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Introduction


Fifteen years after Thomas Jefferson wrote the Declaration of Independence and months after French radicals imprisoned Louis XVI, one of the most radical revolutions in the history of the Atlantic world broke out on the sugar island of Saint-Domingue.  Saint-Domingue was France’s richest and most valuable imperial possession – the largest sugar-producing colony in the world in a time when sugar was the world’s most precious crop.  In the summer of 1791, a highly organized group of black men and women revolted against slave power.  Setting fire to the sugar fields, these slaves burned and tortured their former oppressors.  In the first eight days of their insurrection, they destroyed nearly two hundred sugar plantations.  By the end of September, the slave army numbered between 20,000 and 80,000.
  “There is a motor that powers them and keeps powering them and that we cannot come to know,” wrote one planter who had only narrowly escaped death.
  


The first reverberations from the revolution were economic.  The slaves had sent the most profitable produce of the French empire up in smoke.  But the cultivated elites of North America and Europe were not willing to stop putting sugar in their tea and baking cakes and scones with the rich sugar crystals produced by slave labor.  So as prices soared, sugar planting became profitable even in the northernmost growing regions, where the quality of sugar was inferior because winter frosts forced shorter growing seasons.  Planters in Spanish Louisiana, a military outpost surrounded by cotton, indigo, and sugar plantations, saw an opportunity for profit and rapidly began converting their fields for sugar production.  Merchants from the eastern seaboard, desperate for sugar, began to flock to New Orleans to purchase the new output. In a few short years after the outbreak of the slave revolution, Louisiana transformed from a small military outpost with a diverse agricultural mix into the center of the North American plantation world and a sugar monoculture.
  

French Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte watched these developments with keen interest.  He was plotting the creation of a “Republic in the New World,” with Saint-Domingue at the center and Louisiana as the breadbasket for the sugar island.
  In 1800, Napoleon purchased Louisiana from Spain.  A few months later, he ordered Charles Victor Emmanuel LeClerc, his right-hand man and brother-in-law, to subdue Saint-Domingue, backed by a force of 42,000 battle-hardened men.
  These were troops that had defeated the most powerful armies of Europe: Austria, Prussia, Spain, Belgium, Italy, and the Netherlands.  But LeClerc met no easy victory in Saint-Domingue, and within a year he declared that Saint-Domingue could only be won through a “war of extermination,” which he proceeded to implement.
  As the slaves persisted in their fight for freedom, the French escalated the violence. In desperation in 1802, French general Rochambeau even brought in packs of bloodhounds trained in Cuba to eat human flesh and unleashed them on the battlefield.  But the dogs were “ignorant of color prejudice” and ate French soldiers as well.  Rochambeau ordered slaves burned alive, drowned in sacks, or shot after digging their own graves.  He became legendary for his brutality.
 But the slaves did not surrender, and by November of 1803 the rebel forces had driven the French army out of the country. 

Jean-Jacques Dessalines, the leader of the revolt and Toussaint L’Ouverture’s successor, proclaimed the eternal freedom of the Haitian Republic.  “Let us imitate those people who, extending their concern into the future and dreading to leave an example of cowardice for posterity, preferred to be exterminated rather than lose their place as one of the world’s free peoples,” he declared.
  Victorious, black Haitians abolished slavery, declared racism illegal, and fought the first successful anti-imperial revolution in the history of the Atlantic.
  Napoleon’s plans for a “Republic in the New World” had failed.  “Damn sugar, damn coffee, damn colonies,” he is reported to have cursed.
  Abandoning his dreams and his last New World colony, Napoleon sold all of Louisiana to the United States in 1803.  New Orleans, along with and the rich sugar plantations surrounding the city, passed from French to American hands, becoming liege to a third empire in as many years.

The United States was unprepared for the surprise acquisition of this new colony.  The Federalists opposed the purchase, seeing it as an unconstitutional, imperial purchase that would threaten the very essence of the new American republic.  But in 1803, President Thomas Jefferson prevailed and sent William C.C. Claiborne, a fellow Virginian and political disciple, to administer the new territory.   Claiborne arrived in New Orleans with a force of 350 volunteers and 18 boats – a “puny force” that his top general described as “a subject for ridicule.”
  Making the new territory American was going to be a tough job.  Only about ten percent of the residents of New Orleans were Anglo-American; the rest were French, Spanish, African, Creole or Native American.  These residents did not always look fondly upon Anglo-American outsiders like Claiborne. “The prejudices of these newly acquired citizens [are] against every thing American,” wrote a correspondent to the Orleans Gazette for the Country.
 

Louisiana transformed in the two decades following the Haitian Revolution.  The poor Spanish military outpost became a booming American territory – a slave society devoted to the production of a single crop.
  On the banks of the Mississippi, the expansion of the American empire intersected with the expansion of slavery, raising a host of problems for the ill-equipped new territorial government.  In the first decade of American occupation, the white settlers of New Orleans had to form a government, bring order to a wild frontier zone, and confront the dangers of a sugar colony that relied on the forced labor of a slave population.
  

In a time of competing loyalties, planters and politicians found their jobs more difficult then they had expected.  The slave work force represented perhaps the greatest challenge.  Brought from Africa to build a new white empire on the Mississippi, hundreds of slaves sought instead to realize their own visions when, in 1811, they launched the largest slave uprising in the history of North America.  No North American slave uprising – not Gabriel Prosser, not Denmark Vesey, not Nat Turner – has rivaled the scale of this rebellion, either in terms of the number of the slaves involved or in terms of the number of slaves killed.

On a stormy night in January, a well-organized slave insurrection began on the German Coast, about 35 miles north of New Orleans along the Mississippi River.
 Between 200 and 500 slaves, coming in small groups from dozens of different plantations, marched down the Mississippi River, coming within 15 miles of New Orleans.  On their march, they hacked to death with axes any planters they found in their homes, chased dozens more whites and loyal slaves into hiding, and burned down several houses.  They marched in military formation, beating drums and waving flags.  Many leaders rode on horseback, waving cutlasses above their heads to incite their comrades. Within two days, they forced the complete evacuation of all white people, and many slaves, from the heart of Louisiana’s sugar district: the German Coast.  

The residents of New Orleans panicked.  They feared that a Haitian-style revolution would result in their quick deaths.  Full of uncertainty about the insurgency, the entire military force of the region marched out of the city to restore order, knowing only that Manuel Andry, on whose plantation the uprising had begun, had reported that a “horde of brigands” had “committed every kind of mischief and excesses, which can be expected from a gang of atrocious bandittis of that nature.”
  The scene was set for a massacre. 

And indeed it was a massacre.  Furious bands of volunteer militias on horseback hunted down slaves with dogs.  Three companies of the United States military – comprising dragoons, regulars, and marines – joined the volunteers.  When the militias found the rebellious slaves hiding in the cypress swamps on the edges of the plantations, they shot them, hacked them up with axes, and collected their heads as trophies.  They carried these trophies back to the Mississippi River, where they placed the heads on long wooden pikes and decorated the River Road north of New Orleans for forty miles.
  The militia and the military killed between 40 and 60 slaves in this fashion.  A court trial held in a grand plantation manor decreed the death of 18 more slaves, whose heads were also put on pikes.
  In New Orleans, the city court mandated the public executions of 11 more slaves, whose bodies were dangled from the gates of the city and exposed in the central squares.  These heads too were mounted on poles.
  


As disembodied heads proliferated, Governor Claiborne asserted American state power and control. In published letters and reports to Washington, he characterized the uprising as a criminal act, occurring within the framework of the American legal system.  Though planter militias had largely dealt with the uprising on their own, Claiborne celebrated the contributions of the U.S. regular troops and emphasized the justice and legality of the planters’ kangaroo courts.  In spinning this tale of American power, Claiborne suppressed alternative interpretations and trivialized the event’s catastrophic potential.  “The mischief done is by no means as great as was at first apprehended,” he wrote in the days after the uprising, correcting his earlier accounts of fear and panic.

The white elite of New Orleans likewise denied the insurgents any political prerogative that might challenge planter sovereignty.  In letters, legislative meetings, and court trials, the planters never asked or wrote about why the slaves revolted.  Their goal was to strip the event of a why and make it merely a string of facts – a bloody nuisance quickly contained.  These powerful white men used violence in the fields and violence in the record concomitantly to suppress the political nature of the uprising.
  These acts of violence and acts of narration served to mark the boundary between chattel slaves – humans turned into commodities – and citizens – humans turned into state actors and imbued with political meaning.  In the weeks following the insurrection, the planters wrote up ledgers of the executed slaves, pursuing reimbursement for their loss of property.
By moving quickly to present a front of unanimity and to narrate the slaves’ actions as trivial and apolitical, Claiborne and the planters succeeded in creating a debate about how to reinforce American power, while preventing a debate about slavery and the nature of America’s new territory.  Claiborne and the planters turned stories about slaves and slave politics into stories about planters and planter politics, denying the subjectivity of the slaves and refusing to acknowledge the crucial role of the slaves in the construction of their plantation world.  Generations of historians, returning to this event, swallowed whole cloth this erasure of subjectivity.  They chose to put the story of the event to their own uses, using the slaves’ actions as evidence to support broader theoretical and political claims.  Generations of scholars, including Ulrich B. Phillips and his students, interpreted the uprising in ways that diminished, if not entirely denied, the agency of America’s slaves.
  By the 1940s this narrative was coming under assault, particularly by a group of Marxist historians, most prominently Herbert Aptheker.
  Yet while these scholars reversed the tone of the story, the content remained essentially the same, abandoning the black insurgents in that obscure zone of erasure and banalization that Michel-Rolph Trouillot so well described as silenced history.
  

This trend continues to this day.  The longest published account of the uprising runs a mere 23 pages, with most of those pages contextual.
  As Winthrop Jordan recently observed, the 1811 insurrection remains “the least well documented of all the major conspiracies in the American South as a whole.”
  Drawing on both new research and old, this paper tries to redress that silence and to tell the story that Claiborne and the planters could not and would not tell – the story of political activity among the enslaved.
  To do this, the paper makes use of very recently discovered and very recently translated materials, cross-referenced with informational databases developed by the author, in order to read from the ledger books and from highly politicized accounts the stories of enslaved people whose intentions and goals were erased from history through violence.

Chapter 1: Geography 


The Mississippi River flows past Natchez and, through a series of twists and turns, winds its way down to New Orleans.  From New Orleans, the river flushes out into the Gulf of Mexico, carrying the continent’s commerce into an ocean world rich with ports – from the coast of Africa to the Caribbean to the eastern seaboard of the United States.
  In the nineteenth century, the river was the essential highway for the North American continent west of the Mississippi, an artery of commerce, communication, and empire.  


Situated at the mouth of the river, New Orleans was the “the great entrepot of the Mississippi system.”
  The city was of central strategic and commercial significance, for through the city, as Thomas Jefferson noted, “the produce of three-eighths of our territory must pass to market.”
 New Orleans was the point at which the commercial farming zones of the Mississippi River valley met the world of Atlantic capitalism.



In the first decade after the Louisiana Purchase, New Orleans was America’s first “imperial colony of alien people” – a diverse mix of French, Spanish, black, and Native American people who provided an ample challenge to the weak American military presence in the area.
 New Orleans had a population of about 25,000; and a very small percentage of this population was Anglo-American.
  In its heterogeneity, New Orleans encapsulated the diversity and contradictions of the Gulf South.  Boats from all over the Atlantic world sailed into New Orleans to buy, sell and trade.  In the marketplace, sailors mixed with slaves, slaves with masters, and masters with merchants. Benjamin Latrobe, visiting New Orleans in 1819, described the diversity of the wharfs. “The articles to be sold were not more various then the sellers,” he wrote. “White men and women, & of all hues of brown, & of all classes of faces, from round Yankee, to grisly & lean Spaniards, black negroes & negresses, filthy Indians half naked, mulattoes, curly & straight-haired, quarteroons of all shades, long haired & frizzled, the women dressed in the most flaring yellow & scarlet gowns, the men capped & hated.”
 

Louisiana’s planters participated in a fully functioning Atlantic commodities market.  The planters along the Mississippi River sold their sugar in these marketplaces to merchants, who shipped the sugar to the major markets of America – Charleston, Richmond, Baltimore, New York, and Boston.
  In those cities, merchants sold Louisiana sugar next to sugar from Cuba, Haiti, and the West Indies. The planters’ profits were determined as much by freight rates, exchange rates, and the efforts of their competitors as by the quality and quantity of the sugar they produced.
   

Although the city was the hub of commerce and the place of exchange, much of the real money was being made outside of New Orleans.  The true frontiers of American imperial capitalism lay in the alluvial soil fertilized by the Mississippi River, where French, German, and American planters were turning land and forced labor into sugar – sugar that they transported to New Orleans for sale on the world market.  It was in these plantation zones, situated just south and north of the city along both banks of the river, that floods of immigrants sought to realize their visions of wealth and power.  The richest plantations were to the northwest of the city, along the River Road that connected New Orleans to Baton Rouge. As the River Road snaked north from New Orleans, it passed through a rich stretch of land known as the German Coast.  Along the north shore of the river, this coast was one of the earliest settled locations in the area, known far and wide for its excellent soil. 

Waves of immigrants created as diverse a community outside of New Orleans as within.  The French had been the first to arrive in the early 1700s, establishing a rich enclave northeast of the city.  The Germans arrived early too.  But whereas they left their mark on the name of the terrain – the German Coast – families such as the Zweig’s signaled their allegiance to their French neighbors by francifying their name, turning Zweig, meaning branch, into the French Labranche.
   When the Americans arrived, these families retained their prominence.  Jean Noel Destrehan, who one contemporary described as “most active and intelligent sugar planter in the country,” served as the speaker of the House in the territorial legislature upon the request of President Thomas Jefferson.
 

Amidst the oak trees, Spanish moss, and long plantation fields, the planters developed elaborate lifestyles.  On Sundays, the planters attended Catholic mass at the Red Church, a long barn-like building with clear-glass windows.  They hosted each other for elaborate dinners, dances, and other entertainment.  When planters intermarried, their children started their own plantations.  By the early eighteenth century, the Deslonde and Labranche families owned two plantations each, while the Trepagnier and Fortier families owned three plantations each along the German Coast.  The plantation homes were symbols of the immense wealth and profits accumulated on the Mississippi Delta. “The dwelling houses of the planters are not inferior to any in the United States, either with respect to size, architecture, or the manner in which they are furnished,” observed one traveler in 1818.
  The Destrehan mansion, which survives to this day, was a French Colonial manor, which boasted Tuscan pillars tapered into columnettes, upholding a wrap-around porch elevated 14-feet off the ground. The brick-walled first floor was primarily for storage, and the family lived on the second floor.  With hardwood floors and twelve-and-a-half foot high ceilings, the 2-room-by-3-room house was luxurious and comfortable, designed for the enjoyment and display of wealth.

By 1805, Anglo-American settlers from the United States began to elbow their way in to the German Coast.  William Kenner and Stephen Henderson, for example, arrived flush with cash from White Sulphur Springs, Virginia to set up a sugar plantation and merchant firm.
  The two operated a full-service firm that shipped plantation produce to market, provided financing and insurance, bought and sold slaves, and procured building materials and other necessities for planters.
  Further up the river, Richard Butler and Samuel McCutcheon, the former of the Mississippi Territory and the latter of Pennsylvania, settled next to the Destrehan plantation and immediately began experimenting with new methods of slave discipline in an effort to make enormous returns as quickly as possible.
  James Brown of Kentucky was among the most recent arrivals, having arrived as recently as 1805 from Kentucky and set down his plantation just above the noble French Trepagnier estate. 
 A contemporary from Kentucky described Brown as a “towering & majestic person, very proud, austere & haughty in fact repulsive in manner, and… exceedingly unpopular.”
  In the words of one historian, these new settlers were brimming with the “initiative and imagination to foresee the possibilities of the development of a new industry.” 
  


For all of these men, sugar was a dream crop that promised unprecedented returns on their investment.  Quick profits and rising asset prices intoxicated young men like James Brown and William Butler, just as it had Jean Noel Destrehan and Alexandre Labranche. The primary investments of sugar masters – land and slaves – achieved higher rates of return in New Orleans than elsewhere in the United States. “Those who have attempted the cultivation of the Sugar Cane are making immense fortunes with the same number of hands which in Maryland and Virginia scarced suffice to pay their annual expences,” wrote a correspondent for the Louisiana Gazette.
 Between 1805 and 1806, the value of James Brown’s plantation more than doubled, rising from $16,000 to over $40,000.

These men’s success depended, however, on the exploitation of another class of immigrants – black slaves.  These slaves too were new to the area. Historian Adam Rothman suggested that more than half the enslaved people in the region had been born outside of Louisiana, with a substantial portion coming from Central Africa, Sierra Leone, the Bight of Benin, and Senegambia.  One in twenty slaves, he concluded, had been in the Caribbean or in other parts of the United States before being brought to Louisiana.
 These immigrants represented the majority of the population in these delta lands. According to the 1810 census, slaves constituted more than 75 percent of the total population of the German Coast – the highest in Louisiana.
  Eighty-six percent of households on the German Coast owned slaves, with the average household owning more than 40 slaves.
   Probably about 60 percent of slaves on the German Coast were male.
  The world of the slave quarters was as diverse as that of the plantation manors.   


Within that context of surging fortunes, a competitive global market, and the newly formed capital markets of the United States, the business proposition of the slave planters was relatively simple: maximize quality and quantity of sugar cane output through the use of slave labor to exploit the natural landscape.  The process of converting land and labor into profits began first with the transformation of the land.  The soil along the Mississippi River valley was rich, composed of an “exceptionally productive” mix of clay, sand, and vegetable mold.
  Planters built their plantations between the river and the swamps, where the slope of the land allowed water to drain from the river through the fields and into the swamps. To control the wild Mississippi, planters forced their slaves to construct levees, moving mounds of earth into four-to-six-feet high and six-to-nine-feet wide piles with sufficient width at the top for a footpath.  These mounds were placed thirty to forty yards from the natural riverbank.
  Docks situated on the river connected the plantation to the river’s transportation systems.
  The fields ran from the levee along the river to the swamps, where another levee would be constructed. “Property lines went back vague distances, trailing off indeterminately into cypress swamps and woodlands,” wrote historian Gwendolyn Midlo Hall.
  A complex system of irrigation divided the land into “a network of ditches and roads in rectangular, gridded pattern in which fields are divided by size into plots and sections.”
 Along plots of land running perpendicular to the river, the planters placed the buildings and structures that functioned both as factories and as symbols of wealth and power.  

On a standard German Coast sugar plantation, the main plantation house stood by the river, with a road leading back to the sugar house near the back of the plantation.  The slave quarters were positioned along the road. The slaves lived in small two-room brick cabins with a central fireplace.  Each room held an entire family. The parents slept in the main room, while the children climbed into the attic.  The brick residences were drafty and cool.  While the plantation owners ate five-course meals, the forty or fifty slaves on each plantation ate stew or jambalaya, just enough to survive and work.
  


The planters structured and planned every part of their plantations to harness land and labor in the most efficient manner.  The very landscape of the plantation functioned to enable and maximize the efficacy of labor.  The geometric rows and rectangles of the fields allowed for surveillance of the slaves.
  That mathematical plan, similar to a military camp, allowed the gaze of the master to “form a part of the overall functioning of power.”
  Forty years later, a former slave described this system of control.  The overseer “whether actually in the field or not, had his eyes pretty generally upon us,” wrote Solomon Northup.  “From the piazza, from behind some adjacent tree, or other concealed point of observation, he was perpetually on the watch.”
  By keeping constant watch over their slaves, the masters asserted control over their actions.
  The land between the river and the swamps was the domain of the planter – the central zone of power and profit.  When mounted on horseback, supervision became all the easier, permitting the driver or overseer to track workers’ progress even through fields of mature cane.
  

The forest and the swamps represented the boundary of slaveholders’ fields of vision and of the plantations.  Bald cypress, red maple, and ash trees sprung up in the wet swamplands at the edges of the fields, fostering an ecosystem full of animals – from alligators and turtles to beavers and foxes.  In the swamps, the large cypress trees obscured vision and darkened the landscape, while the inundation of water made travel slow.  “Tall trees, whose long arms interlocked each other, formed a canopy above them, so dense as to exclude the beams of light,” wrote Northup.  “It was like twilight always, even in the middle of the brightest day.”
 The woods and the swamps were respites then for fugitives, places where slaves could go to escape slaveholders’ gaze.
 

Slaves that hid out in the swamps in the backs of plantations formed communities that reinforced and supported subversive activities and represented an alternative way of life from the slave system. Known as maroons, these escapees remained in constant contact with the slaves on the plantation, hiding out for weeks, months, or years, with provisions provided by their friends and family on the plantations.
 “A network of cabins of runaway slaves arose behind plantations all along the rivers and bayous,” wrote historian Gwendolyn Midlo Hall.
  The swamps were hubs of subversive slave activity, a liminal zone where the power of the planter did not always hold and the links to the commercial and imperial world of New Orleans were limited.  They were places where slaves from many different plantations could meet on a plane uncontrolled and unordered by the planters and their system of life.   
The plantation owners lived in a state of coexistence and occasional violent conflict with these runaways.  In October 1810, for example, afraid of the subversive nature of the maroon colonies, officials in New Orleans sent a military detachment “to go to hunt for a group of negro maroons who were quartered in the cypress groves in the vicinity of the city.”
  The system of maroonage represented a threat to the plantation owners’ capitalist imperial system that relied on visual control, ordered landscapes, and roads in order to function.


From the city out the River Road, across the plantation fields to the swamps, the slaves and their masters lived in a state of perpetual tension.  The planters sought to construct a new world on the banks of the Mississippi, to turn the flat, rich land into sugar and profits.  Yet as the river fertilized the fields, the water also created dark swamps, impenetrable areas impossible to cultivate.  These swamps provided a constant refuge for enslaved people forced to work and cultivate sugar.  The contours of the land, the twists of the river, the darkness of the swamps, the tangible geography of the German Coast shaped and bounded the worlds of the masters and the slaves.  But the ambitions and experiences of the slaves and their masters extended far outside of these boundaries – from the cities of New England to the heart of Africa.  Waterways, and the markets that formed on their banks, connected all the residents of the German Coast to a much larger Atlantic world – a source of profits, immigrants, and revolutionary politics.  

Chapter 2: Slave Life


The harvesting of a successful sugar crop was the planters’ great goal. They sought to turn the fields into factories, their slaves into sugar-producing machines. But forcing the slaves to be perfectly obedient was no more achievable than cultivating the swamps that lay on the edges of the fields.  Slavery was a constant struggle between the planters and the slaves over the terms of enslavement.  The slaves fought with every means available. At the very minimum, the slaves demanded certain privileges, free time, visitation rights, and rights to economic activity.  At the maximum, the slaves on the German Coast had a history of violent resistance against the authority of the planters.  The planters, in turn, fought back with whips and guns, as they sought to confine the slaves’ lives within the boundaries of a specific geography and the boundaries of sugar’s regime.
*
*
*

The process of growing sugar cane started in the cold of January, when the slaves plowed the fields to open up furrows for the year’s seed.    By February, the planting was complete.  The planters assigned the slaves to tend the crop, weeding and irrigating, and   guarding against insects and other dangers.  In early spring, the slaves “laid by” the sugar cane until the fall harvest. During the hot summer months, they turned their attention to the wide range of other plantation tasks – repairing levees, making bricks, mending roads and fences, growing provisions, gathering wood for fuel, and getting ready for the fall harvest. 

This work was nothing, however, compared to the most trying and essential part of the crop cycle – the fall grinding season.  During this season, the slaves raced against time to harvest the entire crop before the first frost.  Planters delayed the harvest as long as possible because the longer the cane stayed in the ground, the richer and more valuable it became. Once the harvest began, then, the slaves worked 16 or more hours per day, seven days a week.
  

To organize this labor, planters divided the slaves into three gangs.  The first gang, made up of the strongest and most powerful young men, used 15-inch long knives to cut the mature eight-foot-tall cane.  This gang proceeded down the rows of cane, with one slave leading the cutting, one cutting to the left, and the other to the right, depositing the sugar cane in the middle of the row.  The second gang was a lighter gang, made up mostly of younger slaves and women.  These slaves loaded the cane into carts, hauled by mules, and took the cane to the sugar mill.  The third gang, highly skilled laborers who knew well the intricacies of cane sugar, ran the sugar mill.  Working round-the-clock – feeding wood into the fires, watching the boiling kettles, and moving sugar through the process of granulation and purification – this last gang kept the mill going constantly from mid-October through Christmas and often into January.
  According to a visitor, the system had been pioneered by Jean-Noel Destrehan, who “by a wise distribution of hours, doubled the work of forty to fifty workers without overworking any of them.”
 

Slaves had to deal not only with hard work, but also with a difficult natural environment. The heat in the summer months was unrelenting, and the swamps made the environment particularly dangerous.  Many slaves fell prey to tropical disease.
 For much of the year, mosquitoes made being outdoors unbearable. “From June to the middle of October or the beginning of November, their swarms are incredible,” wrote Benjamin Latrobe in 1819.  “The muskitoes are so important a body of enemies that they furnish a considerable part of the conversation of every day and of everybody; they regulate many family arrangements, they prescribe the employment and distribution of time, and most essentially effect the comforts and enjoyments of every individual in the country.”
  Mosquitoes were not just pests; they were vectors of malaria and other tropic diseases, and they represented one of the greatest challenges to keeping slaves alive long enough to make a profit from their labor.  In the words of historian Vincent Brown, sugar plantations were a “demographic disaster area,” where slaves lived “on the threshold of death.”

The planters used immense violence to force these slaves to work and to maximize their output.  Planters inscribed in the daily rituals and yearly calendar of the slaves a systematic process for the production of sugar, reenacting rituals of power on a daily basis in order to keep their slaves working.  “The managerial style is almost militaristic in its organization,” wrote historian Richard Follett.  “The intensity of sugar farming led to disciplined management, drilled gang work, and punishing management.”
  Planters used organization, corrective punishment and the threat of death to ensure plantation discipline.  The goal of these techniques was quite simple: the “instrumental coding of the body” necessary to turn enslaved peoples into sugar producing machines.
 “The feelings of humanity remain inert when it comes to the slaves,” wrote a traveler passing through in 1803. “The purpose of slavery is only to tie down the blacks so that they work the land like oxes or mules.  To insure this result, there exists an organized hierarchy of drivers, chiefs, and overseers, always whips in hand.”


The planters classified and categorized their slaves according to their skills, ages, and health, reducing them to commodities worth only the net present value of their sugar labor. A typical description from a planter’s records went as follows:  “Barthelemy, age of about 30 years, creole, first class negro, good cart man, a bit of a carpenter, knowledgeable of all the works of a sugar house… of robust build.”
  By categorizing, individually tasking, and placing slaves into hierarchies and systems, planters took the first step, or so they hoped, in turning their slaves into cogs in a larger machine.
 
The planters used force to attempt to turn these categories and written assignments into physical reality.  Planters used three types of corrective discipline to constantly chastise and reprimand their slaves without damaging their ability to work. The first was imprisonment.  Each plantation had a place to imprison, detain, or chain up recalcitrant slaves.
  Jean-Noel Destrehan, for example, used the small washhouse behind his mansion as a dungeon for recalcitrant slaves.  

The second method was whippings.  One overseer described the process:  

Three stakes is drove into the ground in a triangular manner, about 6 feet apart. the culprit is told to lie down, (which they will do without a murmur), flat on the belly. the Arms is then extended out, side ways, and each hand tied to a stake hard and fast.  The feet is both tied to the third stake, all stretched tight, the overseer, or driver then steps back 7,8, or ten feet and with a raw hide whip about 7 feet long well plaited, fixed to a handle about 18 inches long, lays on with great force and address across the Buttocks, and if they please to assert themselves, they cut 7 or 8 inches long at every stroke.
  

A third form of punishment involved the use of various torture devices. Historian Robert Remini describes an episode during the Battle of New Orleans when a sugar slave approached a British officer.  “One of [the slaves] approached an officer and in perfect French begged to have a collar of spikes around his neck removed.  The collar had been put on him as punishment for his attempt to run away.  And it was a torture.  He could not lie down to sleep because of the spikes, and in piteous tones he begged the officer for deliverance.”
  
In addition to these corrective forms of discipline, death was the ultimate form of punishment – the the constant, underlying threat, the basic substratum of enslavement.  “The execution was suspended only as long as the slave acquiesced in his powerlessness,” wrote social theorist Orlando Patterson.  “The master was essentially a ransomer.  What he bought or acquired was the slave’s life, and restraints on the master’s capacity wantonly to destroy his slave did not undermine his claim on that life.”
 While many other slave societies in the United States were self-reproducing, no such calculus existed in Louisiana. Sugar work was too grueling and demanding, the profits too large, and replacement slaves too easily available to worry much about natural reproduction.
  In 1800, one planter estimated that each plantation hand produced $285 per year, with the average hand priced at $900.  Within four years, a slave had more than recouped the initial investment – rendering the need for natural reproduction less important.
  Planters relied first on the Atlantic slave trade and then on the internal slave trade to supply them with a steady stream of new workers.
  As one historian observed, “sugar [was] made with blood.”
 Violence and the threat of death were the essential elements of the commodification and enslavement of people.    However, death was a card slaveholders were reluctant to play, and slaves understood and knew that reluctance.  The corrective forms of discipline were means of organizing labor and maximizing efficiency without recourse to that ultimate form of violence. 


The many forms of violent punishment demonstrated the level of resistance to planter authority, and the level of force needed to engender compliance.  The violence that enforced these rules was commensurate with the danger that slave resistance posed to the planters and their livelihoods.
 No individual planter had the power to stop his slaves from revolting: not when they outnumbered him 50 to 1. The planter relied on a larger network of white men, a larger system of sovereignty, to provide the force necessary to make clear to slaves that the planter, not the slave, was in control. 

*
*
*

While work and labor bounded the lives of slaves on the German Coast plantations, these slaves constantly disputed where those boundaries would be drawn.  As W.E.B. Du Bois noted, “They might be made to work continuously, but no power could make them work well.”
 Slaves were constantly renegotiating the terms of their own labor, asserting rights and privileges and constantly struggling against impositions on their lives.  The slaves insisted on certain rights: free Sundays, the right to grow their own crops, and visitation rights with family members.
  Each slave on the Destrehan plantation, for example, cultivated his or her own plot of land and could sell the product of that plot in the Sunday markets.


During their free time on the weekends, slaves often participated in the thriving economy of the region. They grew staple crops, raised small livestock, collected wood and moss, and traded the products of their labors to itinerant peddlers or in the marketplaces.
  These networks of trade were also networks of communication that tied the slaves to New Orleans and its diverse marketplace and ports. Benjamin Latrobe remarked on a system of commercial activity whereby black peddlers went door-to-door marketing goods. “This retail trade is so far worthy of notice as it forms one of the characteristic features of this city at present,” he wrote.
  The River Road was full of activity, whether organized by the masters or the slaves.

Celebrations, religious and profane, accompanied the markets and these market days.  These dances were a long tradition in New Orleans. In 1774, a Spanish historian wrote about the dances that took place in Congo Square, near the marketplace.  “Nothing is more dreaded than to see the negroes assemble together on Sundays,” wrote Le Page du Pratz. “In these likewise they plot their rebellions.”
 By 1819, under American occupation, these dances were still thriving. “On Sabbath evening,” wrote Henry C. Knight in 1819, “the African slaves meet on the green, by the swamp, and rock the city with their Congo dances.”
  These meetings served as a means of exchange, both cultural and economic, and as a breeding ground for slave conspiracies. “Dancing was a form of training to quicken reflexes and develop parrying skills,” wrote historian John Thornton. “Dancing in preparation for war was so common in Kongo that ‘dancing a war dance’ (sangamento) was often used as a synonym for ‘to declare war’ in seventeenth-century sources.”

Slaves often gathered in cabarets in the city, in the homes of free blacks, or in the slave quarters to drink and gamble.
  On the German Coast, the home of Joseph the Spaniard was a known location for slaves to drink and congregate on the weekends.
 In 1763, the Spanish attorney general had complained about illicit tavern keepers like Joseph. “While furnishing drink they incite them to pilfer and steal from the houses of their masters,” he wrote. “[The slave] would not be violent if he did not find in these secret taverns the means to satisfy his brutal passions; what hidden pernicious disorders have resulted.”
  The officials of France, Spain, and America were terrified by the slave activities they did not understand and could not control – from the secret taverns to the public dances and everything in between.


Slaves frequently traveled between plantations.  Slaves served as messengers and deliverymen, and they were responsible for relaying goods and news from plantation to plantation at their masters’ behest.  They traveled into New Orleans to their masters’ town houses, and they traveled to the marketplace to sell goods.  Slaves were also allowed to travel for family reasons.  Many male slaves had wives at other plantations, whom they were allowed to visit on the weekends.
  It was unusual for a slave to spend his or her entire life on one plantation.  The masters frequently rented out their slaves to other planters for a fixed sum of money.  Whenever a planter died, or a son became old enough to start a plantation, slaves would be redistributed, moving from place to place around the German Coast.  To the planters, slaves were commodities, and as such they changed hands frequently.  

Slaves were not isolated, nor were they deprived of outside contact; they lived in a diverse and shifting environment in which they developed networks of contacts and relationships.  The economic and social links between masters and slave overlapped, and as slaves traveled from plantation to plantation and into the city, they shared information and ideologies.  Through the sailors in the port of New Orleans, they gained access to a larger world of Atlantic slavery with all of its swirling currents and ideologies. These day-to-day subaltern linkages represented one field of slave politics, but they were not the only field.
*
*
*

The slaves on the German Coast had a long history of violent resistance to the institution of slavery.  Prior to the sugar boom, New Orleans was a poor and multicultural city with very few social controls.  The lines between slavery and freedom were not clearly drawn, and slaves frequently escaped into the swamps to form maroon colonies.  There was a history of armed resistance in these areas that drew on French, Creole, and Kongolese traditions.  These insurrectionary traditions shaped the lives of the slaves and represented an alternative political culture to that of the planters.

In the 1780s, the slave Juan Malo from the d’Arensbourg plantation on the German Coast led a thriving maroon colony in the swamps below New Orleans.  St. Malo, as he named himself, was reported to have buried his axe into a tree near his colony and declared, “Woe to the white who would pass this boundary.”
 St. Malo and his men – reportedly numbering over one hundred – repeatedly repelled the raiders sent by the Spanish government, who came into the swamps on pirogues armed to the teeth with guns.
  The maroons built extensive networks of slaves on the plantations that provided them with food and tipped them off about impending raids.
  Eventually, the Spanish grew so incensed by St. Malo’s independence and the threat he posed to the slave plantations that they sent a massive force of militiamen into the swamps in 1783.  The militia, following the tip from a spy, came upon the unsuspecting maroons and opened fire.  This time their expedition succeeded.  They captured a wounded St. Malo and brought him back to New Orleans.  On June 19, 1784, the Spanish hung St. Malo in the center of New Orleans – creating a martyr and a folk hero for the German Coast slaves.
 


In 1795, the Spanish discovered a massive slave conspiracy at Pointe Coupee – an area on the high grounds between New Orleans and Natchez.  The conspiracy took place at the height of the French Revolution and just after the slaves in Saint-Domingue had forced France to abolish slavery.  The planters discovered the book Theorie de l’impot, containing the Declaration of the Rights of Man, in the cabin of one of the slaves.  Several slaves reported hearing rumors that the slaves had been freed in the colonies – one even specifically mentioned Saint-Domingue.  The slaves planned their uprising at church, during the Easter holidays and Holy Week.  They also held meetings at the slave quarters of different plantations and in the marketplaces.
  The plot was discovered, however, before it ever came to fruition.  The planters hung 23 slaves, decapitated them and nailed their heads to posts.  They flogged thirty-one additional slaves and sent them to hard labor at Spanish outposts in Mexico, Florida, Puerto Rico, and Cuba.
  The revolutionary fervor of the age had reached the River Road, inspiring the slaves to Jacobinism and an assertion of their rights to freedom.  


In 1805, after two years of American control, there were rumors of another slave conspiracy.  “In the beginning of autumn, and when Claiborne was in Concordia, a Frenchman, who had, no doubt, brought from France his mad notions about liberty, made an attempt to excite the negroes to insurrection, and considerable alarm ensued in consequence of it,” wrote historian Charles Gayarre, “but the Frenchman was arrested, and the uneasiness soon subsided.”
   During the Napoleonic Wars and Aaron Burr’s conspiracy, filibusters and revolutionaries were common on the frontier.  There are few other references to this conspiracy, but the French connection reiterates the influence of the French Revolution on the area.


While French and creole maroon influences were strong in the Orleans Territory, there was also a huge influx of Africans to the area.  “The proportions of Africans in the slave population increased steadily during the last decade of the eighteenth century and for the first years of the nineteenth century, reafricanizing the lower Mississippi Valley,” wrote historian Ira Berlin. “Of the 26,000 slaves who entered between 1790 and 1810, more than two-thirds, or 18,000, derived from Africa.”
   The kingdom of the Kongo represented the source of about 12 percent of these slaves.
  

These immigrants brought with them their own violent history.  Kongo was going through revolutionary contortions just as France and Britain were. The Kongo, wrote historian Laurent Dubois, might even “be seen as a fount of revolutionary ideas as much as France was.”
 Kongo had been ripped apart by civil wars, producing thousands of veterans trained in military practice and willing to use force to obtain political ends. “Considering that many slaves were first captured in wars, it is reasonable to assume that some of the rebels had been soldiers,” wrote John Thornton about the 1739 Stono Uprising.  “Kongolese soldiers would certainly have had training with modern weapons.”
 The Kongolese had developed their own style of warfare, a form of guerilla tactics, that involved spreading out over space, quickly retreating in the face of threats, and using ambushes and terrain advantages to the best of their abilities.
  “They marched under banners like the unit flags that African armies flew in their campaigns, and they used drums to encourage the rebels,” wrote Thornton.
  

The slaves on the German Coast then were well armed with revolutionary ideology, and some with military training.  They were conversant in the doctrines of the French Revolution, and aware of the powerful example of the Haitian revolutionaries.  They drew on a significant Kongolese population trained in guerilla warfare and experienced with the use of violence for political ends.  The history of resistance on the German Coast culminated, however, in 1811, when a group of slaves emerged from this diverse and violent frontier world to mount the greatest challenge to planter sovereignty in the history of North America.  

Chapter 3: Rebellion

For the planters and the slaves alike, January was a time of celebration.
  The 16-hour workdays of grinding season were over, and lavish parties in the homes of the planters and in New Orleans marked the celebration of Christmas and Epiphany. January also marked the onset of Louisiana’s winter.  Sometime in the first few days of the month, storms from the northwest blew in a powerful rainstorm.
  By January 6, the roads were “half leg deep in Mud.”
  Rain meant even more time off work, because excessive rain flooded the soil making movement difficult and making it nearly impossible to work the soil or haul wood from the swamps.
  The slaves, then, were idle – the most dangerous state from the perspective of the slave owner.
  


Though everything at the time seemed normal, the planters later realized the significance of a small gathering on the plantation of Manuel Andry, 41 miles northwest of New Orleans.  The plantation, situated behind a field of clover, featured a “large and handsome mansion-house, two stories high, with a piazza and a very broad gallery, which is defended by the heat of the sun by large curtains extended from pillar to pillar.”
  Three slaves, representing three of the wealthiest plantations on the German Coast, met in the slave quarters behind the mansion-house on Sunday, January 6.  The planters were busy at the Red Church celebrating Epiphany, and the slaves took advantage of their absence to plot.  The mulatto Charles Deslondes, the “chief of the brigands,” lived right next door to the Andry plantation. 26-year-old Quamana came from James Brown’s plantation, which was located ten plantations downriver from the Andry estate. 
  He had worked there for five years, in close contact with the slave Kook, one of the most violent insurrectionaries.  Henry, a 25-year-old carpenter, was from the Kenner and Henderson plantation, over 21 miles to the southeast at the end of the German Coast closest to New Orleans. 
  No records survive of what was said in this meeting; the planters wrote only that the men were “deliberating.” 

The bonds of family and friendship may have played a role in the spread of the contagion of revolt.  Charles Deslondes “had a woman” at the nearby Trepagnier plantation, where he convinced several slaves to join his plot.
  As he walked the few short miles from the Deslondes plantation to the Trepagnier estate, Deslondes passed by the James Brown plantation, where he could meet and communicate with Kook and Quamana.
  The conspirators planned their insurrection and spread word of the uprising through small insurrectionary cells distributed up and down the coast, especially at James Brown’s plantation, the Meuillion plantation, and the Kenner and Henderson plantation.  According to local legend, the slaves had secret meetings on the edges of the fields.  They sent spies into the trees to watch for the overseer, and they planned and plotted until the spy signaled the approach of the master.
  These small bands, linked through existing networks of communication, formed the core groups of revolutionaries.    


Chaos overtook the German Coast during the night of January 8.  The slaves first targeted Manuel Andry, a man with “the reputation of being very severe to his negroes.”
  Sometime in the night, the slaves burst into his mansion armed with cane knives and axes.  In the struggle that ensued, the slaves cut three notches into Andry’s body, badly wounding him.  Somehow, Andry managed to escape from his attackers.  Later, Andry could not recall exactly what had happened.  His mind clouded by fear and anger, he could think only of the axe, a plantation tool transmuted into an icon of insurrection.
  Unable to kill Andry, the slaves attacked his 30-year old son Gilbert.   “My poor son has been ferociously murdered by a horde of brigands,” Andry mourned.  The killing of Andry’s son became a cause celebre among white planters who could not accept the death of one of their own – though they had driven many a slave to death by over-work or over-punishment.
 
The revolution gained momentum quickly. The slaves seized a store of public arms located at Andry’s plantation, and they began their march down the River Road.
 The 15 or so slaves at the Andry plantation joined with another eight slaves from the next-door Deslonde plantation.  This was the home plantation of Charles Deslonde, who the slave Cupidon later described as the “principal chief of the brigands.”
  Seven more slaves joined the insurrection at the plantation of Achille Trouard, the “first and only county judge.”
 Trouard, meanwhile, fled with his two nieces to the swamps.
  Another leader then joined the enthusiastic band of revolutionaries.  "This Mathurin commanded, armed with a sabre," recalled one slave. In military formation, the 31 slaves marched towards New Orleans, the 4-foot-high levees sloping upwards to their right, the plantations and the fields to their left. They were a 35-mile march along completely flat land, on a well-trodden road, from New Orleans.  As would be the pattern, groups of young male slaves, usually at least 10 to 25 percent of any given plantation’s slave population, joined the uprising as the march proceeded.  The key to the slaves’ success seemed to be their ability to organize across plantations without being exposed. 

Word of the uprising spread quickly through the slave quarters.  By 6:30 am on the morning of January 9, Hermogene Labranche’s slaves heard about the uprising.
  “Pierre, his slavedriver, was informed by some slaves from the Delhomme place (these slaves having fled into the swamp back of the Labranche place to save themselves from the rebels, or so they told Pierre) that the rebels were approaching and pillaging the farms as they went,” he later reported. 
  The information was passing through the swamps, to the runaways and maroons, along the liminal zone on the edges of the planters’ fields, and finally to the planters themselves.
  

As word spread, bands of slaves gathered at each plantation to join the rebels.  While most of the insurgents were young men in their twenties, older slaves joined the uprising as well.  At the plantation of Madame Trepagnier, six older slaves ranging in age from 30-to-50-years old joined the ranks.  These men – Augustin, Hippolite, Louis, Joseph, Charlot, and Barthelmy – were of diverse geographical backgrounds.  Joseph and Charlot were identified as African, Louis as from Guinea.   Barthelmy was described as a “Creole… of known intelligence… of robust build.”
  By the time the group of slaves reached the Arnauld plantation, the slave Hippolite had stolen a horse and from its back yelled down to his comrades, “exciting the others."

As Hippolite and the other slave leaders worked to excite the black population into insurrection, other slaves warned their masters about the revolutionaries. They knew, as historian William Freehling noted, that “the surest way to free oneself, under domestic servitude, was not to join a revolution but to betray one.”
 Dominique, a slave belonging to Bernard Bernoudy, was among those who betrayed the rebels.
  At the time of the uprising, Dominique was at the Trepagnier estate, where he was allowed to stay over, likely because of a woman.  Dominique heard of the uprising from the same slaves who had conspired with Deslondes, and he rushed to tell Francois Trepagnier that “there was a large number of rebel slaves moving down the river, pillaging the farms and killing whites.” 
  After warning Trepagnier, Dominique departed, ostensibly to warn Bernard Bernoudy of the impending danger.  On his way to Bernoudy’s plantation, Dominique passed through the plantations of Delhommer, Rilleaux, James Brown, Pierre Pain, and Alexandre Labranche where he passed the word directly, or through enslaved intermediaries.
  When Dominique arrived back at Bernard Bernoudy’s plantation, Bernoudy “sent Dominique to New Orleans, alerting whites along the way.”
  Other slaves worked against the rebellion as well.  Alexander Labranche’s slaves heard about the uprising and rushed to save Labranche’s life.  Labranche’s slave Pierre told him “to flee at once in order to save himself from the rebels who were then quite near.”  Francois rushed in a few moments later, advising Labranche to  “flee immediately into the woods back of his farm.”  Francois guided the terrified Labranche and his wife into the swamps.  Like runaway slaves, they hid among the dense cypress forests, staying quiet for fear of detection until they were sure the revolutionaries passed.  


James Brown heeded Dominique’s warning and fled to New Orleans.  His slaves, however, chose to join the 37 rebels who arrived soon after the master’s departure. The rebels on the Brown plantation were men who had met frequently with Charles Deslondes, not just at the meeting at the Andry plantation, but on Deslondes’ frequent trips back and forth from the Trepagnier estate.  The group included Quamana, one of the original conspirators at Andry’s plantation, and also the memorable Kook.  Kook towered above his fellow slaves.  His “robust” muscles made him a powerful force. 
  Most of these slaves, as indicated by their names, were recent immigrants. Quamana and Kook had been on the plantation for only five years, Robaine a mere two. 
  But they both were skilled sugar workers, meaning they probably had grown up on the Caribbean sugar islands, whether Haiti or Jamaica or elsewhere – all places with active revolutionary traditions.
  These slaves formed a new and more radical core to the insurrectionary group.    

At the next plantation down, Francois Trepagnier chose to ignore Dominique’s warning to flee.  He made the wrong decision.  When the slave revolutionaries arrived on the plantation, they sought Trepagnier out.  Kook took his axe and chopped Francois Trepagnier into pieces.
  Trepagnier was the last planter whom the slaves caught still at home.  In what one planter described as a “torrent of rain and the frigid cold,” the planters left their homes to flee for safety.
  Some of the masters flew on horseback to New Orleans; some concealed themselves in the swamps, such as Etienne Trepagnier.
  Others took boats to the other side of the river, where no insurrection was taking place. Hermogene Labranche and his family holed up in the woods until the slave rebels passed.  They then took a boat to the other side of the river. 
  Adelard Fortier escaped to New Orleans. 
  These men left their plantations, their homes, and their fields in the hands of slaves they believed to be loyal, in fear of being killed by slaves they believed to be disloyal. 
The rebellion escalated as the insurgents reached the plantations of Bernoudy, Butler, and McCutcheon.  At the first, the slaves obtained a large number of horses, reportedly supplied by the slave Augustin, a highly valued sugar worker.
  Horses were powerful military tools, enhancing the speed, power, and stature of the slaves.
  Later reports indicated that about half of the slaves were on horseback.
 At the plantation of Butler and McCutcheon, nine young men in their twenties – Simon, Dawson, Daniel Garrett, Mingo, Perry, Ephraim, Abraham, and Joe Wilkes – added youth and strength to the insurgent band.
  When they joined the insurgents, they were following a well-worn path.  A plantation notorious for its cruelty, the Butler and McCutcheon home was a hub of runaway activity.  The two men had reported several runaway slaves in the New Orleans newspaper in the last year alone.
 

Continuing east towards New Orleans, the insurgents passed the Red Church – where Francois Trepagnier would later be buried.  Sparing the minister, they swept down the River Road, passing next the two-story Destrehan mansion, with its bold architecture and imposing presence. Here, Jasmin, Chelemagne and Gros and Petit Lindor joined the insurrection.  Jean-Noel Destrehan himself had long since fled for the city. As the planters entered the swamps, runaway slaves headed to the plantation grounds.  The maroons Rubin and Coffy left the swamps and joined Janvier, who was still laboring on the plantation, in the insurrection.
  

As the maroons returned in triumph to their former prisons, the planters fled for safety.  Alexandre Labranche, who had waited in the swamps until he was assured the slaves had passed, snuck through the fields and down to the river, where he took a boat to the other side.  From there, he fled towards New Orleans in search of safety.  He left his loyal slave Francois “to keep an eye on the situation” – vision, that essential element of slave discipline, was now in the eyes of the slaves themselves.
 As the chaos of insurrection spread along the German Coast, the balance of power shifted.  No longer did planters feel comfortable in their homes, in the flat, visible space between the river and the swamps.
At points, the insurgents were not above inflicting their own punishments on fellow slaves, forcing those who might waiver into joining them.  Dagobert, a slave owned by Delhomme, testified that “except for the ones whom he denounced for having marched of their own free will, he believes that the others whom he accused were forced to march.”
  In the trial of a runaway a month after the uprising, Etienne Trepagnier’s slave Augustin 
 “stated that he had nothing to with the recent insurrection; that during the event he was taken by some blacks who threatened him and demanded to know the name of his master.”
  The rebels knew that any slaves preferred slavery and security to freedom and death, and to adjust the odds in this complex calculus they threatened violence too.
    

The slaves did not relent.  Kook and the other insurgents set fire to the home of the local doctor. 
  Though a doctor might seem an unlikely target, doctors were often hated figures among slaves. Slave masters employed doctors to manage the health of their slaves – a position that put doctors in direct, intimate, and often objectionable relationships with slaves.  These slave patients often had very different approaches to medicine and healing, involving herbal medicine and traditional practices with which they felt more comfortable.
  They were “distrustful of white doctors, who not only practiced a peculiar form of medicine but also served as agents of the slaveholders.”
 In the pouring rain, burning down a house took a lot of effort.  But the slaves were willing to put in the effort to torch the home of the doctor who had violated the most intimate spaces of their bodies with white medicine.
  

After burning the home of the local doctor, they arrived at the Meuillion plantation.  Here, at the wealthiest and largest plantation on the German Coast, at least 13 slaves joined the insurgency.
 The rebels laid waste to Meullion’s grand home, pillaging and destroying much of the wealth that the planter had accumulated.
   They also attempted to set fire to the home, but the slave Bazile “did alone fight the fire set to the main house of this plantation by the slaves of the recent uprising” and “alone, prevented them from stealing many of the effects of the late Meuillion.”
  Half Native American, probably Natchez, Bazile might have felt less of a bond with the largely African slave insurgents.
  
The slaves marched on in the dark and rain.  Well after nightfall, they reached Cannes-Brulees, which was located about 15 miles northwest of New Orleans.
 There, they entered the Kenner and Henderson plantation, one of the hotbeds of insurrection. Harry, a mulatto, was one of the original plotters who had met at the home of Manuel Andry – according to other slaves, one of the “most outstanding brigands.”
  Harry garnered the support of over a dozen men from his plantation.  Five men who owners described variously as carters or ploughmen – Peter, Croaker, Smillet, Nontoun and Charles – laid down their tools and joined the fight.  A set of skilled laborers also chose to side with the rebels. Elisha, a driver on the plantation, enlisted, as did the blacksmith Jerry, the hostler Major, the coachman Joseph, and the skilled sugar hand, Harry.
  Guiam, also a coachman and sugar worker, appropriated one of his owner’s horses and, armed with a saber, led “all the black males” towards the nearby home of Cadet Fortier.
  Lindor, a coachman and carter “well acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation,” assisted the organization of this new charge, acting as the group’s drummer.
 

By this point, the band of slaves had traveled 21 miles, a march that would have taken probably seven to ten hours.
 Depending on who made the accounting, the army numbered anywhere from 124 to 500 soldiers.
 They were almost entirely young men between the ages of 20-30 who had largely been employed as un- or low skilled workers.
 Despite their status as brute laborers, these men had accomplished much on the first day of the insurrection.  They had set fire to the houses of Pierre Reine and Mr. Laclaverie, and killed Francois Trepagnier and the son of Manuel Andry.  They drove their masters into hiding and mounted a significant challenge to the authority of the sugar masters.
They amassed a formidable force, probably equivalent or greater in terms of numbers than the entire American military force in the Orleans territory.
  It was not, however, a well-armed force.  According to later accounts, “only one half of them were armed with bullets and fusils, and the others with sabers and cane knives.”
  Without proper weapons or means of fighting, the slaves could be outmatched by a small group of well-armed men.  However, the fear the slaves had engendered among the planters had been enough to drive the planters from their homes and send them into flight.  But intimidation and rumor would only go so far.  While their march had thus far met with little resistance, the white planters had been mobilizing, collecting force, and preparing for a counter attack that would strike that night.  The ebb and flow of power was about to shift again – and not in the slaves’ favor.  

Chapter 4: Counter Attack

By midday on Wednesday, January 9, just hours after the uprising began, New Orleans rippled with word of the insurgency. The reports had passed through many mouths, from the slaves in the fields to the maroons in the swamps to the planters in their manors to the panicked residents of New Orleans to the highest officials in government.  Those who told and retold these reports colored them with their own judgments, embellishments, and assumptions.
  

The mayor and the other officials of the city, holed up in the Spanish Cabildo at the center of the city, feared the opening of a second front.  They worried that the city slaves who gathered in Congo Square to dance on Sundays might have learned of the insurrection and might have been planning to link up with the rapidly closing slave rebels.  Governor Claiborne attempted to quarantine the city from the contagion of revolt.  His first action was to close off the bridge that constituted the main entrance to New Orleans from the German Coast. His first, terse writings on January 9 were to General Hampton, who had arrived a mere two days earlier to help with an ongoing war with the Spanish over West Florida.
  “Sir, I pray you to have the goodness to order, a Guard to the Bayou Bridge, with instructions to the Officer to permit no Negroes to pass or repass the same,” Claiborne wrote.
  He wanted to prevent the flow of information from the black residents of the German Coast to the black residents of New Orleans.  The mayor would recall days later the levels of apprehension associated with the possibility of communication among the black population.  “The natural fear that there might exist some communications between the rebel negroes and the City negroes, have for some days created in our midst a state of alarm,” he wrote.
  

To quiet this alarm, Claiborne targeted sites of interracial and interethnic mixing.  He resorted to methods that he had first used in 1803 when asserting American control over New Orleans after the Louisiana Purchase: shutting down halls of entertainment.
 “All the Cabarets in the City and Suburbs of New Orleans are ordered to be immediately closed,” he decreed from his headquarters in the Cabildo.
  Claiborne next sought to fix black men in place – their very movement posed a security risk. “No male Negro is permitted to pass the streets after 6 o’clock,” he ordered. 
   

In light of the continuing reports of atrocities, quarantine measures did not appear to be enough, and Claiborne sought reinforcements from his military commander.  As General Hampton later recalled, “about 12 O’Clock on the Morning of the 9th the governor came to me with the unpleasant information that a formidable insurrection had commenced among the blacks, on the left bank of the river, about 40 Miles above this city, which was rapidly advancing towards it, and carrying in it’s train fire, Murder, & pillage.  The regular force in the City was inconsiderable, and as there was nothing like an organized Militia, the confusion was great beyond description.”  Over the next six hours, Hampton scrambled to respond to Claiborne’s request for help.
  By six p.m. he had marshaled two companies of volunteer militia and 30 regular troops “to meet the brigands.”  “It was all the force, except a small garrison left in the Fort, which at that time appeared susceptible of command,” he wrote.
   The company set out after sunset along the River Road to face what some of them feared was a slave army of equal ferocity to the revolutionaries of Haiti.
  

Commodore John Shaw, the naval commander of the fleet at New Orleans, expressed skepticism of General Hampton’s force, calling it a “weak detachment.”  Shaw feared that the insurgents might triumph over Hampton’s troops, that “the whole coast [would exhibit] a general sense of devastation; every description of property [would be consumed]; and the country laid waste by the Rioters.”
  To prevent such fears from being realized, Shaw readied his own sailors to attack the slaves.  Despite driving wind and a steady rain – conditions that prevented armed ships from moving up the river – Shaw “lost no time in attacking by land.”  He sent his lieutenants Charles Thompson and Harvy Carter to lead a detachment of 40 seamen on the expedition.  

The residents of New Orleans had no clear idea about what was transpiring along River Road, but still-fresh memories of Haiti fueled panic and terror. As historian Alfred Hunt pointed out, “the image of St. Domingue was used by public officials and private citizens throughout this period to warn of the potential dangers of a slave population and black emancipation.”
 Over the course of 1810, the Louisiana Gazette wrote several stories invoking the Haitian Revolution, specifically using the words “massacre,” “murder,” and “plunder.”
  These words evoked the searing and nightmarish images of the Haitian Revolution, in which thousands died and slaves “strapped white planters to racks and cut them in half, raped their daughters and wives, and decapitated their children, impaling their heads on pikes.”
 The residents of the city believed that the Haitian Revolution, that beacon of liberty to enslaved peoples across the Atlantic and the great nightmare of all white planters, had come to the shores of the mighty Mississippi. They feared that the German Coast would become a “miniature representation of the horrors of St. Domingo.”
  There was a possibility that this was a revolution, with strong political motives and strong ideological foundations that, like the revolution in Haiti, would challenge not only slavery, but also racism and empire. “The accounts we received were various,” reported the correspondent Z. to the Louisiana Gazette on January 17. “Fear and panic had seized those making their escape and it was not possible to estimate the force of the brigands.” 

The fragility of New Orleans contributed to the sense of panic.  With the departure of the soldiers, the volunteer militia, and the seamen, New Orleans was left virtually defenseless.  “All were on the alert… General confusion and dismay… prevailed throughout the city,” Shaw wrote.  “Scarcely a single person in it possessed a musket for the protection of himself and property.  All our cutlasses, muskets, pistols, and [unreadable] boxes with twelve rounds of ball cartridges were drawn from the stores.”
  The slave rebels had forced the utter evacuation of military power from New Orleans.  And now they faced the sum total of the military might of the Orleans Territory – at this time a mere 68 regular troops. 

With the fate of the city in the hands of the army and the navy, Claiborne began to draft his initial, official reports.  As he did so, he set into text the interpretive drift that would dominate for the next two centuries.   Claiborne knew that he had lost control over the city he had governed since 1804.  He knew that he had to rely completely on the detachment of troops to squelch the rebellion and restore safety to the city he had governed since 1804. Religion was his last resort.  “I pray God that the force sent from this City may soon meet the Brigands and arrest them in their murdering career,” he wrote late on the night of January 9.
  In his appeal to God, Claiborne was also defining the nature of the problem – and asserting just who was on God’s side. Amidst the fear and the chaos, the anger and the uncertainty, Claiborne used strong language in his descriptions of the uprising to create a sense of collective identity – a sense of “we” as defined in contrast with the “brigands.”  Claiborne’s use of the word “brigands” conveniently functioned to expand the category of enemies, from black people to anyone who opposed the order of the state.  Defining this other in cooperation with the citizens of New Orleans, Claiborne also sought to define a “we.”  He talked of “we… all in New Orleans” and of “Neighbors,” tying these two groups of people to specific concepts: “order,” “discipline,” “force,” and “God.”  He told a militia leader to “maintain order and discipline” among his neighbors, defining the city by those twinned concepts.  Claiborne created a clear distinction between the “force sent from this City” and the “Brigands,” contrasting the city, as defined by order, discipline, force and God, and the rebels, defined by murder and opposition to the basic values of the city.

While Claiborne began to draft what amounted to a pre-emptive narrative of banal slave crime, his soldiers began to encounter frightened, fugitive planters.  Recalling the scene a few days later, a correspondent described a road that “for two or three leagues was crowded with carriage and carts full of people, making their escape from the ravages of the banditti – negroes, half naked, up to their knees in mud with large packages on their heads driving along toward the city.”  Most of the fugitives continued past the soldiers, into the city.  

The military force was by now gaining momentum.  A “party of Volunteer Horse… had come forward destitute of command, [and] agreed to join in the attack.”  The volunteers were riding at fast clip from New Orleans, with General Hampton and his men close behind.  Strengthened in numbers, the army continued its march toward the slaves.
  Traveling through the night, the detachment of troops arrived at the plantation of Jacques Fortier around four in the morning.  There they discovered that “The Brigands had posted themselves within a strong picket fence, having also the advantage of two strong brick building belonging to Colonel Fortier’s Sugar works.”
  They prepared to attack.  “The order of attack was formed the moment the troops reached the ground, and the Infantry & Seamen so disposed as to enclose by a forward movement three Sides of the small enclosure which embraced the buildings, and the Horse at the first signal was to charge the other,” Hampton later wrote.  But unbeknownst to the general, the slaves had already retreated. “The Brigands had been alarmed in the night by a few young men who had advanced so near as to discharge their pieces at them, they were therefore upon the alert, and as the line advanced to encompass them, retired in great silence.”
  The militia found ample evidence, however, that the slaves had been there and likely for some while “killing poultry, cooking, eating, drinking, and rioting.”
 Hampton and his men and their horses were too tired to pursue the “fugitives” further.


By the time the soldiers had arrived at Fortier’s plantation, though, the insurgents were already marching back upriver. Over the next few hours, the slave army traveled about 15 miles, bringing them close to Bernard Bernoudy’s plantation.  There, they finally encountered one of the slaveholders’ forces – a group of 80 planters from the far side of the river who had mobilized on their own to “halt the progress of the revolt.”
 

The planter Charles Perret, under the command of the wounded Manuel Andry, and in cooperation with Judge Saint Martin, had assembled a substantial force that was itching to attack the slave army.
  At about nine in the morning, this second militia discovered the slaves moving by “forced march” towards the high ground on the Bernoudy estate.
 Perret ordered the men to cross the Bernard Bernoudy estate and attack the slaves. “We saw the enemy at a very short distance, numbering about 200 men, as many mounted as on foot,” wrote Perret, who ordered his men to attack. 

 “Let those who are willing follow me, and let’s move out!” he called, spurring his men forward.
  The slaves took their last stand.  “The blacks were not intimidated by this army and formed themselves in line and fired for as long as they had ammunition,” wrote a Spanish agent in New Orleans. But the slaves’ ammunition did not last long, and the battle was brief.
  “Fifteen or twenty of them were killed and fifty prisoners were taken including three of their leaders with uniforms and epaulets.  The rest fled quickly into the woods.”
 The planters moved to kill any survivors.  “We pursued them into the woods, leaving 40 to 45 men on the field of battle, among whom were several chiefs.”
   The result, Manuel Andry observed later, was a “considerable slaughter.” 
  

The planters and their allies now turned their attention toward the stragglers. Enlisting the assistance of a “party of Indians” – a strategy that had been used by slaveholders during Louisiana’s maroon wars – the militia headed into the swamps.
 “I left with 25 volunteers to beat the bushes, to harass the enemy, and to make contact with those who had fled,” Perret would report.  “We found only the bodies resulting from the previous day’s shooting, and we were fortunate to discover and save the unfortunate Madame Clapion, nearly dead of fatigue and cold.”
 
The militias also began to round up the living, including Charles Deslonde, whom Andry considered “the principal leader of the bandits.”  But whereas the soldiers kept many of the captives alive for trial, Deslondes was not so fortunate.  According to one witness, the militiamen turned savagely on the purported leader:  chopping off the slave’s hands, breaking his thighs, shooting him dead, and then roasting his remains on a pile of straw.
 

Reprisals continued unabated on Saturday when the militia came upon a band of rebels hiding out in the woods.  Flushed out by two detachments of cavalry, the soldiers captured “Pierre Griffe, murderer of M. Thomassin, and Hans Wimprenn, murderer of M. Francois Trepagnier, and pressed them closely that they came upon M. Deslonde’s picket and were killed.”  The militiamen did more than murder.  They hacked off the men’s heads and delivered them “to the Andry estate.”
    

As the militia hunted down the remaining slaves, federal reinforcements called in by Claiborne converged on the German Coast.  Commanding a company of artillery and one of dragoons, Major Milton arrived Friday morning from Baton Rouge.  Milton had heard the news at about midday on Thursday, and he had traveled about 15 miles down the river to the German Coast on an emergency mission to give aid to the militia.
  Grateful for the extra assistance, Hampton posted Milton and his in the neighborhood with instructions “to protect and Give Countenance to the Various Companies of the Citizens that are Scouring the Country in Every direction.”  Hampton concluded that the planters “ have had an Opportunity of feeling their physical force [and were] equal to the protection of their own property.”   Nevertheless, Hampton feared new revolts along the coast, and he ordered Milton to ensure that such insurrections did not occur.  “I have Judged it expedient to Order down a Company of L’Artillery and one of Dragoons to Descend from Baton Rouge & to touch at Every Settlement of Consequence, and to Crush any disturbances that May have taken place higher Up.”
  

Hampton was taking no chances, because he did not think the slaves had acted alone.  Hampton linked the insurgents with the ongoing war with the Spanish for control of the Gulf.  “The [slaves’] plan is unquestionably of Spanish Origin, & has had an extensive Combination,” he wrote. “The Chiefs of the party that took the field are both taken, but there is Without doubt Others behind the Curtain Still More formidable.”
 He saw the slave insurrection as a Spanish counterattack on American authority, which was not all that far fetched.  After all, less than a year earlier, in April, 1810, a band of American filibusters had led a rebellion in West Florida, inspiring the United States to annex the territory in October.
  Over the next few months, American troops waged a battle with the Spanish for sovereignty over the disputed area, with all of the fighting taking place within a hundred miles of New Orleans.
  Indeed, in the days prior to the insurrection, Milton had been leading his dragoons north around Lake Pontchartrain in order to attack the Spanish in West Florida.
 
While Hampton pondered the military and political nature of the uprising, the slaveholders crept out of hiding, called forward by the militia who wanted to secure a familiar kind of peace.  Perret ordered the “proprietors to return to their properties” and  “all the drivers to carry out the accustomed work at the usual hours.” These actions were necessary, the militiaman later explained, “so as to maintain order.”
 For Perret, as for many other slaveholders, “order” meant the reinvigoration of the production of sugar.  And so as the planters attempted to pick up the pieces and re-establish that order, they turned to tried-and-true methods of ensuring slave compliance.  Only this time, their violence was on a much larger and more public scale.
Chapter 5: Establishing Order

Whether they killed the insurgent slaves immediately upon encountering them, after slow torture, or following a court trial, the planters performed the same spectacular violent ritual.  Obsessively, collectively, they chopped off the heads of the slave corpses and put them on display.  The volunteer militias were the first to practice this ritual.  One observer recalled the systematic beheadings in detail.  “They were brung here for the sake of their Heads, which decorate our Levee, all the way up the coast, I am told they look like crows sitting on long poles,” wrote planter Samuel Hambleton.
  The St. Charles Parish Tribunal decreed the same punishment to those found guilty.  “The heads of the executed shall be cut off and placed atop a pole on the spot where all can see the punishment meted out for such crimes, also as a terrible example to all who would disturb the public tranquility in the future,” read the conclusion of the court.
  In New Orleans, the city court mandated the public execution and exposure of the bodies of the executed insurgents.  They decreed that one slave, Daniel Garret, would be “hung at the usual place in the City of New Orleans
 within three days from the date hereof and his head shall be severed from his Body and exposed at one of the lower gates of this city.”
 From the plantations to the city center, planters, government officials and military officers reenacted the same rite of violence.  Ritual, they understood intuitively, imposed coherency, and through coherency, control.
  
Fear motivated this brutal ritual.  “Had not the most prompt and energetic measures been thus taken, the whole coast would have exhibited a general sense of devastation; every description of property would have been consumed; and the country laid waste by the Rioters,” explained Commodore John Shaw. 
  In the words of literary theorist Richard Slotkin, the slaveholders’ violence depended on the assumption that “a people defined as savage will inevitably commit atrocities: acts of violence so extreme that they seem to violate the laws of nature.”
  In an area full of planters with strong ties to Haiti, such atrocities were not difficult to imagine.
 

In committing these atrocities, the planters were using savagery to fight what they understood as savagery.  They saw the imagery of heads on pikes as a language that their slaves could understand – corpses represented a lingua franca in interactions between the colonists and the colonized, the masters and the slaves. Planters wanted to make sure that anyone who might empathize with the revolutionaries, anyone who wanted to see the dead as martyrs, would have to reckon with the image of their rotting corpses.  In the words of Manuel Andry, the planters wanted to “make a GREAT EXAMPLE.”
  The chopping off of heads and their public display on poles was a ceremony, a cultural ritual that functioned within a specific political geography. 

This was not a French, African, Spanish, American, Haitian, Indian, or British ritual, but an Atlantic ritual.
  From 1760 to the early years of the nineteenth century, “a furious barrage of plots, revolts, and war ripped through colonial Atlantic societies like a hurricane,” affecting British, French, Spanish, Dutch, and Danish territories. 
  Both the insurrectionaries and their suppressors used beheadings as a means of discourse.  In 1760, the slave Tacky led a revolt in Jamaica. “Tacky was captured and decapitated, his head exhibited on a pole in Spanish Town,” wrote historians Peter Linebaugh and Marcus Rediker.
 Beheading sanctified the suppression of the uprising. When slaves rebelled in Haiti, the decapitation and public exposure of corpses overwhelmed the island.  “The heads of white prisoners, placed on stakes, surrounded the camps of the blacks, and the corpses of black prisoners were hung from the trees and bushes along the roads that led to the positions of the whites,” wrote historian Laurent Dubois.
  Four years later outside of New Orleans, the slaves and the masters used the same language of dismemberment to communicate with each other.  In a revolt in Pointe Coupee outside New Orleans, the slaves went “around from one plantation to the other cutting off the heads of the whites with our axes.”
  In response to this threat of decapitation by axe, the planters struck back. “By June 2, twenty-three slaves were hung, their heads cut off and nailed on posts at several places along the Mississippi River from New Orleans to Pointe Coupee.”
  Decapitation and the display of bodies was a well-worn trope of servile insurrections in the Atlantic – a motif of imperialism, slavery, and capitalism. 

 The dishonoring of corpses functioned not only to terrify the slaves but also to reassure white planters of the power of the order they had established.  “Condemnation, and execution by hanging and beheading are going daily; our citizens appear to be again at ease, and in short, tranquility is in a fair way of being again established,” wrote Commodore John Shaw. 
  In Shaw’s mind, there seemed to be a direct cause-and-effect relationship between conviction, execution, the restoration of order, and the “ease” of the citizens.  It was a convergence of ideas and acts that literary theorist Michel Foucault argued serves as a “ceremonial by which a momentarily injured sovereignty is reconstituted.  It restores that sovereignty by manifesting it at its most spectacular.”
  Witnesses to these spectacles become participants in the restoration of sovereignty, their gazes and their politics co-opted by death, dismemberment, and public decay.

Bodies proliferated in the wake of the German Coast uprising.  Configuring themselves into tribunals, Louisiana’s planters launched a series of court trials meant to legitimize their violence and to help re-establish the boundaries between the civilized and the savage – boundaries ironically blurred by the ritualistic beheadings.  They intended the tribunals to swiftly approve the murder of all slaves involved in the uprising so that society could be reestablished to meet the planters’ visions.
  The tribunals were necessary, they explained, “to judge the “rebel slaves… with the shortest possible delay, particularly in view of the seriousness of the present situation in which it is necessary to suppress a revolt which could take on a ferocious character if the chiefs and principal accomplices are not promptly destroyed.”
  The public destruction of the rebels was, in slaveholders’ minds, a necessary precondition for the safety of plantation regime and for the prevention of a “ferocious” revolt along the lines of Santo Domingo.  

These trials were not meant for the benefit of the slaves, but rather to present the powerful as legitimately, ethically, and rightfully powerful.  They sought to legitimize death by refracting it through the language of legality.
 While not particularly interested in the slaves’ side of stories, the tribunals nevertheless began their work by interrogating the surviving captives.  As Manuel Andry had put it days before, the planters “perfectly knew” who the culprits were.  The planters needed from their prisoners only admissions of guilt and assertions of the guilt of others.
  In some senses, the answers the slaves gave were irrelevant, the only purpose of the questioning was as the preamble to a trial whose end was clear from the beginning: the quick execution of all slaves involved in the insurrection.

The trials began on Sunday, January 13, when Pierre Bauchet St. Martin, the judge of St. Charles Parish, convened a tribunal of slaveholders on Jean-Noel Destrehan’s plantation.
  The planters – five of them – gathered on the second floor of Destrehan’s grand manor, turning the family’s ornate parlor into the state’s space.  The 21 slaves huddled on the brick floor of a small washhouse behind the manor, in a room barely big enough to fit a table.  As the slaveholders began their interrogations, they confronted an overwhelming multiplicity of stories.  The politics of the washhouse was every bit as complicated as the politics of the mansion.  

Marched from makeshift jail to the parlor of the Destrehan manor, many of the accused conformed their words to their owners’ scripts.  Dagobert, for example, denounced nine of the slaves in the washhouse, all of whom the tribunal later found guilty and sentenced to death.  Cupidon denounced ten of his fellow slaves, six of whom would likewise die.  But as Cupidon’s case suggests, the tribunal weighed rebels’ words, and for reasons they kept to themselves, the court refused to act on a number of the slaves’ accusations.  For example, when Eugene of the Labranche family denounced eighteen slaves, the planters sentenced to death only seven of the men he named.   The tribunal evidently found Louis of the Trepagnier estate and Gros Lindor of the Destrehan place even less trust worthy, with planters executing only six of the 26 men Louis named and two of the 15 identified by Gros Lindor.  The record reveals nothing about why Louis, Gros Lindor, and others denounced the men that they did.  But it is clear that the planters shared a different opinion. 

Other slaves refused to testify or submit to the juridical power of the planters. Robaine, of James Brown’s plantation, refused to accuse anyone.  Joseph, of the Trepagnier estate, "confessed his guilt and did not deny the charges made against him. He did not accuse anyone."  Etienne and Nede of the Trask estate did the same. Amar, of the Charbonnet estate, "did not respond to any of the questions that were addressed to him because he had been wounded in the throat such that he had lost the ability to speak."
  He had no choice but to remain silent.
The planters made no effort to distinguish between these slaves or to define their crimes on an individual basis.  They simply categorized 18 of the 21 slaves as guilty and dismissed entirely the diversity of the slaves’ testimony. “These rebels testified against one another, charging one another with capital crimes such as rebellion, assassination, arson, pillaging, etc., etc., etc,” they concluded dismissively. 
  But beneath this façade of simplicity lay a much richer story – the story of the uprising from the slaves’ perspective.  During the interrogations, the slaves identified eleven separate leaders.
  These leaders came from Louisiana, from the Congo, and even from white fathers.
  Their names were French, German, Spanish, West African, and Anglo-American.
  The politics of the slave quarters was complex and Atlantic.  There was no single ideology, nor one single leader, that defined the insurgents or their agenda – rather the slaves counted in their ranks men from such revolutionary hotbeds as the Congo, Haiti, and the Louisiana maroon colonies.
 But amidst this chaos, the planters cared only to assign the descriptor “guilty.”  

Justified by legal proceedings, the planters turned again to violence.  Prepared to make the “GREAT EXAMPLE” favored by Andry, the tribunal announced that “in accordance with the authority conferred upon it by the law,” it “CONDEMN[ED] TO DEATH, without qualification,” 18 enslaved rebels.  Their heads would soon line the river on pikes.

Like the court in St. Charles Parish, the planters who sat on the New Orleans City Court seemed to have one single agenda: to restore order through death.  “It is presumed that but few of those who have been taken will be acquitted,” wrote Commodore John Shaw as the trials unfolded in the city.
  Shaw was right.  Only a few of those brought before the St. Louis court enjoyed their judges’ mercy.  Among the favored was thirteen-year-old Jean, the slave of Madam Christien. Though found guilty of insurrection, Jean’s sentence was not death but rather to witness first the death of “the Negro Jerry or Guery the Slaves of James Fortier” and then to suffer thirty lashes at the hands of a public official.
  The court treated Gilbert with leniency, too, but his case turned on the “good and exemplary conduct of Louis Meilleur the uncle of the prisoner who delivered him to justice.”
   The court commuted the sentence of Theodore of the Trouard estate because he “made important discoveries, touching the late insurrection.”
  Gilbert, Jean, and Theodore were exceptions.  The New Orleans court sentenced most of the captives to death, ordering their bodies prominently displayed in public places.  Within three days of their executions, the remains of John, Hector, Jerry, and Jessamine swayed on the levees in front of their masters’ plantations.
  Etienne and Cesar were “hung at the usual place in the City of New Orleans.”
  Daniel too, at least until his severed head was relocated to the “lower gates of this city.”
  Regardless of where their bodies came to rest, the sight and stench of the men’s dead flesh bore witness to American – and slaveholder – might.

Through public exposure of the corpses, the planters gruesomely altered the geography of the area.  Along the course of the revolt, from the plantation of Manuel Andry down the River Road through the gates of New Orleans and into the center of the city, the decomposing heads of slave corpses reminded everyone with a nose, ears, and eyes where power resided.  The plantation masters (two of them future U.S. senators), the slaves on the plantations, the boatmen traveling up and down the river, the U.S. military forces in the region, and everyone else who passed through the German Coast in early 1811 traversed a world of rotting bodies.  Those passers-by no doubt saw or imagined themselves in the bodies of the dead, registering, if only subconsciously, the awesome power of a state in the making.
 
It would require more than a hundred rotting bodies, however, to transform Louisiana into a cohesive part of the American union, and Governor Claiborne knew it.  Seeing in the event and its grisly aftermath an opportunity to solidify his as well as the nation’s control over a new territory, he quickly dismissed both Wade Hampton’s belief that the Spanish were to blame for the uprising and the French residents’ fear that the rebellion had been a “miniature representation” of Haiti.  Instead, and repeatedly – in newspapers columns, private correspondence, and official reports to Washington officials – Claiborne stripped the rebellion of revolutionary or geopolitical meaning by dismissing it as an act of base criminality.  Refusing to cede to the slaves what from other perspectives and through other eyes might appear as a deeply political act, Claiborne used the events of January 8-11 to dramatize American civil and institutional power, portraying himself as an effective governor and representative of federal authority.

Claiborne worked hard to push a narrative of criminality.  In a letter to Jean-Noel Destrehan, for example, he repeatedly invoked legal language as he endorsed the planters’ spectacular violence. “It is just and I believe absolutely essential to our safety that a proper and great example should be made of the guilty.”
 Claiborne conflated justice and safety.  His language functioned to turn rebel slaves into “the guilty,” even as Destrehan’s violence turned those “guilty” into “examples.”  The construction of criminality in opposition to law functioned to assert the ubiquity and strength of American government just as it legitimized extreme violence. Claiborne sought first to criminalize, then to marginalize, the potentially revolutionary actions of the slaves.  He sought to downplay the power of the insurrection, diminishing it to “mischief.”  He wrote that “only” two citizens were killed, and that the major harm to the planters came from the depletion of the workforce caused by the large number of slaves killed or executed.
 

The court trials, and Claiborne’s representations of spectacular violence as having been meted out only to the guilty, served to reinforce a narrative of American control over the Orleans Territory.  In the nineteenth century, courts and legal jurisdiction represented the prime manifestation of American power and national identity. “There can be no stronger evidence of the possession of a country than the free and uncontrolled exercise of jurisdiction within it,” wrote a British judge describing the American system of imperial expansion.
  The court system of the Orleans territory was a system of political power that served to define and make legible the actions of people, projecting a structure of laws onto the functioning of the body politic.
 By writing about criminality and brigandage, Claiborne was able to spin the military victory of the planters into a political victory – even though he had played little to no role in the suppression of the uprising. 

Not everyone agreed with Claiborne’s narrative, however.  Anglo-American citizens in New Orleans and elsewhere drew a firm line between the planters’ violence and the functioning of the American legal system.  A total of 21 newspapers, many of them in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and New York, reprinted a January 14 comment from the Louisiana Courier that condemned the spectacular violence of the planters. “We are sorry to learn that ferocious sanguinary disposition marked the character of some of the inhabitants.  Civilized man ought to remember well his standing, and never let himself sink down to the level of savage; our laws are summary enough and let them govern.”
  The newspaper editors that printed and reprinted this statement drew a firm line between civilization and savagery, condemning this violence as a regression from a state of civilization.  But despite this opposition, Claiborne’s narrative prevailed where it counted most – among the powerful elite who governed Louisiana and the nation.

Claiborne’s portrait of crime and punishment resonated with many of America’s political leaders.  The news of the insurrection, derived largely from Claiborne’s reports, was greeted in Washington with no concerns about the brutality of the suppression.  The National Intelligencer reported the story on February 19 as almost a non-event.  The paper emphasized that “no doubt exists of their total subdual,” referring to the slave insurgents, who the paper labeled as  “entirely defeated” and as having suffered “total defeat.” The only important element of the story was that the slaves had lost and the planters had won, with the support of the “United States Army.” 
  Claiborne succeeded in preventing the uprising from becoming part of the larger political discourse – and in doing so laid the groundwork for the collective amnesia about the 1811 uprising in historical and popular memory. 


The German Coast uprising had raised serious questions in the Orleans Territory about the strength of American power, the extent of the Spanish threat, the possibility of a Haitian-style revolution on American soil, and about the character of America’s newly acquired citizens.  The planters realized the urgency of these questions and answered them with one hundred dismembered corpses and a set of show trials intended to speak to the local slave population and to all who passed along the Mississippi River.  Claiborne spoke to a much larger audience, however, as he represented the main channel of communication to the lawmakers of Washington, DC.  In his reports and published letters, Claiborne took responsibility for the actions of the planters, telling a story of the suppression of the uprising that emphasized the flexing of American military muscle, wrote the Spanish into oblivion, and excluded the slaves from any sort of political discourse.  The governor of a territory whose statehood was being discussed at that very moment in Congress, Claiborne felt the necessity of trivializing the slaves’ actions and exaggerating a narrative of government control.    

If heads on poles were symbols of American authority, they were also symbols of the costs of Americanization. The “cultural logic” of this spectacular violence, as one scholar argued, “calls into question how we define modernity in the first place, not in terms of chronology, or when periods begin and end, but why we presume modernity necessarily means ‘progress’ and promotes human liberty and happiness.”
 If heads on poles were symbols of control, they were also symbols of the ritual violence that was the constant underlying element of Louisiana society.  This was the world Claiborne and the planters made. This was the world they sought to integrate into America.  This was New Orleans, and the German Coast, in 1811: a land of death, a land of spectacular violence, a land of sugar, slaves, and violent visions.

Chapter 6:  Justifications


The planters did not see the German Coast as a land of death, but rather as a land of bounty.  Amidst the violence, the mutilated corpses, and the tropical disease, the planters carried on a life of opulence and elaborate social protocols.  Refusing to let the suppression of a slave revolt get in the way of their social lives, a French paper advertised on January 17 an upcoming opera in the city followed by an elaborate ball.
  A typical issue of the Louisiana Gazette advertised Madeira wine, Bordeaux claret, silk umbrellas and men’s hats.
 At around the same time, the French paper L’Amis do Lois advertised a French-trained dancing master from Saint-Domingue and a French-trained ladies’ hairdresser.
 The wealthy of New Orleans enjoyed the best of the Atlantic world – including the most attractive slave women. The men of the house often maintained quadroon mistresses on Rampart Street. They held Blue Ribbon balls for white men to meet black women.
  Jean-Noel Destrehan’s father, for example, kept a quadroon mistress whose descendants remain socially prominent in New Orleans to this day.
  With their fine wines and fine silks, the planters were extravagant entertainers.  The men of the German Coast were legendary for their five course “banquets,” which would start in the afternoon and last until evening.
 Their dining rooms contained the finest silverware, china, and crystal.
  After their formal banquets, the planters and their guests would retire to the drawing rooms.  Gambling was a popular pursuit, and many planters had billiards tables and dominoes tables installed in their homes.
  

Jean-Noel Destrehan, a slight Frenchman with dark hair and bright eyes, was the most prominent of these gentlemen-farmers. He lived in a French Colonial manor, surrounded by oaks decorated with Spanish moss.  He and his family occupied the second story of the building, where 12-foot-high ceilings provided relief from the heat and added grandeur to the drawing rooms and bedrooms. A porch wrapped around the second floor, with curtains that could be spread to block out the sun during the hot summer months.  Two wings abutted the main building, where Destrehan kept his billiards table and bar. Destrehan, like other planters, also maintained another residence in the French Quarter of New Orleans.  His banquets were legendary.  After ringing the luncheon bell at 2 p.m., the slaves would serve their master and his guests five courses: light soup, creamy soup, flying entrees, a sweet dessert, and then a savory dessert.  The courses were kept warm in a wood cabinet with rotating drawers to contain the heat.  The slaves changed the tablecloths between each course.  Every room in the house – including the bedrooms – had space for entertaining. 

This lifestyle was legendary in its day and remains legendary today, but the planters on the German Coast did recognize that their lavish lifestyle represented a public relations problem.  In an 1805 petition to the U.S. government, they innocently protested that the descriptions of their decadence were overwrought. “We could not imagine what had produced the idea of our effeminacy and profusion; and the laborious planter, at his frugal meal, heard with a smile of bitterness and complaint the descriptions published at Washington of his opulence and luxury,”
 wrote “the merchants, planters, and other inhabitants of Louisiana,” including Jean-Noel Destrehan. They believed that what they enjoyed was a just reward of their own hard work.  

But this lifestyle did not emerge from the work of the “laborious planter” as the planters so assiduously asserted.  These men, their civilization, their luxury and wealth, their parties and festivals, their five-course meals and French Colonial mansions, all depended on slavery.  In the words of William Faulkner, they "tore violently" their plantations, forcing black slaves into captivity and into a brutal work regimen.
  The planters saw no contradiction between their lifestyles and the system of enslavement.  By taking credit for the work of people they considered to be their property, the planters told stories about their accomplishments and their plantations, without reference to those who made it all possible.
  The planters discussed and showed off their beautiful mansions, their lives of leisure, their abundance of slaves, their well-constructed buildings. These men were capitalists as they were aristocrats.  They built reputations as manly independent patriarchs, as gentlemen farmers, all by “taking credit for the work they bought slaves to do for them.”
  Slaves meant status and wealth.  By glossing over the fact that slaves were human, by denying them any agency in the creation of the plantation world, the planters turned the slaves into mere commodities, and they transformed themselves into masters.  

The planters believed their use of slaves was required by the very geography of the land.  “To the necessity of employing African laborers, which arises from the climate and the species of cultivation pursued in warm latitudes, is added a reason in this country peculiar to itself,” wrote the planters in their 1805 petition.  “The banks raised to restrain the waters of the Mississippi can only be kept in repair by those whose natural constitution and habits of labor enable them to resist the combined effects of a deleterious moisture and a degree of heat intolerable to whites.” To these men, slavery was an absolute necessity.  They believed that without chattel slavery, “cultivation must cease, the improvements of a century be destroyed, and the great river resume its empire over our ruined fields and demolished habitations.”
  The planters saw the slaves as their defense against the great river, their weapons in a contest between civilized man and untamed nature.  But the slaves themselves were no more easily controllable than the great Mississippi River.  
Just as levees were the means by which the sugar masters controlled the river, violence was the means by which they controlled their slaves.  The planters did not think twice, then, about the death they unleashed to suppress the 1811 uprising.  For they saw their actions as fundamentally defensive – a way of securing what they had collectively created. The Louisiana Gazette reported on January 17 that the slaves had “paid for their crimes.”
   There was a need to reassert the proper order of things through an eye-for-an-eye reckoning. “We felicitate ourselves and our fellow Citizens that the disaffection was partial, the effort feeble and its suppression immediate,” said Maglor Guichard, the speaker of the House of Representatives.  “The example has been terrible as the object was sanguinary.”
  The slaves never realized their object, but the planters assumed they knew it well and punished them at what they considered an appropriate scale.

Once the initial bloodbath had ended, the revolt became a hot topic for debate in the civic institutions of New Orleans.  The mayor, the governor, the legislature, and the planters sought to enact changes that would strengthen slave power in the region.  They acted, however, with divergent purposes.  The mayor acted to crack down on slave liberties in the city in the hopes that by making the slaves less free they were also rendering the slaves less likely to revolt.  The mayor proposed a tax on male slaves to pay for increased enforcement.   Claiborne acted, as usual, to assert the responsibility and power of the U.S. government.  He proposed to compensate the planters for their losses in order to make them more reliant on the U.S. government.  Attempting to use the revolt to win a long-standing political battle, Claiborne ineffectually advocated a crackdown on slave importation – a highly unpopular position with the planters.  Claiborne found more success with his plans to increase the strength of the U.S. military and the local militia.  The revolt had forced the planters to recognize the necessity of military force, and they moved quickly to embrace Claiborne’s plan of increasing federal military presence in the territory and improving the local militias. 

The mayor of New Orleans acted quickly to limit slave liberties and to tax the planters for the dangers posed by their slaves.  In late January, the mayor of New Orleans sent a message to the city council asking them to prevent the sales of ammunition to black people, to prevent slaves from renting rooms in the city and from occupying dwelling places there, and to prevent the slaves from congregating, except for at funerals and the Sunday dances.
  The mayor also asked the council to hold slaveholders more accountable for the behavior of their slaves by levying a tax on the planters’ most dangerous property.  “I believe, Gentleman, that in fixing the rates of taxes, you should endeavor to place them in preference upon the male negroes,” he announced to the territory’s planters. “If there is any danger for the public safety, it is the great number of these negroes [that] are responsible.”
 The mayor wanted to hold the planters liable, at least in part, for the behavior of their slaves.  

Claiborne had a very different response.  He wanted to compensate the planters for their losses in order to provide them with a financial incentive to support the United States government. On April 25, the government passed an “Act providing for the payment of slaves killed and executed on account of the late insurrection in this Territory.”
  The act provided $300 per slave killed to each planter, and it also provided one third of the appraised value of any other property destroyed in the insurrection.  The editors of the Louisiana Gazette, the same paper responsible for printing Claiborne’s letters and declarations, believed the act would have a further effect of promoting social cohesion. If compensation was not offered, the paper feared dire consequences.  “[The average resident] will not embody for general defence, he will carefully attend to securing and preserving his own property, and finally will not deliver up his culprit slaves into the hands of justice; the evil arising from such a state of things would be incalculable, and would serve to unhinge the strongest tye that unites society.”
  In the months following the insurrection, planters filed claims for about a third of the slaves lost in the insurrection.
  


Believing that many of the key rebels were of foreign origin, Claiborne moved to place restrictions on the importation of slaves – restrictions he had been pursuing since 1803.  “It is a fact of notoriety that negroes are of Character the most desperate and conduct the most infamous. Convicts pardoned on condition of transportation, the refuse of jails, are frequently introduced into this territory,” Claiborne said in a speech to both houses of the legislative body. “The consequences which from a continuance of this traffic are likely to result may be easily anticipated.”
 This was the closest any white resident of New Orleans came to calling the system of slavery into question – and it went over very poorly with the planters.  No action was taken, and the importation of slaves surged over the next few years, buoyed by rising sugar prices and an internal slave trade that brought thousands of slaves from all over the country to the markets of New Orleans.

Claiborne was successful, however, in shoring up U.S. military might in the territory.  Prior to the insurrection, the militia of the city was in poor shape. The militia mustered irregularly; many men failed to attend or were constantly disobedient; wealthy planters easily obtained exemptions from duty.  Claiborne recognized the revolt as an historic opportunity to change these planters’ minds. “I could not avail myself of an occasion as favorable as the present, to renew my entreaties for a more energetic Militia system,” Claiborne said, citing the “many casualties, internal and external to which the Territory is exposed.”
 Finally, after years of opposition, the planters agreed.  In nearly one voice, government officials and slaveholder spokesmen declared, “our Security depends on the order and discipline of the Militia.”
  Even Jean-Noel Destrehan agreed, arguing that the “late unfortunate Insurrection among the slaves and the untimely end of some of our fellow Citizens, by the unhallowed hands of the desperadoes, and the loss of property to Individuals… proves to us the imperious necessity of a prompt organization and discipline of the Militia.”
 

A number of white Louisianans used the rebellion and its suppression as a vehicle for strengthening their own hands, which in this particular context also meant strengthening the American hand – enacting, in a sense, national expansion.  In the wake of the revolt, Claiborne and the planters allied to push the federal government to increase its military presence in the region.  In doing so, they linked the internal danger of slave insurrection to the external dangers of being a frontier city, one bedeviled by slaves at home, Spanish on the borders, and with war brewing with Britain, enemies on the sea.  They claimed that New Orleans was the most vulnerable place in the Union. “Independently of the means which we may ourselves, and at our own expence resort to for the better securing our internal and external tranquility in this Territory, we intend to express to the general government our wish that one Regiment of Regular Troops be permanently stationed at New Orleans,” Claiborne announced a month after the uprising. “Our Territory owing to its situation as a frontier and to other reasons which it would be too long to detail, being more exposed than any other part of the United States to external and internal dangers.”
 Agreeing in principle with their governor, the territorial legislature submitted a petition of their own to President James Madison on February 11, 1811, asking that a regiment of regular troops be stationed permanently in New Orleans.  Given “the state of the population,” which lay “scattered over a large extent of country along the river – the situation of this defenseless town – the dangers which we have to dread from external hostilities, and from internal insurrections – the difficulties by which the establishment of a convenient system of militia is attended, and several other weighty considerations,” they firmly believed that their future existence depended on federal intervention.

As the white residents of New Orleans reckoned with the 1811 uprising, no planter, government official, or newspaper editor ever publicly expressed any doubts about the institution of slavery itself.  Unlike Virginians after the Nat Turner uprising, the citizens of the Orleans Territory held no debates about emancipation or colonization.  Slavery was simply an unquestionable fact of life, no more controversial than the use of currency.  And so as they described and reacted to the uprising, the white elite focused not on the changing the base of their society – slavery – but on strengthening the mechanisms that ordered that society – martial law.  And with the main military power in the area being the American government, Claiborne was able to channel a desire for improved security into calls for a more robust, and more American, state.   In the minds of Claiborne and the planters, the proper response to African American political activity was violent suppression backed by the full force of the U.S. government.  This interpretation, and this political argument, prevailed in New Orleans and in America well into the 20th century.  

Chapter 7: Memories


Claiborne’s reading of the nature of the slave uprising and his political prescription for dealing with such events has defined the scholarship on the 1811 uprising.  Swallowing whole cloth Claiborne’s interpretation, historians have homogenized the slave rebels, portraying them not as political revolutionaries but as common criminals.  Up until World War II, most of these historians advocated or supported the control of white men over the political institutions of the South, conflating the idea of the law with the idea of white supremacy. Examining the revolt from this perspective, they heartily agreed with Claiborne’s interpretations and the planters’ violent actions.  

The Communist movement represented the first challenge to Claiborne’s political agenda.  After World War II, a wave of Marxist historians revisited the history of slave revolts in an effort to narrate a history of violent resistance and class struggle that would support their present-day efforts to organize opposition to Jim Crow rule in the South.  But while these historians changed the tone of the commentary on slave revolts, they nevertheless kept the basics of the story untouched. For many of these men saw the slaves as mere gears in the great machinery of Marxist class struggle, and they saw little need to explore the politics of the enslaved.  More recently, however, grassroots activists and university academics have been unearthing new materials that demonstrate the limits of Claiborne’s story – materials that form the foundation for this paper.


The first historical account of the 1811 uprising emerged amidst the political turmoil of Reconstruction, a time when newly emancipated African Americans were agitating for more rights and more control over the terms of their labor.  Horrified by this turn of events, a 62-year-old ex-Confederate named Charles Gayarre published an account of the uprising in the final volume of his series on the history of Louisiana.  Gayarre believed strongly in the propriety of terror, and the rights of white planters over ex-slaves. “This incident, among many others, shows how little that population is to be dreaded, when confronted by the superior race to whose care Providence has intrusted their protection and gradual civilization,” wrote Gayarre in 1867. “The misguided negroes…. had been deluded into this foolish attempt at gaining a position in society, which, for the welfare of their own race, will ever be denied to it in the Southern States of North America, as long as their white population is not annihilated or subjugated.”
    Gayarre, like Claiborne, endorsed the force that the planters used to suppress the uprising.  “As it was intended to make a warning example of them, their heads were placed on high poles above and below the city, along the river, as far as the plantation on which the revolt began,” he wrote. “The ghastly sight spread terror far and wide, and further to insure tranquility and to quiet alarm, a part of the regular forces and of the militia remained on duty in the neighborhood for a considerable time.”
  Like Claiborne, he saw planter violence as both necessary and just. 

To bolster his argument, Gayarre added an apocryphal story about Francois Trepagnier. According to Gayarre, Trepagnier heard about the uprising from his slaves but decided to remain on his plantation to protect his property.  From here, Gayarre embellished, Trepagnier took a stand on the “high circular gallery which belted his house, and from which he could see at a distance” and “waited calmly the coming of his foes.”   Trepagnier heard the “Bacchanalian shouts” of the slaves, and he readied himself for battle.  “But at the sight of the double-barreled gun which was leveled at them, and which they knew to be in the hands of a most expert shot, they wavered, lacked self-sacrificing devotion to accomplish their end, and finally passed on, after having vented their disappointed wrath in fearful shrieks and demoniacal gesticulations,” wrote Gayarre. “Shaking at the planter their fists, and whatever weapons they had, they swore soon to come back for the purpose of cutting his throat. They were about five hundred, and one single man, well armed, kept them at bay.”
  The origins of this story are unclear. Perhaps Gayarre was drawing on oral history, or perhaps he invented this story himself.  Perhaps Gayarre had never been out to the Red Church on the German Coast, where Trepagnier is buried beneath a gravestone that reads in French, “Francois Trepagnier, Killed by Insurgent Slaves on 10 January 1811.”  


Gayarre was just the first historian to accept uncritically Claiborne and the planters’ reading of the revolt.  In 1918, prominent Yale historian Ulrich B. Phillips devoted a sentence in his book American Negro Slavery to the uprising, mentioning its supposed links to the Haitian Revolution.
  Phillips included this sentence in a chapter on “slave crime,” pursuing the same narrative of criminality that Claiborne and Andry had so cleverly adopted. Interestingly, Phillips included the Haitian Revolution in this chapter as well.  The slaves, he wrote, “were largely deprived of that incentive to conformity which under normal conditions the hope of individual advancement so strongly gives.”  Slaves committed crimes out of backwardness and a lack of civilization, and their “lawbreaking had few distinctive characteristics.”
  Phillips saw revolt as fundamentally apolitical, producing disquiet but little else.  For Phillips, like Claiborne, saw Southern society as synonymous with white society.  Phillips argued that the South was defined by a commitment to racial superiority and to a specific form of social order.   “It is a land with unity despite its diversity, with a people having common joys and common sorrows, and, above all, as to the white folk a people with a common resolve indomitably maintained – that it shall be and remain a white man’s country,” he wrote.
 

While Phillips only mentioned the uprising in passing, historians in New Orleans wrote more extensive narratives.  In 1939, New Orleans journalist-turned-professor John Kendall wrote an article about slavery in Louisiana that depicted black people as casting a “shadow over the city.”  Kendall argued that the fear inspired by the 1811 revolt was one of the central elements of the New Orleans mentality.  In his essay, Kendall wrote a three-page account of the event – an account that remained for many years the most significant and definitive account of the uprising.  Kendall depicted the slaves as animals, using words like “growling” and “howling” to describe the “savages” involved with the rebellion.
  Kendall repeated the apocryphal story of Francois Trepagnier.  “One white man alone had the temerity to dispute their advance,” he wrote. “Let his name be remembered, for what he did was a gallant thing.”
  Like Gayarre, Kendall saw this story as a moral tableau. “One must hold the reins tight over the blacks,” wrote Kendall. “They must know who were their masters.”
  Rich with overtones about class and race, Kendall’s story was meant consciously to generate a certain arrangement of power. 


Claiborne wrote the first draft of the history of the uprising; historians like Phillips, Kendall, and Gayarre helped enshrine that draft as the conventional story.  Like Claiborne, these men lived in a society where the rule of law and the rule of white men was synonymous.  But that vision of society was under pressure.  A new movement for racial and political equality was gaining steam through the work of Communist activists.  “The presence of a radical Left, in this case a Communist Left, redefined the debate over white supremacy and hastened its end,” wrote historian Glenda Gilmore. “After World War I up through the Cold War, the Communists fought against racism, forming the radical roots of the Civil Rights movement.”
  This movement resonated in academia.  The same year that John Kendall published “Shadow over the City,” a young academic named Herbert Aptheker joined the Communist Party of the United States.  Aptheker had been studying at Columbia University, where he became involved with Marxist efforts to organize southern tenant farmers into unions.  White and Jewish, Aptheker saw two purposes to his alignment with the Communists.  According to the New York Times, he “saw [Communism] as an anti-fascist force and a progressive voice for race relations.”
 

But Aptheker was more than an organizer; he was also an avid writer who, in 1943, published a book that would turn the scholarship of Gayarre, Phillips, and Kendall upside down.  His book American Negro Slave Revolts, with a title that consciously imitated Phillips’s, forever shattered the myth of the contented slave and forced a reevaluation of the nature of slave revolts.  In his introduction, Aptheker attacked Phillips, laying down the gauntlet between communists and white supremacists.  “Ulrich B. Phillips, who is generally considered the outstanding authority on the institution of American Negro slavery, expressed it as his opinion that ‘slave revolts and plots very seldom occurred in the United States,’” wrote Aptheker.  “This conclusion coincided with, indeed, was necessary for the maintenance of, Professor Phillips’ racialistic notions that led him to describe the Negro as suffering from ‘inherited ineptitude,’ and as being stupid, negligent, docile, inconstant, dilatory, and ‘by racial quality submissive.’”
  It was a bold move for a newly-minted 28-year-old PhD to attack so openly the established leader in his field, a much-lauded Yale professor, but Aptheker did not refrain from labeling Phillips a racist. Aptheker devoted a short paragraph to the 1811 uprising, describing its size and location, but offered no more details than Phillips.
  Aptheker’s grand political and historical agenda overshadowed the details and the individuals involved.
Another Marxist, Eugene Genovese, became the first historian to label the revolt as “the largest in the United States,” in his 1974 work Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the Slaves Made.
 Admitting that “little is known about the revolt,” Genovese described it as essentially an outgrowth of the Haitian Revolution, falsely claiming that Charles Deslondes was from Saint-Domingue.  Genovese devoted one paragraph to the uprising, but with almost no information, he could not write much more than that “between 300 and 500 slaves, armed with pikes, hoes, and axes but few firearms, marched on New Orleans with flags flying and drums beating.”
 Genovese cast the revolt as a rare aberration in the history of the Old South – a region he saw as a middle ground between American capitalism and Soviet communism.  Genovese saw no space for slave politics in his account of slave revolts, however.  In From Rebellion to Revolution, he collapsed the political meaning of 19th century slave revolts into one master narrative. He argued that the goal of all slave revolts in American history was to overthrow chattel slavery.  He argued that these were “basic assertions of human dignity and of humanity itself” that arose as “more or less spontaneous acts” whenever the “military and political balance of power” was suitable.
 Ideologically, he claimed that revolts stemmed from a “deep longing for freedom” and “the religion the slaves fashioned for themselves.”
  However, he wrote, North America was defined by an “infrequency” and “low intensity” of slave revolts as a product of the “precapitalist” paternalistic society of the South that made slaves tacitly consent to the system of slavery.
  Marxist dogma overshadowed the concrete realities of the slave quarters.   

Up to the present day, scholars have continued to describe the 1811 uprising in much the same terms as Genovese, admitting ignorance while also asserting its size as the largest slave revolt in American history.  In his 2006 history Inhuman Bondage: The Rise and Fall of Slavery in the New World, historian David Davis devoted a typical three sentences to the uprising.  “Curiously, much less has been written about an actual revolt in January 1811 in the recently acquired territory of Louisiana,” he wrote. “Led by a privileged slave driver named Charles Deslondes, as many as two hundred slaves marched toward New Orleans, burning three plantations and killing a number of whites before being checked and defeated by an official military force. As many as one hundred slaves were executed or killed in battle.”
  Davis quickly moved on to firmer ground, discussing the details of the Denmark Vesey conspiracy.
   Since the early 1990s, however, several academics and activists have been trying to shed new light on this suppressed moment in United States history.  


Two academics called attention to the revolt in papers written in the early 1990s.  Thomas Marshall Thompson released an article summarizing accounts of the uprising in major newspapers across the country.
  While an important contribution, Thompson’s paper was nevertheless light on analysis and served essentially as a collection of primary sources.  Junius Rodriguez was a more serious scholar of the event.  He wrote his 1992 PhD dissertation on the history of slave rebellion on the River Road, including a chapter on the 1811 uprising.  Rodriquez published his reflections on the uprising in two articles and an encyclopedia entry.
  His accounts of the revolt, however, suffered from major analytic problems, fueled by his trusting reliance on Claiborne’s letters.  His findings in a short essay presumed to judge the slaves’ intentions based on very shaky evidence. “Bloody revenge on slaveholders was apparently not among the rebellion’s chief ends, for the insurgents inflicted much property damage but only killed two people,” he wrote.
  Rodriquez internalized Claiborne’s diminishment of the revolt after the brutal suppression.  He did not realize that the slaves were only able to kill two white people, because the rest had fled before the slaves arrived. The slaves were only able to inflict limited property damage, because the pouring rain made it difficult to burn down plantations and sugarhouses.  Claiborne’s words still held sway.

At the same time, a group of black Marxist-Leninist activists were writing history from the ground up.  The story of the revolt had been handed down orally for generations, and in the early 1990s, residents of the modern-day German Coast began attempting to discover more about this moment in their families’ history.  Forming the Afro-American Historical Society of New Orleans, these activists published the results of their research in 1996 at an independent press in New Orleans.  The book, On to New Orleans!, provides a history of the “revolutionary struggle” of African-Americans from 1500 through Reconstruction, devoting 24 pages to the uprising and its suppression.  In an account defined by Marxist ideology, Thrasher fit the uprising within a long contextual history of revolutionary struggle.
  The book described the goal of the uprising as to “overthrow their oppressors, to destroy the power of the ‘white’ rulers.”
  In addition to compiling a near-authoritative collection of documents related to New Orleans, the book drew extensively on oral history from Louisiana.  The oral history suggested that the black marchers had two chants, “On to New Orleans” and “Freedom or death,” which they shouted as they moved towards the city.
  Thrasher theorized that Claiborne’s account of only two white casualties was “patently in contradiction with the truth” and cited several sources from much later periods that argued for a larger body count.
   Thrasher argued that while the revolt was tactically a failure, strategically it was hugely successful. “This revolt stimulated a whole range of revolutionary actions among the African slaves in the U.S.A. in subsequent years,” he wrote. “It continued and invigorated the tradition of revolutionary struggle among the African slaves in the Territory of Orleans that would never abate.”
 Though the book is full of Marxist-Leninist language denouncing the “sham” U.S. democracy and the “capitalist moneybags,” the book nevertheless provided a substantial account of the event itself.
  Thrasher included 168 pages of documents collected from archives all over the country, providing an invaluable resource for later scholars.

Scholars in the academy soon began making use of Thrasher’s work.  In 2007, Adam Rothman published an 11-page summary of the uprising, its context, and its aftermath, relying heavily on On to New Orleans!  Rothman’s numerical analysis is excellent, but he spent only one paragraph on the actions of the slaves during the revolt, largely reiterating second-hand accounts of the slaves’ behavior. He described the slaves as “fortified by liquor and well-armed” and characterized their intentions at the Fortier estate as seeking to “eat, drink, revel and rest.”
  These dismissive characterizations of the slaves’ intentions reflected an over-reliance on heavily biased accounts.  Rothman, like previous historians, was more focused on other topics than on the actions of the slaves themselves. 


The only place where the slaves remain the center of attention is in the black activist community on the German Coast, where a tradition of oral history about the uprising persists.  Leon Waters, a 59-year-old Stalinist activist who has been involved with the Communist movement since the Vietnam War, now provides tours of the uprising to student groups and tourists.  “Hidden History Tours provides authentic presentations of history that are not well known,” promises Waters’ website.  “We take you to the places, acquaint you with the people, and share their struggles that are rich and varied. These struggles have been made by Africans, African-Americans, Labor and Women. For too long their stories have been kept hush hush. But not anymore!”
  A participant in the Black Worker's Congress, he devoted his early life to organizing factories, even moving to Detroit to head up an effort to create a national struggle against wage slavery.  During the past 25 years, he has worked for the Afro-American History Society of New Orleans, fighting to restore a "scientific" perspective to the history of the area.  For Waters, the tour represents a way to keep alive the memory of the uprising and the memory of the tradition of “revolutionary struggle” in America.  Waters sees the 1811 uprising as the intellectual antecedent of the American Communist movement.  Aside from delivering tours, Waters works to fight police brutality and generally promote Marxist-Leninist discourse among African-Americans in New Orleans.  Waters has organized several commemorative celebrations of the uprising, featuring marches, reenactments and speeches.  


Waters is not the only one to give tours of the area.  Thirty miles outside of the city, a group of prominent white families converted the Destrehan Plantation into a museum.  The tour focuses on the lifestyles, family histories, and architectural accomplishments of the planter class.  The tour is rich with descriptions of the planters’ meals, their parties, and their elaborate family dramas.  The architecture is an especial emphasis of the tour.  When it comes to slavery, the tour guides describe a system of “creole slavery” that was generous and fair to the slaves. Slavery was not so bad under the French as it became under the Americans, the tour guides suggest. “Everyone worked, from family members to slaves, because life on a plantation was not easy,” reads the plantation brochure. “It has been documented that slaves at Destrehan Plantation were treated with fairness and their health needs provided for.”  In a converted slave cabin not featured on the standard tour, the tour guides have constructed a museum to the 1811 uprising.  With brief descriptions of the major events, the cabin features Marxist-influenced paintings that imagine what the event would have looked like.  Just as in the history books, the story of slave politics is compartmentalized far away from the central narrative of American history – in a space specially designated for the study of African Americans. 

*
*
*


North America’s largest antebellum slave revolt has languished in the footnotes of history for two hundred years.  While scholars jostled to write about Nat Turner, this diverse band of Louisiana slaves has been remembered only by a few.  But despite its absence from textbooks, the story of the 1811 uprising is central to the history of this country.  This is a story about American expansion and the foundations of American authority.  Most importantly, however, this is the story of a revolution organized by enslaved men.  These men saw violence as the means to ends they never realized.  But their failure to achieve those goals does not mean they did not have goals, or that the sum total of this story was that of the quick and violent suppression of a horde of brigands.  Rather, 200 years later, historians must reckon with the politics of the enslaved, with the world the slaves made, and with the humanity of those who fought against slave power.  Only through understanding their stories can we begin to comprehend the true history of Louisiana, and with it, the nation. 
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APPENDIX A

Rasmussen Slave Database

This database is a collection of the names and details of all slaves named in connection with the German Coast uprising

	Slave Name
	Owner
	Occupation
	Age
	Description
	Value
	Fate

	Gilbert
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 21.  Convicted.  Shot in Fort. St. Ferdinand and body returned to family

	Janvier
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Valentin
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Moreau
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Albindor
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	F. Cambara
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Jupiter
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Lay out, had gun, said "wanted to go to the city to kill whites."  Tried, Feb. 20 trial in Charles Parish. Convicted and executed

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Andry, Manuel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Jean
	Arnauld
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Thomas
	Arnauld
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	?
	Becknel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	Telomaque
	Bernoudy, Brnd
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Imprisoned in New Orleans. Final fate uncertain.

	Augustin
	Bernoudy, Brnd
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Baptiste
	Bernoudy, Brnd
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Dausson (also Dawson)
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Supposed to be killed in action…  in Bartion (?)

	Garrett, Daniel
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans.  Head severed and exposed at the city gates

	Mingo
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish tribunal

	Simon (also Simeon)
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	"Lately from Baltimore, about 20 years of age, 5 feet 6 or 7 inches high, has a scar on his left cheek, and one on his forehead, handsome features"
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal, after "new, more precise denunciations" given.

	Perry
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish tribunal

	Ephraim
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish tribunal

	Andrew
	Brown, James
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Imprisoned in New Orleans. Final fate uncertain.

	Koock (Cook)
	Brown, James
	 
	 
	5 years on the plantation
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Quamama (Quamley)
	Brown, James
	 
	 
	5 years on the plantation
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Peter
	Brown, James
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish tribunal

	Robaine (Robin)
	Brown, James
	 
	 
	2 years in the territory
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Couci
	Cabaret
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Absent before the insurrection

	?
	Chaduc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	?
	Daniel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	Jacques
	Delhomme
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Robert
	Delhomme
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Etienne
	Delhomme
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Sarra
	Delhomme
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Acara
	Delhommer
	cart man, carpenter, sugar worker
	35
	 
	$1,200 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Hector
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	commander, negro knowledgeable in the works of the field
	35
	 
	$800 
	 

	Brazile
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Cupidon
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	"knowledgeable of the works of a sugar house (?)"
	 
	 
	$1,000 
	 

	?
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	a bit of a bricklayer
	 
	in good health
	$800 
	 

	?
	Deslondes, Wid. G
	"well acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation"
	27
	sound & healthy
	$600 
	 

	?
	Deslondes, Wid. Jacques
	cook
	25
	prime fellow & servant, sound and healthy
	$800 
	Executed after the insurrection

	?
	Deslondes, Wid. Jacques
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	Jasmin (Jessamin)
	Destrehan
	brick maker & field hand
	20
	prime young man
	$600 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 18.  Convicted. Hung upon the plantation of McCarty, Bathelemi

	Lindor, Gros
	Destrehan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal.  Vague and uncertain accusations, but convicted later

	Lindor, Petit
	Destrehan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal.  Vague and uncertain accusations, but convicted later

	Chelemagne
	Destrehan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	"Shot at the house of Mr. Jacques Fortier the 10th of January"

	Sam
	Fortier, Adelard
	"well acquainted with the business generally of a sugar plantation"
	30
	very large, robust and healthy.  "african, age about 20 years, perfectly robust and of good health"
	$700 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Neptune (slo Etienne)
	Fortier, Jacques
	"well acquainted with the culture of a sugar plantation generally"
	26
	sound, healthy, intelligent, and robust
	$600 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16  Convicted. Hung at the usual place in the city of New Orleans

	Juervy (also Jerry or Guery)
	Fortier, Jacques
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16  Convicted. Hung at the usual place in the city of New Orleans

	Carracas
	Kenner, Henderson
	carter Hostler ploughman and acquainted with the business of a Sugar Plantation
	25
	sound and healthy and robust
	$800 
	 

	Joseph
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Elisha
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Shot by the militia on the plantation to which they belonged

	Major
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Shot by the militia on the plantation to which they belonged

	Jerry
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Shot by the militia on the plantation to which they belonged

	Harry
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	Mulatto
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Guiam
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	Mulatto, "being this brigand"
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Lindor (also Lindo)
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after being tried by Judge Truard & Jury

	Charles
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after being tried by Judge Truard & Jury

	Nontoun
	Kenner, Henderson
	indigo worker, car man, laborer, etc. etc. etc.
	35
	creole negro, and of choice, commander
	$1,500 
	Executed after being tried by Judge Truard & Jury

	Smillet
	Kenner, Henderson
	pickaxe
	35
	negro of the Congo nation
	$450 
	Executed after being tried by Judge Truard & Jury

	Bausson
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Declared innocent in St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Peter
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed by the Brigands in the insurrection

	Cupidon
	Labranche Bros.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Eugene
	Labranche Bros.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Charles
	Labranche Bros.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Rubin
	Labranche, Alexandre
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Absent before the insurrection

	Coffy
	Labranche, Alexandre
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Absent before the insurrection

	Janvier
	Labranche, Alexandre
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	?
	Malarcher
	field negro
	45
	 
	$400 
	Killed in the insurrection

	?
	Malarcher
	shovel, axe, and pickaxe
	30
	good field negro
	$700 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Paul
	Meuillon heirs
	bricklayer, knowledgeable other works of the country
	30
	 
	$850 
	 

	Jaccob
	Meuillon heirs
	 
	Old negro
	 
	$400 
	Declared not guilty afer trial in New Orleans, February 8-9.   Fleeing the brigands" in "the vicinity of the Saugnac residence".  Testimony from Truedau, LaBranche and Destrehan.

	Remi
	Meuillon heirs
	cart man
	25
	 
	$700 
	 

	Augustin
	Meuillon heirs
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Jupiter
	Meuillon heirs
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Henri
	Meuillon heirs
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tortured then executed after the revolt.

	Scipion
	Meuillon heirs
	coachman, hostler, "well acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation"
	28
	sound and healthy
	 
	 

	Lindor
	Meuillon heirs
	driver, plantation negro
	28
	sound and healthy
	$800 
	 

	Gilaire (?)
	Meuillon heirs
	complete house servant & hostler
	18
	sound and healthy a fine faithful subject
	$800 
	 

	Antoine
	Meuillon heirs
	blacksmith
	30
	sound and healthy… fine faithful subject
	$1,000 
	 

	Victoire
	Meuillon heirs
	"well acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation,"  "rough carpenter"
	25
	sound and healthy
	$800 
	 

	(Negress)
	Meuillon heirs
	coachman and "knowledgeable of the works of a sugar house"
	28
	enjoying good health
	 
	 

	Apollon
	Meuillon heirs
	coachman, carter, "well acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation"
	28
	sound and healthy
	$600 
	Tortured then executed after the revolt.

	Francoise
	Picou
	carter, ploughman
	25
	sound and healthy
	$1,000 
	Absent after the insurrection

	Pierre
	Pizeror (?)
	food carter, ploughman.  Laborer and knowledgable of the work of a residence as much as possible
	22
	sound and healthy
	$800 
	Absent before the insurrection

	Poulard, Joseph
	Pizeror (?)
	ploughman, plantation negro
	28
	sound and healthy
	$700 
	Absent before the insurrection

	Jean Baptiste
	Sarpy, Lille (?)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Paul
	Sarpy, Lille (?)
	carter, ploughman
	24
	sound and healthy…good plantation negro generally
	$800 
	 

	John
	Trask, Israel
	 
	26
	creole negro
	$1,000 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16.

	Janvier
	Trask, Israel
	domestic, cook
	17
	creole negro… good character, negro of first class
	$1,000 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16.

	Nestor (also Hector)
	Trask, Israel
	cook
	40
	creole negro of the island of Jasnaique
	$900 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16. Hung on the levee between the Villere and Boudisque plantation.

	Louise
	Trask, Israel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16.

	Rubin (?)
	Trask, Israel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Cesar
	Trask, Israel
	commander
	25
	creole negro, first class
	$1,200 
	Tried in New Orleans, February 2.  Convicted. Hung at the usual place in the city of New Orleans

	Etienne
	Trask, Israel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Absent before the insurrection

	?
	Trask, Israel
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Absent before the insurrection

	Augustin
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	Hippolite
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the insurrection

	Louis
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Joseph
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Charlot
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Barthelmy
	Trepagnier, Wid.
	shovel, axe, and pickaxe
	28
	negro of the Congo nation… robust and strong worker
	$600 
	Must have been executed after the insurrection

	Congo, Joseph
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Theodore
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Received mercy in New Orleans Court, January 18 for "having made important discoveries, touching the late insurrection."

	?
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	?
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Trouard, Achille
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Trouard, Achille
	shovel, axe, and pickaxe
	26
	negro of the Congo nation
	$600 
	 

	Monday
	Waiprenn
	field negro and piece worker
	50
	 
	$500 
	 

	Pierrot
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Congo, Pierre
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	?
	Waiprenn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Nede
	Strax (Trask?
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Amar
	Charbonnet, Wid.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Executed after the St. Charles Parish Tribunal

	Croaker
	Kenner, Henderson
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Killed in the insurrection

	Abram (also Habraham)
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	supposed to be killed in action…  Killed by the militia on the residence

	Wilkes, Joe
	Bothair, Macoquion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	wounded by the militia on the Plantation, whereby his right arm is rendered useless.  

	Bazile
	Meuillon heirs
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Manumitted.  "Extinguished the fire which the brigands had set to the principal house of the plantation… and of the courageous resistance which he has solely opposed to many of those brigands who endeavoured to hinder his good action"

	Etienne
	Fortier, James
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16. Hung on the plantation of Jacques Fortier

	Jean
	Christien, Madame
	"familiar with all the work of a sugar house"
	30
	 
	 
	Tried in New Orleans, January 16.   30 lashes and attend execution of Jerry


Sources: Conrad, The German Coast; Thrasher, OTNO.
APPENDIX B

The Denunciations


This database compiles all of the information from the interrogations into a standardized format.

	Slave
	Owner
	Denounces:
	Owned by:
	For what:
	Other

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Charles
	Deslondes
	"principal chief of the brigands"
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Zenon
	Deslondes
	"principal brigand"
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Gilbert
	Andry
	 
	mulatto

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Ans
	Waiprenn
	 
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Parre
	Andry
	 
	mulatto

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Mathurin
	Trouard
	 
	"This Mathurin commanded, armed with a sabre"

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Jean
	Arnauld
	"most outstanding brigands"
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Harry
	Kenner, Henderson
	"most outstanding brigands"
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	 
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Robaine
	Brown, James
	"participated in a significant manner"
	 

	Brown, James
	WHITE
	Robaine
	Brown, James
	"conspicuous brigands"
	 

	Robaine
	Brown, James
	Robaine
	Brown, James
	"did not deny the accusations made against him"
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Quamana
	Brown, James
	"participated in a significant manner"
	 

	Quamana
	Brown, James
	Quamana
	Brown, James
	"acknowledged guilt and that he had figured in a notable manner in the insurrection. He did not denounce anyone"
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Gros Baptiste
	Trepagnier
	"as brigands"
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Charles
	Labranche
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Cook
	Labranche
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Cupidon
	Labranche
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Eugene
	Labranche
	"one of the principal chiefs"
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Louis
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Valentin
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Baptiste
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	"chief"
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Etienne
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Pierre Maniga
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Augustin
	?
	"chief"
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Francois
	Charbonnet, Jacques
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Amar
	Charbonnet, Widow
	"marched of his own free will, was a chief, and excited the others"
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Jean
	Arnauld
	"a conspicuous brigand…This Jean marched of his own free will."
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Thomas
	Arnauld
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Petit Lindor
	Destrehan
	Maniga, Antoine
	Destrehan
	"were on horseback with the brigands."
	 

	Petit Lindor
	Destrehan
	Hyacinthe
	Destrehan
	"were on horseback with the brigands."
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Dona
	Fortier, Adelard
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Raimond
	Labranche
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Lindor
	Meulion
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Stanislas
	Meulion
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Julien
	Meulion
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Theodore
	Meulion
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Brown, James
	White
	Quamana
	Brown, James
	"were at the home of Manuel Andry on the night of Saturday-Sunday of the currrent month in order to deliberate with the mulatto Charles Deslondes, chief of the brigands.  (January 14, 1811)
	 

	Jean
	Arnauld
	Joseph the Spaniard
	 
	Joseph the Spaniard confined for many days in a jail in New Orleans for having called to the brigands from the levee in front of the house of Charles Pacquet, a free man of color, and said to them: comrades come have a little drink."
	 

	Thomas
	Arnauld
	Joseph the Spaniard
	 
	 
	 

	Thomas
	Arnauld
	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	"of having been one of the most conspicuous brigands, one of the most zealous, and the one who incited the others."
	 

	Thomas
	Arnauld
	Jean
	Arnauld
	"was a chief, one who had been well armed and very zealous and who had excited the others to brigandage."
	 

	Thomas
	Arnauld
	Hippolite
	Trepagnier
	"was mounted on a horse and exciting the others"
	 

	Cabaret
	WHITE
	Cezar
	 
	Trepagnier's driver says Cezar is innocent
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Peter
	Brown, James
	"participated in a significant manner"
	 

	Brown, James
	WHITE
	Peter
	Brown, James
	"is a good black"
	 

	Cupidon
	Labranche
	Kook
	Brown, James
	"for having struck Mr. Francois Trepagnier with an axe and leaving him dead"
	 

	Kook
	Brown, James
	Kook
	Brown, James
	"Kook declared himself culpable to the point that he admitted that he was the one who struck Mr. Francois Trepagnier with an axe."
	 

	Hippolite
	Trepagnier
	"does not want to personally accuse any black"
	 
	 
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Koock
	Brown, James
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Eugene
	Labranche
	"descended with the brigands as far as the house of Jacques Fortier and that he retreated with them as far as the crevasse of Alexandre Labranche."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Jacquaut
	Meulion
	"was armed with a saber and that he marched of his own will."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Gabriel
	Labranche
	"marched with the brigands armed with a firearm."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Raimond
	Labranche
	"followed the brigands in descending and retreating."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Paul
	Fortier, Adelard
	"Paul was armed with a firearm and present at the battle that took place on the tenth."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Raimond
	Fortier, Adelard
	"for also being armed with a machete."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Francois
	Charbonnet, Jacques
	"was armed with a saber"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Amar
	Charbonnet, Widow
	"as one of the chiefs of the brigands."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Boileau
	Meulion
	"was recruiting brigands while mounted on a horse"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Etienne
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	"as a brigand… was in it of his own free will."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Augustin
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	"for having marched of his own free will and for having furnished horses to the brigands."
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	"principal brigand"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Pierre
	Delhomme
	"principal brigand"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Allo
	Delhomme
	"who was armed with a bill hook"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Lindor
	Delhomme
	"brigand"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Joseph
	Trepagnier
	"brigand"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Hippolite
	Trepagnier
	"brigand"
	 

	Eugene
	Labranche
	Louise
	Trepagnier
	"brigand"
	 

	Charles
	Labranche
	Baptiste, Jean
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Charles
	Labranche
	Bernard, Baptiste
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Koock
	Brown, James
	"was the one who set fire to the house of Mr. Laclaverie as well as to that of Mr. Reine, the older."
	 

	Brown, James
	WHITE
	Koock
	Brown, James
	"conspicuous brigands"
	 

	Etienne
	Trask
	Etienne
	Trask
	"did not deny them.  He did not denounce anyone."
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Diaca
	Cabaret
	"as brigands who marched of their own free will."
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Lubin
	Cabaret
	"as brigands who marched of their own free will."
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Etienne
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Gabriel
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Raimond
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Paul
	Fortier, Adelard
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Petit Lindor
	Destrehan
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Isidor
	Destrehan
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Grand Hyacinth
	Destrehan
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Four blacks
	Destrehan
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Lindor
	Kenner, Henderson
	"for having been the brigand's drummer"
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Cezar
	Arnauld
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Jean
	Arnauld
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Thomas
	Arnauld
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Colas
	Botlair, Macoquion
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Phillipe
	Botlair, Macoquion
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Lubin
	Glapion, Widow
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Velntin
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	L'Exiterre
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Louis
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Etienne
	Bernoudy, Bernard
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Eugene
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Charles
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Bernard
	Labranche
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Allo
	Delhomme
	 
	 

	Louis
	Trepagnier
	Joseph
	Trepagnier
	 
	 

	Bausson
	Kenner, Henderson
	Guiau
	Kenner, Henderson
	"as a brigand who fought on horseback"
	Mulatto

	Joseph
	Trepagnier
	Joseph
	Trepagnier
	"confessed his guilt and did not deny the charges made against him. He did not accuse anyone."
	 

	Guiau
	Kenner, Henderson
	Guiau
	Kenner, Henderson
	"he followed the brigands on horseback up to the house of Mr. Cadet Fortier.., He also said that he was armed with a saber."
	 

	Guiau
	Kenner, Henderson
	All black males
	Kenner, Henderson
	"he followed the brigands on horseback up to the house of Mr. Cadet Fortier.  He also said that all the black males of Msrs. Kenner and Henderson had followed the brigands in a simliar way to the estate of cadet fortier."
	 

	Sarra
	Delhomme
	Pierre
	Delhomme
	"had been forcibly brought along by the brigands."
	 

	Sarra
	Delhomme
	Allo
	Delhomme
	"had been forcibly brought along by the brigands."
	 

	Sarra
	Delhomme
	Lindor
	Delhomme
	"had been forcibly brought along by the brigands."
	 

	Sarra
	Delhomme
	Etienne
	Delhomme
	"had been forcibly brought along by the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Simon
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Petit Lindor
	Destrehan
	"was in the middle of the brigands whom he followed."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Petit Baptiste
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Noel
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Lafleur
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Jean
	Destrehan
	"followed the brigands"
	Creole

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Jason
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Jasmin
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Jacques
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Isidor
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Hyacinthe
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Hercules
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Colas
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Bastien
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	Azar
	Destrehan
	"marched with the brigands."
	 

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Petit Lindor
	Destrehan
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Dagobert
	Delhomme
	Gros Lindor
	Destrehan
	 
	By negation, "forced to march"

	Acara
	Delhommer
	Acara
	Delhommer
	"confessed his guilt"
	 

	Acara
	Delhommer
	Panjore
	Delhommer
	 
	 

	Nede
	Trask
	Nede
	Trask
	"confessed his guilt and does not deny the charges made against him. He does not denounce any brigands by name."
	 

	Amar
	Charbonnet, Widow
	 
	 
	"did not respond to any of the questions that were addressed to him because he had not been wounded in the throat such that he had lost the ability to speak."
	 

	Simon
	Botlair and Macoguion
	Simon
	Botlair, Macoquion
	"declared himself guilty.  He had five minor wounds to the chest.  He received them in combat with the whites on the 10th."
	 

	Robert
	Delhomme
	Robert
	Delhomme
	"he had not been with the brigands, that he did not know any, and that consequently he could not denounce anyone."
	 

	Etienne
	Delhomme
	Robert
	Delhomme
	"he had not been with the brigands, that he did not know any, and that consequently he could not denounce anyone."
	 

	Brown, James
	WHITE
	Komana
	Brown, James
	"conspicuous brigands"
	 

	Brown, James
	White
	Harry
	Kenner, Henderson
	"were at the home of Manuel Andry on the night of Saturday-Sunday of the currrent month in order to deliberate with the mulatto Charles Deslondes, chief of the brigands.  (January 14, 1811)
	 


Source: St. Charles Parish Original Acts, Book 41, 1811 [French], trans. Robert Paquette (Hamilton College, 2008)
Appendix C: Maps

Map 1 and 2: Locating the Plantations
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The two maps below were compiled by Glen Conrad.  The maps do not provide a perfect picture of the German Coast in 1811 – the maps do not extend all the way to Jacques Fortier’s plantation, and they contain some minor inaccuracies – but they provide the best available picture of land ownership during the period.
  

Map 3: Calculating Distances
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Plotting the modern locations of the key sites of the uprising on Google Maps provides an exact calculation of distances, and even a calculation of the time it would take to walk these distances.   


Google Maps estimates that Manuel Andry’s plantation is 21.3 miles from the Kenner and Henderson plantations, a 6 hour and 53 minute walk.  The program estimates that the Kenner and Henderson plantation is 12.3 miles, or a 4 hours and 4 minute walk, from the Place D’Armes, the center of New Orleans.
  


Because of the heavy rain, these walking times would have been significantly longer in 1811, though horses would have moved somewhat faster.

Map 4: Memory
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Map 4, created for the author by the geo-spatial technology firm FortiusOne, shows the modern day locations of some of the key sites of the uprising.  In the digital version of the map, located at http://maker.geocommons.com/maps/1989, viewers can zoom in and out, or click on the orange pins for information about each specific site.
 


Each orange pin represents a different key site of the uprising, located in the present geographic context.  From top to bottom (or left to right), the orange pins show:  

Location 1 – the Manuel Andry Plantation

LA-628 & Cardinal St
LA 70068

Manuel Andry’s plantation was located at this now obscure intersection.  At this location, three of the key planners of the uprising met on January 6, 1811.  On January 8, the revolutionaries hacked Gilbert Andry, Manuel Andry’s son, to death with axes.  Charles Deslondes was from the plantation next door.  Today, there is no plaque or sign or anything to commemorate this as the location of the start of the uprising.

Location 2 – the Butler and McCutcheon Plantation

Ormond Plantation, LA

Five slaves from the Butler and McCutcheon plantation joined the uprising.  Dawson and Abraham were killed in action.  Garret was executed after being tried in New Orleans, and his head was displayed on the city gates.  Simon was executed after the St. Charles Parish tribunal.  Joe Wilkes was wounded by the militia on the plantation, losing function in his right arm.  

This plantation is just south of the Bernoudy plantation, where the militia met the slave army and killed 40 revolutionaries on the spot.

The website of the Ormond Plantation does not contain a single reference to slaves or slavery, not even to mention the 1811 uprising.
  

Location 3 – the Destrehan Plantation

Destrehan Plantation, LA


This was the plantation of wealthy French planter Jean Noel Destrehan.  Four of Destrehan’s slaves, Gros and Petit Lindor, Charlemagne and Jasmin, participated in the insurrection and lost their lives.  After the uprising, the slaves were brought to the Destrehan plantation, interrogated under force, and tried. The tribunal ordered the execution of 18 slaves, whose heads were put on poles as a GREAT EXAMPLE to future insurgents.  


The plantation is open to visitors, who can experience demonstrations in African American herbal remedies or carpentry.  The plantation’s brochure does not mention the 1811 uprising of the court trials, though it does mention slavery.  “Everyone worked, from family members to slaves, because life on a plantation was not easy,” reads the brochure.  “It has  been documented that slaves at Destrehan Plantation were  treated with fairness and their health needs provided for.”  No mention of Destrehan’s sophisticated system of slave discipline – involving 18 hour days broken into six-hour shifts – is made.  Nor does the brochure discuss the whippings or executions that took place on the “historic Destrehan plantation.”

Location 4 – the Kenner and Henderson Plantation

Louis Armstrong New Orleans International Airport, LA
The plantation of slave traders Kenner and Henderson, from which fourteen slaves joined the uprising and were killed.  Just east of the plantation was Jacques Fortier’s plantation, the closest the slave revolutionaries got to New Orleans. 

The airport’s website does not mention or discuss the history of the land on which it sits.

Location 5 – Jackson Square

Chartres St & St Peter St, New Orleans, LA (Jackson Square)

At this location, three of the slaves tried in the New Orleans courts were publicly hung and decapacitated.  Known as the Place D’Armes, this was the “usual place” for the public execution of criminals and disobedient slaves.  

Now, the site features a large equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, the American president, who, among other things, ordered the massacre of three hundred runaway slaves at the so-called Negro Fort in West Florida.  The square’s website does not mention the fact that slaves were publicly executed at the location.

Bibliography

Primary Sources

Aime, Valcour. Plantation Diary of the Late Mr. Valcour Aime, Formerly Proprietor of the Plantation Known as the St. James Sugar Refinery, Situated in the Parish of St. James, and Now Owned by Mr. John Burnside. New Orleans: Clark & Hofeline, 1878.

Baltimore American and Commercial Party Advertiser (Baltimore, MD)

Bernard, Karl,Duke of Saxe-Weimar-Eisenach, and Germantown Friends'Free Library provenance. Travels through North America, during the Years 1825 and 1826. Philadelphia: Carey, Lea & Carey, sold in New York by G. & C. Carvill, 1828.

Brackenridge, H. M. Views of Louisiana. Together with a Journal of a Voyage Up the Missouri River, in 1811; Journal of a Voyage Up the Missouri River in 1811. Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1962.

Claiborne, William C. C., Dunbar Rowland, Mississippi . Governor Claiborne), Louisiana. Governor, Louisiana. Governor, and Mississippi. Dept. of Archives and History. Official Letter Books of W.C.C. Claiborne, 1801-1816. Jackson, Miss.: State department of archives and history, 1917.

Conrad, Glenn R., and University of Southwestern Louisiana. Center for Louisiana Studies. The German Coast : Abstracts of the Civil Records of St. Charles and St. John the Baptist Parishes, 1804-1812. Lafayette, La.: Center for Louisiana Studies, University of Southwestern Louisiana, 1981.

Courrier De La Louisiane (New Orleans, LA).

de Laussat, Pierre-Clément. Memoirs of My Life to My Son during the Years 1803 and After, which I Spent in Public Service in Louisiana as Commissioner of the French Government for the Retrocession to France of that Colony and for its Transfer to the United States; Memoirs of My Life to My Son .. Baton Rouge: Published for the Historic New Orleans Collection by the Louisiana State University Press, 1978.

Dubois, Laurent, and John D. Garrigus. Slave Revolution in the Caribbean, 1789-1804 : A Brief History with Documents. 1st ed. Boston: Bedford/St. Martin's, 2006.

Gayarré, Charles. History of Louisiana. New York: Redfield, 1854.

Jefferson, Thomas, and David Waldstreicher. Notes on the State of Virginia : With Related Documents. New York: Palgrave, 2002.

L’Amis de Lois, January 17 (New Orleans, La.)

Latrobe, Benjamin Henry. Impressions Respecting New Orleans; Diary & Sketches, 1818-1820. New York: Columbia University Press, 1951.

Louisiana. Laws, etc; Acts Passed at the Second Session of the Third Legislature of the Territory of Orleans [Microform] : Begun and Held in the City of New-Orleans, on Monday, the Twenty-Third Day of January in the Year of our Lord One Thousand Eight Hundred and Eleven .. New Orleans La.: Thierry, printer of territorial laws, 1811.

Louisiana Gazette (New Orleans, La.)

Louisiana Gazette and Commercial Advertiser (New Orleans, La.)

Martin, François-Xavier. A General Digest of the Acts of the Legislatures of the Late Territory of Orleans and of the State of Louisiana and the Ordinances of the Governour Under the Territorial Government [Microform] : Preceded by the Treaty of Cession, the Constitution of the United States, and of the State, with the Acts of Congress Relating to the Government of the Country and the Land Claims Therein; Digeste Général Des Actes Des Legislatures Du Territoire d'Orleans, Et De l'État De La Louisiane, Et Des Ordonnances Du Gouverneur Sous Le Régime Territorial. New Orleans La.: Printed by Peter K. Wagner, 1816.

National Intelligencer (Washington, D.C.)

New York Times (New York, NY)

Orleans Gazette for the Country (New Orleans, La.)

Raleigh Star (Raleigh, NC)

Report of Spanish Consul, January 13, 1811, Eusebio Bardari y Azara to Vicente Folch, February 6, 1811, legajo 221a, Papeles de Cuba, Archivo General de Indias, Seville, Spain (microfilm, Historic New Orleans Collection, New Orleans), translated for the author by Gwendolyn Midlo Hall.

Slavery, ed. Stanley Engerman, Seymour Drescher, and Robert Paquette (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001), 324-26.

Shaw, John to Paul Hamilton. New Orleans, 18 January 1811. National Archives (Washington, DC: Record Group 48, Microfilm 149).

St. Charles Parish, Original Acts, Book 41, 1811. Translated by Robert Paquette. Hamilton College, 2008.

Stoddard, Amos. Sketches, Historical and Descriptive of Louisiana. Philadelphia, M. Carey, 1812. New York: AMS Press, 1973.

Thrasher, Albert. On to New Orleans! : Louisiana's Heroic 1811 Slave Revolt. 2nd ed. New Orleans, La: Cypress Press, 1996.

United States, United States. Congress. Resolutions, United States. Congress. House. Bills and resolutions .., and United States. Congress. Senate. Bills and resolutions .. Bills and Resolutions ... [Microform]. Washington, D.C.: s.n., 1789.

Weekly Chronicle (Natchez, Miss) 
Secondary Sources

Articles

Brewer, W.M. Untitled review. Journal of Negro History. Vol. 29, No. 1 (January 1944): 87-90.

Craven, Avery. Untitled review. The Journal of Economic History. Vol. 5, No. 1 (May 1945): 75-77.

Darnton, Robert. "An Early Information Society: News and the Media in Eighteenth-Century Paris." The American Historical Review 105, no. 1 (2000): 1-35.

Edwards, Laura F. "Enslaved Women and the Law: Paradoxes of Subordination in the Post-Revolutionary Carolinas." Slavery & Abolition 26, no. 2 (2005): 305-323.

Hamilton, G. De Roulhac. Untitled Review. American Historical Review. Vol 49, No. 3 (April, 1944): 504-506.

James, C.L.R. under the name J. Meyer.  Untitled review.  Fourth International, December 1949, Volume 10, No. 11, pp. 337-341 on http://www.marxists.org/archive/james-clr/works/1949/12/aptheker.htm

Johnson, Michael P. "Denmark Vesey and His Co-Conspirators." The William and Mary Quarterly 58, no. 4 (2001): 915-976.

Johnson, Walter. "On Agency." Journal of Social History 37, no. 1, Special Issue (2003): 113-124.

Kendall, John S. “Shadow over the City.” Louisiana Historical Quarterly 22 (1939): 142-65.

Law, Robin. "'My Head Belongs to the King': On the Political and Ritual Significance of Decapitation in Pre-Colonial Dahomey." The Journal of African History 30, no. 3 (1989): 399-415.

Law, Robin. "Horses, Firearms, and Political Power in Pre-Colonial West Africa." Past and Presentno. 72 (1976): 112-132.

O’Donovan, Susan. “Trunk Lines, Land Lines, and Local Exchanges: Operationalizing Slaves’ Grapevine Telegraph.” Faculty Working Paper, Harvard College, 2008.

Paquette, Robert. “‘A Horde of Brigands’?:  The Great Louisiana Slave Revolt of 1811 Reconsidered.”  Faculty Working Paper, Hamilton College, 2008.
Phillips, Ulrich B.  "The Central Theme of Southern History." The American Historical Review 34.1 (1928): 30-43.

Rodriguez, Junius P. "Always "En Garde": The Effects of Slave Insurrection upon the Louisiana Mentality, 1811-1815." Louisiana History 33, no. 4 (1992): 399-416.

Thompson, Thomas Marshall. "National Newspaper and Legislative Reactions to Louisiana's Deslondes Slave Revolt of 1811." Louisiana History 33, no. 1 (1992): 5-29.

Thornton, John K. "African Dimensions of the Stono Rebellion." The American Historical Review 96, no. 4 (1991): 1101-1113.

Books
Accilien, Cécile, Jessica Adams, Elmide Méléance, and Ulrick Jean-Pierre. Revolutionary Freedoms : A History of Survival, Strength and Imagination in Haiti. Coconut Creek, FL: Caribbean Studies Press, 2006.

Anderson, Benedict R. O'G. Imagined Communities : Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism. Rev. ed. London: ; New York ; Verso, 2006.

Aptheker, Herbert. American Negro Slave Revolts. New York; London: Columbia University Press; P.S. King & Staples, Ltd., 1943.

Aptheker, Herbert, and Nat Turner. Nat Turner's Slave Rebellion : Including the 1831 "Confessions". Mineola, N.Y.: Dover Publications, 2006.

Baker, James Thomas. Nat Turner : Cry Freedom in America. Fort Worth: Harcourt Brace, 1998.

Bakhtin, M. M., and Michael Holquist. Voprosy Literatury i Ėstetiki. English; the Dialogic Imagination : Four Essays. Austin: University of Texas Press, 2004.

Bender, Thomas, ed. Rethinking American History in a Global Age. Berkeley: University of California Press, 2002.

Berlin, Ira. Many Thousands Gone : The First Two Centuries of Slavery in North America. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1998.

Brown, Vincent. The Reaper's Garden : Death and Power in the World of Atlantic Slavery. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2008.

Buchanan, Thomas C. Black Life on the Mississippi : Slaves, Free Blacks, and the Western Steamboat World. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2004.

Claiborne, William C. C., and Jared William Bradley. Interim Appointment : W.C.C. Claiborne Letter Book, 1804-1805. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2002.

Crété, Liliane. Daily Life in Louisiana, 1815-1830. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1981.

da Costa, Emília Viotti. Crowns of Glory, Tears of Blood : The Demerara Slave Rebellion of 1823. New York: Oxford University Press, 1994.

Davis, David Brion. Inhuman Bondage: The Rise and Fall of Slavery in the New World. Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press, 2006.
Deerr, Noël. The History of Sugar. London: Chapman and Hall, 1949.

Dormon, James H. "The Persistent Specter: Slave Rebellion in Territorial Louisiana." Louisiana History 18, no. 4 (1977): 389-404.

Du Bois, W. E. B., and David L. Lewis. Black Reconstruction; Black Reconstruction in America. 1 Touchone ed. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995.

Dubois, Laurent. Avengers of the New World : The Story of the Haitian Revolution. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2004.

Egerton, Douglas R. He Shall Go Out Free : The Lives of Denmark Vesey. 1st ed. Madison, Wis.: Madison House, 1999.

Egerton, Douglas R. Gabriel's Rebellion : The Virginia Slave Conspiracies of 1800 and 1802. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1993.

Fields, Barbara Jeanne. Slavery and Freedom on the Middle Ground : Maryland during the Nineteenth Century. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985.

Follett, Richard J. The Sugar Masters : Planters and Slaves in Louisiana's Cane World, 1820-1860. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2005.

Foner, Eric. Nat Turner. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1971.

Foucault, Michel. Surveiller Et Punir. English; Discipline and Punish : The Birth of the Prison; Birth of the Prison. 2 Vintage Books ed. New York: Vintage Books, 1995.

Fox-Genovese, Elizabeth, and Eugene D. Genovese. Fruits of Merchant Capital : Slavery and Bourgeois Property in the Rise and Expansion of Capitalism. Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press, 1983.

Freehling, William W. The Road to Disunion. New York: Oxford University Press, 1990.
Gaspar, David Barry, and David Patrick Geggus. A Turbulent Time : The French Revolution and the Greater Caribbean. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1997.

Genovese, Eugene D. From Rebellion to Revolution : Afro-American Slave Revolts in the Making of the Modern World. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1979.

Genovese, Eugene D. Roll, Jordan, Roll : The World the Slaves made. 1 Vintage Books ed. New York: Vintage Books, 1976.

Gilmore, Glenda Elizabeth. Defying Dixie : The Radical Roots of Civil Rights, 1919-1950. 1st ed. New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 2008.

Greeley, Horace. The American Conflict : A History of the Great Rebellion in the United States of America, 1860-'64 : It's Causes, Incidents, and Results : Intended to Exhibit especially its Moral and Political Phases : With the Drift and Progress of American Opinion Respecting Human Slavery : From 1776 to the Close of the War for the Union. Hartford; Chicago: O.D. Case & Company; Geo. & C.W. Sherwood, 1865.

Hahn, Steven, and American Council of Learned Societies. A Nation Under our Feet : Black Political Struggles in the Rural South from Slavery to the Great Migration. [1 Harva University Press pbk. .] ed. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2005.

Hall, Gwendolyn Midlo. Africans in Colonial Louisiana : The Development of Afro-Creole Culture in the Eighteenth Century; Afro-Creole Culture in the Eighteenth Century; Afro-Creole Culture in the 18th Century. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1992.

Hall, Gwendolyn Midlo. Louisiana Slave Database 1719-1820, in Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, ed., Databases for the Study of Afro-Louisiana History and Genealogy, 1719-1860. Computerized Information from Original Manuscript Sources. A Compact Disk Publication.  Baton Rouge, 2000.

Haywood, Ian. Bloody Romanticism : Spectacular Violence and the Politics of Representation, 1776-1832. Basingstoke England ; New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006.

Heidler, David Stephen, and Jeanne T. Heidler. The War of 1812. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 2002.

Hickey, Donald R. The War of 1812 : A Forgotten Conflict. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1989.

Higginson, Thomas Wentworth, and Vanguard Society of America. Nat Turner. Los Angeles, Calif.: Vanguard Society of America, 1962.

Hunt, Alfred N. Haiti's Influence on Antebellum America : Slumbering Volcano in the Caribbean. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1988.

Ingersoll, Thomas N. Mammon and Manon in Early New Orleans : The First Slave Society in the Deep South, 1718-1819. 1st ed. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999.

Johnson, F. Roy. The Nat Turner Story; History of the South's most Important Slave Revolt, with New Material Provided. Murfreesboro, N.C.: Johnson Pub. Co, 1970.

Johnson, Walter. Soul by Soul : Life Inside the Antebellum Slave Market. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1999.

Jordan, Winthrop D. Tumult and Silence at Second Creek : An Inquiry into a Civil War Slave Conspiracy. Rev. ./Louisiana pbk. ed. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1995.

Joyce, Patrick. The Rule of Freedom : Liberalism and the Modern City. London ; New York: Verso, 2003.

Kane, Harnett Thomas. Gone are the Days; an Illustrated History of the Old South. [1 .] ed. New York: Dutton, 1960.

Kane, Harnett Thomas. Natchez on the Mississippi. New York: W. Morrow, 1947.

Kane, Harnett Thomas. Plantation Parade : The Grand Manner in Louisiana. New York: William Morrow and Company, 1945.

Kantrowitz, Stephen David. Ben Tillman & the Reconstruction of White Supremacy. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2000.

Kastor, Peter J. The Nation's Crucible : The Louisiana Purchase and the Creation of America. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2004.

Kennedy, Roger G. Mr. Jefferson's Lost Cause : Land, Farmers, Slavery, and the Louisiana Purchase; Mister Jefferson's Lost Cause. Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press, 2003.

Langley, Lester D. The Americas in the Age of Revolution, 1750-1850. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1996.

Latour, Bruno. Reassembling the Social : An Introduction to Actor-Network-Theory. Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press, 2005.

Lepore, Jill. New York Burning : Liberty, Slavery, and Conspiracy in Eighteenth-Century Manhattan. 1st ed. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2005.

Lepore, Jill. The Name of War : King Philip's War and the Origins of American Identity. 1st ed. New York: Knopf, 1998.

Libby, David J. Slavery and Frontier Mississippi, 1720-1835. Jackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2004.

Linebaugh, Peter, and Marcus Buford Rediker. The Many-Headed Hydra : Sailors, Slaves, Commoners, and the Hidden History of the Revolutionary Atlantic. Boston: Beacon Press, 2000.

Loewen, James W. Lies My Teacher Told Me : Everything Your American History Textbook Got Wrong. Touchone trade pbk. ed. New York: Simon & Schuster, 2007.

McCoy, Drew R., and Institute of Early American History and Culture. The Elusive Republic : Political Economy in Jeffersonian America. Chapel Hill: Published for the Institute of Early American History and Culture, Williamsburg, Va. by the University of North Carolina Press, 1980.

McDonald, Roderick A. The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves : Goods and Chattels on the Sugar Plantations of Jamaica and Louisiana. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1993.

McKivigan, John R., and Stanley Harrold. Antislavery Violence : Sectional, Racial, and Cultural Conflict in Antebellum America. 1st ed. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999.

Meinig, D. W. The Shaping of America : A Geographical Perspective on 500 Years of History. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1986.

Moody, Vernie Alton. Slavery on Louisiana Sugar Plantations. Cabildo, New Orleans, La.:1924.

Mullin, Michael. Africa in America : Slave Acculturation and Resistance in the American South and the British Caribbean, 1736-1831. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1992.

Northup, Solomon, Sue L. Eakin, and Joseph Logsdon, eds. Twelve Years a Slave. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1968.

Oates, Stephen B. The Fires of Jubilee : Nat Turner's Fierce Rebellion; Nat Turner's Fierce Rebellion. 1 HarperPerennial ed. New York: HarperPerennial, 1990.

Owsley, Frank Lawrence, and Gene A. Smith. Filibusters and Expansionists : Jeffersonian Manifest Destiny, 1800-1821. Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1997.

Palmié, Stephan, ed. Slave Cultures and the Cultures of Slavery. 1st ed. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1995.

Paquette, Robert L. Sugar is made with Blood : The Conspiracy of La Escalera and the Conflict between Empires Over Slavery in Cuba. 1st ed. Middletown, Conn.: Wesleyan University Press, 1988.

Patterson, Orlando. Slavery and Social Death : A Comparative Study. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1982.

Phillips, Ulrich Bonnell. American Negro Slavery; a Survey of the Supply, Employment and Control of Negro Labor as Determined. New York, London: D. Appleton and Company, 1918.

Rehder, John B. Delta Sugar : Louisiana's Vanishing Plantation Landscape. Baltimore, Md.: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1999.

Remini, Robert Vincent. The Battle of New Orleans; New Orleans. New York, N.Y.: Viking, 1999.

Rodrigue, John C. Reconstruction in the Cane Fields : From Slavery to Free Labor in Louisiana's Sugar Parishes, 1862-1880. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2001.

Rodriguez, Junius P., ed. Encyclopedia of Slave Resistance and Rebellion. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 2007.

Rothman, Adam. Slave Country : American Expansion and the Origins of the Deep South. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2005.

Scarry, Elaine. The Body in Pain : The Making and Unmaking of the World. New York: Oxford University Press, 1985.

Schwartz, Marie Jenkins. Birthing a Slave : Motherhood and Medicine in the Antebellum South. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2006.

Scott, James C. Domination and the Arts of Resistance : Hidden Transcripts. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1990.

Seebold, Herman Boehm de Bachellé. Old Louisiana Plantation Homes and Family Trees. Gretna La.: Pelican, 1971.

Sidbury, James. Ploughshares into Swords : Race, Rebellion, and Identity in Gabriel's Virginia, 1730-1810. Cambridge ; New York: Cambridge University Press, 1997.

Sitterson, J. Carlyle. Sugar Country; the Cane Sugar Industry in the South, 1753-1950. Lexington: University of Kentucky Press, 1953.

Slotkin, Richard. Gunfighter Nation : The Myth of the Frontier in Twentieth-Century America. New York : Atheneum ; Toronto; New York: Maxwell Macmillan Canada; Maxwell Macmillan International, 1992.

Smith, Mark M. Mastered by the Clock : Time, Slavery, and Freedom in the American South. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1997.

Smith, Philip Chadwick Foster, and G. Gouverneur Meredith S. Smith. Cane, Cotton & Crevasses : Some Antebellum Louisiana and Mississippi Plantations of the Minor, Kenner, Hooke, and Shepherd Families; Cane, Cotton, and Crevasses. Bath, Me.: Renfrew Group, 1992.

Spierenburg, Petrus Cornelis. The Spectacle of Suffering : Executions and the Evolution of Repression : From a Preindustrial Metropolis to the European Experience. Cambridge Cambridgeshire ; New York: Cambridge University Press, 1984.

Starobin, Robert S. Denmark Vesey; the Slave Conspiracy of 1822. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1970.

Styron, William. The Confessions of Nat Turner. 1 Vintage international ed. New York: Vintage Books, 1993.

Sublette, Ned. The World that made New Orleans : From Spanish Silver to Congo Square. Chicago : Lawrence Hill Books: Distributed by Independent Publishers Group, 2008.

Taylor, Joe Gray. Negro Slavery in Louisiana. New York: Negro University Press, 1969.

Thomas, David Y. A History of Military Government in Newly Acquired Territory of the United States. New York: The Columbia University Press, 1904.

Trouillot, Michel-Rolph. Silencing the Past : Power and the Production of History. Boston: Beacon Press, 1995.

Verdery, Katherine. The Political Lives of Dead Bodies : Reburial and Postsocialist Change. New York: Columbia University Press, 1999.

Williams, Lorraine A., and Howard University. Dept. of History. Second series of historical publications. Africa and the Afro-American Experience : Eight Essays. Washington: Howard University Press, 1977.

Yoes, Henry E., Henry E. Yoes, and History of St. Charles Parish to 1973. Louisiana's German Coast : A History of St. Charles Parish. 2nd ed. Lake Charles, LA (PO Box 3088, Lake Charles 70602): Racing Pigeon Digest Pub. Co, 2005.

Young, Tommy Richard II. "The United States Army in the South, 1789-1835. (Volumes i and Ii)." Ph.D. diss., Louisiana State University and Agricultural & Mechanical College, 1973.

� Laurent Dubois, Avengers of the New World: The Story of the Haitian Revolution (Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2004), 113.


� Pierre Mossut to Margquis de Gallifet, September 19, 1791, Archives Nationales, 107 AP 128, in Slave Revolution in the Caribbean, 1789-1804: A Brief History with Documents, ed. Laurent Dubois and John Garrigus (Boston: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2006), 94.


� Ira Berlin, Many Thousands Gone: The First Two Centuries of Slavery in North America (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press), 199 and 325.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 260.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 251.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 290.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 292-3.


� Jean-Jacques Dessalines, “The Haitian Declaration of Independence,” in Slave Revolution in the Caribbean, 188-191.


� As Eliga H. Gould has argued, the American Revolution represented the arrival of a new empire on the Atlantic scene and the re-negotiation of relationships in the Atlantic world, not an anti-imperial struggle. Eliga H. Gould, “Revolution and Counter-Revolution,” in The British Atlantic World, 1500-1800, ed. David Armitage and Michael J. Braddick (New York: Macmillan, 2002), 196-213. 


� Robert Paquette, “Revolutionary Saint Domingue in the Making of Territorial Louisiana,” in A Turbulent Time: The French Revolution and the Greater Caribbean, ed. David Barry Gaspar and David Patrick Geggus (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1997), 209.


� Tommy Richard Young II, "The United States Army in the South, 1789-1835 (Volumes I and II)" (Ph.D. diss., Louisiana State University and Agricultural & Mechanical College, 1973), 99, 105.


� Orleans Gazette for the Country (New Orleans), June 6, 1811.


� Berlin, Many Thousands Gone, 325.


� Adam Rothman, Slave Country: American Expansion and the Origins of the Deep South (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2005), 73-74.


� No slave revolt in American history neared the size of the uprising nor rivaled the scale of the massacre that followed. The German Coast uprising involved up to 500 slaves, of whom over one hundred were killed.  The Denmark Vesey conspiracy involved 131 slaves charged with conspiracy, 67 of whom were convicted and 35 of whom were hanged.  The Nat Turner uprising involved a maximum of 60 slaves, of whom only 17 were executed.  Eric Foner, Nat Turner (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1971), 5, 15.


� The area is called the German Coast because several German families settled here in the early 18th century. 


� Manuel Andry to William Claiborne, German Coast, January 11, 1811, in On to New Orleans! Louisiana's Heroic 1811 Slave Revolt, ed. Albert Thrasher, 2nd ed. (New Orleans, La: Cypress Press, 1996), 268 (hereafter cited as OTNO).


� Samuel Hambleton to David Porter, January 15, 1811, Papers of David Porter, Library of Congress, in Slavery, ed. Stanley Engerman, Seymour Drescher, and Robert Paquette (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001), 326.


� Glenn R. Conrad, The German Coast: Abstracts of the Civil Records of St. Charles and St. John the Baptist parishes, 1804-1812 (Lafayette: Center for Louisiana Studies, University of Southwestern Louisiana, 1981), 102.


� OTNO, 231-242.


� Claiborne wrote that “only” two citizens were killed.  “But the planters have sustained a serious loss by the number of Slaves killed and executed,” he wrote.  For Claiborne, the loss from the uprising came not from the actions of slaves, but from the actions of planters – who killed the slaves that dared to act outside of the narrow framework of planters’ expectations. Claiborne to Doctor Steele, New Orleans, January 20, 1811, in Official Letter Books of W.C.C. Claiborne, 1801-1816, ed. Dunbar Rowland  (Jackson, Miss.: State Department of Archives and History, 1917), 112-113 (hereafter cited as Letter Books).


� “Wounds and words – the injuries and their interpretations – cannot be separated,” wrote historian Jill Lepore. “Acts of war generate acts of narration, and… both types of acts are often joined in a common purpose: defining the geographical, political, cultural, and sometimes racial and national boundaries between peoples.” Jill Lepore, New York Burning: Liberty, Slavery, and Conspiracy in Eighteenth-Century Manhattan (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2005), x.  


� Charles Gayarre, History of Louisiana, Vol. 4 (New York: William J. Widdleton, 1867), 267; Ulrich Bonnell Phillips, American Negro Slavery: A Survey of the Supply, Employment and Control of Negro Labor as Determined by the Plantation Régime (New York: D. Appleton and Company, 1918), 474; and John S. Kendall, “Shadow over the City,” Louisiana Historical Quarterly 22 (1939): 4-7.


� Herbert Aptheker, American Negro Slave Revolts, 98; Eugene D. Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the Slaves Made (New York: Vintage Books, 1976), 588; and OTNO.


� Michel-Rolph Trouillot, Silencing the Past: Power and the Production of History (Boston: Beacon Press, 1995). 


� Junius Rodriguez, "Rebellion on the River Road: The Ideology and Influence of Louisiana’s German Coast Slave Insurrection of 1811," in Antislavery Violence: Essays in Sectional, Racial, and Cultural Conflict, ed. Stanley Harrold and John R. McKivigan (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999), 65-88.


� Winthrop D. Jordan, Tumult and Silence at Second Creek: An Inquiry into a Civil War Slave Conspiracy (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1993), 136.


� Though the slaves left no written record, they left evidentiary traces in the archives.  Their actions are described in court trials, reimbursement claims, plantation records, newspaper accounts, and letters written by the white elite.  Reading these documents, however, requires great care. As Barbara Fields warned, “taking the … slaveholders seriously naturally does not mean taking them literally.” These men refracted the events on the German Coast through the prisms of their own worldviews – worldviews inseparable from the language in which they told their stories.  They wrote with specific purposes in mind, whether to pacify the city, to shore up support, to build a sense of communal identity, to limit the possibilities of slave action, or to ensure the continuation of the plantation regime. Their stories are suffused with cultural context and specific intentions; their words vested with ideological content specific to the time, place, and audience; and their languages built upon and out of specific historical processes. Barbara Fields, Slavery and Freedom on the Middle Ground: Maryland during the Nineteenth Century (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985), 165. M. M. Bakhtin, The Dialogic Imagination: Four Essays, trans. Caryl Emerson and Michael Holquist, ed. Michael Holquist (Austin: University of Texas Press, 2004), 288, 333.


� This paper draws on unusual sources.  Genealogists working in the 1980s discovered and translated the court records of the German Coast.  A Marxist historical collective tracked down a comprehensive collection of newspaper accounts and letters in the mid-1990s.  And historian Robert Paquette, who has been working on this uprising for years, has collected and translated several letters from obscure archives across the country.  In addition, this paper makes use of several letters, published or found in archives, that have never been used by scholars prior to today. In order to process this data, the author used modern tools of financial accounting – a necessity for reading history from ledger books.  See Appendix A and B for databases involving the slaves involved with the uprising. Appendix C provides maps that formed the spatial basis for analysis.  I researched this uprising at the National Archives in Washington, DC, the American Antiquarian Society in Worcester, MA, the Historic New Orleans Collection in New Orleans, and in the Harvard library collection, while also taking extensive advantage of digital sources, interlibrary loan, unpublished translations, and faculty working papers.  Gwendolyn Midlo Hall has worked with me to translate documents from the Spanish archives in New Orleans.


� See Drew McCoy’s The Elusive Republic, which details the way in which the Mississippi River represented the culmination of westward expansion during the Jeffersonian era, opening up the trans-Appalachian west for commerce. McCoy, The Elusive Republic: Political Economy in Jeffersonian America (Williamsburg, VA: University of North Carolina Press, 1980).


� D. W. Meinig, The Shaping of America: A Geographical Perspective on 500 Years of History (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1986), 15-16.


� Horace Greeley, The American Conflict: A History of the Great Rebellion in the United States of America, 1860-'64 (Chicago: Geo. & C.W. Sherwood, 1865), 55.


� Meinig, The Shaping of America, 15-16.


� Donald Hickey, The War of 1812: A Forgotten Conflict (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1989), 205.


� Benjamin Henry Latrobe, Impressions Respecting New Orleans; Diary & Sketches, 1818-1820 (New York: Columbia University Press, 1951), 22.


� The production of sugar in Louisiana never equaled domestic demand.  Sugar producers in the Caribbean thus were always major competitors for the domestic market – a pressure to produce more and at lower prices. J. Carlyle Sitterson, Sugar Country; the Cane Sugar Industry in the South, 1753-1950 (Lexington: University of Kentucky Press, 1953), 170.  


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 173.


� Henry E. Yoes, Louisiana's German Coast: A History of St. Charles Parish (Lake Charles, LA: Racing Pigeon Digest Pub. Co, 2005), 110.


� Pierre-Clément de Laussat, Memoirs of My Life to My Son during the Years 1803 and After, which I Spent in Public Service in Louisiana as Commissioner of the French Government for the Retrocession to France of that Colony and for its Transfer to the United States; Memoirs of My Life to My Son (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1978), 60.  Yoes, Louisiana’s German Coast, 108.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 45.


� Harnett Thomas Kane, Plantation Parade: The Grand Manner in Louisiana (New York: William Morrow and Company, 1945), 25-26.


� They “arranged for the transportation of the planter’s cotton to new Orleans and then its transshipment to Liverpool or other markets.  They organized lines of credit, wrote insurance, and collected Bills of Exchange.  They bought and sold slaves for their clients.  They acted as middlemen to order, procure, and ship out to the plantations building materials from Boston.” Philip Chadwick Foster Smith and G. Gouverneur Meredith S. Smith, Cane, Cotton & Crevasses: Some Antebellum Louisiana and Mississippi Plantations of the Minor, Kenner, Hooke, and Shepherd Families (Bath, Me.: Renfrew Group, 1992), 26. 


� Richard J. Follett, The Sugar Masters: Planters and Slaves in Louisiana's Cane World, 1820-1860 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2005), 98.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 23.


� “Memoirs of Micah Taul,” Register of the Kentucky Historical Society 27, no. 79 (January, 1929), 356, quoted in William C. C. Claiborne, Interim Appointment: W.C.C. Claiborne Letter Book, 1804-1805, ed. Jared William Bradley (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2002), 264.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 23.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 158.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 23.


� Rothman, Slave Country, 108.


� “New Orleans also had a population of over 75 percent black in that same census, but the majority of its negroes were free blacks,” wrote Yoes.  Yoes, Louisiana’s German Coast, 72.


� Rothman, Slave Country, 108. Conrad, The German Coast, viii.


� Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, Louisiana Slave Database 1719-1820, in Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, ed., Databases for the Study of Afro-Louisiana History and Genealogy, 1719-1860. Computerized Information from Original Manuscript Sources. A Compact Disk Publication (Baton Rouge, 2000).


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 14.


� H. M. Brackenridge, Views of Louisiana. Together with a Journal of a Voyage Up the Missouri River, in 1811; Journal of a Voyage Up the Missouri River in 1811 (Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1962), 176-177.


� Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana: The Development of Afro-Creole Culture in the Eighteenth Century; Afro-Creole Culture in the Eighteenth Century; Afro-Creole Culture in the 18th Century (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1992), 120.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 120.


� John B. Rehder, Delta Sugar: Louisiana's Vanishing Plantation Landscape (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1999), 158.


� Kane, Plantation Parade, 160-1.


� Rehder, Delta Sugar, 158.


� Michel Foucault, Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison (New York: Vintage Books, 1995), 171.


� Solomon Northup, Twelve Years a Slave, ed. Sue L. Eakin and Joseph Logsdon (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1968), 172.


� “Thanks to the techniques of surveillance, the ‘physics’ of power, the hold over the body, operate according to the laws of optics and mechanics, according to a whole play of spaces, lines, screens, beams, degrees, and without recourse, in principal at least, to excess, force or violence.” Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 177.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 134.


� Solomon Northup, Twelve Years a Slave, 187.


� “Marronage in and around New Orleans was a serious problem for the masters.  Except during the coldest winters, the runaways could subsist fairly easily in the tidal wetlands near the Gulf of Mexico.  The area was rich in fish, shellfish and game.” Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 142.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 202-203.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana 202-203.


� OTNO, 204-205.


� Roderick A. McDonald, The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves: Goods and Chattels on the Sugar Plantations of Jamaica and Louisiana (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1993), 14-15.


� Vernie Alton Moody, Slavery on Louisiana Sugar Plantation (New Orleans, La.: Cabildo, 1924), 48-49.


� Colonial prefect Clement de Laussat quoted in Follett, Sugar Masters, 18.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 92.


� Latrobe, Impressions Respecting New Orleans, 141-2.


� Vincent Brown, The Reaper's Garden: Death and Power in the World of Atlantic Slavery (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2008), 58.


� Follett, Sugar Masters, 92.


� Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 146.


� Laussat, Memoirs, 54.


� Declaration 40 from Act No. 24, 7 March 1811, St. Charles Parish Original Acts, Book 1810-11, 149-62 [French], trans. Albert Thrasher, in OTNO, 223.


� “Discipline,” wrote Foucault, “is an art of rank, a technique for the transformation of arrangements.  It individualizes bodies by a location that does not give them a fixed position, but distributes them and circulates them in a network of relations.” Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 146.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 89.


� Rothman, Slave Country, 95-96.


� Robert Vincent Remini, The Battle of New Orleans; New Orleans (New York: Viking, 1999), 88.


� Orlando Patterson, Slavery and Social Death: A Comparative Study (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1982), 5.


� “A perception prevailed, true or not, that it was cheaper to work field slaves to death in five years or so and replace them by purchase than to see to their long-term maintenance and reproduction,” wrote historian Robert Paquette about Cuban sugar plantations. Robert L. Paquette, Sugar is made with Blood: The Conspiracy of La Escalera and the Conflict between Empires Over Slavery in Cuba (Middletown, CT: Wesleyan University Press, 1988), 55.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 158.


� “Like elsewhere throughout South and Central America and the Caribbean, in Jamaica slaves put to cultivating sugar died faster than they bore progeny,” wrote historian Roderick McDonald.  “Only the slave trade, the Black Mother, could maintain and increase the size of slave populations.  While Jamaica relied on slave traffic across the Atlantic, for Louisiana the Black Mother was interstate traffic, the slave states of the Old South supplying the men, women and children the sugar planters needed.”  McDonald, The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves, 15.


� Paquette, Sugar is made with Blood.


� “’Resistance,’ in this sense, is intrinsic to how force and power operate… Resistance is not the opposite of power but its corollary.” Patrick Joyce, The Rule of Freedom: Liberalism and the Modern City (New York: Verso, 2003).


� W.E.B. Du Bois, Black Reconstruction in America 1860-1880 (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1999), 40.


� See McDonald, Economy and Material Culture of Slaves, 52-69.


� Laussat, Memoirs, 60.


� McDonald, Economy and Material Culture of Slaves, 69.


� Latrobe, Impressions Concerning New Orleans, 102.


� Ned Sublette, The World that Made New Orleans: From Spanish Silver to Congo Square (Chicago: Lawrence Hill Books, 2008), 73.


� Quoted in Sublette, The World that Made New Orleans, 3.


� John K. Thornton, "African Dimensions of the Stono Rebellion," American Historical Review 96, no. 4 (1991), 1112.


� McDonald, The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves, 69.


� St. Charles Parish Original Acts, Book 41, 1811 [French], trans. Robert Paquette (Hamilton College, 2008) hereafter cited as “Denunciations.”  A database version of this testimony can be found in Appendix B.


� Sublette, The World that made New Orleans, 88.


� Denunciations.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 213.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 230.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 220.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 232.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 358.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 344.


� Charles Gayarré, History of Louisiana, Vol. 4 (New York: Redfield, 1866), 118.  


� Berlin, Many Thousands Gone, 344.


� Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, Louisiana Slave Database 1719-1820.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 109.


� Thornton, “African Dimensions of the Stono Rebellion,” 1108-1109.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 109.


� Thornton, “African Dimensions of the Stono Rebellion,” 1111.


�  Much of the source material for this chapter comes from statements of financial account. In order to analyze this information, the author used modern financial software and analytics to cross-reference these different statements of account into a single, searchable, database.  This database, hereafter cited as the Rasmussen Slave Database, is included in Appendix A.  The database is a cross-reference of the St. Charles Parish Original Acts, encompassing the court trials and reimbursement claims translated by Glen Conrad, the trials from the City Court of New Orleans, as transcribed by Thrasher, and a set of runaway advertisements compiled by Thrasher. Conrad, The German Coast; Thrasher, OTNO.


� “The wind being from the Northward and westward blowing at the same time fresh with considerable rain would have been directly ahead for vessels attempting to ascend the river.” John Shaw to Paul Hamilton, New Orleans, 18 January 1811 (Washington, D.C.: National Archives, Record Group 45, Microfilm 149).


� Wade Hampton to the Secretary of War, New Orleans, January 16, 1811 in OTNO, 269.


� Sitterson, Sugar Country, 19.


� Idleness was a fundamental threat not only to the planters, but to the ideology of republican government in America, which saw work as fundamentally virtuous and idleness as decadent and savage. See Drew McCoy, Elusive Republic, 198.


� Karl Bernard, Duke of Saxe-Weimar-Eisenach, Travels through North America, during the Years 1825 and 1826, Vol. 2 (Philadelphia: Carey, Lea & Carey, 1828), 80.


� A 26-year-old male, “sound, healthy, intelligent, and robust” who was valued at $600 because he was “well acquainted with the culture of a sugar plantation generally.”  Quamana, also known as Quamley.  He had spent five years on the plantation, and he was executed after being tried at the St. Charles Parish Tribunal.  Rasmussen Slave Database. Denunciations.


� Harry was a “rough carpenter” who was “well-acquainted with the business of a sugar plantation.  “Sound and healthy” at the age of 25, he was valued at $800. He was executed after being tried at the St. Charles Parish Tribunal. Rasmussen Slave Database.


�  “The black Quamana, owned by Mr. Brown, and the mulatto Harry, owned by Messrs. Kenner & Henderson, were at the home of Manuel Andry on the night of Saturday-Sunday of the current month in order to deliberate with the mulatto Charles Deslondes, chief of the brigands,” testified the planter James Brown in the weeks afterward. Denunciations.


� The slave Augustin, owned by Etienne Trepagnier, testified that Charles Deslondes was able to spread word of the uprising to the Trepagnier plantation through a mistress.  “Asked if he knew beforehand of the slave uprising, he replied that the mulatto Charles Deslonde had a woman in Trepagnier’s slave quarter and made the accused accompany the group of rebels,” testified Augustin. Conrad, The German Coast, 108.


� See Appendix C for detailed area maps.


� OTNO, 3.


� Bernard, Travels through North America, 81.


� “An attempt was made to assassinate me by the stroke of an axe,” he recalled. Manuel Andry to Claiborne, New Orleans, January 11, 1811 in OTNO, 268.


� Misspellings are original to the document. Andry to Claiborne, New Orleans, January 11, 1811 in OTNO, 268.


� The Louisiana Gazette that the slaves seized “the public arms that was in one of Mr. Andry’s stores.” Louisiana Gazette (New Orleans), January 17, 1811.


� In terms of the trials, Cupidon’s testimony was trusted by the white judges.  Six of the ten slaves he denounced were eventually tried and convicted.  Denunciations. Rasmussen Slave Database.  


� One of these slaves, Theodore, was tried in the court at New Orleans, where he received mercy for "having made important discoveries, touching the late insurrection.” Rasmussen Slave Database.  Yoes, Louisiana’s German Coast, 67.


� Perret to Fontaine, 13 January 1811, Moniteur de la Louisiane (New Orleans), 17 January 1811, trans. Robert Paquette and Seymour Drescher in Slavery, ed. Stanley Engerman, Seymour Drescher, and Robert Paquette (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001), 324-26.


� Three of the Labranche brothers’ slaves were convicted of involvement with the insurrection, including the “notorious brigand,” Cupidon. Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Labranche recognized the dual nature of these slaves’ presence in the swamps, adding a note of distrust to his reporting of his slave driver Pierre’s sources.  “These slaves having fled into the swamp back of the Labranche place to save themselves from the rebels, or so they told Pierre,” he emphasized. Labranche was well aware that this was an information network not entirely under his control, and that the information he received through it must be necessarily understood as colored by the intentions and motives of those creating it.  Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Denunciations.  Rasmussen Slave Database.


n� William Freehling, The Road to Disunion (New York: Oxford University Press, 1990), 79.


� For more on how information is channeled through slaves, and the impact those messengers have on the information they carry, see Laura F. Edwards, "Enslaved Women and the Law: Paradoxes of Subordination in the Post-Revolutionary Carolinas," Slavery and Abolition 26 (August 2005): 305-26.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Labranche testified that Dominique told slaves along the way to warn their masters of the uprising.  “Labranche added that he knew that while Dominique, Bernard Bernoudy’s slave, was on his way home to alert his master, he stopped at Pierre Pain’s farm and instructed Pain’s slave Denys to warn as many whites as possible of the impending danger,” read the court testimony. Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� In the reimbursement claims, James Brown described him as “very large, robust and healthy.” Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Denunciations; Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Perret in Slavery, 324


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� He was valued at $1000.  Rasmussen Slave Database.


� For more on the military advantages of horses, see Robin Law, “Horses, Firearms, and Political Power in Pre-Colonial West Africa,” Past and Present, No. 72 (Aug., 1976), pp. 112-132.


� Perret in Slavery, 324


� Two other men joined the group at the plantation of Jean-Eleanore Arnould, which was next door to the Butler and McCutcheon place. 


� The rebel Simon had escaped from the plantation before. Simon was "lately from Baltimore, about 20 years of age, 5 feet 6 or 7 inches high, has a scar on his left cheek, and one on his forehead, handsome features.” Brought to New Orleans by the internal slave trade, Simon had tried to escape back to his birthplace and presumably his family. Louisiana Gazette (New Orleans), July 24, 1810 in OTNO, 166.


� Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107.


� Denunciations.  


� This is not the same Augustin that supplied the slaves with horses on Bernard Bernoudy’s estate.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 108.


� This evidence is problematic, coming as it does from the mouths of slaves facing sure death at the hands of their interrogators.  Even if not taken literally, however, this testimony suggests dissent among the slave quarters.  Glossing over this dissent would be an inaccurate reduction of the politics of the enslaved.


� Denunciations; Rasmussen Slave Database.


� “Slaves were commonly used as medical doctors and surgeons in eighteenth-century Louisiana,” wrote Gwendolyn Midlo Hall. “They were skilled in herbal medicine and were often better therapists than the French doctors, who were always described as surgeons.” Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 126.


� Marie Jenkins Schwartz, Birthing a Slave: Motherhood and Medicine in the Antebellum South (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2006), 2.


� Alexander Labranche that, “he lost a house which was occupied by the doctor, located near Pierre Reine’s line; burned by the brigands, valued at $1,000.” Conrad, The German Coast, 109-110.


� “No landowner of the German Coast up to statehood can be classified as a large slaveowner,” wrote historian Glen Conrad. “When Louis-Augustin Meuillion, probably the largest slaveholder on the Coast, died in 1811, his succession inventory listed fewer than one hundred slaves.” Conrad, The German Coast, viii.


� “The sale of household objects did not conform to the inventory because, during the slave uprising of January 9, the house was entered and pillaged.” Conrad, The German Coast, 102.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 104.


� A griffe is a black-Indian mixture.  Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 113.


� “With one Benjamin Morgan, [William Kenner] acquired land a few miles upriver from New Orleans in an area called “Cannes-Brulees”  (Land of the Burnt Canes) so-named from the Indians’ historic practice of torching marsh-grass canes to flush out their game.”  Smith and Smith, Cane, Cotton, and Crevasses, 25.


� Denunciations; Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Guiam’s own testimony. Denunciations; Rasmussen Slave Database.


� Denunciations; Rasmussen Slave Database.


� See Appendix C for detailed maps.  


� The survey of planters conducted by the St. Charles Parish planters indicates that 124 slaves were involved in the 1811 insurrection. Rasmussen Slave Database.


� In terms of occupation, there was a fair mix.  Field hands, cart men, and sugar workers dominated the roster, with many other occupations appearing occasionally.  Field hands, cart men, sugar workers of various types, ploughmen and shovel, pickaxe and axe workers seem to have been the most common occupations. Rasmussen Slave Database.


� See Tommy Richard Young II, "The United States Army in the South, 1789-1835" (Ph.D., Louisiana State University and Agricultural & Mechanical College, 1973). 


� Louisiana Gazette (New Orleans), January 17, 1811.


� See M. M. Bakhtin, The Dialogic Imagination: Four Essays, trans. Caryl Emerson and Michael Holquist, ed. Michael Holquist (Austin: University of Texas Press, 2004); and Robert Darnton, “An Early Information Society: News and the Media in Eighteenth-Century Paris,” The American Historical Review 105, no. 1 (2000), 1-35.


� Claiborne to General Wade Hampton, New Orleans, January 7, 1811, in Letter Books, 92.


� Claiborne to General Wade Hampton, New Orleans, January 9, 1811, in Letter Books, 93.


� “Message from the Mayor, January 12, 1811” in OTNO, 274.


� Describing the American take over of Louisiana, one Frenchmen identified the several sources of dissent.  “The affrays and tumults resulting from the struggle for pre-eminence, and the preference shown for American over French dances at public balls; the invasion of bayonets into the halls of amusement and the closing of halls…  what more shall I say, Citizen minister?” The Frenchmen linked these cultural changes to the larger governmental changes – showing that the closing of a dance hall was an inherently political event. David Y. Thomas, A History of Military Government in Newly Acquired Territory of the United States (New York: Columbia University Press, 1904), 40-41.


� Claiborne, “General Orders,” January 9, 1811 in OTNO, 267.


� Claiborne, “General Orders,” January 9, 1811 in OTNO, 267.


� Hampton, in OTNO, 269


� Hampton, in OTNO, 269


� François-Xavier Martin described “carriages, wagons and carts, filled with women and children . . . bringing the most terrible accounts.”  It was, he wrote, a “miniature representation of the horrors of St. Domingo. ” Baltimore American and Commercial Party Advertiser, February 20, 1811.


� Shaw to Hamilton, National Archives.


� Alfred N. Hunt, Haiti's Influence on Antebellum America: Slumbering Volcano in the Caribbean (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1988), 27.


� “From Santo Domingo,” Louisiana Gazette, April 26, 1810; “Picture of Santo Domingo,” Louisiana Gazette, May 17, 1810; and “Haytian or Black Eloquence,” Louisiana Gazette, October 11, 1810.


� Lester Langley, The Americas in the Age of Revolution, 1750-1850 (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1996), 112-113.


� Baltimore American and Commercial Party Advertiser, 20 February 1811.


� Shaw to Hamilton, National Archives.


� Claiborne to Majr. St. Amand, New Orleans, January 9, 1811, in Letter Books, 93-94.


�  “Alexandre LaBranche… was in route with other residents going in the direction of the town when they encountered the volunteers on horseback coming from New Orleans and who were ahead of the army commanded by General Hampton; that then the witness joined up with the said volunteers, and returned with them against the rebels,” according to later testimony. New Orleans City Court, Case No. 195, February 18, 1811 in OTNO 246-7.


� Wade Hampton to the Secretary of War, New Orleans, January 16, 1811 in OTNO, 269-270.


� Hampton to the Secretary of War in OTNO, 269-270.


� Richmond Enquirer, February 22, 1811.  This article is a reproduction of a piece in the Louisiana Gazette, the original of which is practically unreadable.


� Richmond Enquirer, February 22, 1811.	


� Perret, in Slavery, 324-26.


� Bernard, Travels through North America, 81.


�  “About 9 o’clock of the same Morning they were fallen in with by a spirited party of Young Men from the opposite side of the river, who fired upon & disperse them, Killing some 15, or 20, & wounding a great many more,” wrote Hampton. Wade Hampton to the Secretary of War, New Orleans, January 16, 1811, in OTNO, 269-270.


� Perret to Fontaine, in Slavery, 324-26.


� Like the Battle of New Orleans a few years later, this battle was essentially decided by firepower. The withering fire of American rifles and muskets led to a lopsided victory. Hickey, The War of 1812, 212.


� Report of Spanish Consul, January 13, 1811, Eusebio Bardari y Azara to Vicente Folch, February 6, 1811, legajo 221a, Papeles de Cuba, Archivo General de Indias, Seville, Spain (microfilm, Historic New Orleans Collection, New Orleans) [Spanish], translated for the author by Gwendolyn Midlo Hall.


� Perret to Fontaine, in Slavery, 324-26.


� Andry to Claiborne in OTNO, 268.


� Raleigh Star, February 24, 1811. This was a common strategy in Louisiana’s maroon wars. Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 365-6. The Indians often sided with the Europeans in wars against the slaves, because their own ideology portrayed slaves as outcasts deserving of little sympathy. “Natchez Indians had their own notions of slavery, as did the neighboring Choctaw.  American Indian forms of slavery were different from those employed by Europeans in the Americas.  The Natchez and Choctaw viewed slavery in terms of membership in (or exclusion from) society.” David J. Libby, Slavery and Frontier Mississippi, 1720-1835 (Jackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2004), xii.


� Perret to Fontaine, in Slavery, 324-26.


� Samuel Hambleton to David Porter, January 15, 1811, Papers of David Porter, Library of Congress in Slavery, ed. Stanley Engerman, Seymour Drescher, and Robert Paquette (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001), 326.


� Perret to Fontaine, in Slavery, 324-26.


� A league is three miles, meaning that this distance was 15-18 miles. Wade Hampton to William Claiborne, January 12, 1811, in OTNO, 269.


� Hampton to Claiborne, January 11, 1811, in OTNO, 269.


� Wade Hampton to Claiborne, New Orleans, January 12, 1811, in OTNO, 269.  


� “Local American authorities tried to maintain a state of peace indefinitely over the entire [Mississippi territory], but in the summer of 1810, possibly as a result of growing unrest in Texas and word of the Hidalgo Revolution in Mexico, a group of American settlers seized Baton Rouge and expelled the Spanish garrison.  Following a period of anarchy in that district, the citizens of Baton Rouge declared themselves independent of Spain on 26 September 1810.  They immediately requested admission to the United States, whereupon President Madison annexed the territory, claiming that it had been part of the Louisiana Purchase.” Frank Lawrence Owsley and Gene A. Smith, Filibusters and Expansionists: Jeffersonian Manifest Destiny, 1800-1821 (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1997), 63.


� See for example Louisiana Gazette (St. Louis), April 17, 1810, May 31, 1810, August 9, 1810, November 1, 1810, December 4, 1810, and National Intelligencer (Washington, DC), January 29, 1811.


� Peter J. Kastor, The Nation's Crucible: The Louisiana Purchase and the Creation of America (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2004), 102


� Perret to Fontaine, in Slavery, 324-26.


� Hambleton to Porter, in Slavery, 326.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 102


� The “usual place in the city” was the Place d’Armes, where San Malo, his companions, and many other rebellious slaves and maroons were tortured and executed.  This is now Jackson Square in the French Quarter, marked by statues of Andrew Jackson, Robert E. Lee and Gen. Beauregard on horseback on bronze statues.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 188, January 17, 1811 in OTNO, 237.


� “This is not surprising, since ritual behavior increases in times of uncertainty.” Jill Lepore, The Name of War: King Philip's War and the Origins of American Identity (New York: Knopf, 1998), 118.


� Shaw to Hamilton, National Archives.


� Richard Slotkin, Gunfighter Nation: The Myth of the Frontier in Twentieth-Century America (New York: Maxwell Macmillan International, 1992), 113-114.


� Conrad, The German Coast, viii.   See also Paquette, “Revolutionary Saint Domingue,” 213-220.


� Andry to Claiborne, January 11, 1811 in OTNO, 268.


� In New England, colonists and Indians communicated with each other through corpses. “When English soldiers came upon English heads on poles, they often simply took them down and put Indian heads in their place,” wrote historian Jill Lepore. Lepore, The Name of War, 180. In Jamaica and the other British sugar islands of the Caribbean, power was physically manifested through beheadings. “The frequency of mutilations and aggravated death sentences, which in eighteenth-century England were reserved for traitors, signaled the expansion of the very concept of treason to include almost any crime committed by slaves,” wrote Vincent Brown. Brown, The Reaper’s Garden, 140. In the African kingdom of Dahomey, where many slaves came from, kings accumulated the skulls of defeated enemies and used them as architectural decorations. Robin Law, "'My Head Belongs to the King': On the Political and Ritual Significance of Decapitation in Pre-Colonial Dahomey," The Journal of African History 30, no. 3 (1989): 399-415.


� Peter Linebaugh and Marcus Buford Rediker, The Many-Headed Hydra: Sailors, Slaves, Commoners, and the Hidden History of the Revolutionary Atlantic (Boston: Beacon Press, 2000), 193.


� Linebaugh and Rediker, The Many-Headed Hydra, 222.


� Dubois, Avengers of the New World, 116.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 329.


� Hall, Africans in Colonial Louisiana, 344.


� Shaw to Hamilton, National Archives.


� Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 48.


� “The spectacular violence of slavery was both a political and aesthetic discourse which was grounded in eighteenth-century notions of a triangular violent gaze: most bloody vignettes utilized a visual and moral interplay between victim, perpetrator and spectator,” wrote literary historian Ian Haywood. “Spectacular violence existed uneasily but powerfully on the borders between reality and fantasy, reportage and representation, aesthetic gratification and political mobilization.” Ian Haywood, Bloody Romanticism: Spectacular Violence and the Politics of Representation, 1776-1832 (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006), 58. 


� In examining the court’s motives, it is interesting to examine this court action through the lens of scholarship about later revolts.  The court involved in suppressing the Denmark Vesey conspiracy in Charleston in 1822 had as its first priority to stop the insurrection, with justice being a lesser aim.  “It acted on the premise that it must suppress an impending slave insurrection, and it interrogated witnesses, passed judgment, and pronounced sentences accordingly,” wrote historian Michael Johnson. Johnson,  "Denmark Vesey and His Co-Conspirators," William and Mary Quarterly 58, no. 4 (2001), 942.


� “Summary of Trial Proceedings of Those Accused of Participating in the Slave Uprising of January 9, 1811,” trans. and ed. James Dormon in “Notes and Documents,” Louisiana History 17 (Fall 1977), 473.


� Several prominent theorists (Elaine Scarry and Michel Foucault specifically) have posited that civilization and violence are antithetical, and that the birth of the modern nation state coincided with the abandonment of public violence as an instrument of state power.  But violence and civilization in the Atlantic world, as is evidenced in the 1811 uprising, were actually inextricably linked.  Violence served as the fundamental substratum of plantation society, the basis and constant recourse for the establishment of order. Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 48. Scarry, The Body in Pain, 4.


� Andry to Claiborne, January 11, 1811 in OTNO, 268.


� “In its basic outlines, torture is the inversion of the trial, a reversal of cause and effect.  While the one studies evidence that may lead to punishment, the other uses punishment to generate the evidence.” Scarry, Body in Pain, 41.


� John Destrehan, Alexandre Labranche, Pierre-Marie Cabaret de Trepy, Adelard Fortier and Edmond Fortier joined St. Martin in conducting the tribunal, which they did in the French language.  Several of these men owned slaves involved in the revolt.


� Denunciations.  


� Conrad, The German Coast, 102.


� Amar of the Charbonnet plantation, Baptiste of the Bernoudy plantation, Jean of the Arnauld plantation, Harry of the Kenner Henderson plantation, Zenon, Pierre, and Dagobert of the Delhomme plantation, Eugene of the Labranche plantation, Kook and Quamana of the James Brown plantation, and Charles Deslondes of the Deslondes plantation were all leaders of the uprising. Denunciations.


� Harry and Charles were mulattos. Eugene was a Louisiana Creole. Pierre was Congolese. Kook and Quamana had only recently arrived in Louisiana from Africa. Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, Louisiana Slave Database 1719-1820.


� Harry had Anglo-American name and came from a plantation owned by Americans.   Charles, Jean, Pierre, and Baptiste had French names, and belonged to French planters.  Quamana and Kook are West African names.  Zenon was a Spanish name, while Dagobert was German. Gwendolyn Midlo Hall, Louisiana Slave Database 1719-1820.


� In this sense, the story of the 1811 uprising challenges the larger historiography on slave revolts.  The most prominent monographs on individual slave uprisings have traditionally promulgated a great man theory of slave revolts.  For these historians, the messianic slave leader became a sort of mirror image for the master, leading the docile slaves into revolt where the master had led them to work. This trope has been most prominent in the most celebrated slave uprisings: the 1800 Gabriel Prosser revolt, the 1822 Denmark Vesey conspiracy, and the 1831 Nat Turner rebellion. Historian Douglas Egerton, the author of well-received accounts of the Denmark Vesey and Gabriel Prosser revolts, described Vesey as an “African Moses” and referred to his “disciples,” while describing Prosser as having conceived of the conspiracy on his own and having “urban followers.” Eric Foner, who wrote an authoritative account on Nat Turner’s uprising, credited only Turner as having “organized and led” the revolt.  The other slaves were merely “trusted men. These accounts depicted unilateral action, without debate among the enslaved or any sort of input from men other than the leaders.  Douglas R. Egerton, He Shall Go Out Free: The Lives of Denmark Vesey (Madison, Wis.: Madison House, 1999), 116, 123. Douglas R. Egerton, Gabriel's Rebellion: The Virginia Slave Conspiracies of 1800 and 1802 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1993), ix and xi. Eric Foner, Nat Turner (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1971), 1-3. 


� Shaw to Hamilton, National Archives.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 187, January 17, 1811 in OTNO, 235.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 192, January 21 1811 in OTNO, 242.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 192, January 18, 1811 in OTNO, 241.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 184, January 16, 1811 in OTNO, 231.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 185, January 16, 1811 in OTNO, 233.


� New Orleans City Court, Case No. 188, January 17, 1811 in OTNO, 237.


� In the words of Katherine Verdery, bodies have an “ineluctable self-referentiality as symbols: because all people have bodies, any manipulation of a corpse directly enables one’s identification with it through one’s own body, thereby tapping into one’s reservoirs of feeling.” Katherine Verdery, The Political Lives of Dead Bodies: Reburial and Postsocialist Change (New York: Columbia University Press, 1999), 32-33.


� Claiborne to John N. Detrehan, New Orleans, January 16, 1811, in Letter Books, 100-101.


� Claiborne to Doctor Steele, New Orleans, January 20, 1811, in Letter Books, 112-113.


� John Francis Sprague, The North Eastern Boundary Controversy and the Aroostook War (Dover, ME: The Observer Press, 1910), 89-90.


� The courts were the most immediate manifestation of that power, the most tangible embodiment of American government. “As agents of Americanization, county judges and justices of the peace presided over the day-to-day application of American judicial practices on the most basic levels of the legal system, the local courts,” wrote legal historian Mark Fernandez.  “These inferior courts represented in the territory, as elsewhere in the republic, the one agency of the government that most likely touched ordinary citizens in the routine course of their daily lives.” Mark Fernandez, “Local Justice in the Territory of Orleans, W.C.C. Claiborne’s Courts: Judges and Justices of the Peace,” in A Law Unto Itself, ed. Billings and Fernandez, 97.


� Thomas Marshall Thompson, "National Newspaper and Legislative Reactions to Louisiana's Deslondes Slave Revolt of 1811." Louisiana History 33, no. 1 (1992), 15.


� National Intelligencer, February 19, 1811.


� Jacqueline Denise Goldsby, A Spectacular Secret: Lynching in American Life and Literature (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2006), 286.


� L’Amis de Lois, January 17, 1811.


� Louisiana Gazette, December 27, 1810.


� L’Amis de Lois, January 1 and January 3, 1811.


� Liliane Crété, Daily Life in Louisiana, 1815-1830 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1981), 82, 211.


� Lieutenant General Russell L. Honoré, a descendant of Destrehan, served as the commander of the Joint Task Force responsible for coordinating military relief efforts for Hurricane Katrina-affected areas across the Gulf Coast.


� Laussat, Memoirs, 63.


� Crete, Daily Life in Louisiana, 66.


� Crete, Daily Life in Louisiana, 67.


� Gayarre, History of Louisiana, Vol. 4, 59.


� William Faulkner, Absalom! Absalom! (New York: Modern Library, 1993), 5.


�  “The Old South was made by slaves,” wrote historian Walter Johnson. “Yet, through the incredible generative power of slaveholding ideology, the slave-made landscape of the antebellum South was translated into a series of statements about slaveholders.” Walter Johnson, Soul by Soul: Life Inside the Antebellum Slave Market (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1999), 102.


� Walter Johnson, Soul by Soul, 102.


� Gayarre, History of Louisiana, vol. 4, 62.


� Louisiana Gazette, January 17, 1811.


� Maglore Guichard, “Answer of the House of Representatives to Governor Claiborne’s Speech,” in Letter Books, 130.


� Official Proceedings, New Orleans City Council in OTNO, 275.


� Official Proceedings, New Orleans City Council in OTNO, 275.


� L’Amis de Lois, New Orleans, February 7, 1811.  


� Louisiana Gazette and Commercial Advertiser (New Orleans), April 1, 1811.


� Conrad, The German Coast, 107-110.


� William Claiborne, “Speech. Delivered by Governor Claiborne to both Houses of the Legislative Body of the Territory of Orleans,” January 29, 1811 in Letter Books, 123.


� Claiborne, “Speech” in Letter Books, 124.


� Maglore Guichard, “Answer, of the House of Representatives to Governor Claiborne’s Speech,” in Letter Books, 130.


� Jean-Noel Destrehan, “Answer, of the Legislative Council to Governor Claiborne’s Speech” in Letter Books, 127.


� Jean-Noel Destrehan, “Answer” in Letter Books, 128.


� “A Message from the Legislative Council to Pres. James Madison,” Louisiana Courier, February 8, e1811 in OTNO, 271.


� Gayarre, History of Louisiana, Vol. 4, 267.


� Gayarre, History of Louisiana, Vol. 4, 267-268.


� Gayarre, History of Louisiana, vol. 4, 267-268.


� Ulrich Bonnell Phillips, American Negro Slavery: A Survey of the Supply, Employment and Control of Negro Labor as Determined by the Plantation Régime (New York: D. Appleton and Company, 1918), 474.


� Phillips, American Negro Slavery, 454.


� Ulrich B. Phillips, "The Central Theme of Southern History," American Historical Review 34.1 (1928): 31.


� John S. Kendall, “Shadow over the City,” Louisiana Historical Quarterly 22 (1939), 4-7.


� Kendall, “Shadow over the City,” 7.


� Kendall, “Shadow over the City,” 7.


� Glenda Elizabeth Gilmore, Defying Dixie: The Radical Roots of Civil Rights, 1919-1950 (New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 2008), 6.


� New York Times, March 20, 2003


� Aptheker, American Negro Slave Revolts, 13.


� Aptheker, American Negro Slave Revolts, 98.


� Eugene D. Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the Slaves Made (New York: Vintage Books, 1976), 588.


� Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll, 592.


� Eugene D. Genovese, From Rebellion to Revolution: Afro-American Slave Revolts in the Making of the Modern World (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1979), xiii, 3, and 5.


� Genovese, From Rebellion to Revolution, 6.


� Genovese, From Rebellion to Revolution, xxii.


� David Brion Davis, Inhuman Bondage: The Rise and Fall of Slavery in the New World (New York: Oxford University Press, 2006), 208.


� Aside from general ignorance of the details of the event, many modern accounts are riddled with historical inaccuracies, not to mention ideological biases.  Ira Berlin confused the 1811 insurrection with another slave uprising that happened in Pointe Coupée Parish in 1795. Ira Berlin, Many Thousands Gone: The First Two Centuries of Slavery in North America (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1998), 356.  Several scholars posited Charles Deslondes as the sole leader of the uprising, and then misidentified him as a free person of color. John W. Blassingame, “Sambos and Rebels: The Character of the Southern Slave” in Africa and the Afro-American Experience: Eight Essays, ed. Lorraine A. Williams (Washington, DC: Howard University Press, 1981), 164. Other scholars have misidentified the location of the uprising. Michael Mullin, Africa in America: Slave Acculturation and Resistance in the American South and the British Caribbean, 1736-1831 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1992), 24, locates “the rising in 1811 at Point Coupée, Louisiana, then a part of New France.” 


� Thomas Marshall Thompson, “National Newspaper and Legislative Reactions to Louisiana’s Deslondes Slave Revolt of 1811,” Louisiana History 33 (1992).


� Junius Rodriguez, “Always ‘En Garde’: The Effects of Slave Insurrection upon the Louisiana Mentality, 1811-1815," Louisiana Purchase Bicentennial Series in Louisiana History. Volume III: Louisiana: The Purchase and its Aftermath, 1800-1830, ed. Delores E. Labbé (Lafayette, LA: Center for Louisiana Studies, 1998), 479-492. Junius Rodriguez, “Rebellion on the River Road: The Ideology and Influence of Louisiana’s German Coast Slave Insurrection of 1811” in Antislavery Violence: Essays in Sectional, Racial, and Cultural Conflict, ed. Stanley Harrold and John R. McKivigan (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999), 65-88.


� Junius P. Rodriguez, Encyclopedia of Slave Resistance and Rebellion (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2007), 214.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 48.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 48.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 51.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 65.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 66.


� Thrasher, OTNO, 1.  


� Rothman, Slave Country, 111.


� Leon Waters, “Tours,” � HYPERLINK "http://www.historyhidden.com/tours" ��http://www.historyhidden.com/tours�, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� Conrad, The German Coast.


� maps.google.com, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� http://maker.geocommons.com/maps/1989, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� http://www.plantation.com, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� http://www.destrehanplantation.org/pdf/destrehanbrochure.pdf, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� http://www.flymsy.com, (accessed February 12, 2009).


� http://www.jackson-square.com, (accessed February 12, 2009).








PAGE  
142

