
e @gacthing
lution

3
v

new repub-
rance’s most

endknce bubbled up

i ﬁmms quo.

$

cra-
lands i lower

but elusive in subtropical

cl and replicated' rocess ercially. Sugar °e cultivation
y replaced fading &nial—e crops such as indigo, W, and tobacco

ughout the delVion. and sugar shipments had only one
onomical way to reacli sou mand: down t&ississippi for de-

posit at Nueva Orleans and t ipment to worl%

steam-engine technology revolutionized the proce

fabric and garments.

- Q

rkets—where new
of cotton lint into
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Dramatic politeew

clining in power ppr
terest in Nueva

uated these adva ents. Spain, de-
gre about the Unit ates’ mounting in-
y retroceded (18 s Louisiana colony
y France and prlhifited Americans from

depositing re. Upon learning of these provocations, an
alarmed Pr$ erson aspired to ontrol of the on ar-
ginalize - port city, as Fran ockingly returne@the

North ut where Jeffers w strategic adva , Na-

poleon saw subser
Orle nd its agh
ket

g Louisiana co s little more tha ead
r colony of Saing@eming

insurgent slaves

oleon’s 20,000 t

stead

reaks. Loss of ystone colony
passwe interest Napoleon had 1% ouisiana. Wary

colon pire, in need of gganey, and in 11ght ofgmpendin
leo ed to sell the ent&lony to the Unit tes,
gal previously only fg@®ouvelle Orleans. st an mited ter-

becarne America ithout the loss o op of ,” marveled
anguine Westergr.! The e1ghty—ﬁv ld ce envisioned

ommand that te for France i 1 tih new American

ri

y of New Orlean

Colonial au es lowered the ch trigcolor for the last time
during the Louyj Purchase cere in th%e d’Armes on
cember 20, 18 n only a few ye ew fortunes had
matically rev, . For decades the colonial o of two distracte
World monar&ies, the city now f itself gically pos1t1one under
the domigggn of an ascendan di ashedly capltah
World d racy. Westward-, d Am s received the th
elated t and joyful coun ce,” sed that they w do
busi ith the “friendlyfiafid of & citizen” rather the for-
eig ants . . . whose

gla dire jealousy an 1c10r1

n . SQhery, fraud, and chj y.’? Prom—
dicted that this new Ameri ty Would as

ay be&the greatest [on the] continent, per-

1. The Navigator, or the Traders UseEzj Guide in Navigati g@onongﬂbda, Allegheny,
a

Obio, and Mississippi Rivers (Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania: Za mer, 1806), 128.
2.1bid., 128.

b stic pride and ost:
i bservers routin

&

e: the future empggor viewed his regain. uve\m
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haps even in the w@ A onent further, for$ng New Orleans
as “one of the gre@cou@ cities in the umﬁ,m

O O - ©

Yet New nians numbered roughlgy 8,000 in 1803, found
themselve ully

ared for such ra change in dom1
destiny. ﬁared ir new compatri ey spoke a d1ff an-
guage, ced a gigicrent religion, and wed distinct leg: loso—
hies. gl hey perc race and mana lavery differentl
Veye ouses in their ay. They ate di t foo
cel d diff festivals, and i d different her
bed t ead differently. b leaders for th ous ej
ars_hfd¥een appointed to , not elected a t the
re told, not polle isions and polj wed the

th little feedback ated from the up. com-
me as controlled not by entrepreneurs serving market fa but by

«s

' indi s purchasing th ts of monopoly the kj rough
Whg wealth circulated j ery partial man as one @er disap-

ly huffed.* Provi , culturally consegggtive, resi to change,

imes unlettered naive to the ways of lican rnment, and

\ qulpped for the ly competitive w f fr et capitalism,

o W Orleanians frw then resented, esist onslaught of /es
méricains.

O '~ In the face as impending th New
lic Francophongipopulation came t&, its sh
b and deep-ro ouisiana nativity as'a uni

bond—a pan—rg,
place-based of ethnicity—thafighistinguj them from the incSH1-

§ ing English-speaking, Protest glo-
Q the nati escribed themsel s th

ans. In certain %xts,
nne population; i ers,

includi rnacular speech beca nown far and wil “the
Creole modlﬁcanon and Portugues criollo,
whi iginally meant N orl offspring of Ol rld-born
pa Other appellat ped upon this e&c group by
'
&ugh Murray, Hi count eries and Travels in Darth America (London:
ongman, Rees, Orme Brown, 29), 426.
4. Daniel Blowe, 4 Geagmpb rical, Commercial, a ricultural View of the
United States of America (London: Edwards & Knibb, 1820), 5.
5. Thomas Ashe, Travels in America Performed in the Ye London: Richard Phil-

lips, 1809), 309-10.

\
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contemporary Ang@)nei i@ed “the French, e Gallics,” “the

Gauls,’or “the L

New Orlea ysica ironment differe . It occupied a dy-
namic, fluid, uthfi aic plain rather he ancient hardened
lithosphere rest o th America. Its megger topography provided
not a singlegl_al land or vantage poin nd the slightly ised
natural he r enjoyed a subtro rather than a te ate
climate, that tolerated t emperatures, an@fered m
diseases an dlsas ssociated with t nvirons.

Orleangggn™¥8im, formed the wldmg American @
count th a large, com subtropical urba clety t
e Ame s’ perspective, s exotic and fo Just a

may r@able
S0

-

“Th is in fact no part of the world where a fortun ay be e more
speeiﬁnd certainly,” w one commentatofigabout leans;
“th ore employmen very trade than t
ev, ood tailor may little fortune in
o@umty trumped aversion to the alien, of outsiders

st their lot with %peculiar place. ¢
rom the northe tes,” recollecte

reh execute: m
at sense of E
st French ofﬂilw)versee Louisiana. m

e] swarming
Qde Laussat, the
rned over in his

Q

~ mind a little pla

holy tribes inva

O peculation[;] th re i g Louisiana as t
ibes i e land of Canggr eir rapidly affected
b city’s econom e influx of Amer

specligtors was so great
the Louisia rchase, wrote ongaobserver, years later, thaa;
character of commerce instant n@y chant @, and violence ang com-
petition, h in America m&onte S ¥eigned triumphat&. .
The nu of merchants in Orlea continued, incr fifty-
fold wi six years.® Simila ers grow for ba

yers, and plante 11 on the make,” la claim to
opportunity, p and &\ce as the city ¢ offer.” The
'

urray, Actoum‘ ries an , 427.
7 Pierre Clément de La sat My Life (Baton and New Orleans,

78 translation of 1831 memo1r)
8. Ashe, Travels Performed in 1806, 309-10.
9. Joseph G. Tregle Jr., Louisiana in the Age of Jackson: A of Cultures and Personali-

ties (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 199

&
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Americans also ch@d t @ ethnic geograp$they generally

settled in the up reet; original city anQn upriver into the
Faubourg Ste. came anglicized t. Mary”). Ameri-
can emigratio r statehood in 1 and again following
the resoun ritish at the Battle ot New Orleans in 1815
That victor, . Gen. Andrew J; n to national fa

turther j ced CWS Americans to thi tic city now Wltm

countr

ere not the on
ugee divided amon ites, free people

wed in 1809 fro er Saint-Domi

n of Haiti. The @
o th s Franco-Afro- i
ess ricanization. Th

eoles, now had to shaw/ver, resources,

a third faction. Such also was ti¥ Creoles’ relation
arrivigigdirectly from Fran ho like the Ameri more
'~ wor rudite, competitiﬁld ambitious—b les spoke
Fre practiced Catho , and exhibited ys. Immi-
Q;(mg world furt ew Orleans’

Q
e, o,

g from the Spanlsh
¢ ¢ landscape, arrifing since the 17 uba, Central
\ South America anary Island#pal . At least a few
every society of great antic Basin, and
ed in New Orle in th 1800s. They came
te reasons, bu t 1mat on usually involy,

b ¢ the myriad co cial opportunities”erate e city’s supreme
graphical ad ge. Topping the list were all s related to cotto
v sugar. #
y
@ g & g
Qlantatlons Orleans and stlllb
the culture of indi d

m whn, were former
rice, but the dem r th icles...being on the

the attention nters is now turned to that of and

\ cotton, both of wv [ma xcellent shipments. .

10. Fortescue Cuming, Sketches of a Tour to the Western C through the States of Ohbio
and Kentucky (Pittsburgh, 1810), 338.

—Fortescue ng, 1810

by;

&
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@ven io@che “gin,” cotton uction in Loui-
y 1811, grown tly in the Anglo-

dominated regi on Rouge. That e quintupled in ten

Following Whitne

years, quadru i million pounds 26, then rose to 62
million by iah in the state of Mis*sippi (the vast majority
from the so er) rose from 10 @i§kion pounds in 18 85
million Louisiana and issippi contribute%ﬂy
two-thi arriving to New ans’ wharves; Al and

oats, in such qua@s that the city be o dev

ton marketing a ices industry. even
coln’s first visit, handled at Ne#am d
3 304,848 bales, as shipped to ritain
in¥lly to Liverpool s of the nort Unit ates
ercent, mainly New York), ®ance (22 percent), a thmaller

bal ports.?
cane boomed co@wurately, althou as raj na more
le compared to gn, and shipped m
S@astern Louisiana uced 2,500 tonw‘ug
¢ asons after Boré® granulation brea A
nty sugar plant: lined both ba

\ e gfver fhom present-day
o enner to Englis n.* While Anglos®enera minated cotton

IS roduction, Cre d Acadians congglled mggt sugar production. B
1816, with over illion invested rq@ionally i sugar industry,

great impetus given to the traﬁws telt Q ery direction an

ern States, Embracin of P densed from the Earlifg3Kolumes
w (1856), 1:123; Ne ans Pr rrent and Commercial, gencer

35); and J. D. B. D The ercial Review of the S d West

n Wi 1~tports of cotton and @ from the

[1821-28] Importﬁn the interior

L0( tleans: Benjamin Ley, 8), broadside
fana Collectlon, 976.31 (380) E%g

niversity, Loui-

rts of sugar and mo
t Tulane Universitfl]
. Wilie, “Exports from Orleadf broadside stored at Tula

iana Collection, 976.3 96.

14. John G. Clark, New OFleans, 1 842: An Economic His@aton Rouge: Loui-

ana State University Press, 1970#y another count, Louistaiia’s sugar-related pro-
duction in 1802 included 5,000 hogheads of sugar, 5,000 ba@f molasses, and 5,000
casks of rum. “The Sugar Exchange: Formal Opening of t tiful Building,” Times-
Democrat (New Orleans), June 4, 1884, address by J. Dyn&. 3, c. 3-5.

&

ost of the rem 1, with places as ay\
tributing as well. \¥Bales arrived firs atb\



Vl%la

ong the flatboat
ast quantities of§capital, largely fro
\ @ncial hubs, pou to the city’s b
o Q 1ses, as well as in improvements, bur¥ings, 1es, and land de-
O A
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9

city of New Orlear@idly i sed in wealth an ulation, tripling
the same within Yy er the opening sugar industry.”?
Between 1824 30, t mber of sugar pl ons grew from un-
der 200 to ne 00.1 he 39,063 hogs of sugar handled at
New Orlea e yeaggecceding Lincoln’s ﬁrs& rip, nearly half went to

adelphia, and t to fourteen othgy large

ties, not to mentj bacco and nume
populating trans alachian West, s

New York, %arter t
Americce R

crops from the ra

incre port t New Orlean$” W'he exportation
Loyistgna, fift ears ago, was car n with thirty shi mode
sizge wrote a chman in 1807 visiting the regi 1801
“@ the tion of sugar an on, it has so inc, tha@e
hu e employed.”® T ight arrived in NV rst
afle atboats originatwm numerous Iq ississi iver
es, joined after the 1810s new fleet of stearfil®ats. atboat

coast

and the fortuneggaf the flatboatmen . 4. were en
e success of th on and sugar E& of ippi and

na,” explained oqer who knew fir ; “W rops were
)

it was ‘hard times’ 19
heas nd European
fu

icultural enter-

ns emerged as a kav Sout node in the Atlantic
Basin economi m. The city sg syst a whole expan
markedly in th Os; at least fourt nks opftrated around the ti
Lincoln’s visi lustering primarily on upper, tres and Royal st ;
they included®¥ie venerable Citi the Ulijol, the Orleans, Consoli-
dated, th te, the Louisian asli nd the Commercll, even
the Orlem heater Compan into tii®Winancial scene. BgMkers in-
n

teracte”th commission m ts, whofhdvanced funds atively
O AN <]
5-Dewne 4,1884, p. 3, c. 3=>
ane Industry®An Historical Geogra m its Origins fo

bridge @niversity Press, 1989), 190:
. Wilie, “Exports w Orl oadside stored at We University, Loui-

jana Collection, 976.31 (350) E96.
18. M. Perrin Du Lac, Travels the Two Louisianas, 1801, 1802, & 1803

(London: Richard Phillips, 1807), 92.
19. “In Flatboat and Keelboat Times On the Mississipgi er Seventy Years Ago,”

e Sugar Exchange,;
H. Galloway, Tbe%

Daily Picayune, March 19, 1896, p. 14, section f, c. 6-7.

&
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to plantation own ftenti riving up commi@ity prices. Cotton
and sugar factorgfiihed t ves with planter represented their

interests in urb airs lawyers oversaw, r legal matters and

sued relentlessfzfoffer eve aginable dispute chants, brokers, and
commercialﬁs add he professional clasg the 1822 city directory
listed 265 r% ants, mmission merc 24 brokers or e ge
brokers ton br and 2 commercid nts 20 By the mi Os,
the cit ome wholesale mercflail)s, 786 retailers, 8 kers,
16 auctioneers, a notary publics (ndg © mention over 1,

cabarety and h ¥ Countering th€ Weculative risks e age
liberafsapital parallel rise in i nce compames, W1th t

ional mrddleme

vast class of p pere -

isks taken by pla , who in turn profitigl on t ed

or o the foundatio which the entffe sfytem re he
early-nineteenth-century cotton®nd sugar cane boe#lin fa eathed

& o the instituti slavery; 1mport ions from a into
s underbelly of ouisiana coast ued after the

$?;§n
L

States proh1b1te(ﬁrnatlonal slave t g in Domestic
ading from Virgiri®and the Upper S filled 4 ce, deliver-
ousands of “sur@lus” bondmen in rutal -priced Deep
\ th slave market. other professr ss t to the handling
o human chattel g New Orleans t tion’s 1er slave-trading
IS QOst. New Orleb the antebellum servedggs the South’s financial

b

O nerve center in j out every way nable surprise, then, t
b ¢ the lower Mis pi River region b the ’s highest conce
tion of rnill'nﬁes.22

h1te male beca e rich,
any entrepreneur ived
Louisiana commg@®Pties ac-

o say that every ious

’ This is n
or that ’;lwconomy did not th

doggedl lost everything. Bajges for
tually ined for much of 820s,

ing investors 1 rn for
greatm or toil. Market hed ously in the Pani %837 and

w’ ew-Orleans Direc ;Regmz‘er i!=w Orleans: John A(@Paxton, 1822),

1nated section entitled

]arnes E. Winsto sont mic History of NegzeOrleans, 1803-1836,”
he Mississippi Valley Historical 11§no. 2 (Septembe ): 216-218; Gavin
righ, The Political Economy of z‘m South (New York: orton & Company,

1978), 223.
22. Winston, “Economic History of New Orleans,” 223; t, Economy of the Cotton
South, 13.



d the allure o es beckon, ambhim
lhngl sed themselves e risks of a ha4

. dissertation, Louisiang State Unfgrsity, 1985), 1:18-21.
. The City Planni@onin ission, Major Stree,
27), 75.
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struggled for six ye ence, @ng many a New ns aristocrat his
family’s fortune nt feblood of the success—the mo-

nopoly on Wes fflc ded by the Missj
der assault in ra, wi e completion of t rie Canal (1825) and
subsequen ways ailroads connecting ghe eastern metropolises

directly wi he trand@ppalachian West. ecause the “pie’grenre-
sented eglo icultural bounty so dramatically s0-
lute ter isgui e fact that New ns’ relative slice t ple
was shrinking. Lj se, the magnificgnt wealth accumulat, th

uccee more far attent nd inspired mo ulat

tha ost quietly by t ho failed. w w

t. Those further down on the social pyramia
to s?1§ven greater expoffilgy to those hazard

kno; the Necropolis o

pr torm -battered, dfse@e-infested city t y to seven-
t%’chs annually per thousand people (an le that rate
n health and

ng epidemics).?* @kime and vice too 10nalgto
tare. Many peo nsed a causativ bitween the city’s
hys1ca1 mortali moral depravity. An“1812 artiCle in a New York

3
N
g
v

paper for examp§wed the city’s re outs hurricanes and fir
as divine retrib for being “a segp dom Gyfixhibiting . . . sceé

of the most li us wickedness.” 1815 &itorial characterizev
city “as a pla t has disgraced Agmerica by rthlessness and v

very little better than old Sodo omorraly’* A missionary rginister

visiting i 3 reminded his &rs th#& Orleans is of ¢ ex-

posed to ter varieties of n misegy,, vice, disease, and than

any ot merican town. . , ch %asu said about [its gacy of
. del:@ery

w vice. .. 7 At descrip-

manm morals
homas E. Redard,'&;rt of New Otleans: An Economic ery, 1821-1860"

eport (New Orleans,

25. New-York Gazette &3 Genemﬁiser October 12, 18

26. Independent Chronicle (Boston), September 25, 1815, P

27. Timothy Flint, Recollections of the Last Ten Years .
(Boston: Cummings, Hillard, and Co., 1826), 305 and 3
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u@urrﬂ@e time of Lincol&Qgtirst visit assessed
”»

tion written by H
the city’s “moral t” a ost sinister [of] ity of America,” a
by-product of t s abi attract “advent and “refuse”

[T]

and dancing echo rom the ball-

day. .. . Gaming-haus® abound in every
prevents the in%ts from plunging”
cesses of dissipati ept the avidity
.. .. Masked balall—ﬁghts, and sen m
form almost the Nsive enjoyments o \
e inhabitants.?® w \
n visiting the ne wcorroborated t owservat w

billiard-rooms, ing-houses, an ry-of is
James Stuart af s 1830 tour of N rleans,
econd house see be [so] occupi
ardly, Murray we to say, pointin that

Pitts had four churchgs for its 10,000 citizens, while ~
'~ New, ans counted onl for 40,000. St& . ere are m

i

»

feMurches here in rf‘an to the populati

scan cities,” noting that even som
“There is the Fren
Lottery, the atholic Church
tors shuddered a isregard of the

ral distinction at ghich nﬁlill judgmental visi-

mbling business

abbath, a local
tors shook their S

And litera Ver.l less so. The only

29

rary in 1830, s
church owned b
tly shut down for want
rm even a readingsroom,

of studentspand “all attempts
though t@s not in other pa a town of 2000 i ants

witho e.”! The state’s e ing p tion, which ingre nine-

fold b n 1810 and 183 uld ent the number uisiana

new@rs during those fro ning, ten to nin ch judg-

. Murray, Account of DiscoDéries ands;vels, 428-429. °

Q . James Stuart, 75 in Nort ica, (Edinburgh an%ldon: Robert Cadell
d Whittaker and Company, 1833) 39.

30. New-Orleans Directory & ew Orleans: John ﬁ s Paxton, 1830), un-

paginated entry for Touro Free Library.
31. Murray, Account of Discoveries and Travels, 428—429.
32. Stuart, Three Years in North America, 2:245-246. m

&
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#popt% at the time of t uisiana Purchas
? / b cent over the ne ade, and by ano
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, religious, and i ectual decadence
his era; they WCI‘Q rule—so much so
s’ denunciations to

the city’s percei iquity. Murray him-

ire only is to be ric to live a short life 0

have no hesitatio ecommending Nt m
ot to be of a VerMHed \.

a chapter on Agfi¥fican in
S earns not a si entio
d city stig

censys enumerated 27,276 peopl€in the city proper,

o/

nt appears at
ay before movin
identally, New

universally rec

1 d 1840. When Igln visited in 182 ast 45,000
a 000 people, respectively, resided in t uding thou-

of “strangers” (firt-time residents, Vi ents) nor un-
@nted indigents, of whom circ riverfront sec-

qus traversed by v g flatboatmen. One§8urnali imated the city’s

O Y ermanent popu “near 60,000” a timedflincoln’s second visi
b $ and reported t ere are frequergl 25t 00 strangers in é

place” during r.%
Indeed, nal activity waxed and w o dramatically ta

wintertime visitor and his summ e coun rt (few that there were)
G the Southern mﬁgolis.

Shippin ntoi e in mid-autum arm-
ers ha to m . It peaked in 1 er and
early gar ut in late summer arly au-
tum of the peak traffit called at the
p ed to the sea) ra articularly

raffic from uBc~

\ Henry Bradshawy Sketcb%erica.. A Narrative ofsg Journey of Five Thou-
nd Miles Through The Eastérn an néStates of America (L@, 1819), 278.
34. Murray, Account of Discoveri ravels, 429—-430.
35. “New-Orleans,” New-Bedford Courier (New Bedford, QAugust 16, 1831, p. 1.
36. Estimated from Collector of Levee Dues records —23 and from monthly
shipping arrival records from 1826-29, as summarized ﬁe last page of the New-

&
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widely with the seadigs: i pril saw two hu to four hundred
tlatboats, steamb rafts arrive at ]Q rleans” wharves,
while the mont ight see as few e.’” That shipping
cycle fueled t thus the numbe isiting businessmen,
sailors, boa ncrants, plus all thosg locals in the secondary

i o0 fed, clothed, sh d, and served t sh-
carryin bserver in the la 40s estimated thuile
the cit tion exceeded 1 0, “a transient ation

of thirty or forty and [departs] in ms . . . as soon wax\

seaso returns| as wi ese do from the

firs flake of snow. seasonal visitor:
jng to their means; rs would sleep

nts rded with afflue idents. “A few
commodated with boarding in a @nteel French fam

#a cit one Courier notmea.at the outset of t
'~ To out undesirable d there were m the f;

tive tenants to al:eiot at their house “at t
w 40
7.
¢ ppressive heat, #hmidity, and a slac my @fﬁcient cause
\ #people to avoid a Orleans sum the frenfer reason for the
° nual exodus was inimize the chancC®Wf a lo nd excruciating

IS “eath by the sc of “the sickly seagan,” yellgay fever.”! The dreaded
~ late-summer pl cared off vess lsﬁng at ort and drove a
¢ visiting busine&igen as well as Weaiﬁesiden% eir departure sti
economic acr@, which only intensified the re to flee. “In su
’. : it becomes int#isely hot, and the ent is y annoyed by the mus-
quitoes [sighy’ reported one traﬁ 18 aware of the rela&ship
Q between &in mosquitoes b y the sive African Ae ypri)

Orlea irectory & Register (183 'ﬂy b
37 rfinger Reports, Mi m #7 420, 1818-23, Neg eans Collec-
tor, vee Dues-Registers boats; es, Rafts, and Steam n the Port of
N leans.
. Anonymous, New Orleags'As It Is: anners and Customs (“B esident, Printed

r the Publisher,” 185

39. A. Oakey Hall, The Manhatt inéNew Orleans; or wa “Crescent City” Life
ew York: J. S. Redfield, 1851), Q

40. “Private Boarding,” Louisiana Courier, November 13, Qp 3, c. 4.

41. Henry Tudor, Narrative of a Tour in North America (w James Duncan, 1834),
2:380.

&
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and the “terrible m@ "h
makes it m)pea~!

tinues mctober. ng that era New
ade, ty; all
Y, Mo

per
stre& only ii

ncestry, as well

pe
Wnately

suffgre
ttlem

nstituted a mark
le, more black,

erat
mor

Fra
n hotter, more hui¥i{, and more pro

T

f their human
“I am now at t
“and were it th

to be alive Zalay [next] week.™ Winter a

however, ha ssissippi River {1 reats

cholera, sgallpox, and other str,
(A year incoln’s second zigit, the c1
claime 40 lives and scar ay a
heal% um, were not e@ dist
&urray, Account of T, #esand Tmfue:, 427.
. New Orleans Bee, #& 183
7

r
in

44, Frederic Bancroft, S

31), 317.

45. Tudor, Narrative of a Tour in North America, 2:64.

46. John Wilds, Collectors of Customs at the Port of New
Service, 1991), 14.

e Tradi

the early days of

ossibly can, fly to t

he shops are shut, and@ghe silence of the
pted by the sounéhe hearse passing 0

estic environs,

graphies, inferiomn
cial wherewithal to depart. Su rtime New Orle
quieter, riskier, pogrer, less ¢
ender—balancec& Cath
hone urban enviQent than winterti ew
incoln’s 1831 ddparture, a powerful
roying, among o things, a num%]at
ws. ) Even slav merce quieted do s tra

in the face of wegk dema
d-quarters of De emo
nth of August o mber

. 2, c. 1. The hurricane st

Appendix B

w@n to say that yel&er

t, and con-
s appears like
rth or the up-

olitan,
nd more
s—not to
Y (Ten weeks
ne str ew Orleans,
s@nd killing their
duced the prices
and threat of illness.**
one visitor in 1838,
ould scarcely ex
ringtime popula ,
rry about, while Asiatic

th little regard t son.
orst-ever cholerag@pidemic
11,000.%) Rj public

\%)rleans,

hurric

antebellum

on August 16—

h)ld South (Baltimc@l—l. Furst Company,

O&United States Customs

&




New Orleans in the 1820s-1830s 299

not spatially nor d or temporally. r were they ever
particularly low: lac yone, at any tlma of death was the
cost of opportuni

&
Oppor , population data to it. The early el-
lum eraﬁt oved to be the ustained period j 1ch
New O t population rose solute numbers atlve m
to othgr America s. Not only was ity growing, it w: N
othe . edns ranked as t h-largest Americ
tié . Census in 1810; Lincoln V1Slted

, it peaked at nu three. The cit
o rise for anothe, years, but not fq

e nation, in ter ethnicity, nativi e, relifigy, language,
throughout
to those born
n stock; of free

Iture. Even unobservant visitors noted,

$ ¢ ustling entrepétgikingly high rati
lly; of African- ded peoples t
° Oeople of color t ; of Gallics and Lat1 and Germanics;
and of Francoplﬁ to Anglophones ious ors came in drove,
and recorded t%\! pressions em@ in avel narratives pgiis

ular in that e o city perhaps on'®ie glol{wrote William
in 1817, ¢ eé a greater contr: i

Orleans in the e 800s also presen e mo erse soci- m

(o
6',

of natio anners, language

complex1on than does New —an sment that precgdes by

decades t rlval of the maJor sof an immigration.“&cals,

Q too, ext the1r city’s co itan . “The populati much
mlxed te John Adems ni 22 City Direc ere is

a gregaeconfusion of tongues, vée, during a bus . can be

seen¥igdple of every gra lou ndition: in short&is a world in

ure” Alexis de' eV1lle visited New Or a year after

géﬂ. Decennial census ﬁg!‘es deri o compendlum VOl\@Jf the U.S. Census;

terpolations computed by author®

48. William Darby, Geographical Description of the State of . ana (New York: James
Olmstead, 1817), 75.

49. New-Orleans Directory and Register (1822), 45-46 ( sis in original).

&

. Q .
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Lincoln’s second tr@rne (@ city’s ethnic mo rough an inter-
view with the ernt 1\ yer Etienne Ma@u:
. l-my that i#Kew Orleans is to be 01 a mixture of
ns?

s true@ see here a mingli ’all races. Not a

in A\w or Europe but has ws some representa- 0

a
s—50s. Numerical

during the peak igrat
ords substantiate yewit

i data offered b* 820
e people of color% slaves

rivedgt the United States through New Orleans—
#1820 60, with 300,00 he 1850s alone
‘" so
s

city. For most o, late antebellum ew s ranked
ation’s number-t migrant port, a of Bo and behind

a
¢ o ew York.”! An analysis of the 1850 cen he fir&record birth-
\ : Ge, shows that NeyQrleans was home are sigagiti&¥ntly sized eth-
i groups (measur; ancestry, nativi ce, a@avement status)
o o-wm any other n city. That is, when*we break™urban populations
into the sub-gro bulated by theﬁ cens lly seven groups i
r

'~
O ¢ New Orleans e nstituted at legp cent city’s total pop

b tion. No othe r American city ore five such groups.2
y
r

All this without saying editow for the Daily Pz'mc,
; who wrote: ﬁ ‘
Q we state that in a in th&r in the Old Wow
:oted by George Wils rson ille in America (Baltib‘he Johns
niversity Press, 199 —62
Y

casury Department, ffurciu of cs, Tables Showing Arz0oW of Alien Pas-

nd Immigrants in ¢ tates from 1820 to 1888 (Washinfton) D.C.: Govern-

ﬁ rinting Office, 1889), 108-109.

. The subgroups egate ocally born; (2) bor
orn in England, Wales, or Scotl bérn in Ireland; (5) b
Austria; (6) born in France; (7)w5pain; (8) bornin It

and (10) enslaved blacks. Analysis by Richard Campanella ba

tistical View of the United States— Compendium of the Seven
1854), 395-99.

Isewhere in U.S.; (3)
ifl Germany, Prussia,
free people of color;
J. D. B. De Bow, Sta-
sus (Washington, D.C.,

s is a patch-work ples.*® # m
‘Q" Orleans’ superdikige diversity, often sse \
dence, augm
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is there a gl@ Variety@tions represented in [New
Orleans], bu ng an established ta;\. New Or-
leans is a 1d in sature, subdivided in aller com-

monwe@ [in W distinctive traits offiiafional character

are en, an peculiar language owgeople is to be
heat en.” L 4

mention betw e blacks and
mestic slaves and field slaves. @he slow and pain
#colo reole New Orleags into the Anglo-Agerican U
¥ whi occasion came @ously close to é viole
\ aro the time of Lincnwsits.

one side was an'@fCasy alliance bet Fran ne Creoles,
n French (that isgimmigrants from F; nd reflatds from Haiti),

\ Mediterranean, ibbean, and L erimmigrants. Pos-
'~

sing the numeri ajority, this Cat Lati nce maintained
olitical and cul

ontrol. On the other side ygere Anglophone Protes-

O tants of Anglo- ican ethnicity, w; joye mercial domina
¢ and padded t umbers by establ g alli with Germanic

b Irish immig

’. cultural habitéind idiosyncrasicﬁhere i

A the Engli@ociologist—philos* arrje

. Each side criticized the ot ielding of infl ,
et American and

veryone knows,” wrote
rtineau, ‘
ctions is visible evefSinihe d v~r00m. The Frenc
lain that the Am s wi eak French; will eet
w their neighbor§ alf w accommodation (b: ch.
QS& “A Kaleidoscopic Vied of Ne e,s,” Daily Picayune@embcr 23, 1843, p.

American creoles

e 3.
54. Joseph G. Tregle Jr., “Creoles and Americans,” in C ew Orleans: Race and
Americanization, ed. Arnold R. Hirsch and Joseph Logsd on Rouge and London:

Louisiana State University Press, 1992), 153.

&
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The Ameri@idic le@oilet practices of rench la-

dies; their us Nge and pearl powdeD. ill lately,

the Frenc les ha ried everything the n way, from

their s
Because A y settled in upriyer@eighborhoods of “Fau-
bourg St. let, and La Cou nown as the banfofsu-
périeure per ou s) while Creoles atin immigrants mi-
nated in City ict and the lower ourgs” (banlieue@eure ,

es of opinion.”
what one journa

some piewed the
the & i

i i state legislature i
éle [ Otrleans] into tw;
ty . . “@Sing from the op

callegh and French interests.” The proposal passed the Hous
# senta ut failed the Se y a narrow margi i ing on
0w , >

sequent months conver
s, to be called era

the ®all; French (Creole) j sts countered wi proposal
“r nizing the city nment [such th iected to by
¢ t mericans were removed, and their in ce on ity councils
#tly increased.” Cagigluded an “impar?ctat %in 9828,
o This measu s restored harmony 16®the pr , but it is
/

annuallfsolling in from the ¥ stateg.

v Into the mid° this complex an tentiomcial, economic, ang—
4 A litical landscape walked a youn am Lin®¥in in 1828 and 1831. Evi-

dence of ic tension would bo 0 an observant vi in

't Martineau, Retros)e We:te'@ (London and Newb Saunders
838), 1:263 and 271
seil de Ville, Session@cem 6, pp- 294-295 of m&lm #90-223,

NOPL-LC. ? /

. Robert Goodacre, “Ne Orleanﬁ]Goodacre’s Lecture,” Bgore Gazette and
e

12y Advertise, Januar 8,p. 1. divisive forces eventually prevailed in 1836,
hen the Americans won ti to divide New O into three semiau-
nomous units, essentially to fre elves of Creole pred tion. The inefficient

“municipality system” was abandoned 1n 1852, but only afte mericans established
alliances with uptown German and Irish immigrants to en merical superiority over
the Creoles.

&

easy. .. eive that Gallic in ce muggat no distant day
succumb, r the weight of tal terpri& population ¢
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the streets, in con n the press. On glo editorial, for
example, complaj preme Court deq that City Coun-
cil ordinances b i rench, despite t ost of those whose
mother tongu k [English], and jority of those whose

native lang j o not speak anythiw else. . . ® In another
paper, the %— erican (note the e) announced itsgipten-
ish a pu ing operation in “tiidifauxbourg St. Mari®¥ F'the

tion to
locatio sider. vantageous,” on icGunt of its Anglo-, ican

population, “to w interests and gragifiCation [the newspa ill

especi almo sively devoted.”). ¥he editors promis at t
« nd pri s .. . shall be pyfid

vie jcan,
1al subs rs that they “wi ackled by no .

merican,” even ey ass
p
w ran i spapers while Lighigln visited the city %y 183
Eth ord eventually d Widismember” Ney &ans. 6,
Amicall contingent final legislative corffentio divi city

<

into three semiautonomous muriipalities, essentials 0 free selves

#of C olitical predomiggsion. For sixteen yeges, New OQ‘ oper-
'\ ated r one mayor butdfyree separate syste govi e in ev-
ery from policing tgxcation to port m ment icipalities

. ¢

ineffi

e sued their own tre
i stem” further pdsoned social relati ting t opulations of
\ First, Second, a hird municipaljg ain% other in fierce

ompetition. “Had Legislature soug the careful efforts,”
erote the Thir icipality’s Daily Qgleanian jg,1849, “to create a war
of races, to ma tinction betweer&ole a|§|erican, they co
not have choseffghetter means for t bject n the present divi
operates.” ity reunified in 1852, but % ter the Americavé
T

’. : tablished alliai¥®es with German @rish i ants to ensure ineri—

cal superiggity over the Creole\
The m,

ral distinction cen An nd Creole woul over
time. istinction betwee ite an@blfck, however, w ted to
the 1 regimented instifiti#in of slavery. 3&

L&

resence, experier&and tsatment of people of Qcan ancestry
’. 58. Mercantile Advertiser, May

, p- 2, ¢ 4.
59. “New-Otrleans American,” New Orleans Bee, May 13,@, p- 2, c. 4. The paper

never got off the ground.
60. Daily Orleanian, February 19, 1849, p. 2, c. 3. m

&
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lavery in the Cities: T) 8§20-1 ndon, Oxford, Ne
ity Press, 1964), 326.

e@ze in upcoming de ncre

¢ eople of color wghld call New Orle

\ city (and occasi more than an 1
o d absolute termsjiftffoughout most o anteb
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figured prominentl@)r 'n@ impression cast @v Otrleans upon
first-time visitor Lir& hat impression be assessed from
three angles: vi l&l’s magnitude an racteristics in local

ement patterns, aadSperhaps most impor-
ature of the institutsn of slavery in the city-

scape.

By s visits, many Ne&eanians of Africa@od
traced r era y deep into Louiarih soil, their ancest, ving
been forcibly rem from Africa’s Sefpgiimbia region by E

nials ing i “&wo main waves 0lifrican importati

ch rule in the 17 nd a larger one r Spa
80s. Coupled w New World s e andm
creas ew Orleans clai n African-ancesgry ula f
8 (cggpaitd to 3,948 white the time of the Ny se.
like orth American , New Orleans i i rib-

bean notion of a “gradient” betw®n free white and il
le caste k

#feste e somewhat privgigeed mixed-race mi as the
gerns leur libre (free p of color). Slaves mber, e people
of a hat would

by a 2.1-to-1 ratg circa-1803 New ns,
s. Despite i y opp
than

laws, more
e other South-
canfcityfin both relative
era. According

in 1820, 8,041 j 30, a suspicioys
mistake), 9,90 1850, and 10,68g~ar bef;

free people ogor belonged to the working
significant nu¥iber gained midd uppe

19 n 1840 (probabl

e Civil War.®
er-middle class,
s status through skilled

IS uo the decennia s, their populatiﬁ in NeggOrleans totaled 6,237

)
(S

trades, reaglpestate, and busine@ganvest y one count, ni the
twenty- chest blacks in llum rica were New Wians,
while ditional eight cam nea arishes. By ano imate,
free of color in New rihans 1#¥: orked, and earn ter than

thei nterparts in Ne Ci

/
. Figures differ somewhat¥in vario aggregations of census data. Richard Wade,
ork: Oxford Univer-

eed better than & whites.2

lack Entrepreneur-
eview 60, no. 3 (Au-
an, Time On The Cross:
ittle, Brown and Com-

62. Juliet E. K. Walker, “Racis ery, and Free Entergris®:
ship in the United States before the Civil War,” Business Hi
tumn, 1986): 350; Robert William Fogel and Stanley L.
The Economics of American Negro Slavery (Boston and To.
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Free people of colo@l not v@u’c they could le earn money, own
property, sue in ¢ ath wealth to theg generation. Some

even owned slav, ho th ves might posses ificant amounts of
white blood. acial lexity of Louisiafa-§yle slavery is evident
in an anno ent th during Lincoln’s 1831 visit, which listed the
slaves belo to “f Q% (free woman of c arie Cordeviolagof the

Faubou é: m
,a ne .. with her two chj named Louis a ne - m

nd] Da ulatto . Henrj a negress . . . wit
11d ouls a rnulatto 1anne, a negress \
ith c w

the free people or as a distinct 3

T@resen

c ed distinguish rleans and Loui
two-caste nor at is, pure white {
black to any degree on the other, The French in LG
Fr1e%Ratzel later com ed ‘never set t
fro laves and free as the Anglo- f§
tes ”64) That sen cultural deviatio

han 9,000 refugeest¥om Haiti double
augmentlng of its three castes
aved black), an thing new life 4 one Caribbean
ulture

The c1tys American pop &)n fulgher reconfigured when

the U.s. bann rnatlonal slave tr 1 he law shlfted
movement of into the hands g natlonal smugglers
legal domesti# tders, the latter sending “s r slaves from the l@:
South into t eep South pla n eco to satisfy its ingatiable
demand fgglabor. More than re forcibly Shlpp uth-

ward du the antebellum he geography of, le of
Afrlca cent so s1gn1f1c 1an described i econd

M1d% ssage.”®
S E o
1974) 244,

Loumanzz Caurze 8 1831, 4.
64. Friedrich Ratzel Ske f atd Cultural Lifé in merica, trans. and

. Stewart A. Stehlin (New Bru nd London, 1988 t 10on of 1873 treatise),
214.
65. Ira Berlin, Generations of Captivity: A History of A ~American Slaves (Cam-
bridge: Harvard University Press, 2003), 161-163.

&
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Disproportiona@ the Vi@ of this domest: ve trade landed

in New Orleans.@ave tood that from la and and Virginia
alone,” wrote o tor in early 1820s, “fro 00 to 5000 [slaves]
per annum are@siona t down to New-(Drl¥ans; a place, the very
name of w. eems t

Hils me

e terror into the slgves and free Negroes of

the Middlegitates. ition to the “coagiggse” trade along t st-
ern Sea slave j rtations came to Orleans from t est
(that is) the issippi), someti

tr ansporte corn,

The gator 1
bushefy of pot 155 horses, and
Rizgr 1n 1810 Henry Bradsh
dwd at N zloaded with “a
les ouisville, destin market.®® In a sin®8ymont tly
er Li 1831 trip, morm one thousand (lavy disem d at
the New Orleans levee, with 1 riving aboard a L8sville s erina
#singl % Roughly 50,00@mgnslaved African Aggericans weQD
'~ into siana between 1 d 1830, a perio&
sla pulation more t ripled. From the

ar, no era saw imported slave@ in N

¢ through 1831, y#hen 2,000-4,000 Id an
\ ans in 1828 an% Qb
o tion did not constitdte a m ic group. Mas-

s of other loads

IS tural similarities gad diffeggaces, pointed out slaves’
O ~ birthplaces, et es, and racial mi s (as %s their ages, ski
b ¢ and, reluctantl ir defects) when Nring or the auction bl
One typical rtisement for an 1828 plan auction listed ,
’. : from Senegal"®. Joe, mulatto . . raha erican . . . Tom,a griff
America Honore, a mulat le . les, a Spaniard . . ues,

Congo .man Giles . . . fro . Dom )" and Charlat a enon,

Hodgson, Remarks [ur g ajou rough Norﬂ)Americabears 1819,
821 (Samuel Whitigg: New Y ), 178-179.

e Navigator, Contai irecti avigating the Monouoan®la, Allegheny,
d Mississippi Rivell ind Eichbaum,
, 360.

. Fearon, Sketches ﬁa, 267

69. New Orleans Bee, November 14p.2,c. 1.

70. Jonathan B. Pritchett, “Forc ation and the Interr,
presented to the 1991 Annual Meeting of the Social Scien
and Figure 3. This information is based on Notarial Recor
ert W. Fogel and Stanley L. Engerman and analyzed by J

Slave Trade,” paper
tory Association, p. 8
ig1nally collected by Rob-
an B. Pritchett.

n the same ﬂatg that m
urgh-published gui
64,750 pounds @rd, @
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istic, religious, a her cultural dif-

rn or Virginia—bgr Caribbean-born
s broad and co as those of any im-
Orleans’ slave r@ts were, in their own
ural as the city’s farW food markets.

in the game reveldg the booming i ate
gs. Traders profitc@n handling the b ies

both creoles, amon
ferences among
or Louisiana-bo
migrant group
way, as divi

White

chattel. Yet m

racially overwhe

and possibly ov
late 1820s curtgé i

the flow whe

— sickly, lazy, violent;¥gg rebellious, fro
e—i Louisiana marl@us benefiting
e state legislature banned dorf¥€stically importe
#in 1 ut strong dema rced the repeal of the act irQ@
'~ port, resumed imme%’: around the ti§

“th essels from Nor aving on board

[ d] at New Orleans®®” White concerns
$ é larmed message&he Louisiana Cougg anu
There hasb WO THOUSAN.

o ENTYS brought to this place [since October 1, 1828]
O '~ by way o alize!™ b

b ¢ A comprox& act in 1829 allo'v$the imglorts to continue so
as a Certiﬁc@f Good Charactgr accompagiigd”all slaves over th
,. : of twelve, sigiicd by two or mo@n—ven hites from the gxport-
ing coungympyho swore to the 0 DT
Q Enforcenw of this law, too d afi years, despite pread
conste n among whites t grO\O black numeric riority.
Tho rries heightened Nawer launched his st 1831

of St. Charles—County of Ger ast—Court of
wisian. urier, October 4, 1828, p.SC. 5 (emphasis in

& SEV-

and “moral cha r

b
te

tate of Louisiana
ate: A Sugar Plantation,

riginal).
72. New York Gazette, as qQuoted Bévtimore Patriot, No‘@r 28,1828, p. 2.
73. Louisiana Courier, January !%, p- 3, c. 1 (emphasisgn riginal).
74. Herman Freudenberger and Jonathan B. Pritchett, omestic United States
Slave Trade: New Evidence.” Journal of Interdisciplinary Hi; 1, no. 3 (Winter 1991):

44749,

&

comme
of the relied on the grog labor force; inve sunk m

f the white pop, n V\\
mportations, nSt@at of concern for ict'\
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egion for many

rebellion in Virgin@e s um
slaves), frightenir@e L%ﬂ slave-owning ¢
importing futur I he disturbed edj

Bee, noting th@shing

versial issué;
yesterday from
sto “ONE TH
the importation

usiest slave mar

The sta in ba
Natchez (the sec
later.”
al fea
of colo
wit

eighty slav*rrived
from th?e even

two y

not only directe
ccupants of that

PE

S

—a
DR

p.c.’s

ut “free colored

t in which four fr
bolical Boston
rohibit a// free
o arrived after
O‘;gister with th
when discourse
exchanges—s

en of color were
phlet” urging ruggi
s from movingg
and to require a
r or face a fine.”$
ese charged topi
h so that they s

. Englishman

during higgMarch 1830 Visit.79\
Des ttempts to restrig@igaterstate
popul increased dram tia i

sess ould prove to

e Gray Taylor,
, 37-45
. New Orleans Bee,yer 18,
77. Michael Tadman, ulators
uth (Madison: University of Wi Press, 1989), 96.
78. Donald Edward Everett, “Free Persons of Color in

(Ph.D. dissertation, Tulane University, 1952), 89-96.
79. Stuart, Three Years in North America, 2:242-244.
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mported slaves.

us middle castgi w Orl
tiny in the 1 k i
imes; iti pieces of legislati
ns and negroesé
ge. Two years lgamid rumors of

trading, Louisi

0s. That deca; mne as-
g of the heyday profes-
N!@y in Louisidna (New York: Negr@versities Press,

.2, c. 1 (empbhasis ig.original).
es: Masters, de@d Slaves in the Old
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South—destined
at they might be
of the New Orleans
ature on this contro-
at “[olne hundred and

pville, bringing t tal
ND AND ELEW.”6
832, diverting
en lifted the ba

ss to

ming

n, and an

iflan@) to expel those

before 1825 to

incolngacrived in New Orleans
ged coffee houses
into e streets and the ea

first-time Viﬁ James Stuart ted three pages
book to expres®nis moral outrage new -oppression laws passed

s slave

” Orleans, 1803-1865”

v

D
N
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sional slave trader. @me sl@rrwed at the cit ction blocks via
speculative sales, st successions, still rs through tax-re-

lated seizures or osu& which there wer

y, so dependent on
credit was the ation omy. Most slave Qactions—nearly nine

in ten, by o nt—o, ed at public auctron eld at well—advertlsed

times and pss Y pr onal auctioneers fg 1ng ritualized pr

The re trans s were private sal rried out for a ne

price o treet, in (¥ns, or at masters’gses Sometimes s were
i

even raffled off, ¢ thority of th n intricate lott he

comp, i claimers, hke n&n day contests. uch

tery, s first visit, eig peopl
d, hom

nty other pr1
transaction, the 1tution of slave

soc1ally ‘[T]he peo f the south are trem nsitive

onomrcally, pro legally, sacre un
very,” remonstratggaone Northerner, t they wi
hold or express pinion respectln
s arrival into L na, slavery in th
fan Kenneth M. Pp; crystalllze
olonial-era form@nto a “hardened” ion on which
thern agricultur nded utterly, ern society had
ested intrinsical n 1860, wrote St “th uliar institution
as almost preci hat it had been yea efore. If anything, the

to labor dilige and breed prollf for mfort of their w,

? /
O Q~ chains of bond re strengthened eake . [SJlaves . . . w

masters.”®? slave -holding establishme enslaved Negr
resented the ise of future w and a 1 for past proﬁt slavery
itself sym Zed a proper mo ahstrc favor gran 0 an

,
0 Gudmestad, 4 ome Com-

ade (Baton Roug ana State
antebellum era, C les on’s market

Slafuery in Louisian 46;
merce; ransformation of the state
Um Press, 2003), 25 es d

that of New Orlean;

aylor, Slavery in LoW¥igh 25 26;]u 1th Kelleher Schafer, “rleans Slavery

0 as Seen in Advertisemgiits,” J f Southern History 47, n0"2February 1981):

1, lan of a Lottery rty of Wikoff, Senior,” siana Courier, Octo-
r3 1828, p. 4, c. 4-5.

82. “Slavery in New Orleans, wn Journal (James

1830, p. 4 (emphasis in original).

83. Kenneth M. Stampp, The Peculiar Institution: Sla @

Y), November 10,

)

the Ante-Bellum South
(New York: Vintage Books, 1956), 27-29.
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inferior race 1ncapaef self @mncy and gover$ White South-

ern society marri elf t stitution of blacerery by continually
buying into it a ealth upon it.

New Orle n expansion incr(as@ll internal demand for
domestic, a -gang labor, and occgsioned a commensurate
increase in n-ancestry popul . By 1830, New ans
enumer ,545 s (both enslaved free) and 21,281
with th -to-f3 lored ratio decli to 1.4-to-1. Th
years witnessed aéerkable demographiC shift, as Irish, G

other igran New Orleans jority-white city

tim ce ear@nial times. Gre mbers of worki
ort, municipal, ther menial ta&
, rather than by

id white immig
breakpoint oc

the 1840 censum city had dropp
2,674 blacks and 59,519 whites\®¥ith a slave-to-fre ored 1,

t0—1. figure diminish 23 percent blackgn 1850 an
' in 1 eplaced largely ite immigrant la
antS;@pban slaves had, i late antebellum

nds to rural plan ns. Ironically, t
w Orleans decrefised even as the co
s auction houses slave pens. W
omprised only on of every twelve
itnessed New ns in the Wam ars of status as a majority-

/
O ~ black city. It w ot regain that st s ntll t 1970s.
3 -~ O

1n 1861, slaves

.84 Lincoln thus

Orlea

Where did A rican American rleam eside? Urban slages who
labored estics usually re inctive slant-roof ters
Q appende ind townhouses cotta ,Uthers, ranging frfni #killed
crafts nd artisans to hir. tlabo 1ved in detach p quar-
ters ck streets, close t abo helr masters. A ¢ dinance
in1l rohibited slaves livi any house, out—h%e, building,

or@llosure not ow thelr er or representa‘l‘nv xcept with
* ented perrmssmn Ise thgslave face jail time a enty lashes,

Q

84. These statistics represent only t;e city’s permanent tion. Inclusion of the
thousands of seasonal visitors renders the city’s de facto aphics more white and

male for seven or eight months out of any given antebellu

&
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and the master a f@olla f@ The following $tate advertise-

ment, which ran g L second visit, exe@ ies the residential
adjacency arran mas r slaves:

se, No. 113 Casa C Royal Street],
sisting of 4 roomsg2 @sets and gallery,

faub arig

al , sta ach house, and 2 | also a large fmme”
@ on the a g lot, calculated to 00 negroes.®

ino to keep their sla gﬁe k\m

al comfort to d
romptness of s
rted an ironic

hen i \

i
i iglSegregation of ch
ck, 1i ps away from ea@her. Dempsey
ew Orleans in 1836, described%ast that arrangem
m house in the

#a cen later: “Our quarggmg,was small, one r ~
? / bac of Maser’s hom . built out of rou ber a] smoke
N i

To od bri

0 .8 Not unique q\c;w Orleans, the i ixed n has been

d@\ented in Charlestoli}*Washington, an imore

¢ ree people of C(&‘who unlike thei men chose their

@dences, clusteredg e lower Frenc Road, the fau-
ose making up

o aourgs Tremé, Ma , New Marigny, i
rs he present-day borhood of Bywager. Thidgguas the older, Franco-
O phone, Catholi of town, a s%i iron rendered by Cre
b culture and m onducive to thelr~rests. %mostly Anglo-A

~
¢ ican Protestagvorld on the upper side of t as not only cult
’. : foreign terraill; but its English—s@g inh&gihints were generally more
hostile to gipe, very notion of a N rsowg African blood.
Q The mraphy of black rlean n, consisted of s]@ intri-
9 .
Qes i '~and suburbs of N%le,” Octo-

SS@rdinance in relatio
be 17, A General Diges Ordi nd Resolutions of the lation of New-
0] (New Orleans: Jer on, 1831), I53.
. Louisiana Courier, May 28, 1831, , ¢. 3 (emphasis added).
. Interview, Dem n, by avis, 1937, Americ
utobiography, Second Suppl€mental @liies#lexas Narratives,
88. Larry Ford and Ernst Grifi e Ghettoization of
view 69, no. 2 (April 1979): 156-57. See also David T. He
Urban Geography: A First Approach (Chichester, New York,
pore, 1982), 312-314.

Slavery: A Composite

se,” Geographical Re-
nd Colin J. Thomas,

ne, Toronto and Singa-

&
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cately intermixed c@de n people of color $ minating in the
lower neighborh An evidence of the tterns comes from

an 1843 article i Dail yune:

Th es are ered through the ¢ romiscuously;
tho ixed ‘t&such as Griffes, oons, &e., [Cre-
g a preference fo ack streets of the”
gl and part of the Thir
acent areas].®’ b m

, where very poor N‘
ed in squatter—l onditi
i i ck nerghborho ntebem
isitor like Linc s mi e
i any street o ved P

upper class. But@ould see a pre tion o ted—
skinned blacks—free, often land®¥, and sometimes old only in

#the ity and the loweggfaubourgs. Here too fe wi rench, ~
'~ cast es on older and unusual buildin o ic aro-
ma d sense a more foei ambience. m

§

W was slavery in ibcd into the city: isi bl o dwisitor like Lin-
o In? Its minist emera were ub s. Bro es for slave auc-
'~ tions paneled w d posts. Signs fc ve d pens and bonda
¢ accoutrements ded into city gt paper on any gré
day listed nu s auction notices aniéunaw: nouncements ac
panied by a t linical descrrptl f the sl d, for runaways, aD
, intentionally sympathetic drawr a frrgh d fugitive in flight. The
ads’ brut anal lexis offers i hnicity, linguisti ess,
Q and circ ances of the slav wed rse, from the sl Iders’

perspefV). In the followr eared during s first
ee the youthful a e ran away, as w clues to

eth , garb, and phy

w Notice—The & e y by the name of PHI aged
4 about 9 yea \J spea nch only, disappeared. .. . He

'/

89. Daily Picayune, “A Kaleidoscopic iew of New Orlean tember 23, 1843, p. 2,
c. 3. “Griffe” or “quarteroon” implied a black person with ite grandparent; that is,
the offspring of a mulatto and a negro.

&
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was clothede ac et@ pantaloons . . .
printanni is v bowlegged, and
right s1demv the r lip. He is the son
woma ho belonged for a
hart ollars reward. .
0 slave- sale ad

La&a

e-striped
scar on the
reole negro
while to mr

By one ¢ 475 runaway-sl o-
tices apa single year.”! onally, sheriffs a lers
through oast, from Baton ge to Plaquemi rish,

regula
runa

Orleans newsp descriptions of t
t nd imprisone
or assumed myri rms, ranging fr
, to the carefull lated, to the vi
drew little atten$ om outsiders, 1f
artisans hired their masters
ith whites, mak1@e institution ap
comers—until they noticed the brass badges pifined t

% ne ad “For Sale
In’s first visit ext

cating their cast
the mattress-ma
JUSTIN,” appa

learned from hj

. The current owner, ]. B. Cajus, “req
mulatto to pay thglamount . . .
ndise or runni
OIVC a softer im

tin the mattress
as drivers of d
well-employe
whipped tw

loaders, screwmen, or to do ot

could eaﬁe confused w1t

ive n
# shirt
Y )

ing

, an uphol-
employing
ddhng mer-
ctidities that might
in fact, like Jus-

of the reality of bon age—

1, toiling for t
oaches, cabrlo
til they broke a

ive times.”® Ot ondme, d out as dockwo

erﬁfront uiring physica 1berty
g@tlcularly since fre cks
@I

)

90.4 ce,” New Orleans Arg y 30 f~p 2, c. 6 (emphasis i
91 fer, “Slavery as See vertj ,’ 35 and 42. &
e, for example, New, ns Ar esday, June 3, 1828, . 2-3, which
Lincoln’s first visidl, Q
‘An Ordinance concernify slaves loyed as hirelings by the'Gdy,” November 10,
817, Ordinances and R s of Ne ns, 139.
94 “For Sale or to Hire,” ™New s, May 28, 1828, 1.
95. See, for example, Conseil dewzlon of July 10, 18 ¥22 of microfilm #90-

223, AB301, NOPL-LC.
96. Conseil de Ville, Session of August 18, 1824, p. 49 o
NOPL-LC.

ofilm #90-223, AB301,

S

3
N
g
v

h it.” Slaves worki
icles might appb
t ic la which case they



&
o

3

es were often hirﬁ&\t to private or
rk groups. Such in gangs” were le

@ N °
» “Runaway,” Loui. urier, N%er 13,1828, p. 3, c.
98. “By Bauduc & Domirigo,” ng Argus, May 24, 1@8,6. 2, c. 6.
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worked among th n s@lamed Jacques n@le best of this

confusion. Whil levee a few weeg ore Lincoln’s first
arrival and only m where he lan acques changed his
name to Willi@claim edom, and escaéHis flustered owner
offered ten ws to w ver returned his adputtedly “very inteligent”
[sic] proper% till o slaves worked asﬁtafﬂ waiters, a

clerks, in g ev re incongruity to utward appearanﬁthe
institut n auctiorild that ran durin oln’s 1828 visit p, imed

h

that “Charles, ag ut 17 years . . . i intelligent, and

obs

that s m w

t enty-five dollars for their work rd an
ng are all furnishe the hotel. The v a slave m
rodigiously increased when he is instructed as a waiter([;
&ue rises from 500 s to 1800 dollars [afl someti
00 dollars. The h t value attaches to ﬁrwes . o
‘ can read and writ a slave is not now ed to oht
m to read or to write e State of Louisi A

m the [were] all slaves, hj om their masters~ny of
e t y fine-looking me ir masters receive g twen- ¢
0
'\t

ojegffapd assembled into
ly to r the institution
visitors. “The cleaning of the streets,”

f slavery a gene gment from

backs, sent [ ir masters, as a punishment me delinquency,

about one shi§ifig Sterling per d ) Jai es—the fate of any un-
documented bondman unable unt f owner—were by 8w “put
to the ¢ [and] employed i the city,” else whipped.'!

wo
City-c ed chain gangs vxé&d by hite overseers, days
a wee rched the bond:ﬂ‘o th ite at dawn and&d them
untimet, save for a tw. r ak. Bondwome& ned gut-

99. Stuart, Three Years in North

100. Ibid., 235.

101. “An Ordinance Concerning the Police Jail for th ntion of Slaves,” Octo-
ber 8, 1817, Ordinances and Resolutions of New Orleans, 12 .

&

2:228-229 (emphagis atded).

ore
ra m
tail &’98 g the Planters an rchants Hotel i g 1%

O '~ wrote the same isitor quoted abgVCi¥'i d...byslaves.
b ¢ [e]ven females chained togethed, i any clothes on tl‘c
y
y
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ters, streets, and &
era are replete wi

every conceivab.
paving streets, i
03

@ncil proceedings the antebellum
tions deploying e ed chain gangs for
ject: building leye¥ repairing wharves,

, fighting fires, onstructing Charity
Hospital.! I'Shlp of slaves was usual but not rare: the
firms beh1 Orl two biggest inter provements aroynd the

time of e New Orleans 1 and Banking C ny
and the ailroad Compan)eoth counted scor: laves m

t majority of ensl@ SQ

ost city v1s1tor
hour walk fro ]@
ain antiseptic lo stanc
n the MlSSlSSlp
ey viewed the iet”
ntatlons orang;

b s, white slave vi s [lay] i ~
‘ the green fields [a tensive views ben the mil, m
105

public assemb of slaves comma articul@ifttention from
isitors. Enslaved p s gathered eve ay ﬁ\ rendezvous as
ongo (Circus) for music, dance, atid socia raction. The ex-

tic spectacle en for decades and W po with tourists, rani—

? /
bO Q~ ing along51de nch Market n bal% aboveground ce,

eteries as must 51ghts Convenln es alvygivs made whites nerﬁ

but because utrlght banning of assemb ight inadvertent
stigate the ve 1nsurrect1on whi ared promise emerggel.

thorities i 17 prohibited sl

public s , the meat-mark in an e, building, tav
but al@ assemblage for servi unerals sport
“mer, t"—on Sundays \ befo set and at appro

@An Ordinance to ¥

mber 10, 1817, Ordmanc

he service slaves employed in tgrks of the city,”
ons of New-Orleans, 141

i
fDec 1, 1824, p. 160; Sesgian of March 22, 1825,

3 Conseil de Ville,
211; Session of July 6, 1 n of Novernber 4 p. 279; Session of
ly 14, 1827, p. 27 ofmlcroﬁlm@ AB301, NOPL-
104. Wade, Slavery in the Cities, 23
105. Fredrika Bremer, The Homes of the New World: Imp, s of America (New York:
Harper & Brothers, 1853), 2:193-194.

S



#the
'~ also

\ @ those traveling
° entured off to fish
IS Qscape, or consi ulnerable to be “cagried of fby white abductors. An
bO d swamp and la@' %\
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white person was @/ d d to apprehend ors, who thence
faced the standar jail, lash, and fi Jhopping,” “hal-
looing,” or “singi decent song"—e alking with a cane
or stick, whic ued as a weapon{efirned slaves that same
ey “be guilty of disrﬁpect towards any white
person” or “'gl tany erson,” more las aited them.'%® “Agfriend
told me one v, around 1820, “th ile walking on t};wrée
at New ns, h istinctly heard ccessive lashes o back
of a poor slave o ther side of the AliSsissippi, which is a-mi

across. W’
nu superiority sto
sl nsurrec which motivate

he omnipresent e fea
S

formation of a ou
ce. is a corps of mo gens d’armes,” r%
nd iftie of Lincoln’s vi n this respect %
w O do not resembl free cities of ;

number of the black population, ®d the way in whi
render this precggtion . . . indispen

arly patrolled thﬁf in two nightlés

resiGigts, New Orleans igs era was nothing

li te, and it looked thidart.

hile slaves assef®bling in the city v whi e@lishment, S0
d tl\b Bondmen who
susp of attempting to

in the swamp
ke Pontchartrain

its fo frican Americags,
including free le of color.? MCkSW@‘ indeed provided 4

i other terrestrial
were either vated or popula ne r suspected his escaped

slave was ggo doubt /urking” rite “in the rear of th&gizy.”™"!
During In’s 1828 visit, ouisia urier alerted its ers to

watch ”s “young negro n Chaflesi who carries th
/

qn ordinance in relatj

to , 1817, Ordinances@y

slav e city and suburbs of rleans,” Oc-
olutions of -Orleans, 135-137.

OPL-LC.

. Hodgson, Journey Throygh North&@uerica, 174-175.
8. Stuart, Three YebuQmud orth A :236.
109. Conseil de Ville, Session of%l, 817, p. 129 of miw #90-221, AB301,

110. “An Ordinance concerning persons navigating to lak@chartrain,” August 20,
1813, Ordinances and Resolutions of New-Orleans, 247-249,
111. As quoted by Schafer, “Slavery as Seen in Adverti ts,” 49 (emphasis added).

&

Yy
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seen yesterday more att e@, leading some h$ .. 712 A large
&1

maroon enclave 1 to sted in the swa ehind Algiers.
The backsw, e refuge for the r ay. Urbanized New
Orleans, reple th sa ies and daily wa rne intercourse with

the rest of wﬂd, a racted runaways in.great numbers.” As the
mayor lamﬁ in 18 ey “crowd in th , hide, and makegof our
nno ents of runaway s in the newspap ten

Citya
warned g shi ains not to “har@’ on board or hir#slave m

in question.'*

S

try. Those written by Europeans or Northerners (the Tion’s s

¢ expr ompassion for t e, dismay at the i
'\ 1 or the trader. So

n sympathizers,

oat}fi
p listic master—slav tions and anecd
e remained silent on the grim spectacle lock, or ef-

3
N
g
v

$ @ely scapegoated ‘crader soas toe
n.
o Q In fact, trad ed but one cog in slav€ commette. They interacted
O '~ and oftentimes d roles) with shi bro awyers, auctionee
pen-keepers, a ers who profi ransfc the ownership &
b slave. Such pl proliferated; new Ofs entedyl the market const
N proclaiming openings with gallegial soMfcy. “Newman & -
, timer,” read one such announc 182 ve formed a partgership
:§ :Ns to$ i i

4112. Louisiana Courier, !u! 2,18 |’ 3. m

113. As quoted in Wade, Slave Cities, 214-215.

114. See, for example, announcements in the New Orleans

115. “Notice—The undersigned having formed a partn
October 20, 1828, p. 3, c. 6.

ay 9, 1828, p. 4, c. 3.

ity". . .,” Louisiana Courier,
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insurance compani@i thei@ds in the slave t o one degree or

Despite the \c image of the ¢ erce of slavery, city
leaders in bot i private sectors ittle attempt to hide
or disguis ajor slave—commercsenvironments—private
pens run b

rs, or traders, w ught and displawu-

merous m to walk-in custoi¥lprs, and public auc ,in
which a eers nated transactio ween current an pec- m
tive masters—we ated in promine ces, open to all lass\
and tised ely. Because o r public nature a uality
spectaple, aucti ttracted much

priggte one-on retail transacti

ttention from vigMpss than

at occurred at @ @
nce t y American year ions usually occ in “ex@—
dmeegillg Houses that offered 1ety of business ial fi ns.
ong rst, the Exchan ffee House o i StremOQ,
so grew in popularity as a saloof¥that it attracted ¢ ercia ctions,
#inclu the auctioning ofgghips, houses, land, gnd, inevigslaves.

'~ It s rned competitio m a new operati ected 1

11 at N
the er of Chartres jgt. Louis streets. nally Tremou- m

I mmercial (or Ne change) Coffee @e, thi ess became

$ ero’s Exchange #h 1814, Elkin’s E after re Maspero’s

h in 1822, an% 6, Hewlett’s ge, fumd for new owner
d

n Hewlett. Bec f the place’s popu an nt management
O s hanges, newsp and directories ibed a&iicy of names to the
~ business at 129 501) Chartres: t chan ffee House,” “N
b ¢ Exchange Co ouse,” “Hewleag}f(ee use,” or “La Bours
Hewlett.”'16

’. : To call ett’s enterprise @e hou@ an understatement bor-
dering mironic. “Coffee\ " w phemism for sal and
Q “exchan the 1820s, implgmha’full-s business—netwowy cen-
ter, w hite men could co negotiate, sociaj create,

e, dis
gam ne, drink, and . Th&@qgo-story, fifty-five- ty-two-
foot ce boasted behindyitsraud 1an screens a ninefteli-foot-high
cejdipe, four twelve-lam sch rs, framed maps 1 paintings

'~

gll& Unpaginated entry M Joh e,in New-Orleans @y & Register (New
rleans: John Adems Paxton, 18 uel Wilson, Jr., “M s Exchange: Its Pre-
decessors and Successors,” Louisiana History 30, no. 2 (Sp 989): 192-219. Some

secondary sources claim Hewlett’s first name was James, y directories of the era
consistently list him as John.

&
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(described by one N@rne a entious”), wood- rble finishing,
and an enormous glassware. Like y of New Orleans’

“coffee houses,” contained billia d gambling tables.
Throughout tH d- m years, Hewlet change buzzed with

trilingual a , in which everything from ships to houses

to land to ettles to people 1¢ghly changed hands he
city’s se orked the block rotat1ng schedul&ghery
day exc times maintaini her jobs elsewh seph

d Mondays, Wi
of the New Or

ays, and Satur
Architect Com

decades after L ’s visits, slave auctjoning add illus-

' trlo venues to the rleans bus1ness .In mag—
nifj St. Charles Excge arose in Faubo Ma lowed the

1 ouis in the Old

truc were demol-

ar by the imposing®ity Exchange o

(for which Hewldt’s Exchange an
d). Both ed1fice pying entire ci S, r@ver four stories,
d topped with la rk domes, ranke ng thi on’s most splen-

3

1d hotels. Bothune famous, and i ous, thelr auction blocks.
O Not all sla ers subjected th ty to the slave p
¢ and auction h: . Some masters, ularly sidents of the city p.
er, opted to e sales themselves by invitin pective buyers to

3

houses. Urbar®omestic slaves, w, hom families freque tly de-
§ veloped ogagnsibly warm relat ed hands in this ner.
Q For—sale—a/vner ads appea ocal apers at a rate one
or two ay:
'
Wor Sale—4 NEGR M. ears of age: guar,
against the disease vice edbylaw...spea g-
w lish and Frencl'— rstands ing either in theda or
of a washer, and a goo se.

English stile [szc , ethi

’. 117. Gleaned from the * Sales na Courier, 1828-29;

n” sections of the
Henry C. Castellanos, New Orleans as It Was: Episodes of L a Life (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State University Press, 2006 republication of 18 inal), 148-149.

118. “Auctioneers,” New-Orleans Directory & Register, nated.

&
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Prospective buyers @is tee were directed to&naster J. Mon-
tamat at his ho ields Avenue. er announcement,

isit, advertised “a g and likely Negro
oth sexes, for sa the subscriber [Dav-

for

th]

escaped, pr& turbed master t a ten dollar rewy
thirty-t ear-ol n ... very stout buily black complecte
rather a on hi ntenance.”)?

&

Comparative rements of the n’s various urba
ketpl i o make, becau h Southern city mer\
the iffering and erra ys. Yet nearly a ified
jstorical times an , agree that N sl

é@ trumped that o er American citge
ega, usually by a wide fgggin. The reason st
onom graphical factors@ng New Orleais

success: the metropolis was positned perfectly as 2
#alon@atery intercours ween the slave-sugply region
'~ per &‘ and the labor—§1ding plantatic:&he ippi Val-
ley. he largest city i outh, serving t ion’s st regional
c@tration of million , New Orleans eman; ousands of
¢ for its own need® and eagerly devel inancial, and
\ inistrative infra ure to handle
o The size of tha merce may be est1 various metrics.
O IS Qity directories )

the era of Lincolgs visits giid not enumerate trad-
rs specifically, vidence from th Os in: s that two to th

point
¢ Up-

e
b ¢ hundred profe als dealt directl e cityX slave trade, handli
least a few tgnd sales per year. Journal ac s provide some i
’. the ever-rotatiffig population of t y's sla@)lding pens. Wrote one
§ visitor, “Thgre were about 100 for, New Orleans wh& was
Q there” in ch 1830.1° “T ca ay as e number of neg n the
[New ns] market,” wrot deri 4, “though am inion
there 1500 and upwargs, #d s s constantly comk” Other
eye sses estimated 3 av

le at a particula ent later
in antebellum era ng t ly one markete e for every
Lllg, “For Sale—A Negro Won@oui&itma Courier, N gr 13, 1828, p. 3, c.
6; “For Sale,” New Orleans Argus, May 30, 1828, p. 2, c. 5; eward,” New Orleans

Argus, June 2, 1828, p. 2, c. 6.
120. Stuart, Three Years in North America, 2:241. m

&
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#ug
rs ol
e dre

un
#Rich , Norfolk, and eston endured coggtwise jou
'~ abo e weeks. Those were marched @d inc
aw. d and tortuous iences that coul ily ta

ainging between . d 5 percent. The
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Jroperty transactions
estate, thus requiring

title) show rchases occurred i
same cohor%ls also ed through the rial Archives’ collegtion
sof G haracter, the do nt required by 1 om

of Certi
1829 to “undesirable” U South slaves fro
Louisiana.

istorians Herm udenberger and
oard. They w
0, probably reﬂe%
apC plantations. Ove ercent range:i&eve

9 such slaves affi{ig into the New

h healthy youn t males typic
ities of
asting
suffered
o months.
er delivered by s iver, or land, V; ia supgied the largest
(44 percent) of shves to the Deep S North Caro-

(19 percent) an ryland (15 per Southern states
ther hand, were

dollars. Those wh&embarked at the r exp

ostly from Lo a (71 percent). Sgares of Yrginians, Tennesseans,
Georgians, and s also bought m s of t%ﬂort of 2,289, bu;
is likely these f-state planters h'“ouisia ties. !

Slave sal re not evenly distributed thr, ut the year. TheQ
steadily in latc®Gtumn and peake he wi nd early spring with the
approachigg planting season, cli mperatures rose &3d bot-
tomed—omh the high heat& i onths of late s rand
early fallglirst-person accountigs well erical data poi nuary,

Febr nd March as bei rtic usy times in the Orleans

£ 8 Q

. As quoted by Tadman, Speculatofgnd Slaves, 95-96. The estilitdte of three thou-

and slaves on the ma s from year later, the ce enumerated 14,484
aves residing in the city.

122. Everett, “Free Persons of & New Orleans,” 209. F 1V percent of those slave
purchases were made by free people of color. Special thank nathan B. Pritchett of
Tulane University for his insights on this topic.

123. Freudenberger and Pritchett, “Domestic Slave Tr 50-472.
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en shipping acti atboat arrivals,
1al activity peakeQaves were thus im-
ported and trad i r frequency and i er view precisely as
visitors circula the city in greate bers. Because slaves
of forty days in limbo—that is, after arriv-
—they accumul 1n various holding nens
ew Orleans, creaglet another jaw-d¥pding
ted. New Orlea t only boasted t ion’s
t its trafficking man beings, wr i
display and pro

wcomer like Lim'r strol
r the

and ca
spectac

metimes launche
rhaps because i
hands of visiting abolitionists, more likely beca 1ons of
ansit were thoug constitute a pub
e of Lincoln’s fi sit, “several 1nhab
n “to ask the CQ . to prevent sing
31dewa1ks Leery c1als Wavered o reque
report on the t.1%7

w months later,

ap

c1t1zens asked oul nofibe proper to fix
es for sale outside bod e city,”'*® fear-

emic. Others ¢ lalne the odors emanatin
onditions in the , or f1 e cooking of ch

teed the captlvg nally, e year between
ity Council passed laws p ting public expo

coln’s visits,

of slaves for sa¥, as well as their tlme 18¢aing, in the area bounded

by Girod Sgreet, Esplanade reet along the r1& ont,

and Tren&reet behind the ven he law did little nceal

the sp e. Protests from sl rader efpw Esplanade ed the
'

man Speculators @m, ‘
reudenberger an Slave Trade,” 463— @
. Bancroft, Slave Trading on the Ol tb 312. A survey of ne per ads revealed
at least 3,500 slav curred ear 1850 alone, notdncluding unadvertised
ansactrons Schafer, “Slavely as A ertisements,” 35.
127. Conseil de Ville, Session o 1, 1828, pp. 2012,
#90-223, AB301, NOPL-LC.

128. Conseil de Ville, Session of May 24, 1828, p. 252 o
NOPL-LC.

2, 222 of microfilm

icfofilm #90-223, AB301,

D
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m ter shortest delay.
d plaiters [braide amstresses, oo enters
s and blacksmrchw

wo stories high. !
$These and later la ow that city off
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Council to clarify, Qﬁo th@l negroe traders eep and expose
for sale their neg it whole extent of imits of the suburb
Marigny, all res ontrary notwith ng.”'? At least one
trader above e, where public ition was supposedly
banned, ne ess op
during L1n ’s secon

glaun r and Exchange ner, Royale, betwe

ital rracks streets, has nor of informing lt
r1ends an ubhc, that he a
ases o s and real estate.

leav slaves with him,
exerti 11 be neglected to

e, can be assured
em disposed of
ers for sale, at prefnt; aun—

In 1 the law against pyblic exposure of “negroes for s
pand the entire city, b ¢ again was pro ame
tivity in the faubo n bove Gaiennié and re in the

rg Marigny, pro the slaves were ed inb

t1v pled with slave

aling, but mostl of concern for t wn h comfort, profit,
nd public imag er Southern cities did the same for similar reasons:

Natchez, for exa
pens to the infgknous “Forks in thé, ” bey:

did authoriti over the slaves’ traumma or dation, and new

they questio underlying insti . Lin, rrived while this de
raged, and_if the laws were e as t re written, he have
witnesse e trading in the ¢ pe t ater extent durin 828
visit th 1831. Had he ret twe ve years later, have

seen a n broader and d r ma 10n of the contr ial com-

merw the late 1850s, ar tw ve slave depots, , pens, or
&

Apr 1 1§, and April 21, 1829, and mbcr 12, 1830,

. Resolutions of March

rdinances and Resoluti w Orle. —149

130. New Orleans Bee,

131. Resolutions of Novembcrw and ]anuary 27 ril 10, 1835, Digeste
des Ordonnances, Resolutions et Reglemens de la Corpamtwn ouvelle-Orleans (New

Orleans: Gaston Brusle, 1836), 139-141.
132. Gudmestad, Troublesome Commerce, 24-25.

to the sales and w\\m

, passed laws in reloc 1ts downtown s{t



$ sand voices proc ed his arrival in .
o if awkwardly, wag ep in mud an

Q

'\ swe into the regio he upper air” and i i m
cr emained in the és for hours, pon il . E

O ~ Wonderful d might have b
b equally subli ht awaited Mr. Rob®ison a eered down fr(::u
y. the continent. I elow him lay ej &

mercial ings, and sixty p edif@
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324 i
booths operated in @ @bourg St. Mary, a dozen on Gra-

vier Street, a half, no ne, and others o mmon and Maga-
zine. Another d funct in the Old City, xchange Place, St.

Louis Street, artres, and elsew 3
ns arriving anytimi)rior to the Civil War

A visit%
could not lﬁ ut wi an entire citysc slavery. If the grritten
i e sight left searingWgapressions.

record ia
g ° ¢ \m
arm afternoon ruary 25, 1827, t@ous&

hered by the lev witness a breatht aero
hardy aeronaut” ed Mr. Robins
balloon, and, t d to the ground,

tors. Waving a f1 dicated to the
ashington—a F@nman and an A

d
son tﬁn cut loose and soared high over the Franco-

¢ hund et, then a thous then six thousan

«

rs of his demise circulated. Then, early

on
A news

er described the

”134

Gentilly Road n eight miles away.

day’s events as rful, glorious an d expression.

f manned flight.

lime

/

spect

de the greatest ri
ses, four thousangl com-
eezed into roug
square a panoply of Ja@ rooftgps, Steep and double
that dian style, com% d bxcaeys and dorme

in

by d and spires, envel and dust.’® Stru
ancroft, Slave TrdM, gz‘/}e Old Soutn, 319-320. °
. Louisiana Adwvertiser, uary 2691827
5. These figures a#olated e 1822 New-OrleaggDirectory and Register
age 13), which stated that the ci ubirbs contained “14. k, and 4401 wood-

dwellings; 1258 brick and 15 en warehouses, wo s, &c.; 28 brick and
15 wooden public buildings, making in"the whole 8,705 bui of every description.”

Population having increased by about 35 percent bctweenﬁ nd 1827, I increased the

lofty perch ofitolthe largest city of,

density

above figures accordingly.

&



O s qr(?lnt while sma aft clustered al@e upp.
y
r

!Ii9 This nomencla
rolled at the Port of Ne
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d metropolis (th name “Crescent

City” would not ght years later), wifffadjacent faubourgs
had a more vill nce. They gave an agrarian land-
scape of sugar s, laid out in el ed parcels radiating
from the rivoigh j a sinuous snake.

To Mr. h extended a vas mp, “level as th an,
with th (ﬁlter
blue, as anlsh and-

ing gray in the d ce, then blue, an
he rim of the wo ¢'To his south sw:
ly the graceful m rs of the Missis “gray, turbid, a
d coastal marsh pearing into the
vﬁonal navigation , drainage ditch,
ly from the metr and splayed i

,orb
nt ba
eting spectacle , however, lay di belo
1fferent vessels— iy most

. [c]raft @ry possible va 11ned
the riverfront.’ Port author1t1e ployed a specia naut1 x1con
it borrowed from gleir French predece ors, to cl vessel
Ships. Barks. Hermaprod1te Scho . Sloops.
Keelboats. Flatb eluccas. Galhot tcher gers. Pet-
Brlgantmes Bat . Steamboats. S ships. ers. Steam
Schooner

. Steam Prop Steam Tugs Sch
ts. Yachts 139 stacks spider- e r1 and plumes of
oke and steam ned the riverfron und 1 nal Street focal

and lower fringes. The

»140

e “busfle T hd confusion

great fleet fronti dry cargo and a

culating upon pacious wood- pl! levee SV hat Mr. Robinson saw;

by one estim , would soon be “rated . . . agggh®fourth port in po

commerce in world, exceede by Lfdon, Liverpool, and New
%ited

York.” B}w)ther, it represe“\ e lf@export city of th
136z Mitchell in New o@ SuydMgslta (New Orleans), A b 1858, p.
. > O )

7, c. ese words are Mitch t R .
remer, Homes of the orld,
. A.Ferrall, AR ix Thousana'Miles Through the U z‘az‘e& of America

on: Effingham W11son yal Ex@ange, 1832), 190.
eaned e records of vessel ﬁc1a11y registered or
rle 04 to 1870. Surv ederal Archives in

ouisiana, Division of Commun ice Programs- Wo cts Administration,
Ship Registers and Enrollments of New Orleans, Louisiana, 2 v ton Rouge: Louisiana
State University, 1941).
140. Ferrall, Ramble of Six Thousand Miles, 190. m

&
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eadi

States and one of c ts of the world.” nly from such a

remote standpoi r. on’s balloon coul an eyes truly ap-
preciate the exis 1 relat ip between ante New Orleans and
its riverfront p@g.

\ # . Y
Maps o a sho es of docks prot into the river e

dred fee , spa enly from the lo aches of Faubour,
to around Felicit et three miles u

iochest natural land on the de side
". la%—Levee and Ne vee streets, now gcatur a
'\ Som& ters streets, amo ers. Its river sid§
m serves not only fo harf where vast ities of an-
¢ dise and up cogputry productions ar from@ and
¢ boats, but also‘a market, and a exchffigaa or place
where exte ales, transfers, &c: mmou g are con-

Oo . o stantly talj atce.l“,2 ’

$ The entire feat own variouslyg Ieveeba quay,” “the wha¢
“the landing,” he riverfront,” for the biest and most impo
N place in Ne eans, indeed in entire %est. Here, the
y City of the South commerciall &aeted its vast hinterlagd and
foreland. rly every educate on i estern world kn out
Q the New ans levee; it ran s fam d as notorious, a@ city’s
ethnic sity and moral d Y. o
s moored vessels he ~nd arranged “fl ridges”

agaifigyftheir flanks to dgmbarge Additional shipsgled up to al-
re@docked vessels 1‘ el “ro r “tiers,” two, fO\O) etimes six

4141. Winston, “Economl‘ Histor; !bm Orleans,” 203; %Haigh Dixon, “A

raffic History of the Mississippi stem,” Document ational Waterways
Commission (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Off ecember 1909), 15.
142. “New-Orleans,” New-Bedford Courier, August 16, & p- 1 (emphasis in origi-
nal).

&
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deep. Awaiting Ves@nc ) ixty fathoms (36 away, fighting
ffic. ock length, wh idth, facility qual-
imity to the urban

currents and eva

ity, and vessel ¢ i lly increased wit

core—the Old and ary riverfront—apminished toward the
lower and anlie he curving river t different hydrologi-

cal challenggs. t i ctions of the rive t: those above t ace
d’Arme j uvial deposition matture formatioﬁac—
count velocity there; t below the city, in a m
cutbank, constan ttled bank erosigh.T'he expanding b alo\

the ourg S riverfront, th ject of constant
thr bellum era, crea ch a shallow-w

th

sort or another o ed almost daily; 206
ng the facility f a constant soyce’
and fist-shaking against local autorities. Why were

#to ho arf space with slgaoily arranged depogits? Why gertain ~
capt ermitted to im others by moo&con$ly. Why m
e

'~

we me wharves rott#ffgh unplanked, insufi d, or not
ly numbered? How™n those flatboats remain[ing]
anently on the bfach as fruit stores ains of every

oesn’t the city j a p@n wharfage fee,
w o their business affé¥scram: e
IS e city council vees,” solemnly cgacluded gae editorialist in 1835
“appear[s] to be negligent.”* e é ¢
& 0O

tly e
way Vi
nts f

committee of

Everyday grievances aside, port ity—a t source of govegnment
revenue carefully regula y fe nd local officialé®8yThe
Q Collecto ustoms, a pres s presigleiilial appointment rmed
by the te, represented t era ment in all po ers. He
over ign ters, controlled o nd ves-

&

pril 8, 1817%. 138 of microfilm ‘t@l, AB301, and

(¢]
Q.
£
2
Q
g
' (oW
é—‘

onseil de Ville, Sesdk

on of March 23, 1824, p.,.550 of miofilm #90-222, AB301, LC.

4. Conseil de Ville, ith of M 819, p. 63 of micr #90-221, AB301,
OPL-LC.
145. “The Levee,” New Orleansﬁne 22,1835,p.2,c.
146. New Orleans surpassed New York as the nation’s ch orter in 1836. Its im-

ports, however, lagged by at best one-half its exports. Louisiana in the Age of
Jackson, 17-18.

&
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¢ kitchen fires wefle closely regulated of a
\ e cargoes of hay, owder, and ot maﬁ
o cessively heavy ¢ like granite pillars"S®lead b uld not be piled

¢
3
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sels, and policed a , pirates, filibust legal slave trad-
ers, rumrunners, eakers.!* Locall City Council and
the Governor of i was based in Ne eans, this being the
state’s capital fe ars between statel and 1849, when Ba-

ton Rouge enacted regulationvnd appointed officials.
The goverrﬁppoint arbor Master a s subordinates egfgrced
ions an ions. Among thei rg-

those re saw day-to-day o
es were ship who boarded in
and guided them e navigationally

practiC@¢hat cong oday.*® Also b
ger, llected duties fr

the Harbor M ere
cean-going saili 1ps, a
'mboats, keelbogts, flatb

d to submit “a I all ships, barg oth t
tax which [enter] port of New O week he
nce to the City il."* The Mas rden a-@; as-
sistants entorced rules and ensur®¥ duties were paid:

fuant regulations, rotating horde of gransient san
to t m, kept the Warﬁ busy. Every shk& to ha
ca &hand—by law, ite man—on boar@m®all timgSs.
v@vater, pitch, or tar'3uld be discharge@ng th

illing

d combustibles.

pon the woode rf, lest they “brealadown tlggsame” and damage the
levee. Dischargi f cannons and fi s wa idden. The Mas
Warden, cogni that time mean ey, a sured that port

were quick ficient. Moor, unload, load,
No vending. ipkeep, repairs, or, ring.
down crafiggumediately. Unload ndi

ly and arrange it

unobtrus and carry it off 0 mor. five days. Aban craft
become roperty after twent 7 hourl t8be auctioned off Y recom-
pense Ities included st nes, , or banishment offend-
ing to the rural fri

Y /
. Wilds, Collectors of Customs, 5.
8. Redard, “Port rleans 33.
149. Conseil de Ville, Session ofw@ 817, p. 147 of mic@-n #90-221, AB301,

OPL-LC.
150. Conseil de Ville, Session of March 23, 1824, pp. 327 f microfilm #90-222,
AB301, NOPL-LC; “An Ordinance supplementary to inance concerning the

police of the Port of New-Orleans,” June 23, 1831, Ord; s and Resolutions of New-

&

ng sea vessels at lg‘own
enging lower Mi pi\

o
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Behind the wa@ were s of inspectors fo 1, beef and pork,
tobacco, and oth sh spectors seized Q&ged goods to pre-

1
vent them from ing rket unlabeled, en auctioned them

off identified r and under the i tion of the port war-
dens,” readN e time of Lincoln’s first visit, “will be sold
... 375 bargls o our, damaged o rd of a flatboat . g from
Louisvi nspectors also egi;led vessels and ied

mportant, becau
coln’s visits, a se

weights
Around the time
whar

i d six dollars.'
@cadre of port off toiled a much % profe 1
of,%gents, factors, br , slave traders, ants, rs,
nkers“thers stewardin skimming theée of) t alth
transshipping at their doorstep. ®Vhen things wen y—w i, vessels
sunk, s were robbed, o went bad, or ligestock die ippers
er to any one of ity’s fourteen ncg i
s by filing a Shigf§ptain’s Protest.'”
t%itimacy of the loss e captain’s clie

evidenced

usands of Ship in’s Protests . e New Orleans

n@sulati from legal
$ and empowering the client to file a T i¥' (ghurance agent.
&i& elle n

° otarial Archives, written in the grat®ul cu(gnd staid boiler-

¢
3

year-round, days a week. Wharf action d down on Sund
about one-thi® normal levels.”* tfall

ded much activity,
lanterns, gasches, gaslights, axﬂ nli wed shipmen to&eeze
additionmns out of their p, 11. Q
B g traffic, limited sf#¢, and of varying va nt of-
ficial to regulate wher, ain were allowed to “A par-

o

) 339. ?/
. New Orleans Argus, 3, 182&p. 2, c. 6.
2. “Port Officers” <

with some on St. Louis and Royal. “Notaries Public for N. " New-Orleans Direc-

tory & Register, unpaginated.
154. Hodgson, Journey Through North America, 79. m

&

1
arfag%ee Duty” New-Orleggs Directory € Register,
paginated.
153. Fourteen notaries served 1 s their offices were on Chartres Street,

3
N
g
v

late of nineteen tury bureaucrac
The port n losed. While la@mer arly autumn actj
ity paled in co&ison to winter a ~ring, vgisels nevertheless arrj
ut
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ticular part of the s appr ted to each descrifigign of craft,” wrote
one visitor, “and Ity i rced for any devi@ from port regula-
t

tions.” Each ves ne a he quay was reft o as a “station.”’®®
Ocean-goin g shi iving from the (Qulffwere assigned to the
downriver &ns, whila interior vessels expogting bulk commodities
in’ upriver stations M@gv. William C. ai-
ogically sensible Qlial—era rule witiﬁays

from upcoﬁr

borne ¢ this w

of the Qan ta 1, as one of his tv@ articles regulatire Port
of New O : Q

ock along] the lev ove the upper gat

" @
houpitoulas/Com intersection], as rbor
all appoint.'* ‘ ¢
¢ ad\Q the steamboat b@\t a major new I@to the ront

stage, starting with the celebratéd arrival of the rleans@@lanuary

#1812. six steamboats lled in 1816 (comgared to 59 es and
'\ 1,2 boats), but two y ater the City C(&found

essary to

“en the space reserv, the upper part o Port Orleans,
f@ use of the steamb&ats, [whose numbe creas ... They
i of ues to start

¢ igh enough by Mily 1818 for the C
\ @mera’cing their aggzas§, which the ne otal . By early spring
o a 30, steamboats a(fuld at a pace of one pet hour, fifty docked at
rs he levee at one . Throughout t tebel era, steamboat calls
O Q~ would run into thousands a nw Thei&bers matched th

b of flatboats d the busy winter—wg sea and outdid them
4
y

ing the low- autumn months, when th current handic
flatboat naviganility.™’
§ Wheggghould the steamb ck? %eal adjustments i‘affic

Q manage proved inadequ is-a-vis asing numbers ariet-

ies of @, arriving from al@ection@i bearing a br ray of
'~
outh a Yankee (New York ), 1:105.
“Port ReguTations,” decreed on ]| y 1, 1804, and

illiam C. C. Cl

shed in numerous docu

nts, incdding The Reporter (BrattléBoro, VT); Febru-

ry 18, 1804, p. 2.
157. Stuart, Three Years in tNorth b, 4:232; Wharfinger %ts, Microfilm #75-
9 QN420 New Orleans Collect@:ee Dues-Registers oats, Barges, Rafts,

and Steamboats in the Port of New Orleans, 1818; Conseil Je, Session of June 16,
1818, p. 185 of microfilm #90-221, AB301, NOPL-LC. o Winston, “Economic
History of New Orleans,” 202.

&

tboats descendinﬁer and destined £ \

v
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cargo. The City C@ deba

1824, adopted a in

length what to d on March 23,
rdinance “concetg the Port and the
Levee of New . ame clear declar of jurisdiction: the
Port officially tdithe Rousseau planta-
tion (prese i et in Bywater to Felicity Street in the Lower

e vast majority o ity,\
up stations for va vess\
s and economi vity,
ical tensions. T@Cricar@
e Old City and urg Marigny ea
ssel traffic, eve gh hydrology d

sultant ordinanc resents something o ise be-
ontested human ﬁaphy and an t& ical geo-

On the AmericagSlle, ocean-going v Wi ed at and

the foot of Comm treet, while stea ts co d the docks

¢ Common up to Poydras Street. “F1 , bar el-boats, and
\ er smaller vessels’ e next, from léup moseph Street.!
o n the Creole sid amboats controlleG@rom Fields Avenue

treet, but, with issiogmcould also dock alon

easuring 460 fe ve C reet. Usually, ho

b ever, only flat docked here. 1!~ ch of, feet along the
Market (St. g ownriver) allowed for “sm essels doing the
’. : ing trade” to a&iver foodstuffs to alls, an 80-foot stretch at the
toot of Copi Street was reser the g of the Ferry St oat.
Q Ocean-g sailing ships co d most Sher sections of thé City
riverfr reating an amaziriggight vifitofs often describ forest
of magtS.#°° They also doc ong i-rural stretch b%nghien
n nother source fr 4 placed

Stre esent-day Fran%k%
: 0
. Conseil de Ville, Session of Marci23, 1824, pp. 327-336 of nirofilm #90-222,
01, NOPL-LC. #
159. Joseph Holt Ingrahaili esti béut two hundred fla in this area during

s December 1833 visit. Ingraha -West by a Yankee, 1,
160. Stuart, Three Years in North America, 2:231.
161. Conseil de Ville, Session of March 23, 1824, pp. 3 of microfilm #90-222,

AB301, NOPL-LC.

&



outheastern Architec hive,
163. Capt. Basil Hall, “I'le Missj i ?
izars, The Historic New Orlean ction, Accession N
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of the ]@f Orleans” at predigssday Alabo Street
ard

the official “Lower
in the Lower Ni

One of the oored flatboats from a few months
before Lincol i s foreground depftsithe Conti Street flat-
boat landin 2, low-profile vessels with slightly domed cab-
in roofs do o close that a r’l‘# of planks unifi i
roofs in i oading surface. rovincial vessels aﬁ

asts m

ant-like e Ypectacular “fores
marking t v iately downriver,
app &WO the rg Marigny badk@¥und. Sketched b B\
Ha ough mera lucida proch which the artjg@peers d
i vice that impos flection of thg m rw

im to trace out
closest thing we
es. Unfortunate oes not show

boat hart where Lincoln likely ¥nded, but rather tir
statlo und Conti Stree e know this becauge of the a
Church in the e e left of the dra§(he te angle in
e between St. L nd Conti streets, of steam-
etween the flatbo%®Zone and the saili Other reli-

lustrations of th@flatboat wharves ween. Artists

arently found lit ason to captu )Qlumbermg tlat-

at, particularly the majestic verti eat sailing ships

nd seething em ns of the raucou amb commanded so much

more attentlon

Flatboats, otorious bearers' ~nsanc 1tting cargo, requi

special hand rom port managers. Those g “horses, hogs, ,

or other anirf¥is” or rotting or ged emlttlng dlsa eeable

odors, or yawors injurious to tN rit air,” were exile ond
St. Josep eet up to the D t pro uptown, or belo ghien
Street town.'®* Offensiv rs could ifideed overwhel comer
to th Orleans wharf. Eitifjens r y dumped “ﬁlthrk current
[Mississippi] i of y” using ramps b& f flatboat

/

. Charles F. Zimpel, ogmp/)iaMap of New Orleans angs Vicinity, 1834,

niversity Special

New Orleans” (1

30-11-A.

164. Conseil de Ville, Session of March 23, 1824, p. 329 m ofilm #90-222, AB301,

NOPL-LC.
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timber. The city ac

@ediem “the banks of thdi@ger from Faubourg

ry of Faubourg igny are in a most

unsanitary condj ith “dead anim d an accumulation

of filth whose via may be prejudicidl to public health.” Its
solution: ta the city work shop,fo empty and clean said
river bank. g3

Ot itions warranted coMgtant modiﬁcations@aws

and re s. , for example, i sing flatboat tra rced
the relocation of t, per edge of the ary flatboat stati
rt property. In , the Mayor gain
harfinger to red; atboats to new sg#pions “o

d rise of the Rivegdl®1 ater that year, rw
ated the rezoni Canal Street u
y Canal down to ti, as exclusivel
, the City Coun@rther allocated
atboats bearing wood and bric# could only land
i Julia, while thoggehauling corn, oatsghay, and

up between Girﬁl Julia.'68 Levecﬁrs, se

tiorfj@gjyer conditions, a\Q)ck damage also fled

namism, not to me#tion widespread mpli ith the law,
licates attempts #® try to identify preg§ here Micular vessel,
Lincoln’s, migh landed in a pagg yeg
Eyewitness de ions bring some of o o the seemingly
IS i he upper part igaoccupiggywith flat-boats, arks,
O :~ peerogues, raft l-boats, cano# stea ts,” wrote one

)

arfscape.

ca-1830 visitor e riverfront rou rom Eficity Street to Com

, cutters, brigs, ;
rfront of the Old City."*
rom the roof of t ish-
ips and boats of #MEsy size

Street—“an w these are stationed scho,
&e, in regulai®iccession,” meani ng th
Charles Jgagph Latrobe, viewi spe
Q op’s Hot New Year’s 18:05 imate
[exten upwards of two S
o O ;S &
onseil de Ville, Sessio brua 17, p. 127 and Sessi &unc 19, 1819,
microfilm #90-224, 1, NOPL-LC. Q
. Conseil de Ville, Session ©f April@g, 1826, pp. 142143, and S&sion of April 14,
827, pp. 372373, Ofﬁ #90-. 301, NOPL-LC.
167. Conseil de Ville, Session of Au 1471827, p. 39, and Ja 12,1828, p. 167, of
icrofilm #90-223, AB301, NO y
168. Resolutions of November 24 and December 11, 1835@11714171:&", Resolutions et

Reglemens de la Nouvelle-Orleans, 215-217.
169. Ferrall, Ramble of Six Thousand Miles, 190. m
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9

Highest up ream li flats, arks, and bar nd below
them the stea s, fifty . . . at one tj hen come
the brigs din r ith their bows aga he breast of

the levmese ar eeded by the thre sters, lying in

tier*h or thr , with their broadsi&®o the shore. . ..

[W e sailé\e whole are expos t@hthe air, and their

s r nati ags abroad, [it] isgfac 0f the most singu—”
@eautifu@ts] you can concei

Another visitor d istributi vessels as he appr, dN m
Or@om ?ﬂ s along the river of &

ats, with cotton, f} o m c
Arougd Julia Street the sights and sounds changed: Q o
s # Jext the elegant Q—boat, which by i sing a N
\ peated sounds, an es either its arriv epartufc;@nd m
sends forth immeaolumns of black sypke, that nto
¢ long clouds aboge the city. S
~ Qter around Toul !treet came the aise @ernaﬁonal traf- m
o OICZ (m
/
O ~ Farther e the smaller mer vesse sloops and ¢
schoon om the Havannaﬁ, Cruz pico; then the
brigs; astly the elegant ships, appe like a forest of o
’. mast # &
Hydrolo@d port managen&aus tural and lingui
Q ing of i ng watercraft th endipj aligned with, a
reinfoche ethnic geogr of tbe Upcountry cra
acco, corn, flou , &her interior com ies usu-
ngl ican crews, wh ded in the
king -American Fauag St. Mary

cott
ally English-speaki
. Sea vessels

p inately Engli*
ed “the American arter”Sr “the American sec
’. 170. Charles Joseph La Trobe,Q(ambler in North A, w(New York, 1835),

e
2:244-245. q
171. Charles Sealsfield, The Americans As They Are; D“W A Tour Through the Val-

ley of the Mississippi (London: Hurst, Chance, and Co., 1 46.
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n@n‘ch n &ndies, Mexico,

importing goods a
ntly Francophone

ich looked, sound-
lers. Slaves imported

arrival: the rou 10
issouri, Arkans en-

d at the uptown boat m
e from Virginia yla
downtown wha eseré

depending
percent
nessee,

w O levee. Local tramet the human c
marched the coffle unceremonio®ly to the holding P o
pment to the maﬁ2 “[Sleventy thre inia S ) selected N
pri lly for the Plang’ proclaimed o ann ment, are m
S & L. §
° QCtivity along t mfront played out thr6ugh daily"dynamics among m
O A

#sale. mporter by law to report the numgber and d
'\ of t
ri ne
“m‘c the Levee . . . an&®Will be for sale as Was the anded.””
uyers and selle nsients and loca ipm various vessels a
sponsors, com laborer caste @sses between all of é

above and the -collecting, rules-ciirecing &kicials. IQ,

Q\
N The inte ns sometimes yiglded ineffj ies. Faubourg St.
, businessmen 1n 1820, for exa uilt théi@own wharf and @onated
their rivmt rights to the ¢ th of luring steamb and
Q their att t business. But acility4ilt€d up when the ci led to
maint , allowing only lg atboa monopolize th . Even
whe mboats could do i gulations prevent em from

e interactions ieduce flicts and tensio ne ongoing

172. “Additional Ordina!es— 1 Y &tober 20, 1831, nces and Resolutions
New-Orleans, 410-411. The fi 1 states of origin of glaV&s arriving to the New

Orleans market in 1830 are based on the research of Freude r and Pritchett, “Do-

mestic Slave Trade,” 460.
173. “Slaves,” Louisiana Courier, October 20, 1828, p. Memphasis in original).

&
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discord involved “r@lg a ts,” in which bo$ exploited their

port call by vendmeir e floating shop rs.

The practic ged erchants, who igh rent and taxes
only to lose bu@s tot ly short-timing ters.'” City officials
responded osing -dollar-a-day fine ofboatmen retailing eight

ng; the next year. banished retailigglat-
perty, the same zZOWyreserved for the nce

persisted,
payi rent,
aco i tage by cutting o middlemen and i
to #gnsumers benefited from esale prices).
laﬂent i ect, flatboats br operated as frul
g i od stands in the y Place d’Ar le ot
ectly dwellers. Just mk s worth of i 1n g ﬂatb ore
enough cargo to affect commod®¥y supply, demand, pr1c ywide.
One report inventorie 671 barrels of co 5,246 of 3 762
,912 of oats; 40 ork; 153 of whi 75 o
; and 14 of potat, dditionally the
s are jugs; 1,380 keg®of lard; and 42 ¢
S and jars were 20563 sacks of oats a

64 bales of cot ore than 1,8 pk1 s cider, apples,

ple brandy, and , filled every remaitiig noo this arrived on

nly thirty-nine ats during a si %eek ingglate November—hardl

the busiest tim:
After flat en sold the last (~e1r car; y proceeded to

mantle theirQels. This noisy task clutter. uable wharf spa

extensive perio8s of time, at the eof i ing dues-payi 71g@se .

It represe yet another flasN et al businessmen oat-
men. So yed did council ernar rigny get over t ivity
in the ourg Marigny tha iy Council in 18 h1b1t
“the ishing of flat b@ [su a fine of twen llars.”””
P- 2, ¢. 3; New Orlea ]une 22,1835,

mszanaAdvertzse’& ber 2, 182

176. “New-Orleans, Dec. 1,” ekly Telegraph (Geo gmplj) December 17,

5 Consezlde Ville, MfMar%823 p- 150 of micrgfilm #90-222, AB301
d Session of March 23 4% rofilm #90 222 , NOPL-LC.

1835, p. 2.
177. Conseil de Ville, Session of May 8, 1819, p. 59 f ﬁlm #90-221, AB301,
NOPL-LC. See also June 2, 1819, p. 75 for a later amen
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Upriver, where far e fl docked, the pro$forced the City
Council to interv; gai 2. It decreed, o
Where num

the flatboats . . . @ents daily, on
acc the gre crease of produce the Western
Cou and a necessary to facilitatefthe unloading of
t , whic ot be accomplish#hout taking effec-
flatboats in [thos

easure event the breakin
es] d for the unloadin@he said produce. . m

S

It is [thus] den ... to break y flatboat, barge,
ercraft betwee

ien Street in the I \
e City and the Ste 1 of Mr. Weather

of the City; no

e r WVing effected its di
chod ractices continueq part because fla
amatgurs) were often ill-informed of local law, but
# were ed to make the of their trip to
'\
one ¢ tious place

thi nation by the t nds of other tra
s 3

\ ¢ or the most par&owever, order p ongghe Iverfront; there

s too much monmstake to allow ¢ reig lenges abound-

° d, not the leas ical ditficulty of sailing

t at Southern Em m, and a portr
e
ich was the sheer technic
e safely into the egotiating the

issip

g winds, sandy4, s

cky currents amj
, an itive steam engi“b
t captains as they 1G¢ntifie ir berth, waited
heiglues, un , conducted their -
d& depazte

all while avoidige dan-
din

&
y tied up, paid t
y ness, serviced their vessel, loa

A nted another pro :on
Q ted N

ger, Vice,ﬂvirus. Vessel ove
the ver that Lincoln rleans for the la e, an
‘to ;)

heavy traffic, s
tested the ve
turn, docked

editori called on authog widening the arfage
and nding of articles h fr \ shipping and s oats, [to
han immense additio nn@ The evil, of wa room and
c ience, is felt suffj ly at thisShoment.” Flatboa re pointedly

ded from the reco endehey usually ende@®p sacrificing

Q)a e to the steam m
178. Conseil de Ville, Session of June ;, 1822, pp. 87-88 of@ilm #90-222, AB301,

NOPL-LC.
179. “The Shipping,” Mercantile Advertiser, June 13, 18@2, c. 4.
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#conv for upcountry stgmmboats and flatboa
'~ map harves in adjace ferson Parish (eﬁhed i , which
at ime lay above Fi Street; there, fl ts do Imost ex-

Qommunities above below New Orlea

338 Appendix B

9

When New O S sepa into three semi nomous munici-
palities (1836 to &agement and ne 1 other city func-

tions grew more i “Whe quantity of off; , records, rates, and
bureaucracy i ral alf#fibled. Each munic y sought its piece of
the riverfronn, agghtenegotiated the geography of vessel stations
accordinglygne of th t maps of this eﬁt’s Plan of New

(1841), unicipality num its riverfront do
assigneQ ifferently. The unicipality (th,

or French sted steamboats Canal Street t

scho |

shi
it
i

a, fla

in, b
Stre

arthest downriver—reserved m

s up to Delord nt-day Howard
s again to Oran
Third Municip

of its space for s
Hirt’s

c ly, and in large n ers.’®® An 1850 of th rson Parish
t Lafayette show® that wharves—opr. y mos r flatboats—
nded well upriv hat year, almo ouisfinafdvenue.™ Other
lus h ds of plantations

many of which vely operated as sght-sufficiggt villages), hosted their
own riverfront { gs and docking s.

o SN 0
For all its strategic advantage @Wew ns riverfront wag ironi-
&' res

cally ill pg®ioned to handle ce eeded by city dw for

everyda . Firewood, lum itch, d wild game a ed in
the pi oods of the Flori rishes 055 Lake Pontch , while
the tself, plus the ad ti l%*oons that comm ed with
the issippi Sound a odu ine marshes, yie seemingly

o S o

!!O. L. Hirt, Plan Nlmm «Apective and geometrigal Views of the principal
uildings of the City, The HiStoric rians Collection, A n Number 1952.4.

181. J. T. Hammond, Map of New Orleans and Envi
Cohen’s Directory-1850, The Historic New Orleans Cw n

ngraved Expressly for
, Accession Number

e also Winston, “Economic His ew Orleans,” 204.=c

1974.25.18.111.
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n ’s visits.
During the year
ntly Creole lowe
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limitless finfish, s , But suppliers f; hese regions re-
quired rnultlple nd rable risk to reac w Orleans via the
Mississippi R1v e alte , practiced since storic times, was to
ship across La ntcha and up Bayou n, then discharge at
Bayou Roa walk t maining two m the “back door” of the
city. Spams onials anted the terrest g of that awkwagg jour-
ney in 0 excav the Carondelet C , but even after thﬁ

wideni the n of a shell ro back door route uch
to be desired. A vij from Mobile in made this clear:

&'e a place called , the Piquets [pr
pani t, where Bayou S n adJoms Lake r- ¢
m ut six or seven m m New Orlean his
tance we passed n a road sk1rt1n ggoish
Bayou St. ]ohn ng in the mid wam
own with cypress m

her thirsty trees ; out of

th1ck rank underwood 182

Incr demand for sw ssenger and f ervic stwise
c1t1§ot1vated entreprens to propose addita c1ty— e connec-
t he two projects ti¥succeeded both ced a the time of

incoln’s first t nes n the predomi-
endeavored to so lak ss problem with
sportation tech y impgrted from the North-
ey formed a co in1 on a state char
in 1830, gainedsights to an unob® d fiv beeline connect
river and la commenced clearmg the d building the
Noting how " “loudly express . dou many [had] vanished,”
the comp roudly inaugur ors X n Pontchartrain Eiilroad
on April(2641831, the f1rst d wes e Appalachian first
in the n with a complet ack s g8 Seventeen later,
the co y introduced stgffgrail 1 ion to the c1ty, to the
lake e cars and four re gers, “accompa y a band
eneath streamin ers and an
ng rnultitude early 1835, more than nine ssels (nearly

n exciting ne
east: the railroa

ngZ Basil Hall, Tmruels 17 Nort, )n the Years 1827 a@?é’ (Edinburgh and
ondon, 1830), 3:318.
8

183. Mercantile Advertiser, April 20, 1831, p. 2, c. 4 and “@ad ” April 26, 1831, p.

2,c.4.
184. Louisiana Advertiser, September 18, 1832, p. 2, c. m
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#raﬂro >
'~ L' visions, howeve@paced action o gro“ﬁ\ of the
thré&@yojects, only the ugn canal came to fi n—i , when the
Wﬂeans Canal an nking Compan ested illion dol-
o excavate a wat@rway directly con the Fmrg St. Mary
E Fa

&
’. : excavation.

340 Appendix B
one-third of them @bo ts road’s lakefront
Port Pontchartraj i i gers, 2,200 bales
of cotton, and i i . ands of subsequent
visitors to Ne issifisifihi to the city’s world-

channel and across the
nfused and disogeated,
rtrain Railroad afirode down Elysia 1ds

lake to Porﬁl i

they bog e Po@

Avenue city. g m
The Pontcha Railroad prove ccess. It fueled estx

boo the Fa Marigny and i Milneburg con’@ity 1\

aro ound ontchartrain. It piqued the integ@r,of An

can busiiflgsmen, who envisj an even bette 'm—lake

ord of the im&ng co i-

psown inspired lower usinessmen to se yet er
ct their neighb with Lake B the sa ater

body their peers in nearby St. Befffard Parish planne ccess anew

? Designed to rm fhe ditant Carondelet
nal, the waterw: ould measure sixty“@Wet wi commodate six-
oin a paved toll zgad, andggerminate in a spacious

d near the prese y inon of Howard
Loyola avenue ed Irish laborers locallys

he Company ret unsk&
nationally, a’gternationally to serve as “di ” for the six-mile

grueling toil co, ced i 2, a few months after
Lincoln’s 1 departure, and\‘ iat a terrible toll o im-
migrants@iny died in a cholgmgand ye ever epidemic th imed

housands more, perish
ompleted in 1838 named
the asin Canal to di uis m the Carondele d Basin”)
C the waterway su ed c cially, bringing American
d, gravel, and shell for fill; I 1, firewood,

les, , and seafood; and other cargo from

185. Merl E. Reed, New Orleans an; ;be Railroads: The Str%”or Commercial Empire,

1830-1860 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Pres ), 33-36.
186. Ibid., 33-38.

one of six New Orleani at yefr.
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the lake and Gulf. canals, their adja shells roads, and
the Pontchartrai ircumvented th ious and difficult
river route, and New Orleans efficiently with its
neighbors. “T determined to a he one hundred and

ten miles o
infrastruct

wrote one visitor i, 1832 regarding the new

create valuable re”ate

harter for the ci cond m
easement, they wo\

number of sugar pla

way between th rfront

olton Rail Roa& enceda

35. “The route a

the Bee on opepi @ c
v igh, dry and arabl@; and affording o

leasant drives in the southern states. It passes through
&-\its of an ancient f flive oaks . . . o?e very ~
‘ s kind now remai the south.® m
Wilroad’s right-of-wdy¥aligned with Nyawtreet rmed a cor-
iJSY that would later ®e renamed St. Ch enu ort time, the
# conveyance affg the city’s hu gra@lowing wealthy
ity r suburbs, help-

dwellers to es h domiciles in the“®colic

rs ng form today’s en District and ggsitioninggpSt. Charles Avenue to
N nd uptown av?qi[qe ve “uptown” star@
~ is

ss to a 120-foot

led s on September
an tul country,” rep

')ih

become the city
to be heard (1 -30s) in the loca

h vgthacular, coined in
hattan and b t down by transﬁanted Ne kers. The city gr
t

the shape of @it arc, inspiring N n visi seph Holt Ingraham to
nicknameggp in 1835, “the creN y its being built ar o

’IQ O/

e 4

a gracefulfyrve of the river. . Mos
the St@lﬂes Rail Road w bdivi
0

er sugar planta along
y 1855; subse ecades
saw t ts built up with flodes, t reets lined with o nd their
add@ change to Orle aris City of New Ogttans annexed
t mer Jefferson Par&ties ayette in 1852, J n in 1870,
h@ N

ngZ J. E. Alexander, !r*mtl%t’es, Comprising Vis the Most Interesting

enes in North and South America, e West Indies (Londgni®1833), 2:32 (emphasis
added).
188. New Orleans Bee, September 25 and September 28, p-2,c 1.

189. Ingraham, South-West by a Yankee, 1:91.
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han its shipping traffic to the utmost commer adv .
# Grea hern Emporiu he 1820s-30s a ached ith of

342 i Appendix B

and Carrollton in 1 he

1pal expansion tr its provenance to

the investments m 18 s—an era that a w extensive street
paving and illu ion, t nstruction of t ionally famous St.
Charles and S uis ex e hotels, the for n of private gas and

water comp the e ion of Esplanade Ayenue to Bayou St. John,
the quadruﬁ(of the icipal market sys the erection of t
Orleans ckson Barracks), aunch of three fe nes
crossin iver, (olthe city’s archite aes—
thetic from colonj and Spanish styles

ound the time o oln’s visits 1ncreg?y wo
national, and wo onomic syste nipulgm

building infrast re, peopling it @ borh

onomic significan®¥y dominating Mis
ulation, and de ing a
cular urban character. New Orleans’ cracy;
and leisure to thyfiextent that the w1t
ny, that was a lo Orleans’ Lat oli

ack population, mor Afro—

es rendered the
bean its immi-

rds, public- healt ocitie e, crime, and ra
e this place an o t of dr d denouncement
wide-eyed young flatboat hang ng fro e rural upcountry, New

Orleans ‘@2 —31 must have edo ling, dangerous, ful,
contenti lendid, pollute eratin ressive, prom151 d ut-

terly eég place.

e multlcultural t population, mo,
an most if no er A an cities. The c1§





