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pany's pipelines. Store rents and housing costs escalated under the infla­
tionalY demand of citizens competing for scarce office space and dwellings 
in neighborhoods with accessibility to the water supply. The high prices 
of office units and warehouses increased the operating costs of local mer­
chants and pllt them at a further disadvantage in competition with North­
ern and SOllthem traders. 

Besides onerous 6re illsurance costs, New Orleans merchants feh the 
sting of heavy insurance premiums levied on goods entering the port by 
the water traille. Merehants were at the mercy of a Board of Insurance 
Pndef\\'fiters which held a near monopoly of the city's financial position 
by charging higher shipping insufanee rates than had prevailed in an 
earlit:'r competitive atmosphere. 15 Anxiolls to safeguard their monopoly, 
members of the insuranee syndicate lobbied for the passage of a bill in the 
Louisiana legislature whieh imposed stiff taxes on out-of-state insuranee 
nrms. 

The cumulative impaet of the long-term barriers against New Orleans' 
eommercial growth beeame apparent in 1851 when the dty's Midwestern 
trade declined precipitously. Compared to the 1848-1849 farm receipts of 
Upper Mississippi River goods, the 1850-1851 business year saw a 25% 
deerease in flour; a 28% decline in beef; a 31% reduetion in bacon; a 41% 
contraetion in lard; a 54% decline in com; and a 59% deerease in pork. 16 

To make matters worse, New Orleans cotton buyers, in their anxiety to 
retain control over this Southern stapIe , overspeeulated in the cotton 
crop. Operating under the false belief that the cotton harvest would be 
unusually small as a resuh of drought and exeessive heat, merehants paid 
top prices to growers in advance to comer the cotton crop. The eonfident 
smiles on the faces of New Orleans traders turned to despair upon the 
discovery that the South was bringing in a bumper crop-2,350,ooO 
bales, an increase of 250,000 over the previous season. 17 The price of 
eotton fell precipitously from 13lfz cents in January 1851 to 6% eents in 
August. The New Orleans Price Current reported that the reduction in 
cotton priees had touehed off"a reaction more disastrous than any that has 
occurred in the cotton trade sinee 1825,"18 

THE NEW ORLEANS ANNEXATION COMMITIEES 

The 1851 economic downswing facilitated López' efforts to solicit funds .	 . 
15 New Orleans Commercial BuUetin, May 3, 1855; New Orleans Daily Crescent, January 

2I:l and March 14-16, 1859; DeBow's Review, IX (August, 1850), 240. 
16New York Times, January 31, 1852. 
17 New Orleans Price Current, September 1, 1851; New Orleans Louísíana Courier, April 

26.	 1851; DeBow's Rel1iew, XVIll (March, 1855), 383.
 
18 [bid. ,
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S~Ltb.r~~'
and recruit committeemen among New OrIeans !rusiness leaers. ~ring~ 
1851 López lived in the home ol Laurence J. Sigur, who sold his owner-~ 1 
ship oC a local newspaper to raise $40,000 for a sh' to car ,the Ló JeZ 004__ 

.expe ition, T roug Sigur, López en iste the support of local merchants ~. 
by pointin~ out the salutary benefits that the New Orleans economy 
would derive from the acquisition of Cuba. Heavy taxes under Spanish
 
rule prevented American merchants from developing strong trade pat­
terns with the island. Mter suffering a disastrous decline in the spring of
 
1851, Midwestern merchants in New OrIeans were particularIy eager to
 
support any attempt to open IIp the Cuban marketplace to American
 
goods. During the three years hetween lR4R and 1850, only 2.4% of the
 
f10llr and 8% of the meat irnported by Cuha carne from the lJnited
 

19States. Merchants in Spain easily captured the Cuhan flour market hom 
American competitors, because of a discriminatory duty system which 
placed a $10.31 surcharge on each American barre! of flour, but only a 
$2.52 tax on every Spanish barre!. One American journalist, familiar with 
Cuba's economy, assert~d that the American annexation of Cuba would 
increase the annllal tradd of New Orleans by twenty-five million dollars.20 
The lure of new Cuba~ rnarkets offered New Orleans businessmen a 
chance to repIace the loss of traditional Midwestern and Southern trade 
·ties. The acqllisition of Cuba was even more appealing to business lead­
-ers, when they considered that outfitting the López expedition would 
prove much cheaper than the construction of Texas and Tennessee rail-
mads. 

In analyzing the 1851 López sllpporters, we should distinguish be­

tween lOen enlisting in the López arrnyand those serving on his New
 
Orleans speaking and fund-raising committees. Only a small number of
 
New Orleans clerks, customhouse employees, and artisans foughtin­

Cuba at López' sirle. The vast majority oC his military personnel were
 
:professional foreign soldiers. sons of Southem,Qlanters, a!:1.!!.young clerks 
(rolO other cities. 21 After resigning his New OrIeans customhouse post for 
.a military command in López expeditionary forces, WiIliam L. Critten­
den attracted volunteers to the López cause in Southem and Midwestem 
towns by promising young recruits Cuban sugar plantations and fabulous 
cash bonuses. Crittenden knew the appeal of his inducements among an 
audience composed of numerous young clerks already disenchanted with 
their jobs' low salaries and heavy work schedules. Crittenden's speeches 
also struck a responsive chord among the sons of Southern planters who 

19 New York Times, May 23, 1854.
 
20 [bid.; New Orleans Louisiana Courier, Seplember 3 and 6, 1854.
 
21 Daily Cincí"nati Cornmercíal, August 4, 1851; Cincinnati Daily Cazette, Seplemher 3,
 

1851. 
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faced the increasingly difficult task of acquiring farms, as inflation rapidly 
increa~ed the price of land and slaves. 22 

The hope of great wealth and rapid social mobility also influenced the 
per~onal decisions of New Orleans citizens serving on the annexation 
committees. Forever on the lookout for a chance to rise in the city's 
hierarchy, la\\'Yers and journalists vied with one another in securing 
prominent places on these committees. In fact, sixteen la'"'Yers and four 

.I·~ joumalists composed the majority of thirty professional men on the an­
,,6 """"" .. .

pexation panels. (See Tahle l.) Few attorneys stood any chance ofbreak­
ing into the elite rank of the New Orleans legal fratemity. Thirty lawyers 
received two-thirds of the city's legal trade, while three or four hundred 
othcr attorneys scrambled after the remaining one-third. 23 López' prom­
ise of Cuban plantations and cash rewards was an opportunity that many 
young and middle-aged lawyers, stuck in the mire of the local legal pro­
fession, could ill afford to ignore. 

Lawyers were not alone in suffering bruises in the search for wealth and 
fame. Many journalists must have second-guessed their decision to enter 
the extremely competitive newspaper industry. 'High failure rates among 
new~papersand a constant turnover of their personnel produced scant job 
security for editors and reporters. The promise of Cuban sugar planta­
tions to newspapers supporting the López cause was prime reason why 
most New Orleans joumals decided to publish only favorable stories con­
cerning the 1851 Cuban invasion. Among the ardent supporters ?f the 

22 Louist)ille Daily Democrat, Allgust 25, 1851. 
23 lt is difficult to confinn the accuracy of newspaper c1aims regarding the surplus of 

attomeys in pre-Civil War New Orleans. Census materials tend to underestimate the 
numher of transient and less aHluent lawyers who entered and left the city. By ignoring this 
group of transient attomeys, census data depict a more prosperous legal community than 
probablyexisted. Despite this bias, an analysis of 170 lawyers Iisted in the 1850 city census 
suggests that li>pez' offer of lucrative cash bonuses and plantalions probably had appeal 
among lawyers, especialIy those men between the ages oftwenty-one and forty (see Tables 
III and IV). Lawyers in their twenHes generalIy did not own real estate and were not likely 
to sur>'Íve in the competilive environment among New Orleans Iawyers (only thirty percent 
remained in the city by 1860). Landless and having only a marginal chance of succeeding in 
the local bar establishment, these young attorneys were apt to seek their fortunes in the 
li>pez invasion of Cuba. Although lawyers in their thirties had a higher rate of geographical 
persistence than their younger associates (52% compared to 30%), this older group of 
attomeys sli\l encountered difficulty in acquiring real estate: 67% possessed no real estate. 
Among the sixteen Iawyers on the Cuban annexation committees, ten owned no real estate, 
according to the 1852 city tax records and the 1850 census. One aUomey possessed $1000 
worth of landed property, while four other men owned between $3,500 and $8,000 in real 
estate Only one attomey, Christian Roselius, had more than $8,000: he owned $100,000 in 
immovable property. Lóp~~o~oflarge Cuban plantations whetted the appe­
tite of rnany of these sixteen attomeys who had Iiule chance of rising from the ranks of 
non-properti ...d and smalllandowners to the elite c1ass of Christian Roselius ami other land 
barons. New Orleans Daily Orleanian, January 24, 1852 and Augllst S, 1856. 
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López mission, Durante Da Ponte skillfully used his position on the New 
Orleans Picayu~e to publish stories about the Cuban Creoles' desire for 
independence and the cruel behavior of the Spanish regime in Cuba.24 ~ 
Despite his prestigious job on the Picayune, this twenty-one-year-old 
editor was not aboye violating the law to supplement his income. AI-. , 
though owning less than a thousand dollars, Da Ponte acted fralldulently J;~ 
as a straw haH bondsman when posting bonds that exceeded his wealth. 
Another struggling journalist was J. H. Maddox who assumed control of 
the nearly bankrnpt New Orleans Daily Crescent. 2S The survival of Mad-
dox's joumal depended qn its ability to secure advertisements in a highly 
competitive newspaper market where proprietors resorted to clltthroat 
activities in order to sllrvive. Maddox experienced difficulty in securing 
advertisers, because three rival journals exercised a monopoly ayer local 
steamboat advertisements and the New Orleans True Delta fumished 

24 In Ihe period from 1849 to 1851 when López was raising funds for his expeditions, the
 
New Orleans press was economicaIly depressed. J. C. Prendergast, editor of the New Or­

/eans Da/ly Or/eanian and a supporter of the 1851 filibuster, stated that during the faIl of
 
1849 the Picayune and the Commercial BuUetin were the only twojoumals among the eighl
 
city newspapers eaming a profiit. Prendergast complained that these two joumals were
 
securing a large number of advertisers by offering to print advertisements for 50% less than
 
the usual rateo Moreover, this lrish editor pointed out that the standard rate for newspaper
 
advertisements in New Orleans was below that charged in New York City, despite the fact
 
that printing cosls in New Orleans were twice as high. New Orleans newspapers a1so
 
sulfered from unstable labor costs. The job rate demanded by printers /Iuctuated between
 
.37Y.. and 75 cents per 1,000 ems. Moreover, newspapers had to replace type and other
 
prinling equipment every year Or two. According to a prinler for the Daily Orleanian,
 
''Types for a daily paper may be used two years, but the edges and hair threads are very apl
 
to hreak off; the Picayune changed her type every year; it is very general for the up town
 
(Second Municipality) papers to change their type I~very year." Burdened by low advertís­

ing rates, fieree advertising compelition among local joumals, high labor costs, and frequent
 
capital investments, a small newspaper like the Daíly Orleanian had difficulty in sllrviving 
and httle hope of ever eaming a large pmfit. In competing against other city papers, lhe 
Daily Orleanian had a capital s.tock worth only $3,000, compared to $.13,000 for- the Daily 
Crescent and the $15,000 capital stock ofboth the Commercial Bulletin 'and the True Delta. 
William Brooks v. Stanton & Company, Fiflh Civil COllrt (doc. no. 5046), July 8, IR51. AII 
the civil courts reeords cited are stored in the New Orleans Public Library; H. B. Cenas, 
puhlic notary, vol. 48, February 1, 1851; Ibid., vol. 53, April 15, 1852; James Graham, 
puhlic notary, vol. 3, May 25, 1853;]. C. Prendergast v. P. O. ReiUy (doc. no. .3,297). 
March 31, 1851; New Orleans Da/ly Orleanian, November 13, 1849 and April 12, 1851. 

2& J. H. Maddox became editor of lhe Daily Crescent when. Leonard Matthews, a privale 
banker and insllrance director, and John Leeds, owner of the largesl iron factory in Louisi­
ana, houghl the jOllmal for $13,000. When Matthews died in lR54 he left an estate valueJ 
ahoye $85,000. MaJJox probably published pro-li>pez articles only after obtaining lhe 
permission of either Matthews or Leeds. The fact that the Daily Crescent did print pro­
lililll1ster stories suggests that many business leaders, such as Matthews and Leeds, who diJ 
1101 pllblicly join annexation cornmittees, nonetheless supported López' adventure. Butler 
amI Brothers v. ]. H. Macúlox and Co., Third Civil Court (doc. no. 3729), May 26, 1851; 
.VelE Orleans Daily CreSl'ellt, Jllne 14 and November 18, 1852; Hilary B. Cenas, puhlic 
lIotary, vol. 61, Dec",,"her 14, 1854 (Notarial Archives, New Orleans Civil Dislricl Court
Building). 

t
 



244 

245 

PLANTATION SOCIETY 

the comer of Gravier and St. Charles streets. Merchants were angry at 
this Spanish agent for discouraging young men from enlisting in the 
Cuban invasion by informing them that American newspapers had lied 
abollt the alleged Creole rebellion in Cuba. 55 On August 21 Gonzales 
publidy challenged the veracity of reports regarding the slaughter of 
Crittendelú company. Thc ríoters completed thcír attack on Spanish 
property by destroying fourteen other coffeehouses and cigar stores. 

Police arrested only a few ol' the rioters. Critics chllrged that police 
officers had made no attempt to apprehend merchants involved in the 
riotOllS proceedings. 56 William H. Wilder was the best known ol' nve men 
standing trial on the charge ol' rioting before the First District Criminal 
Court. Wilder, a middle-aged Democratic lawyer and politician, had 
achieved political prominence by winning seats in the state legislature 
and the city cOllncil. 57 He was noted for his zealous activity on behalf of 
New Orleans business and railroad leaders. As a Third Municipality 
councilman, Wilder labored for the economic prosperity of his district by 
cracking down on prostitlltion and by supporting bilIs for the construction 
of new levee warehouses and for the elimination of all taxes, particularly 
the exorbitant drayage and food surcharge, which placed New Orleans at 
a disadvantage in competing against rival cities. Adhering to the laissez­
faire philosophy of Jacksonian Democrats, Wilder opposed the Spanish 
imposition of unnecessary taxes on American goods imported by Cuba. 
After the prominent annexationist, F. M. Crozat, fumished bail for his 
release on August 22, 1851, Wilder served the fund-raising committee for 
a follow-up expedition against Cuba. 58 

'S [bid.; New Orleans Daily Delta, August 22, 1851.
 
06 New Orleans Picayune, December 15-17, 1851.
 
., State v. W. H. Wilder et al., First District Criminal Court (doc. no. 7,052), December
 

5. 1851; New Orleans Lollisiana Courier, JanuaI)' 19, April 2, October 20, and NovemlJt,r 3, 
17, and 30, 1846; [bid., October 19, 1847; [bid., January 22, 1850 and March 28, 1851. 

'8 William H. Wilder's age, nativily, and wealth seem to be characteristic of the 153 men 
on the Cuban annexation panels (see Tables V, VI, and VIl). At age 37, Wilder represellted 
the most numerous age bracket-39 (26%). Moreover, Wilder was bom in South Carolina. 
More conunilteemen were boro in South Atlantic States-26 (l7%)-than in any other 
region of the Uniled States. In fact, of the twenty-six men bom in that area, eight were 'bom 
in South Carolina itself. Ac<'Ording to the 1850 census, Wilder owned no real estate. AI­
though sorne aHluent men sat on the annexation commiltees (supra, notes 27 and 3L), 
Wilder's Iack of wealth was typical of the majorily of commilteemen who possessed no land 
or had modest holdings, Only ten men were usted in both the 1850 and 1860 census. A few, 
Iike C. D. Yancey, Patrick lrwin, and Michael Aspill, wilnessed spectacular growth in their 
reaL estate holdings. The lack of census data for the remaining 143 committeemen prevents 
any definilive statement about their individual occupalional and economic mobility. Table 
VII compares the known wealth of 48 commilteemen (31 %) in 1850 and 39 commilteemeu 
(26%) in 1860, offering a rough comparison of this group of men over the 1850 decade. In 
C'Omparing real estate between 1850 and 1860, the only noticeahle difference was the de­
crease in non-owllership of properly from 19% to 13%. The 11>60 ceusus is more revealing 
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By destroying the Spanish consulate and La Unión, pro-López diques 
in New Orleans made it more diHicult for Spanish authorities in Cuba to 
gather intelligence of the impending invasion of the island. Newspaper 
silence about the tllmultuons events of the Augnst 21 riot furthermore 
obscured these events from national view, thus averting the criticism of 
those skeptical.of the purposes of López and New Orleanians. Realizing 
the political delicacy of the situation, thc New Orleans Picayune omiUed 
all reference to the sacking of the Spanish Consulate in its riot coverage.59 
A New Orleans correspondent of the Concordia lntelligencer, a rural 
Louisiana newspaper, commented on the tactics used to suppress infor­
mation about the August 21 upheaval sent back to his home journal. Thc 
frustrated reporter wrote that on the day of the ríoting "1 found that my 
despatches sent on the arrival of the [ship] Empire City [with the news of 
Crittenden's demise], and of the rioters' conduct afterwards although 
received at the New Orleans telegraphic office and promised immediate 
transmission, never had been sent through. "60 Despite all precaution to 
conceal annexationist activites and riotous conduct of local citizens, 
stories in the True Delta jeopardized the plans for launching a retaliatory 
invasion against Cuba. In challenging the alleged truth of Crittenden's 
massacre, the editor of this independent journal relieved Spanish soldiers 
in Cuba of any charge of mistreating Crittenden's meno Moreover, the 
True Delta asserted. that "Mr. Spear, the special messenger ... states 
that he was present at the execution of the persons captu red [Crittenden's 
Company] and the reports current of their mutilated bodies are entirely 
untrue. They were conveyed in handsome hearses to the grave and de­
(.'ently buried."61 The dissemination-of this story nationwide cast a serious 
shadow of doubt on the moral propriety of another Cuban filibustero 

The True Delta further incurred the wrath of city businessmen by 
publishing anti-bank and anti-rail~oad artides. 62 .Already angered over 
the True Delta's charge that they had fabricated 'the events of Critten­
den's massacre, members of the annexation committees, many of whom 

than its 1850 predecessor, for it fumishes data for both real and personal wealth. By 1860, 
commilteemen tended to be c1ustered 'in the $2,000-$25,000 brackets. By including 'per­
sonal wealth, the 1860 census shows that committeemen tended to occupy the middle rungs 
of the ladder, the 1850 census had placed them at the bottom. The problem arises uf 
wh('ther these 1860 figures attest to ec'Onomic mobilily over the 1850 decade, or whether 
these figures would be identical to such findings if the 1850 census had included personal 
wealth. Table Il, based primarily on the 1852 tax records, which listed only real estate and 
excluded personal wealth, presents the most accurate index to the land holdings of the 1851 
López committees. New Orleans Daily Crescent, August 29, L851. 

'9 Daily Cincinnati Commercial, September 3, 1851. 
80 Concordia [nteUigencer, September 6, 1851. 
81 New Orleans True Delta, September 2 and 23, 1851. 
82 [bid., November 6, 1850; March L8 and April 13, 1851. 
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were promillent railroad sponsors, foresaw the chilling effect such news­
paper stories would have on their economic plans. They displayed con­
sternatioll at the Truc Delta's attack on local hanking and railroad 
schemes. The paper charged that the planned Tehuantepec Railroad was 
a hoax; that business leaders had resorted to fraudulent tactics in promot­
ill~ the JacksoIl and Great Northern Railroad; that because of excessive 
10~lls to local cotton speculators, the Louisiana State Bank had been 
largely responsible for the 1851 cotton recession; and that this New Or­
leans bank had flooded the South with worthless paper currency which it 
refused to redeem.63 The editor of the True Delta identified Peter Con­
rey, Jr., president of the Louisiana State Bank and chairman of 'the 
Tehuantepec Railroad, as the arch-villain behind these Machiavellian 
plots.64 Retaliating, Conrey, in alliance with his business friends, orga­
nized a boycott against advertising in this dissident newspaper, 

Memhers of the annexation committees resented the True Delta's vili­
fication of Conrey' s character. Conrey was one of the few city bankers 
who had fought indefatigably for New Orleans railroad expansiono As a 
banker and director of three railroads, Conrey was among the most im­
portant business figures in the city.65 These slurs on his reputation tar­
nished the image of the local business community. His colleagues, 
moreover, objected to the untimely publication of the anti-Conrey arti­
cles, at a time when his enterprises were on the brink of bankruptcy as a 
result of overspeculation in the 1851 cotton crop.66 Conrey's business 
associates suspected that greed, rather than idealism, underlay the True 
Delta's attack on this prominent banker; they felt that the journal had 
printed these articles in order to break the Conrey boycott ano to coerce 
merchants into advertising in its columns. 

On September 5, 1851, the news of López' capture and execution in 
Cuba shocked New Orleans citizens. The General's death spelled the end 
of plans for further invading Cuba. In their grief and frustration, annexa· 

63 Ibid., October 13, 1850 and March 21, 1851.
 
64 ;\'ew Orleans Troe Delta, Augusl 13, 1851; New Or/eans Daily Crescent, Ocloher 31,
 

18SO. 
u New Orleans Louisiana Courier, January n, 1847; New Or/eans Commercial BlIlletin, 

Febmary 24, 1851 and December 24, 1852, 
66J\'ew York Tribune, July 1, 1851; New York Times, November 15, 1851; Seaman, WiU 

and Peck v, Peter Conrey, Jr. (doc, no. 5,063), July 16, 1851; Leonard Sturtevant & Co, 1\, 

Peter Canrey, Jr. (doc. no, 5,070), July 23, 1851; B. Tatout & Co. v. Peter Conrey, Jr, 1/",1 

Samuel Jaudon & Co. (doc. no. 5,075), July 30, 1851;}ames Robb & Co. v. Peter Conrey,]r 
(doc. no, 5,(87), Augml9, 1851; T. I Tabb v. Peter Conrey, Jr. (doc, no. 5,089), Augusl 1:1 
1851; Bank oI Tennessee v. Peter Conrey, Jr. (doc. no. 5,108), Seplember 12, 1851; Marli" 
Ownen and Co, v, Peter Conrey, Jr. (doc. no. 5,102), Augllst 29, 1851; E. I DlllulIIl 
de Nemours & Ca, v, Peter Conrey, Jr. (doc. no. 5,196), Augusl12, 1851. AIIlhese cases ;1'" 

in lhe Fifth Civil Courl. 
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tion committeemen blamed the True Delta's untimely revelations for the 
failure to mount an expedition to reseue López and liberate Cuba. 67 

Vowing vengeance, annexationists encouraged their followers to attack 
the True Delta's offices. During the evening of September 6, 1851, Ben­
jamin Bynum, a lawyer, along witb banker William Bell, lumber dealer 
David Calder, and builder Daviq Lloyd, ledJorty men in an armed_ 
assault on the True Delta:'s premises.68 As an impoverished criminal 
lawyer, Bynum had enthusiastically joined the López cause. Several days 
before the September 6 incident, General John Henderson, a famous 
López backer and committeeman, had commissioned Bynum as an officer 
of the forthcoming Cuban expedition.69 Under Henderson's direction, 
Bynum recruited several hllndred volunteers in rural parishes, before 
returning to New Orieans to lead the abortive charge 00 the True Delta's 
printing office. Besides arresting Bynum, the police apprehended James 
M. Gilbert, a clerk employed by S. H. Page, a tea merchant serving on 
the annexation panels, who would become a candidate in 1852 for the 
Orleans Parish tax assessor's office. 70 General Henderson put up Bynum's 
bail, while l. L. Carman, another prominent Cuban committeeman and a 

}arge slave trader, paid for Gilbert's release 00 bond. 71 

CONCLUSION 

A decline in Midwestem trade coupled with overspeculation in the 
1851 cotton market induced New Orleans merchants and their friends to 
support López' third and final expedition agaiost Cuba. American mobs 
on August 21 destroyed the Spanish.Consulate and stores, partially to 
seek revenge for the alleged massacre of Crittenden's company and par­
tially to prevent the transmission of information to Havana about Felix 
Huston's retaliatory expedition against Cuba, The rioters demolished 
seventeen Spanish establishments (twelve coffeehouses and five ci ar 
stores ; nine of tese co ee ouse keepers and two cigar store operators in 

'1852 sued the city of New Orleans for damages of $'70,391.17. 72 The 
destructioo of twelve coffeehouses involved 15% of the seventy-eigilt 
Spanish coffeehouses listed in the 1850 census. Fear of further violence 

·caused sorne two hundred Spanish citizens (approximately ten percent of 
New Orleans' Spanish population) to flee the city in late August 1851. 

87 New Orleans Daily Orleanian, Seplember 16, 1851.
 
88 Second Municipality Police Arresl Book, September 4-6, 1851. New O~Ieans Public ./
 

Li~rw· ew Odeans Daily Orleanian, Augusl 25, 1850; Concordia Intelligencer, September 
13, 1851. 

¡í 70 New Odeans Troe Delta, Seplember 6, 1851. 
jt 71 New Orleans Daily Or/eanian, Seplember 16, 1851. 

72 Supra, note SO. 
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Commenting on the exodus, one editor noted: "They are old citizens, a 
majority of them have disposed of their property here, and take with 
them aH their capital."73 

The criminal justice system in New Orleans evinced no enthusiasm for 
punishing the anti-Spanish rioters. Police arrested only a handful of riot­
ers and refrained from apprehending merchants engaged in the violent 
activities. William H. Wilder and four accomplices were the only rioters 
arrested on either August 21 01' September 6 who were ultimately 
hrought to trial. During the 1852 winter session, a jury in the First 
District Criminal Court found four of the defendants innocent and rec­
ommended mercy for the fifth after finding him guilty. 74 No evidence 
exists in the courí's docket book 01' trial records to suggest that Judge 
John C. Lame ever sentenced this convicted rioter. Lame was an ambi­
tious Democratic leader who, according to the True Delta, had obtained 
his seat on the criminal court by reversing his anti-banking Jacksonian 
views in favor of Whig hanking schemes in the state legislature. 76 Lame 
had onen spoken in behalf of American annexation of Cuba, and had 
promoted New Orleans' commercial growth. He owned twenty shares of 
stock in the Tehuantepec Railroad. Before becoming a criminal court 
judge, Lame, in 1850, had been one of two attorneys representing Nar­
ciso López during the federal prosecution brought against the General as 
a consequence of the second of his Cuban expeditions. 

73 Neu; Orleans Daily Crescent. March 22, 1848; New Or/eans Daily Orleanian, August 
29, 1851. 

7' First Dístriel Criminal Docket Book, 1850-1856. New Or\eans Criminal Court Build­
ing. 

75 New O,-leans True De/ta, October 19, 1850 and March 9, 1851; New Orleans Bee, 
February 5, lR42; l\'eu: Or/ellTlS Louisiana Courier, June 10, 1850 and September 2, 1856. 

... 
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TABLE 1
 
1851 New Orleans Annexation Committees'"
 

Occupalion Number Percentage 

Merchants " . 38 25% 
Manufacturers . O 0% 
Bankers . O 0% 
Political Officeholders . 20 13% 
Professionals . 30 20% 
Clerks , . 6 4% 
Hotel and Coffeehouse Keepers . 7 4% 
Skilled Lahorers . 6 4% 
Semi- and Un-Skilled Lahorers . 2 1% 
Others . 18 12% 
Unknown . 26 17% 

153 100% 

• Sources: 1850 United States Census for New Orleans and city directories between 1849 
and 1852. 

TABLE II . 

Real Estate and Siave Holdings 
of the 1851 Cuban Annexation Committee'" 

Number Percentage 

No Property . 84 55% 
$1000-$2000 " . 21 14% 
$2001-$10,000 , ; .';' . 35 23% 
$10,001-$25,000 .. 8 5% 
$25,001-$50,000 . 3 2% 
$50,001-$100,000 . 2 1% 
Over $100,000 . O 0% 

153 100% 

• SOIm.-es: 1852 New Orleans tax rccords and the 1850 United States census for New 
Orleans. 

TABLE III 

Geographical Persistence of New Orleans Lawyers 
Between 1850 and 1860'" 

Age 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 Over 60 Total 

Number .......... 1601' 53 31 01' 60 1801' 34 701' 17 2of6 7401' 170 
Percentage ........ 30% 52% 53% 41% 33% 44% 

• Sources: 1850 ami 1860 United States Censlls. 
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TABLE IV 

Real Estate Owllership Among New Orleans Lawyers in 1850* 

A¡!;t' 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 Over 60 Tolal 
N,) Real Eslale ....... 79% 67% 44% 29% 67% 62%(106)
$1000-$2000 ......... 4'Je 3% 6% 6% 0% 4%(7)
$2lXll-$IO,OOO ........ 11 'le 17t)fl 24% 12% 0% 15%(26)
$10,001-$25,000 ... 4% 5% 3% 6% 16.5% 5%(8)
$25,001-$50,000 ...... 2% 1.5'71, 9% 17.5% 16.5% 6%(9)
$50.001-$100,000 .... O'} 5'11, 14% 17.5'71, 0% 6%(11)
Over $ lOO, 000 ........ 0% 1.5% 0% 12% 0% 2%(3)
Tolal ....... ........ 100'71(53) 100%(60) 100%(34) 100%(17) 100%(6) 100%(170) 

• Sources for Tables III and IV were lhe New Orle,ms censuses of 1850 an<f 1860, as well 
as lhe IH60 city directory. In rea<fing Table IV, lhe percenlagcs are lolalled only down­
wards, nol hortzonlally. For inslance, in lhe 21-30-year-old age brackel oflhose who owned 
no pmperty, lhe 79% is a percenlage of .'53, ralher lhan 106. 

TABLE V 

Age Distribution of the Annexation Committeemen* 

A¡!;e Number Percenla~e 

0-20 years , . o 0% 
21-30 years . 14 9% 
31-40 years . 39 26% 
41-50 years . 77 11% 
51-60 years . 6 4% 
Over 60 . O 0% 
Unknown . 77 50% 
Total . 153 100% 

• Sources: 1850 and 1860 Uniled Slales Censlls. 

SOUTHERN EXPANSIONISM 

TABLE VI 

Nativity of the Annexation Committeemen* 

Plaee Nllmber Pcreenla~e 

Lollisiana . 14 9% 
Culf Coast States** . 4 3% 
South Atlantic States*** . 26 17% 
Upper South Statest . 6 4% 
New Englancl . 6 4% 
Other Northern States . 8 5% 
Irelancl . 9 6% 
Cermany . :3 2% 
Other Foreign Countries . 7 5% 
Unknown . 70 45% 
Total . 153 100% 

• Sources: 1850 and 1860 United Slales Census. 
•• Gulf Coasl Slales: Texas, Mississippi, Alabama and Florida 

••• Soulh Allanlic Slales: Maryland, Virginia, Dislricl of Columbia, Norlh Carolina, 
Soulh Carolina, and Georgia 

t Upper Soulh Slales: Tennessee, Kenlucky, Arkansas 

TABLE VII 

WeaIth Distribution of the Annexation Committeemen* 

1850 1860 1860 1860 Real and 
Wealth Real Eslale Real Eslale Personal Eslale Personal Weallh 

t 

None .........•.... 19% . 13% 4% 4% 
$1000-$2000 .. J.... 2% 1% 7% 3% 
$2001-$10,000 ...... 5% 5% 13% 8% 
$10,001-$25,000 .... 4% 4% .7% 5% 
$25,001-$50,000 .... 0% 1% .7% 3% 
$50,001-$100,000 ... 1% 1% .7% 1% 
Over $100,000 ...... 0% 1% 0% 2% 
Unknown .......... 69% 74% 74% 74% 
Total .............. 100% 100% 100% 100% 

• Sources: 18.'50 and 1860 United Slales Census ofNew Orleans. This lable relies onlv on 
censns dala conceming wealth, while Table 1I drew sueh inlilrmalion mainly fmm 1852'eity 
lax remrds and added weallh dala from lhe 1850 census only when lhese figures were 
unavailable in lhe city lax lisIs. 
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