
Louisiana, Texas and Mexico
Mapping the marking of  an American West, 1650-1850

Mapping Louisiana:
1650-1812

For over 150 years, the powers of  Europe and the United States struggled for control
over North America. Since much of  the territory involved was unknown to the
combatants, cartography was an important expression of  their political and economic
ambitions.  Each of  the following maps from the Arader collection tell part of  that
remarkable story, as the Spanish, French, English and later the Americans all sought to
put their cartographic stamp on the continent.  Louisiana, as a concept and as an
actual place, plays a key role in the story.



Johannes VINGBOONS (1616/1617-1670), Juan Gomez de TRASMONTE
(1580-c. 1647)
Forma y Levantado de La Ciudad de Mexico. Ju:o Gomez de Trasmonte Ao. 1628
Ink and watercolor wash over black chalk; Two joined sheets contemporaneously laid
down on 17th-century paper
"Anno 1628" [Amsterdam, ca. 1665]
Watermark: crowned escutcheon with bear, identified by Th. Laurentius as the Arms
of  Switzerland, dating from 1600 - 1650
Overall sheet size: 20 1/2 x 29 inches; Frame size: 25 x 35 1/2 inches
$1,800,000



The first and finest depiction of  Mexico City after Hernando Cortes' and one
of  six examples known to exist.

Spain claimed the largest empire in North America through the 16the and early 17th

Centuries.  In 1521 it created the Virreinato de Nueva Espana, or Viceroyalty of  New
Spain, encompassing all of  its claims north of  the isthmus of  Panama.  At its greatest
extent, the Viceroyalty covered almost all of  North America from the west coast
through modern Louisiana and into Florida, which it considered to include all of  the
lands south of  English Virginia in the east.

Spain’s vast northern empire was governed from the former Aztec capital of
Tenochtitlan, renamed Mexico City after the conquest of  Cortes.  From there, the
Viceroy sent explorers, missionaries and soldiers into North America.

Spanish architects and master builders like Juan Gomes de Trasmonte (d. 1647)
transformed the capital of  the Viceroyalty, creating its cathedral, administrative
buildings and other infrastructure.  The city was prone to devastating seasonal
flooding, including a major event in 1627 which delayed the completion of  the
cathedral.  Opposing calls to move the capital, in 1628 Trasmonte and his Dutch
colleague Adrian Boot proposed a major project to control the devastating floods
with specialized dykes and canals to control the water flow.  To convince the Viceroy
of  the wisdom of  his plan, he drew a view of  the city essentially as it would look if  his
project were completed. Scholars Priscilla Connolly and Roberto Mayer point out that
Trasmonte’s view showed the lakes “not as an insuperable problem that have to be
drained, but as a natural feature that the city can enjoy if  afforded sufficient
protection.”   While some features of  the Boot/Trasmonte’s plan were ultimately
adopted, his overall vision was not adopted by the Viceroy, and competing proposals
continued to circulate for decades thereafter.

Trasmonte’s original work is now lost, but it did find its way to the Netherlands,
despite (or perhaps because of) the fact that Spain was engaged in a war with Dutch
nationalists fighting for independence. As early as 1632 an oil painting based on
Trasmonte’s view of  Mexico City hung in the Town Hall in Middelburg, headquarters
of  the powerful Dutch West India Company (WIC).  Connolly-Mayer and other
scholars attribute that painting, lost to bombing in World War Two, to David



Vinckboons, a talented artist and architect whose family had close ties with the WIC
and the even more powerful Dutch East India Company (VOC).  How did
Trasmonte’s original work come to the Netherlands to be copied?  Connolly-Mayer
propose a swashbuckling tale involving the capture of  the Spanish Flota on 8
September 1628 by the Dutch privateer Piet Hein, who raided under the auspices of
the WIC.

Johannes Vingboons(1616/1617-1670) was the son of  David Vinckboons, and a
successful artist and cartographer in his own right.  From 1640 he worked under
contract to the Blaeu family, the leading map publishers of  the Netherlands.  Whether
he based his watercolor rendering of  Mexico City on Trasmonte's original or on his
father's copy is unknown.  We do know that six examples of  his View of  Mexico exist
today:  in the Vatican Library’s “Christina Atlas”, among the “Carte di Castello” at the
Biblioteca Medicea Laurenziana in Florence, in the “Blaeu-van der Hem” atlas in the
OsB Vienna (authorship disputed), two unfinished versions at the BnF (authorship
disputed) and this example, the only one in private hands.

Evidence suggests that this example was part of  the “Van Keulen/Bom Atlas” which
belonged to descendants of  the great cartographic publishing firm of  Van Keulen, and
which was broken up and disbursed in 1885.  This so called “secret atlas” of  mostly
unpublished maps for the VOC was a trove of  valuable cartographic data.  Very
faintgrid lines present on our copy indicate that some attempt was made to prepare it
for publication, though that never occurred.  This belief  is strengthened by the
manuscript “7” at the upper right hand corner, which matches numeration in other
maps from the Van Keulen/Bom atlas.  It is likely that this example was purchased in
Antwerp sometime after 1946 and held thereafter by a family in Mexico.

Johannes Vingboon’s beautiful watercolor rendering of  Trasmonte’s proposal is of
inestimable importance.  It gathers in a single remarkably accurate work of  art a
variety of  threads, tying together Spain’s aspirations in America, the history of  a great
metropolis, and the important contributions the Dutch made to the art, engineering
and finance of  the 17th century.



Guillaume DE L’ISLE (1675-1726)
Carte du Mexique et de la Floride des Terrest Angloises et des Isles Antilles du Cours et des
Environes la Riviere de Mississipi….1703
Copper plate engraving with original color
First edition, first issue (Tooley 48)
Paris: 1703
Sheet size: 20 1/2 x 28 1/2 inches; Frame size: 31 1/2 x 39 7/8 inches
$22,000

A seminal map setting the stage for 150 years of  conflict over North America

While the Viceroy expanded Spanish power in the west, and the English built colonies
in the east,  the French focused on the center of  the continent and the gulf  coast.  In



1682 Rene-Robert Cavelier, Sieur de la Salle journeyed down the entire length of  the
Mississippi, claiming for France any land that drained into that mighty river.  This
meant that the entire center of  the continent, from the western Appalachian
Mountains to the eastern slopes of  the Rockies, was claimed by the French King. It
was given the name "Louisiane."

French people were scarce on the ground, however, and outside Champlain’s
settlements along the Saint Lawrence River, a trading post at St. Louis and small
settlements at Mobile and later New Orleans, the French showed little commitment to
colonize.  Trade  with the Native Americans for fur was their dominant interest.  This
had one long lasting effect: relations between the French and the native inhabitants of
North America were generally more positive than was true of  the Spanish, interested
in gold and conversion, and the English whose desire for land baffled and enraged the
tribes.

Guillaume De L’Isle (1675-1726) was one of  France’s greatest cartographers, and his
1703 map of  North and Central America was groundbreaking.  It incorporated
reports by the explorers LaSalle, Jolliet and Marquette.  It was the first map to
describe the entire course of  the Mississippi and to locate it with a fair degree of
accuracy.  It was also the most accurate map of  the gulf  coast up until that time; one
scholar has called it the “only reliable map” of  that region. The map also
acknowledged the extensive native population throughout the middle of  the continent,
with tribal names and villages scattered throughout the map.

When the map was published in 1703 France and Spain were allies in the War of  the
Spanish Succession against England, Austria and the United Provinces of  the
Netherlands.   Such alliances were ones of  expediency, and all of  the parties continued
to assert contrary claims in North America.  Some of  the representations De L’Isle
made  in his map may have been irksome to the Spanish. He followed Dutch and
Italian cartographers from the 17th century in reserving the name “New Spain” only
for what is now Mexico and Central America; farther north, the territory was more
ambiguously called “New Mexico.” In the east and the Gulf  Coast, he simply ignored
the long history of  Spanish control of  Florida, essentially claiming “Floride” for
France. At least the two allies would have agreed with the treatment afforded the
English colonies: although the borders are ambiguous on the map, the Carolinas and



all of  the lands east of  the Appalachian Mountains below Virginia appear to belong to
France.

De L’Isle ranks among the great cartographers in European history, as one of  the
leading contributors to the shift of  cartography from its historical and religious roots
to a new form based on science. He was famous for incorporating astronomical data
into his maps, based in part on his relationship with early scientists like Giovanni
Domenico Cassini.  His maps set new standards of  accuracy for latitude, and his
explorations of  longitude based on the position of  Jupiter’s moons made him much
imitated by his peers.

De L’Isle was also closely connected with the French royal court, having been named
by Louis XIV as one of  his Royal Geographers.  He also counted among his patrons
Louis Phelypeaux de Pontchartrain and his nephew the Comte de Maurepas, who
were instrumental in asserting French claims in North America designed to restrict
English and Spanish expansion there.  Those relationships had a powerful effect on
De L’Isle’s cartography, which in turn influenced historic events on both sides of  the
Atlantic.



Nicolas DE FER (1646-1720)
Partie Meridionale de la Riviere de Missipi, et ses environs, dans l’Amerique Septentrionale. Mis au
jour par N. De Fer. Geographe de sa Majeste Catolique 1718.
Copper plate engraving
Paris, 1718
Cummings 169C – with Bernard imprint
Sheet size: 21 ¾ x 30 3/8 inches; Frame size: 31 x 39 1/2 inches
$18,000

De Fer's map turned the promise of  Louisiana into the Mississippi Bubble,
nearly ruining France

French interest in North America was the basis for one of  the most remarkable events
in history: the “Mississippi Bubble.”  Promoted by the Scottish gambler and financier



John Law, the Compagnie d’Occident or Company of  the West promised great riches
from the development of  France’s North American possessions. The scheme
contemplated the crown owning almost half  of  the stock in the Company, which
would benefit from the increase in value of  the shares once they were offered for sale.
This was attractive to the French government.   The costs of  fighting the War of  the
Spanish Succession had left France deeply in debt, and the political scene was
uncertain,  since the nation was ruled by a regent in the stead of  the 5 year old Louis
XV.

In 1717 the Company of  the West was granted a monopoly on trade with North
America.  The potential value of  this trade was wildly inflated by almost everyone
involved.  The Company also took on the management of  the government’s debt
independent of  the colonies, and pioneered the use of  paper money.  At one point,
Law and his company virtually controlled the French economy.  The frenzied
speculation in the company’s stock, and the inevitable crash that occurred in 1721,
hobbled France’s economic development for years.

Most investors in what came to be called the Mississippi Company hardly knew where
its lands were, and knew little about what was to be found there.  To remedy this Law
commissioned a map from Nicolas de Fer, and published it in the prospectus for
company shares in 1715.  The map was reissued as a separate sheet in 1718 of  which
this is an example. The map is embellished with icons of  prosperity like crops,
settlements, native towns and cities, roadways (many of  which did not exist) and other
indicia of  wealth to be made.  The map was not just propaganda, however; it was the
first to incorporate the explorations of  the missionary Francoise Le Maire along the
Gulf  Coast.  It was also the most detailed published map describing Spanish
settlements in the west.  This data was widely copied by other mapmakers, including
Henry Popple of  England for his famous map of  North America.



Guillaume DE L’ISLE (1675-1726)
Carte du Louisiane et du Cours odu Mississippi Dressee sur un grand nombre de
Moemoiresentrautres sur ceuz de mr le Maire Par Guillaume Del'Isle...1718
Copper plate engraving with original outline color
First edition, first impression
Paris, 1718
Sheet size: 21 1/2 x 29 inches; Frame size: 32 7/8 x 403/8 inches
$18,000

Louisiana at its greatest extent: De L'Isle's map displayed the breadth of
French ambition in North America while making a giant leap in accuracy

France in 1718 was gripped by a fever of  speculation in the stock of  the Company of
the West.  It was also adapting to the consequences of  the Treaties of  Utrecht, which



ended the War of  the Spanish Succession. Those treaties had several effects in North
America, none of  them positive for France.  It lost properties in the northeast part of
Canada to the English, including Newfoundland and the Hudson Bay.  But perhaps
more importantly, the treaties recognized British sovereignty over the Iroquois, the
most powerful native tribe east of  the Mississippi, and they granted the English the
right to trade with tribes in the interior of  the continent.

Despite these developments, the French government continued to express optimism
about its domination of  North America.  This was motivated in part by the ongoing
geopolitical competition among the European powers, and also by the need to
support the stock price of  the Mississippi Company.  As geographer to the King and
also, by this time, an actual pensioner of  the government, De L’Isle was in a perfect
position to make the government’s case.  He did so with what was to become one of
the most influential maps in American history.

De L’Isle’s 1718 map of  the course of  the Mississippi graphically represents the
maximum extent of  French territorial ambitions in North America.  De L’Isle omits
the newly lost properties in Canada, and also the extensive Spanish claims to the west
of  the Rocky Mountains.  The resulting map, with pleasing symmetry, centers on the
Mississippi River and its multitude of  tributaries.  Those tributaries extend indefinitely
to the west, and almost to New England in the east. Never had La Salle’s claims had
more impact than as shown on this map, but De L’Isle bolstered the hydrological
argument with historical ones.  Old forts, the routes of  French explorers, French
names given to rivers and other features, even a notation suggesting that the Carolinas
were named for Charles IX all lent credence to the map’s argument.  The interests of
France’s competitors were greatly diminished.  English colonies were compressed into
a small area north of  the Carolinas and east of  the Allegheny Mountains.  Spanish
claims were pushed to the West of  current Texas and far south of  modern New
Mexico. In De L'Isle's map,  North America is almost completely French.

The map also advertised the riches that would likely come from the development of
French lands in the continent.  Numerous mines were noted, which for Europeans
drew immediate parallels with Spain’s fabulously lucrative conquests in the south.
Significant native populations would lead French readers to assume a steady supply of



labor would be available in the new land.  Where the tribes had expressed a conflict
with other European powers, they were specifically identified.

Curiously, the first state of  the map as here omitted New Orleans.  That city was
formally established in the year of  the map’s publication, and the capital of  French
Louisiana was relocated there from Mobile the same year.  De L'Isle promptly
corrected his oversight, issuing a second state of  the map with New Orleans added.

The map satisfied both the geopolitical desires of  De L’Isle’s patrons and the
enthusiasm of  the company’s directors and investors.  It was also the most accurate
map of  North America made up to that time.  Modern studies, for example, place the
cities along the eastern seaboard on the map no more than 27 miles from their actual
locations.  In one important respect, however, the map erred: the Mississippi River is
placed about 100 miles too far west.  This error had repercussions for generations to
come.



After Jean-Baptiste Bénard de LA HARPE (1683-1756)
Carte nouvelle de la partie de l'Ouest de la Loüisianne faitte sur les observations, recherches, et
decouvertes de Mr Benard de la Harpel'vn des Commandants au d(it) Paÿs
Manuscript map in ink and watercolor of  the southern portion of  North America and
northern Mexico
Paris: Dépôt des cartes et plans de la Marine, 1722
Sheet size: 22 5/8 x 36 3/4 inches; Frame size: 31 3/4 x 45 3/4 inches
$1,200,000

La Harpe pressed French claims in the west and created the finest map of  that
region made up to that time.

De L'Isle's aggressive claims notwithstanding, the Spanish continued to dominate the
vast area to the west of  the Sabine River. French policy was to explore the area from
its bases in Mobile and New Orleans, establish trading posts where possible and
enhance trade with the tribes, all without unduly provoking Spain. .Among the
explorers that turned this policy into action was an adventurous former soldier named
Bernard de laHarpe.



A veteran of  the War of  the Spanish Succession who lived and married well in Peru,
La Harpe arrived in New Orleans in 1718 with an ambiguous set of  instructions from
Paris.  The governor of  Louisiana Jean Baptiste de Bienville, charged him with
establishing a French presence in the areas between the Red and Arkansas River and
to make contact with Native Americans. He took with him a letter from Bienville
addressed to the Spanish governor of  Texas, expressing the benign intentions of  the
expedition and suggesting somewhat unrealistically that the French and Spanish could
do business with one another. He built a trading post near present day Texarkana.
Later, in 1721, he traveled to a establish French presence on the western Gulf  coast
and then up the Mississippi and Arkansas Rivers, where he is credited with founding
Little Rock.

Despite La Harpe's efforts, France was unable to overcome the already established
Spanish influence in the Southwest. The difficulty was summed up in an exchange of
letters between LaHarpe and the Spanish Governor of  Texas.  Responding to
Bienville's letter, the Spaniard conceded his instructions were to "maintain a good
union with the French of  Louisiana"  but he then accused La Harpe of  encroaching
on what was clearly Spanish territory by contacting the tribes near modern day
Texarcana, Texas.  He threatened to take action if  his instructions were not followed.
In response, La Harpe asserted that Texas was in fact French as a result of  LaSalle's
expedition.  The Spanish response, if  any, is unknown.

The situation was made more complicated when the War of  the Quadruple Alliance
broke out in Europe, pitting France against Spain over territories in Sicily and
Sardinia.  The issues in that conflict did not involve North America directly, but the
state of  war made La Harpe's mission to trade in the Spanish controlled region more
difficult.It speaks volumes to note that one of  La Harpe's final official actions in the
New World was overseeing the transfer of  Pensacola, Florida, to the Spanish.

La Harpe kept a detailed account of  his travels, including geographical notes and
sketches that could be used to create a map. Unfortunately, his original materials are
now lost. However, there survive two manuscript maps prepared by the French
Hydrographic Office based on his notes and sketches.  One is at the Bibliotheque



Nationale de France, which is attributed to Jean Baptieste Bourguignon d’Anville.
The present example is the other.

The relationship between La Harpe’s original work and this map is uncertain.  Certain
points appear on this map that are not on the BnF example, and vice versa, so both
appear to be independent copies.  This one extends further east than the BnF copy,
which ends before Florida.  On the other hand, the BnF copy extends further north
and west.

La Harpe's expedition took nearly four years.  His travels, which are outlined on the
map, including areas that would become Texas, Oklahoma, and Arkansas. While trying
to establish a French presence in the region, La Harpe met with many Native
American peoples, including Wichita, Tawakoni, Apache, and Quapaw, and established
several trading posts. His mapping of  Galveston Island and Galveston Bay was one
the most significant of  his many achievements.

The map goes beyond the area explored by La Harpe, extending westward as far as
California.  It designates Spanish settlements in Sonora and Baja California, as well as
Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. Locations are also provided for villages of  Christian
and friendly Indians, silver mines, capitals or Presidios, and ancient ruins. This was the
most complete graphic account yet made of  the Native American presence in western
North America, and far exceeded in detail and in accuracy any map published in
France in the era.  By drawing so deeply from the knowledge of  the indigenous people
to the west, the map reflects an important cartographic cross cultural encounter.

From the collection of  the late great cartographic historian Dr. Seymour I. Schwartz
(his sale, Sotheby’s New York, 28 June 2018, Lot 145).



Carlos Lujan y Augustin Lopez de la Camara Alta
Plano de la Plaza de Veracruz su Castillo de S. Juan de Ullua…
Ink, watercolor and gouache on paper
Signed and dated by the maker
Veracruz, 1763

A superb manuscript map of Vera Cruz, Spain's port for the export of
Mexican silver and the reason it needed to control the Gulf Coast.

While the English sought to colonize, and the French looked to trade, the Spanish
in New Spain mined for precious metals, particularly silver.  Mexico’s silver mines
were second only to the almost mythical “silver mountain” at Potosi in Peru.  From
the early 16th century onward, the Spanish found and mined silver in dozens of
places, with principal mines being in Taxco, Zacatecas, Guanajuato, San Luis
Potosi, and Monterrey.  This flood of silver required security and transport.  Some
of it left Mexico’s Pacific port of Acapulco for Manila, where it financed the
acquisition of silks, spices and other goods desired back in Europe.  The rest left
from the Caribbean port of Vera Cruz, where galleons picked up the silver, sailed
to Havana for refitting, then convoyed across the Atlantic home to Spain.



Whatever the current state of alliances might have been in Europe during the
tumultuous 18th century, all of the major powers engaged in some form of piracy
directed at the Spanish treasure ships.  English privateers were notorious among
the Spanish for plundering the ships even before they left port.  For that reason,
Spain spent large sums of money to fortify its ports, including that at Vera Cruz.

Augustín López de la Cámara Alta (d. 7 June 1763) rose to the rank of colonel
chief engineer at Veracruz after military training in Cádiz. By 1752 he was posted
to Mexico under the command of the Marques de las Amarillas, New Spain’s
Viceroy. In 1755, with the assistance of Carlos Luján, he drew a plan --now in the
Mapoteca Manuel Orozco y Berra -- of the square of Veracruz along with its castle
(San Juan de Ulúa).

Through the 1750's and into the 1760's  the threat from English pirates grew, so in
1763 López de la Cámara Alta created the plan in this exhibition to include new
construction intended to counter that threat.  The most notable difference is labeled
A ("Plaza y puerta de la veracruz con sumuellenuebamenteredificado" (Square and
gate of Veracruz with its newly rebuilt pier)), with the square in the extreme
northwest of the fortification highlighted in a yellow wash. The present map also
extends considerably further southeast, showing a structure emanating from the
city SSE. Some structures in the 1755 plan are absent in 1763, notably the wood
warehouses by the castle, which presumably burnt down.

By 1763 the Viceroy had been replaced by the Marques de Cruillas, to whom
Lopez de la Camara Alta dedicated this plan.  The size and unusually fine color
reflects the importance of the plan’s recipient.  However, Lopez de la Camara
Altadid not live to see his project realized, as he died about six weeks after the date
on the plan.



Thomas Jeffreys (c. 1719-1771)
The Western Coast of Louisiana and the Coast of New Leon
From the “West India Atlas”
Copper plate engraving with original hand color
London: Robert Sayer, 1775

England's expert on North America published the first map to focus on the
Texas coast, while tempting English seamen with the capture of Spanish silver



Thomas Jeffreys was England’s expert on the geography of North America during
the mid-eighteenth century.  Like De L’Isle a generation before him in France,
Jeffreys used his close contacts with the British crown (he was Geographer to
Frederick Prince of Wales and later to King George III) to create and sell maps and
atlases that reflected English objectives.  He was active during the period of
tension that resulted in the Seven Years’ War, as well as the American Revolution.
His monumental atlas of North America was a best seller, making important
contributions to the cartography of the continent.

Beginning in the 1750’s and continuing for over a decade until his death, Jeffreys
worked to create the definitive marine atlas of the West Indies. The result,
published posthumously, consisted of 39 magnificently detailed maps and charts,
built carefully on Dutch and Spanish sources, updated with the latest astronomical
observations.  One such chart depicted the gulf coast, from present day Vermillion
Bay, Louisiana in the northeast down to South Padre Island in modern Texas.  This
was the first published map to focus on the Texas coastline.  Prominent on the map
is a line of ships, representing the Spanish Flota – the flotilla of treasure ships that
carried silver from Vera Cruz to Havana and on to Spain.  Sailors of all nations,
operating as privateers under Letters of Marque, watched the passage of such
Spanish treasure ships with strong and avaricious interest.



Mitchell's monumental map both depicted and influenced the shaping of
North America from the French and Indian War through American
independence.

During the first half  of  the 18th Century France's conflict with England east of  the
Mississippi escalated rapidly.  Maps like De L'Isle's 1718 map, and counter arguments
by English mapmakers like Herman Moll, added to the tension.  In 1756 war between
the two nations broke out.  The Seven Years War, called the French and Indian War in
America, was global but the real prize was the Ohio Valley and the lands to the west
of  the Appalachians.  The essentials of  the conflict are seen in two editions of  what
has been called the "Most Important Map in American History," John Mitchell's Map
of  the British and French Dominions in North America.

The first edition of  Mitchell's map was published in London in 1755, on the eve of  the
war.  The map graphically presented the threat England perceived from French
activity in the fertile lands between the mountains and the Mississippi.  One subtle



way Mitchell did this was to extend the name of  French "Louisiana" east across the
Mississippi, a geopolitical statement unlikely to be missed by his English audience.
Echoing De L'Isle's technique four decades earlier, Mitchell bolstered his case for
English ownership by identifying the valuable resources that lay in the disputed
territories ("a country full of  mines" for example) and by including historical
references supporting England's territorial claims south of  Virginia and west of  the
mountains.

The map was also filled with the names of  over forty native American tribes, with the
Iroquois highlighted in large letters across several English colonies.  The “Six
Nations” federation was by far the most powerful native tribe east of  the Mississippi,
and Mitchell’s map recognized their importance in the context of  the English and
French conflict.

When war broke out, many of  the most powerful native tribes sided with the French.
However, in 1758 a large contingent including many of  the Iroquois switched sides in
favor of  the English.  Seeing the possibility of  an English victory, in 1762 France
transferred  Louisiana to Spain in order to keep it out of  English hands.  A secret
treaty permitted France to reacquire the lands if  it chose to do so.

The English prevailed in the war, and the Treaty of  Paris in 1763 reshaped ownership
of  the continent.  France lost all of  its territorial claims east of  the Mississippi.  Spain’s
interest in Louisiana west of  the Mississippi plus New Orleanswas conceded by the
English, but it gave up Florida, which the English divided into two parts: East Florida
(east of  the Apalachicola  River) and West Florida, which included Spanish Florida
west of  the river plus some parts of  modern day Louisiana, Mississippi and Alabama.

Following the British victory, relations between the crown and English colonists in
North America deteriorated.  One source was the English King's decree in 1763
prohibiting colonists from acquiring land from the Native American tribes. Although
widely ignored, this decree was one reason that the American revolution was led by
the colonial elite, who were frustrated in their attempts to expand to the west.

American victory in the revolution was memorialized in the Treaty of  Paris of  1783.
Britain retained its Canadian possessions but the rest of  the continent east of  the



Mississippi and north of  Florida formed the United States.   The treaty was negotiated
using the third edition of  Mitchell's map, an example of  which is in this exhibition.
The negotiated border running through the center of  Lake Ontario is painted on the
map; the line was engraved for the publication of  the subsequent edition.

During the war, Spain had attacked and taken West Florida from the British.  Under
the treaty, Spain was given East Florida in return for Britain keeping Gibraltar.  With
this acquisition, Spain at least nominally extended its empire from the Pacific Ocean
through New Spain and New Mexico, through Louisiana and into Florida – from
coast to coast!



Anonymous [Nicolas de Finiels?]
Plano de Una Parte de la Provincia de la Luisiana y de Otra de la Florida Occidental y de la
Provincia de Texas [Map of  a part of  the Province of  Louisiana and the other of  West Florida and
the Province of  Texas]
Ink and watercolor wash on paper. Two sheets joined, float mounted and framed
watermarked "Whatman 1794" and with their fleur-de-lis
C. 1803-1806
Sheet size: 214/8 x 412/8 inches; Frame size: 32 3/4 x 51 3/4 inches
$375,000

The Louisiana Purchase left confusion on many borders, including those of
Texas, Louisiana, West Florida and the Mississippi Territory as displayed in
this unique manuscript map.

The Treaty of  Paris of  1783 gave the new United States tall of  Britain’s territory below
Canada west of  the Allegheny Mountains and east of  the Mississippi, other than West
Florida and East Florida.  It was apparent to the new nation’s leaders that free transit
of  the Mississippi River through New Orleans to the Gulf  of  Mexico was of  critical
importance for the future of  its western lands.   In 1795 the Treaty of  San Lorenzo (or



Pinckney’s Treaty)with Spain gave Americans the right to deposit goods duty free in
New Orleans for transit up and down the river, renewable every three years. The
treaty also fixed the southern boundary between the United States and West Florida at
the 31st Parallel.  This finally resolved Spanish claims that extended as far north as
Natchez.

In 1800 Napoleon persuaded Spain tothe retrocession of  Louisiana to France under
the treaty of  1762.  The parties kept the transfer secret, and Spain continued to
administer the territory. When President Thomas Jefferson learned of  the transfer, he
feared that France would not honor the right of  deposit for American goods.  He
instructed his envoy in Paris to negotiate the purchase of  New Orleans from France,
or in the alternative to obtain a permanent right of  deposit there.  No such deal was
reached.

In 1802 the Spanish themselves rescinded the right of  deposit, blaming the closure on
behavior by the “Kaintucks.” This caused a political crisis in the United States as
goods from the western territories could not be shipped through the city.  Jefferson
sent James Monroe to Paris to renew his offer to buy New Orleans.  Short of  funds to
pursue his pacification of  Dominica, Napoleon offered to sell all of  Louisiana to the
United States.  Jefferson agreed, and the purchase was consummated in two stages in
1803 and 1804.

The Louisiana Purchase was the largest single land acquisition in the nation’s history,
but the actual territory being conveyed was not clearly described in any agreement or
treaty.Thepurchase treaty itself  conveyed Louisiana to the United States “with the
same extent that it now has in the hands of  Spain, and that it had when France
possessed it, and as it should be after the treaties subsequently entered into between
Spain and other states.”  Since the treaty that transferred it from France to Spain did
not define the boundaries of  Louisiana, this left the matter ambiguous.  The reference
to subsequent treaties by Spain added a further ambiguity.  Napoleon has been
famously quoted as saying had the matter not been ambiguous, he would have made it
so, in order to avoid a conflict with Spain.  In any event, the ambiguity had
repercussions, both immediately and in the decades to follow.



One immediate point of  conflict was at the intersection of  Louisiana with West
Florida, Texas and the United States’ Mississippi Territory.The United States argued
that  West Florida had originally been part of  French Louisiana, and therefore it was
conveyed to France and then to the United States as part of  the purchase.  A similar
claim was made as to Texas, based on the historical disagreement between Spain and
France as to the western boundary of  Louisiana that was reflected in La Harpe’s
earlier correspondence.  Spanish, French and American interests were all in play, as
reflected by the beautiful and somewhat mysterious manuscript map of  “Part of  the
Province of  Louisiana, and part of  West Florida and the Province of  Texas” that is
included in this exhibition.

The mapmaker, date and purpose of  this map are speculative, but its title and content
offer some clues. The map was clearly drawn as Spain grappled with the consequences
of  what it viewed as Napoleon’s illegal conveyance to the United States. It argues in
graphic form for the identification of  two important borders: that between Spanish
West Florida and the United States, and that between Spanish Texas and the newly
American Louisiana Territory.

The eastern portion of  the map is quite detailed.  The 31st parallel is acknowledged as
the border between West Florida and the United States, as agreed in Pinckney’s Treaty.
West Florida is prominently identified as “Territorio del Dominio de S. M. pertenece a
la Florida” or Territory of  the Dominion of  His Majesty belonging to Florida, and the
boundary corresponds to what the Spanish administered as a district of  Baton Rouge
within their Province of  West Florida. The region to the north and east of  the
Mississippi is simply labeled “Territorio Americano” or American Territory. Notably,
no Spanish or Native American settlements are identified in the American lands. A
fort (“Fuerte Americano”) appears just within the territory east of  the river.
Construction of  what came to be named Fort Adams commenced in 1798, as the
formal survey of  the 31st parallel was being made. It played an important role in 1802
as the site of  a conference between Americans and the Choctaw tribe for the
construction of  what became the Natchez Trace.  All of  these elements in the map
appear to be intended to argue that American claims were limited to above the 31st

parallel.



To the west the map's subject turns to the border between Texas and Louisiana. The
border line on the mapfollows the Sabine River north and then displays a prominent
triangular diversion to the east of  the river, with the settlement of  Adais (Los Adaes)
at the point.  Los Adaes was settled in 1716 to offset French settlement in
Natchitoches.  Its first appearance on a map was in De L’Isle’s 1718 map of  the course
of  the Mississippi.  It was the colonial capital of  Spanish Texas until 1770, when the
capital was moved to San Antonio.  A mix of  Spaniards, French and Native Americans
continued to live there as this map was drawn.  Significantly, the only road marked on
the map is the one from Los Adaes to San Antonio, reinforcing Spain’s claim to the
settlement.

While the United States continued to assert that Louisiana extended all the way to the
Rio Grande River, negotiations focused on the Sabine, which would place Texas
within Spanish Mexico.  Spain argued that the border was father east yet – following a
small stream or Arroyo Hondo in modern day Louisiana.  Under that interpretation,
Los Adaes would be in Texas, even though it was on the east side of  the Sabine. Both
the United States and Spain sent troops to the area, but in 1806 the two commanders
agreed that the property between the two lines would remain “neutral ground” until a
diplomatic solution could be found. The Arroyo Hondo does not appear on this map,
but the triangular area with Los Adeas at its point is squarely within the Neutral
Ground.   The deviation of  the border east of  the Sabine on this map might reflect a
proposal to resolve the issue.  If  so, it was not successful.  Spain and the United States
broke off  diplomatic relations in from October 1805 to October 1806, and it took
until the Adams Onis Treaty in 1819 before the issue was finally resolved. In that
treaty the border did not deviate east of  the Sabine River.

From the Sabine border the map extends west as far as San Antonio.  Most of  the
principal rivers in Texas, from the Sabine to the San Marcos, appear on the map,
linked by the road.  Other than the mouth of  the Mississippi, however, the map does
not show the connection of  any of  those rivers to the Gulf  of  Mexico.  The
description of  Texas, with its emphasis on its rivers, may have been to highlight the
value of  the region for Spanish settlement, and as a buffer between the United States
and the riches of  Mexico.



The quality of  the map’s execution, the expensive English paper on which it was
drawn, and the large scale all suggest the map was made for a person of  importance or
influence.  It may have been prepared for the Marques de Casa Calvo, a former
Spanish military governor of  Louisiana who was appointed a commissioner to assist in
the retrocession to France.  Between 1804 and 1806, even after the establishment of
the American regime in Louisiana, he led a major expedition to explore, research and
ultimately define a western border of  Louisiana and the eastern border of  Texas.  Casa
Calvo’s principal deputy described a sketch based on a Spanish chart that included
boundary lines exactly as depicted here.  Among Casa Calvo’s experts was the French
engineer Nicolas de Finiels.  Finiels delivered a detailed report to Luis de Onis, who
subsequently negotiated the Adams Onis treaty.  That report included discussions of
both of  the highlighted border areas drawn on this map.  Indeed, this map may have
been made by Finiels as an aid to discussing the issues with his superiors, including
Casa Calvo or even Onis.

More scholarship may finally ascertain the author and precise date of  this map.  In the
meantime, it stands as a unique artifact of  a time of  dramatic and historic change.



Barthelemy LAFON (1769-1820)
Carte Generale du Territoire D'Orléans Comprenant auffi la Floride Occidentale et une Portion du
Territoire du Mississippi...
Copper plate engraved map in four sections
Paris: Charles Piquet, 1806; William Harrison, engraver
Watermark of  Thomas Amies, Mill Creek Lower Marion, PA
Sheet size: 33 3/4 x 49 inches; Frame size: 40 3/8 1/2 x 56 5/8 inches
$450,000

La Fon's magnificent survey map was the first to accurately depict the Orleans
Territory following the Louisiana Purchase.

Louisiana was divided into two parts once it was formally acquired by the United
States.  The District of  Louisiana consisted of  the lands acquired from France in the
Lousiana Purchase that lay above the 33rd parallel. Its eastern border was the



Mississippi River, but its northern and western boundaries remained undetermined.
Its first governor, Merriwether Lewis, served in St. Louis.

The southern portion of  the purchase was denominated the Orleans Territory.  It was
to be governed from new Orleans.  At Thomas Jefferson’s request, his friend and
former governor of  the Mississippi Territory William Charles Cole Claiborne agreed
to serve as its first governor.

Among Claiborne’s first acts was to respond to a request from the president for the
best map available of  the new territory.  His inquiries in New Orleans caused him to
respond with regret that “there are I believe (no maps of  Louisiana) extant that can be
depended upon …”.  His search for a solution led him to one of  the most interesting
characters in a city known for remarkable men: the French born engineer and
surveyor Barthelemy Lafon.

Lafon’s early life is unknown.  He was born in France and arrived in New Orleans in
about 1789.  His intelligence and ambition were a perfect fit for the challenges of
working in New Orleans.  The city was growing at a tremendous rate,  but fires,
floods, substandard construction, high material costs, the native heat and humidity,
rampant disease and confusing or unenforced codes added an element of  chaos to
that growth.  Crime, organized violence by filibusters and ordinary criminals, and lax
law enforcement were also constraints on regular development.  And finally, political
uncertainty played a role.  Despite these obstacles, Lafon became one of  the most
successful architects and city planners in Louisiana.  He is credited for numerous
houses in New Orleans, as well as public works projects throughout the Parish. He
served as the Deputy Surveyor for Orleans Paris from 1805 to 1809, a position that
had significant power over development.

In need of  a map, Governor Clairbourne enlisted Lafon to survey as much of  the
Orleans Territory as was feasible.  The result was a detailed map covering
south from Lake Bistineau and the Red River in the North to Western Florida and
Bon Secour Bay in the Southeast.  Lafon's map ranks as the first comprehensive
survey of  Louisiana and its adjacent regions. Lafon based his large-scale map on
surveys conducted between 1797 and 1805, many of  which had been made to plot the
location of  the 31st parallel. A legend summarizes the observations of  astronomers



Jose Joaquin de Ferrer, William Dunbar, and George Hunter who list the coordinates
for 21 towns, forts, and topographical reference points. As pointed out by Ehrenberg
(2003) the forested regions north of  the Red River allude to their Spanish and Indian
heritage.

Lafon avoided the political ramifications of  mapping the western border, placing the
title cartouche over the “Neutral Ground” west of  the Mississippi claimed by both the
United States and Spain.

No lesser authority than Alexander von Humboldt praised Lafon’s map, writing in his
'Essai Politique Sur le Royaume de la Nouvelle-Espagne'  that Lafon was  a
cartographer whose work sheds new light on these (unknown) regions. The map
gained wide notice, as indicated by the 1805 issue of  the National Intelligencer and
'Washington Advertiser': The author (Lafon) has described the counties of  the
territory according to the new plan of  division, which he has executed himself, by
order of  the legislature, he lays down the latitude and longitude of  the principal points.
And to render it useful to mariners, he has laid down the soundings along the coast to
the Gulph (sic) of  Mexico.”

.. The map proved so important that a copy was sent to the postmaster general,
illustrating a proposed mail route from Fort Stoddart to New Orleans.

An earlier map of  Louisiana by Barthélémy Lafon appears to be lost. His Carte
Générale, however, remains a foundational document in the history of  the
development of  national cartography and three copies are preserved at the Library of
Congress. REFERENCES: Barker: Old Mills of  Mill Creek, Lower Merion;
Ehrenberg, in Lemmon/Magill/Wiese: Chartering Louisiana; Gravell/Miller: A
Catalogue of  American Watermarks; Ristow: American Maps and Mapmakers.



William DARBY (b. 1775)
A Map of  the State of  Louisiana with Part of  the Mississippi Territory from Actual Survey
Engraved map with original hand outline color
Philadelphia: John Melish, 1816 (State 2)
$75,000

Darby's map was the first and best map to depict the State of  Louisiana, the
18th state admitted to the Union.

La Fon's map was the first to accurately depict Eastern Louisiana and the region to
the east, but his map omitted the southwestern border.  This may have been because
of  the delicate political situation, or merely because data was not available to him.  In
any event, an obvious need existed for a map of  the region.



Interest in such a map increased in 1810 when the citizens of  the "Florida Parishes"
rebelled against Spain's rule and declared themselves an independent republic.  This
was a short lived venture, and less than three months later the United States annexed
that part of  West Florida and added it to the Orleans Territory. At the same time,
there was political pressure to admit the new territory as a state.

William Darby was a deputy surveyor for the Federal Land Office for western
Louisiana.  He decided that his familiarity with the region made him the right person
to finally map it, which he did as a private citizen between 1811 and 1814.  One of  his
major contributions came late in 1812, with the first accurate survey of  the Sabine
River, from its mouth to 32 degrees north latitude, or the original line established by
the Adams Onis Treaty. As Darby completed his survey, Louisiana was admitted to be
the 18th State in the Union..

Darby completed his map in 1814, but the war with England interrupted his
publication  plans.  He volunteered to serve with Andrew Jackson as a topographer in
and around New Orleans.  He gave Jackson a copy of  his manuscript map, which the
General used in the famous defense of  the city.  Jackson wrote a strong
recommendation to Darby for his work.

In 1815 Darby met with the Philadelphia mapmaker and publisher John Melish.
Melish agreed to publish Darby's map and a book to go with it.  One condition was
that Melish be allowed to use Darby's map in Melish's own map of  the United States.
Melish had published such a map in 1813, but his 1816 map was a major upgrade, and
went on to become one of  the most important maps in American history.  The
portion of  the map that depicts Louisiana is based  almost entirely on Darby's work,
although Melish apparently saw no need to credit Darby for his contribution. Darby's
own map went through four editions, and was issued in London by John Arrow smith.
As such, it was the seminal map of  Louisiana on its admission into the United States.


