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THEODORE ROOSEVELT






Theodore Roosevelt—the naturalist, writer, historian, soldier, and politician who became twenty-sixth president of the United States—was born in New York City on October 27, 1858, into a distinguished family. He was the second of four children of Theodore Roosevelt, Sr., a wealthy philanthropist of Dutch descent, and the former Martha (“Mittie”) Bulloch, an aristocratic Southern belle. An endlessly inquisitive young man, he was especially interested in natural history, which became the focus of his first published works, Summer Birds of the Adirondacks (1877) and Notes on Some of the Birds of Oyster Bay (1879). Upon graduating Phi Beta Kappa from Harvard in 1880 Roosevelt briefly studied law. The next year he was elected to the New York State Assembly on the Republican ticket and soon made a name for himself as a historian with The Naval War of 1812 (1882).

Following the death of his wife, Alice, in childbirth in 1884, Roosevelt sought change and headed west to ranch lands he had acquired in the Dakota Territory. The young outdoorsman chronicled his years in the Bad Lands in Hunting Trips of a Ranchman (1885), the first volume in the nature trilogy that eventually included Ranch Life and the Hunting-Trail (1888) and The Wilderness Hunter (1893). After failing to win the New York City mayoral election in 1886 as a self-styled “Cowboy Candidate,” Roosevelt married childhood sweetheart Edith Kermit Carow and retired for a time to Sagamore Hill, his estate at Oyster Bay, Long Island. He wrote Gouveneur Morris (1888), a biography of the revolutionary-era statesman intended as a companion to the political memoir Life of Thomas Hart Benton (1887) and conceived the masterly four-volume history The Winning of the West (1889-1896).

Roosevelt returned to public life in 1889. Appointed Civil Service Commissioner he spent the next six years in Washington energetically pushing for reform of the government system, all the while propelling himself into the national spotlight. In 1895 he accepted a position as member, and later president, of the Board of Police Commissioners of New York City. Known as “a man you can’t cajole, can’t frighten, can’t buy,” Roosevelt continued to enjoy growing prestige nationwide, and within two years he was named assistant secretary of the navy under President William McKinley. Resigning this office in May 1898 at the outbreak of the Spanish-American War, Roosevelt helped organize and train the “Rough Riders,” a regiment of the First U.S. Volunteer Cavalry whose legendary exploits he recorded in The Rough Riders (1899). A popular hero upon returning from Cuba, Roosevelt was elected governor of New York in November 1898, and two years later he became vice president of the United States in the second administration of William McKinley.

The assassination of President McKinley in September 1901 placed Roosevelt in the White House, and he was elected president in 1904. For the remainder of the decade he embodied the boundless confidence of the nation as it entered the American Century. He promised a square deal for the workingman, brought about trust-busting reforms aimed at regulating big business, and instituted modern-day environmental measures. The first American leader to play an important role in world affairs, Roosevelt guided construction of the Panama Canal, advocated a “big stick” policy to enforce the Monroe Doctrine, and sought to keep the Open Door course in China. In 1906 he was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize for resolving the Russo-Japanese War.

After leaving office in 1909 he took an almost yearlong hunting trip to Africa and described his adventures in African Game Trails (1910). In 1912 he made a bid for reelection on the progressive Bull Moose ticket but lost to Woodrow Wilson, who became a bitter enemy. Afterward he completed Theodore Roosevelt: An Autobiography (1913) and Through the Brazilian Wilderness (1914), an account of his explorations in South America. With the outbreak of World War I, Roosevelt became an outspoken advocate of United States military preparedness in books such as America and the World War (1915). His last work, The Great Adventure, appeared in 1918. Still entertaining the idea of running again for office, Theodore Roosevelt died in his sleep at Sagamore Hill on January 6, 1919.

INTRODUCTION TO THE MODERN LIBRARY WAR SERIES

Caleb Carr






The term “military history” has always been a bit of a problem for me, as it has, I suspect, for many other students of the discipline. The uninitiated seem to have a prejudicial belief that those who study war are an exceedingly odd lot: men (few women enter the field) who at best have never outgrown boyhood and at worst are somewhat alienated, perhaps even dangerous, characters. Of course, much of this general attitude was formed during the sixties and early seventies (my own high school and college years), when an interest in the details of human conflict was one of the most socially ostracizing qualities a person could have. That tarnish has never quite disappeared:In our own day the popular belief that military historians are somehow, well, off, endures in many circles.

By way of counterargument let me claim that enthusiasts of military history are often among the most committed and well-read people one might hope to encounter. Rarely does an important work of military history go out of print; and those who know war well can usually hold their own in discussions of political and social history, as well. The reason for this is simple:The history of war represents fully half the tale of mankind’s social interactions, and one cannot understand war without understanding its political and social underpinnings. (Conversely, one cannot understand political history or cultural development without understanding war.) Add to this the fact that military history very often involves tales of high adventure—peopled by extreme and fascinating characters and told by some of the best writers ever to take up a pen—and you have the actual secret of why the subject has remained so popular over the ages.

The new Modern Library War Series has been designed to both introduce the uninitiated to this, the real nature of military history, and to reacquaint the initiated with important works that they may have either forgotten or overlooked. For the sake of coherence, we have chosen to focus our four initial offerings on American military history specifically, in order to show how the study of war illuminates so many other aspects of a particular people’s experience and character. Francis Parkman’s Montcalm and Wolfe, for example, not only shows how very much about the psychology of pre-Revolutionary leaders one must understand in order to grasp the conflict known in North America as the French and Indian War, but is also the work of one of the great American prose stylists of the nineteenth century. Ulysses S. Grant’s Personal Memoirs (which owe more than a little to the editorial efforts of one of Grant’s champions, Mark Twain) contrast the remarkable humility of their author with the overwhelmingly dramatic circumstances into which Fate flung him, and that he struggled so hard—in the end, successfully—to master. Theodore Roosevelt’s The Naval War of 1812, too long neglected, was the first work to reveal the prodigious intellect, irrepressible character, and remarkably entertaining style of this future president, who (his father having spent most of the family fortune on charities) consistently made a good part of his income through writing. And finally we have A Soldier’s Story, the memoirs of Omar Bradley, “the G.I. General,” who, surrounded by a sea of prima donnas during World War II, never stopped quietly learning his trade, until he became, during the conquest of Germany in 1945, arguably the most progressive and important senior American commander in the European theater.

To read any or all of these books is to see that military history is neither an obscure nor a peculiar subject, but one critical to any understanding of the development of human civilization. That warfare itself is violent is true and unfortunate; that it has been a central method through which every nation in the world has established and maintained its independence, however, makes it a critical field of study. The fact that the personalities and stories involved in war are often so compelling is simply a bonus—but it is the kind of bonus that few academic disciplines can boast.

INTRODUCTION

by John Allen Gable






On December 3, 1881, twenty-three-year-old Theodore Roosevelt, elected the month before to the New York State Assembly (he was the youngest member of the legislature), turned in to G. P. Putnam’s Sons the manuscript of his first book, a five hundred-page study, The Naval War of 1812. The Naval War of 1812, published in 1882, immediately established the author as a notable historian, and the book has endured, generation after generation, as a classic in the canon of American naval history.

Theodore began writing The Naval War of 1812 during his senior year at Harvard, 1879-1880. He graduated from Harvard, Phi Beta Kappa and magna cum laude, on June 30, 1880; then he went hunting in the Midwest; entered law school at Columbia University in the fall; and on his twenty-second birthday, October 27, 1880, married Alice Hathaway Lee. After his first year of law school, the young couple toured Europe and Roosevelt climbed the Matterhorn. In the fall of 1881, he was back in law school. He was nominated for the New York State Assembly in October and campaigned for office, was elected on November 9, 1881, and finished The Naval War of 1812 by December 3.

It seems amazing that Roosevelt was able to accomplish so much, both in his personal life and for his career, in such a short, crowded period of time. But Theodore Roosevelt, it is generally conceded, was one of the most amazing Americans of all time. “Roosevelt was a many-sided man and every side was like an electric battery. Such versatility, such vitality, such thoroughness, such copiousness, have rarely been united in one man,” said his friend the nature-writer John Burroughs.

TR was the author of over thirty-five books and hundreds of essays on a dazzling variety of subjects; hunter, naturalist, explorer, and conservationist; Dakota rancher and police commissioner of New York City; colonel of the Rough Riders and winner of the Nobel Peace Prize; founder of the NCAA and president of the American Historical Association; man in the arena of countless political battles who for a time had his own political party; trustbuster and builder of the Panama Canal; advocate of the strenuous life and the Square Deal; creator of the U.S. Forest Service and the Fish and Wildlife Service; governor of New York State and vice president; president of the United States at the age of forty-two. TR was, in short, an American Renaissance man.

It was natural that the many-sided TR would have an interest in naval affairs and history, because the sea was very much a part of his heritage. The Roosevelts had lived on the island of Manhattan since the 1640s, when they had immigrated from the Netherlands, and many of the Roosevelts had been importers. Theodore Roosevelt, Senior, father of the future president, was an importer of plate glass, and had been appointed, though not confirmed, as collector of the Port of New York shortly before his death. The younger Theodore had sailed and rowed in the waters of Long Island since boyhood, and many of the Roosevelts over the years were well known in yachting circles.

TR’s mother, Martha Bulloch Roosevelt, who came from Georgia, had two brothers who made their mark in naval history. James Dunwody Bulloch was in the U.S. Navy and became an admiral in the Confederate navy during the Civil War. He built ships, including the Alabama, in Great Britain for the Confederacy. His younger brother Irvine Bulloch served on the Alabama and, TR related, “fired the last gun discharged from her batteries in the fight with the Kearsarge.” After the war, the Bulloch brothers lived in exile in England, becoming cotton merchants. TR and his family, in spite of the distance, maintained close ties with the Bullochs in England, and visited them on trips to Europe. TR told his friend the Reverend Ferdinand Cowle Inglehart, a Methodist minister, in the 1890s:


From my earliest recollection I have been fed on tales of the sea and of ships. My mother’s brother was an admiral in the Confederate navy, and her deep interest in the Southern cause and her brother’s calling led her to talk to me as a little shaver about ships, ships, ships, and fighting of ships, till they sank into the depths of my soul. And when I first began to think, in any independent and consecutive order,...I began to write a history of the Naval War of 1812.


Theodore had borrowed from the library of the Porcellian Club a noted work by an English historian, William James’s The Naval History of Great Britain from the Declaration of War by France in 1793 to the Accession of George IV, six volumes (1837). Roosevelt was infuriated by James’s denigration of the performance of the American navy in the War of 1812. James’s history was biased and inaccurate, as Roosevelt demonstrated again and again in The Naval War of 1812. James had produced “an invaluable work, written with fulness and care; on the other hand it is also a piece of special pleading by a bitter and not over-scrupulous partisan,” Roosevelt concluded.

Yet it was obvious to TR that American accounts of the war, such as the novelist James Fenimore Cooper’s history of the American navy, were equally biased as well as sadly lacking in historical scholarship. “It is to be regretted that most of the histories written on the subject, on either side of the Atlantic, should be of the ‘hurrah’ order of literature, with no attempt whatever to get at the truth, but merely to explain away the defeats or immensely exaggerate the victories suffered or gained by their own side,” Roosevelt wrote. He set for himself the goal of producing an accurate and fair account of naval operations. “Without abating a jot from one’s devotion to his country and flag, I think a history can be made just enough to warrant its being received as an authority equally among Americans and Englishmen,” he told his readers.

Roosevelt began mastering the tactics, technology, and terminology of naval warfare. He prepared elaborate diagrams of major battles. He read every source he could get his hands on. He made his own translations of French historians for use in the text of his book. It was his habit in 1880 and 1881 to attend classes at Columbia law school in the morning, and then go to the Astor Library to work on his book in the afternoon. Evenings were often devoted to the active social life he led with his wife, Alice.

When he and Alice were in Germany on their much belated honeymoon trip in 1881, Roosevelt met Simeon E. Baldwin, Connecticut jurist and law professor, who helped TR obtain original documents from the Navy Department. It is interesting to note that in 1910, during a heated political campaign, when Baldwin was the Democratic candidate for governor of Connecticut, he sued TR for libel after TR attacked his conservative legal views. Baldwin won the election and dropped the suit.

From The Hague, on August 21, 1881, in a letter to his sister Anna, TR discussed “that favorite chateau-en-espagne of mine, the Naval History.” He noted: “You would be amused to see me writing it here. I have plenty of information now, but I can’t get it into words; I am afraid it is too big a task for me. I wonder if I won’t find everything in life too big for my abilities. Well, time will tell.”

In Liverpool some weeks later, Theodore’s visit with his “Uncle Jimmie” Bulloch proved to be an important event in the annals of American naval history as the creative sparks were struck and fanned into flame for two important historical works. James Bulloch read his nephew’s manuscript and gave Theodore first-hand information and advice about naval strategy and warfare. In the Preface to The Naval War of 1812, TR expressed his “sincerest thanks” to “Captain James D. Bulloch, formerly of the United States Navy, ...without whose advice and sympathy this work would probably never have been written or even begun.”

For his part, TR encouraged his uncle to write his memoirs of the Civil War. In a letter from Liverpool, on September 14, 1881, Theodore told his mother, Martha Bulloch Roosevelt, that he was “with the blessed old sea-captain, talking over naval history, and helping him arrange his papers of which he has literally thousands.” “I enjoy talking to the dear old fellow more than I can tell,” TR wrote his mother, “he is such a modest high souled old fellow that I just love and respect him. And I think he enjoys having some one to talk to who really enjoys listening.” The Secret Service of the Confederate States in Europe, two volumes by James D. Bulloch, was published in London in 1883.

Back in New York in the fall of 1881, TR wrote in his diary: “Am working fairly hard at my law, hard at politics, and hardest of all at my book.” Roosevelt’s self-discipline, energy, productivity, sense of direction, and ability to lead a multifaceted style of life were much in evidence in the fall of 1881. We have a glimpse of TR at this time from his friend Owen Wister, who dedicated his novel The Virginian to TR:


...He finished his Naval History of the War of 1812 mostly standing on one leg at the bookcases in his New York house, the other leg crossed behind, toe touching the floor, heedless of dinner engagements and the flight of time. A slide drew out from the bookcase. On this he had open the leading authorities on navigation, of which he knew nothing. He knew that when a ship’s course was one way, with the wind another, the ship had to sail at angles, and this was called tacking or beating. By exhaustive study and drawing of models, he pertinaciously got it all right, whatever of it came into the naval engagements he was writing about.

His wife used to look in at his oblivious back, and exclaim in a plaintive drawl:

“We’re dining out in twenty minutes, and Teedy’s drawing little ships!”


Published in 1882, The Naval War of 1812 received laudatory reviews on both sides of the Atlantic. “The volume is an excellent one in every respect,” said The New York Times, and the New York Evening Post declared that the book was “remarkable and worthy of praise,” judgments echoed by historians down through the years. The military historian Edward K. Eckert writes: “The Naval War of 1812 marked an important turning point in American naval historiography. For the first time an operational history based upon careful research in original sources had been written.”

The Naval War of 1812 went through two editions, or printings, in 1882; and then in 1883 for the third edition Roosevelt added both a long preface, in which he summarized the land operations during the war, and a new concluding chapter on the Battle of New Orleans. While the naval war had showed Americans at their best, military operations on land had gone badly for the United States, except for the victory at New Orleans, which of course took place after peace had been concluded in far-off Europe. By regulations adopted in 1886, at least one copy of The Naval War of 1812 was to be placed on board every vessel in the U.S. Navy. The book was reprinted in the U.S. Naval Institute’s “Classics of Naval Literature” series in 1987.

What about Roosevelt’s goal of producing with The Naval War of 1812 a fair and balanced history of the naval conflict that would be accepted in both Great Britain and the United States? That question was definitively answered when Roosevelt was asked to write the section on the War of 1812 in the official history of the Royal Navy, edited by William Laird Clowes. TR’s new account, “The War with the United States, 1812-1815 was published in 1901 in volume VI of The Royal Navy: A History, which was reprinted in the United States by Little, Brown and Company as a 290-page book entitled The Naval Operations of the War Between Great Britain and the United States, 1812-1815 (1901).

Back in 1882 the book sold well, and The New York Times said that TR had “a brisk and interesting way of telling events.” Times and tastes differ. Edward K. Eckert pays high tribute to TR’s writing: “Roosevelt’s descriptions of battles display a low-key but intense drama unsurpassed until the British novelist C. S. Forester wrote The Age of Fighting Sail in 1956.” Some modern readers may be more in agreement with biographer Edmund Morris, who says the book’s “merits are as simple as those of any serious piece of academic writing: clarity, accuracy, and completeness, backed by massive documentation.” Those with an interest in military history or naval tactics and strategy will discover a rich and rewarding experience in reading this classic volume. The Naval War of 1812, of course, cannot be ignored by any serious student of Theodore Roosevelt’s life and work.

Roosevelt’s moderate “social Darwinism” periodically intrudes on his analysis of the war, with assertions about the cultural superiority of the British and Americans; and his ethnic remarks about the relative nautical merits of the Portuguese, Italians, and others reveal the limitations of his intellect as well as the prejudices of period and place. While TR shows that he is quite familiar with the composition of the crews of the American ships, he does not mention the large number of free blacks in the U.S. Navy. During the War of 1812, approximately one sailor in six serving on the American frigates was a free black. However, in his account of the Battle of New Orleans, which was added to the book in the third edition of 1883, Roosevelt takes note of the African Americans in the American army:


...One band had in its formation something that was curiously pathetic. It was composed of free men of color, who had gathered to defend the land which kept the men of their race in slavery; who were to shed their blood for the Flag that symbolized to their kind not freedom but bondage; who were to die bravely as freemen, only that their brethren might live on ignobly as slaves. Surely there was never a stranger instance than this of the irony of fate.


As much as TR admired and loved his Southern mother and his Confederate uncles, intellectually and spiritually, just like his Knickerbocker father, he was a Northerner who believed in the Union cause. TR’s pointed remarks about the fighting free African Americans at New Orleans, and his bitter attacks on Thomas Jefferson and his followers throughout The Naval War of 1812, show that Roosevelt was part of the patrician nationalist school of historians from the northeastern regions of the United States.

This school included writers like Francis Parkman, Henry Adams, James Ford Rhodes, Henry Cabot Lodge, and William Roscoe Thayer—many of them TR’s friends—nonacademic gentlemen scholars (few had professional training, most had inherited money) who upheld the traditions of the Federalist, Whig, and Republican parties. The Naval War of 1812 clearly reflected the views of the patrician nationalists, as did TR’s later biography of the Federalist statesman Gouverneur Morris (1888). The Jeffersonians had won most of the elections, and the hearts of the people, but the battle of the books clearly went to the neo-Federalists during the nineteenth century. The tide would turn after 1900.

When change came, Theodore Roosevelt was part of the progressive movement, which influenced every field of thought as well as the course of American politics and government. But Roosevelt retained, defended, and adapted some of the core beliefs of the old patrician school of historians, particularly nationalism, and the concept that history is not just a social science but also a branch of literature. TR’s progressive platform was called the “New Nationalism,” and his inaugural address as president of the American Historical Association in 1912 was entitled “History as Literature.”

Roosevelt in The Naval War of 1812 was attempting to make military preparedness, particularly naval power, an integral part of American nationalism, as it had been for the leaders of the Federalist Party in the 1790s. In 1888, TR was invited by Admiral Stephen B. Luce to speak at the new Naval War College in Newport, Rhode Island, on the topic, the “True Conditions of the War of 1812.” This was the first of many visits to the Naval War College, and the beginning of TR’s friendship with Captain Alfred Thayer Mahan, president of the Naval War College. With the publication in 1890 of Mahan’s book The Influence of Sea Power Upon History, which was enthusiastically praised by Roosevelt in his review in the Atlantic Monthly, the subject of naval affairs became an important focus of the patrician nationalist school of history, following the trail blazed by TR with The Naval War of 1812. TR and Mahan were soon associated in the public mind as the great apostles of naval power.

What Roosevelt found in his study of the War of 1812 was that the small but first-rate navy built by the Federalists in the 1790s, in spite of the neglect by Presidents Thomas Jefferson and James Madison, remained sufficiently strong to defeat the “mightiest naval power the world has ever seen.” It wasn’t courage or wishful thinking that won out. “As a whole, it must be said that both sides showed equal courage and resolution.” The difference was most of all in the quality of the American ships. Comparing the past with his present, Roosevelt wrote:


The reason of these striking and unexpected successes was that our navy in 1812 was the exact reverse of what our navy is now, in 1882.... Whereas we now have a large number of worthless vessels, standing very low down in their respective classes, we then possessed a few vessels, each unsurpassed by any foreign ship of her class.... If in 1812 our ships had borne the same relation to the British ships that they do now, not all the courage and skill of our sailors would have won us a single success.


In contrast to American successes on the sea, the operations on land show the results of Jefferson’s frugal budgets and antimilitarism. The American Army was weak, and therefore was “thrashed” by the seasoned British troops, except at New Orleans. Of the American defeats, including the capture and destruction of the nation’s capital, TR said: “They teach us nothing new; it is the old, old lesson, that a miserly economy in preparation may in the end involve a lavish outlay of men and money, which after all, comes too late to offset the evils produced by the original short-sighted parsimony.” In other words, military preparedness is less expensive than losing a war or rebuilding Washington, D.C. Moreover, TR claimed that a strong defense posture usually preserves peace.

When The Naval War of 1812 was published, the U.S. Navy was at perhaps its lowest point in history, ranking below the top ten navies of the world. “At the time I wrote the book, in the early eighties, the navy had reached its nadir,” TR recalled in his Autobiography, “and we were then utterly incompetent to fight Spain or any other power that had a navy at all. Shortly afterwards we began timidly and hesitatingly to build up a fleet.”

In 1897, in part because of his authorship of The Naval War of 1812 and his identification with naval studies, TR was appointed assistant secretary of the Navy, the first of five members of his family to hold this position. (The others are Franklin D. Roosevelt; Theodore Roosevelt, Jr.; TR’s nephew Theodore Douglas Robinson; and Henry Latrobe Roosevelt.) TR helped prepare the Navy for the war he saw coming with Spain, and his biographers have assigned him some of the credit for the spectacular naval victories of the war of 1898.

The rest of the story is fairly familiar. TR became a war hero with the Rough Riders in the Spanish-American War, was elected governor of New York and vice president, and became the twenty-sixth president of the United States in 1901 when William McKinley was assassinated. When he left the White House in 1909, TR had raised the United States Navy to the top ranks of the world’s naval powers, and had sent the Great White Fleet on a spectacular voyage around the world. The American Navy was TR’s “big stick,” and he could speak softly and be heard clearly anywhere in the world. It is not surprising that Theodore Roosevelt is known as the “father of the modern navy.”

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE

Theodore Roosevelt, The Naval War of 1812, or the History of the United States Navy During the Last War With Great Britain (New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1882, 498 pp., illustrated, 8vo, royal blue or olive green; the third edition was brown or green).

The book was printed twice in 1882, and in 1883 a “third edition” had a lengthy additional Preface with an account of the war on land and a new concluding chapter (Chapter X), “The Battle of New Orleans.” There were ten numbered editions. The fourth edition (1889) added Appendix E, in which Roosevelt responded to an English critic H. T. Powell.

The book has been frequently reprinted in many editions. The Naval War of 1812 is volume VII in Hermann Hagedorn, editor, The Works of Theodore Roosevelt: Memorial Edition (24 vols., New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1923-1926), and volume VI in the National Edition (1926).

—

JOHN ALLEN GABLE, Ph.D., is the executive director of the Theodore Roosevelt Association.
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PREFACE







The history of the naval events of the War of 1812 has been repeatedly presented both to the American and the English reader. Historical writers have treated it either in connection with a general account of the contest on land and sea, or as forming a part of the complete record of the navies of the two nations. A few monographs, which confine themselves strictly to the naval occurrences, have also appeared. But none of these works can be regarded as giving a satisfactorily full or impartial account of the war—some of them being of the “popular” and loosely-constructed order, while others treat it from a purely partisan standpoint. No single book can be quoted which would be accepted by the modern reader as doing justice to both sides, or, indeed, as telling the whole story. Any one specially interested in the subject must read all; and then it will seem almost a hopeless task to reconcile the many and widely contradictory statements he will meet with.

There appear to be three works which, taken in combination, give the best satisfaction on the subject. First, in James’ “Naval History of Great Britain” (which supplies both the material and the opinions of almost every subsequent English or Canadian historian) can be found the British view of the case. It is an invaluable work, written with fulness and care; on the other hand it is also a piece of special pleading by a bitter and not over-scrupulous partisan. This, in the second place, can be partially supplemented by Fenimore Cooper’s “Naval History of the United States.” The latter gives the American view of the cruises and battles; but it is much less of an authority than James’, both because it is written without great regard for exactness, and because all figures for the American side need to be supplied from Lieutenant (now Admiral) George E. Emmons’ statistical “History of the United States Navy,” which is the third of the works in question.

But even after comparing these three authors, many contradictions remain unexplained, and the truth can only be reached in such cases by a careful examination of the navy “Records,” the London “Naval Chronicle,” “Niles’ Register,” and other similar documentary publications. Almost the only good criticisms on the actions are those incidentally given in standard works on other subjects, such as Lord Howard Douglass’ “Naval Gunnery,” and Admiral Jurien de la Graviére’s “Guerres Maritimes.” Much of the material in our Navy Department has never been touched at all. In short, no full, accurate, and unprejudiced history of the war has ever been written.

The subject merits a closer scrutiny than it has received. At present people are beginning to realize that it is folly for the great English-speaking Republic to rely for defence upon a navy composed partly of antiquated hulks, and partly of new vessels rather more worthless than the old. It is worth while to study with some care that period of our history during which our navy stood at the highest pitch of its fame; and to learn any thing from the past it is necessary to know, as near as may be, the exact truth. Accordingly the work should be written impartially, if only from the narrowest motives. Without abating a jot from one’s devotion to his country and flag, I think a history can be made just enough to warrant its being received as an authority equally among Americans and Englishmen. I have endeavored to supply such a work. It is impossible that errors, both of fact and opinion, should not have crept into it; and although I have sought to make it in character as non-partisan as possible, these errors will probably be in favor of the American side.

As my only object is to give an accurate narrative of events, I shall esteem it a particular favor if any one will furnish me with the means of rectifying such mistakes; and if I have done injustice to any commander, or officer of any grade, whether American or British, I shall consider myself under great obligations to those who will set me right.

I have been unable to get access to the original reports of the British commanders, the logs of the British ships, or their muster-rolls, and so have been obliged to take them at second hand from the “Gazette,” or “Naval Chronicle,” or some standard history. The American official letters, log-books, original contracts, muster-rolls, etc., however, being preserved in the Archives at Washington, I have been able, thanks to the courtesy of the Hon. Wm. H. Hunt, Secretary of the Navy, to look them over. The set of letters from the officers is very complete, in three series,—“Captains’ Letters,” “Masters’ Commandant Letters,” and “Officers’ Letters,” there being several volumes for each year. The books of contracts contain valuable information as to the size and build of some of the vessels. The log-books are rather exasperating, often being very incomplete. Thus when I turned from Decatur’s extremely vague official letter describing the capture of the Macedonian to the log-book of the Frigate United States, not a fact about the fight could be gleaned. The last entry in the log on the day of the fight is “strange sail discovered to be a frigate under English colors,” and the next entry (on the following day) relates to the removal of the prisoners. The log of the Enterprise is very full indeed, for most of the time, but is a perfect blank for the period during which she was commanded by Lieutenant Burrows, and in which she fought the Boxer. I have not been able to find the Peacock’s log at all, though there is a very full set of letters from her commander. Probably the fire of 1837 destroyed a great deal of valuable material. When ever it was possible I have referred to printed matter in preference to manuscript, and my authorities can thus, in most cases, be easily consulted.

In conclusion I desire to express my sincerest thanks to Captain James D. Bulloch, formerly of the United States Navy, and Commander Adolf Mensing, formerly of the German Navy, without whose advice and sympathy this work would probably never have been written or even begun.

New York City, 1882
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I originally intended to write a companion volume to this, which should deal with the operations on land. But a short examination showed that these operations were hardly worth serious study. They teach nothing new; it is the old, old lesson, that a miserly economy in preparation may in the end involve a lavish outlay of men and money, which, after all, comes too late to more than partially offset the evils produced by the original short-sighted parsimony. This might be a lesson worth dwelling on did it have any practical bearing on the issues of the present day; but it has none, as far as the army is concerned. It was criminal folly for Jefferson, and his follower Madison, to neglect to give us a force either of regulars or of well-trained volunteers during the twelve years they had in which to prepare for the struggle that any one might see was inevitable; but there is now far less need of an army than there was then. Circumstances have altered widely since 1812. Instead of the decaying might of Spain on our southern frontier, we have the still weaker power of Mexico. Instead of the great Indian nations of the interior, able to keep civilization at bay, to hold in check strong armies, to ravage large stretches of territory, and needing formidable military expeditions to overcome them, there are now only left broken and scattered bands, which are sources of annoyance merely. To the north we are still hemmed in by the Canadian possessions of Great Britain; but since 1812 our strength has increased so prodigiously, both absolutely and relatively, while England’s military power has remained almost stationary, that we need now be under no apprehensions from her land-forces; for, even if checked in the beginning, we could not help conquering in the end by sheer weight of numbers, if by nothing else. So that there is now no cause for our keeping up a large army; while, on the contrary, the necessity for an efficient navy is so evident that only our almost incredible short-sightedness prevents our at once preparing one.

Not only do the events of the war on land teach very little to the statesman who studies history in order to avoid in the present the mistakes of the past, but besides this, the battles and campaigns are of very little interest to the student of military matters. The British regulars, trained in many wars, thrashed the raw troops opposed to them whenever they had any thing like a fair chance; but this is not to be wondered at, for the same thing has always happened the world over under similar conditions. Our defeats were exactly such as any man might have foreseen, and there is nothing to be learned from the follies committed by incompetent commanders and untrained troops when in the presence of skilled officers having under them disciplined soldiers. The humiliating surrenders, abortive attacks, and panic routs of our armies can all be paralleled in the campaigns waged by Napoleon’s marshals against the Spaniards and Portuguese in the years immediately preceding the outbreak of our own war. The Peninsular troops were as little able to withstand the French veterans as were our militia to hold their own against the British regulars. But it must always be remembered, to our credit, that while seven years of fighting failed to make the Spaniards able to face the French,1 two years of warfare gave us soldiers who could stand against the best men of Britain. On the northern frontier we never developed a great general,—Brown’s claim to the title rests only on his not having committed the phenomenal follies of his predecessors,—but by 1814 our soldiers had become seasoned, and we had acquired some good brigade commanders, notably Scott, so that in that year we played on even terms with the British. But the battles, though marked by as bloody and obstinate fighting as ever took place, were waged between small bodies of men, and were not distinguished by any feats of generalship, so that they are not of any special interest to the historian. In fact, the only really noteworthy feat of arms of the war took place at New Orleans, and the only military genius that the struggle developed was Andrew Jackson. His deeds are worthy of all praise, and the battle he won was in many ways so peculiar as to make it well worth a much closer study than it has yet received. It was by far the most prominent event of the war; it was a victory which reflected high honor on the general and soldiers who won it, and it was in its way as remarkable as any of the great battles that took place about the same time in Europe. Such being the case, I have devoted a chapter to its consideration at the conclusion of the chapters devoted to the naval operations. As before said, the other campaigns on land do not deserve very minute attention; but, for the sake of rendering the account of the battle of New Orleans more intelligible, I will give a hasty sketch of the principal engagements that took place elsewhere.

The war opened in mid-summer of 1812, by the campaign of General Hull on the Michigan frontier. With two or three thousand raw troops he invaded Canada. About the same time Fort Mackinaw was surrendered by its garrison of 60 Americans to a British and Indian force of 600. Hull’s campaign was unfortunate from the beginning. Near Brownstown the American Colonel Van Horne, with some 200 men, was ambushed and routed by Tecumseh and his Indians. In revenge Col. Miller, with 600 Americans, at Maguaga attacked 150 British and Canadians under Capt. Muir, and 250 Indians under Tecumseh, and whipped them,—Tecumseh’s Indians standing their ground longest. The Americans lost 75, their foes 180 men. At Chicago the small force of 66 Americans was surprised and massacred by the Indians. Meanwhile, General Brock, the British commander, advanced against Hull with a rapidity and decision that seemed to paralyze his senile and irresolute opponent. The latter retreated to Detroit, where, without striking a blow, he surrendered 1,400 men to Brock’s nearly equal force, which consisted nearly one half of Indians under Tecumseh. On the Niagara frontier, an estimable and honest old gentleman and worthy citizen, who knew nothing of military matters, Gen. Van Rensselaer, tried to cross over and attack the British at Queenstown; 1,100 Americans got across and were almost all killed or captured by a nearly equal number of British, Canadians, and Indians, while on the opposite side a larger number of their countrymen looked on, and with abject cowardice refused to cross to their assistance. The command of the army was then handed over to a ridiculous personage named Smythe, who issued proclamations so bombastic that they really must have come from an unsound mind, and then made a ludicrously abortive effort at invasion, which failed almost of its own accord. A British and Canadian force of less than 400 men was foiled in an assault on Ogdensburg, after a slight skirmish, by about 1,000 Americans under Brown; and with this trifling success the military operations of the year came to an end.

Early in 1813, Ogdensburg was again attacked, this time by between 500 and 600 British, who took it after a brisk resistance from some 300 militia; the British lost 60 and the Americans 20, in killed and wounded. General Harrison, meanwhile, had begun the campaign in the Northwest. At Frenchtown, on the River Raisin, Winchester’s command of about 900 Western troops was surprised by a force of 1,100 men, half of them Indians, under the British Colonel Proctor. The right division, taken by surprise, gave up at once; the left division, mainly Kentucky riflemen, and strongly posted in houses and stockaded enclosures, made a stout resistance, and only surrendered after a bloody fight, in which 180 British and about half as many Indians were killed or wounded. Over 300 Americans were slain, some in the battle, but most in the bloody massacre that followed. After this, General Harrison went into camp at Fort Meigs, where, with about 1,100 men, he was besieged by 1,000 British and Canadians under Proctor and 1,200 Indians under Tecumseh. A force of 1,200 Kentucky militia advanced to his relief and tried to cut its way into the fort while the garrison made a sortie. The sortie was fairly successful, but the Kentuckians were scattered like chaff by the British regulars in the open, and when broken were cut to pieces by the Indians in the woods. Nearly two thirds of the relieving troops were killed or captured; about 400 got into the fort. Soon afterward Proctor abandoned the siege. Fort Stephenson, garrisoned by Major Croghan and 160 men, was attacked by a force of 391 British regulars, who tried to carry it by assault, and were repulsed with the loss of a fourth of their number. Some four thousand Indians joined Proctor, but most of them left him after Perry’s victory on Lake Erie. Then Harrison, having received large reinforcements, invaded Canada. At the River Thames his army of 3,500 men encountered and routed between 600 and 700 British under Proctor, and about 1,000 Indians under Tecumseh. The battle was decided at once by a charge of the Kentucky mounted riflemen, who broke through the regulars, took them in rear, and captured them, and then dismounting attacked the flank of the Indians, who were also assailed by the infantry. Proctor escaped by the skin of his teeth and Tecumseh died fighting, like the hero that he was. This battle ended the campaign in the Northwest. In this quarter it must be remembered that the war was, on the part of the Americans, mainly one against Indians; the latter always forming over half of the British forces. Many of the remainder were French Canadians, and the others were regulars. The American armies, on the contrary, were composed of the armed settlers of Kentucky and Ohio, native Americans, of English speech and blood, who were battling for lands that were to form the heritage of their children. In the West the war was only the closing act of the struggle that for many years had been waged by the hardy and restless pioneers of our race, as with rifle and axe they carved out the mighty empire that we their children inherit; it was but the final effort with which they wrested from the Indian lords of the soil the wide and fair domain that now forms the heart of our great Republic. It was the breaking down of the last barrier that stayed the flood of our civilization; it settled, once and for ever, that henceforth the law, the tongue, and the blood of the land should be neither Indian, nor yet French, but English. The few French of the West were fighting against a race that was to leave as little trace of them as of the doomed Indian peoples with whom they made common cause. The presence of the British mercenaries did not alter the character of the contest; it merely served to show the bitter and narrow hatred with which the Mother-Island regarded her greater daughter, predestined as the latter was to be queen of the lands that lay beyond the Atlantic.

Meanwhile, on Lake Ontario, the Americans made successful descents on York and Fort George, scattering or capturing their comparatively small garrisons; while a counter descent by the British on Sackett’s Harbor failed, the attacking force being too small. After the capture of Fort George, the Americans invaded Canada; but their advance guard, 1,400 strong, under Generals Chandler and Winder, was surprised in the night by 800 British, who, advancing with the bayonet, broke up the camp, capturing both the generals and half the artillery. Though the assailants, who lost 220 of their small number, suffered much more than the Americans, yet the latter were completely demoralized, and at once retreated to Fort George. Soon afterward, Col. Boerstler with about 600 men surrendered with shamefully brief resistance to a somewhat smaller force of British and Indians. Then about 300 British crossed the Niagara to attack Black Rock, which they took, but were afterward driven off by a large body of militia with the loss of 40 men. Later in the season the American General McClure wantonly burned the village of Newark, and then retreated in panic flight across the Niagara. In retaliation the British in turn crossed the river; 600 regulars surprised and captured in the night Fort Niagara, with its garrison of 400 men; two thousand troops attacked Black Rock, and, after losing over a hundred men in a smart engagement with somewhat over 1,500 militia whom they easily dispersed, captured and burned both it and Buffalo. Before these last events took place another invasion of Canada had been attempted, this time under General Wilkinson, “an unprincipled imbecile,” as Scott very properly styled him. It was mismanaged in every possible way, and was a total failure; it was attended with but one battle, that of Chrystler’s Farm, in which 1,000 British, with the loss of less than 200 men, beat back double their number of Americans, who lost nearly 500 men and also one piece of artillery. The American army near Lake Champlain had done nothing, its commander, General Wade Hampton, being, if possible, even more incompetent than Wilkinson. He remained stationary while a small force of British plundered Plattsburg and Burlington; then, with 5,000 men he crossed into Canada, but returned almost immediately, after a small skirmish at Chauteaugay between his advance guard and some 500 Canadians, in which the former lost 41 and the latter 22 men. This affair, in which hardly a tenth of the American force was engaged, has been, absurdly enough, designated a “battle” by most British and Canadian historians. In reality it was the incompetency of their general and not the valor of their foes that caused the retreat of the Americans. The same comment, by the way, applies to the so-called “Battle” of Plattsburg, in the following year, which may have been lost by Sir George Prevost, but was certainly not won by the Americans. And, again, a similar criticism should be passed on General Wilkinson’s attack on La Colle Mill, near the head of the same lake. Neither one of the three affairs was a stand-up fight; in each a greatly superior force, led by an utterly incapable general, retreated after a slight skirmish with an enemy whose rout would have been a matter of certainty had the engagement been permitted to grow serious.

In the early spring of 1814 a small force of 160 American regulars, under Captain Holmes, fighting from behind felled logs, routed 200 British with a loss of 65 men, they themselves losing but 8. On Lake Ontario the British made a descent on Oswego and took it by fair assault; and afterward lost 180 men who tried to cut out some American transports, and were killed or captured to a man. All through the spring and early summer the army on the Niagara frontier was carefully drilled by Brown, and more especially by Scott, and the results of this drilling were seen in the immensely improved effectiveness of the soldiers in the campaign that opened in July. Fort Erie was captured with little resistance, and on the 4th of July, at the river Chippeway, Brown, with two brigades of regulars, each about 1,200 strong, under Scott and Ripley, and a brigade of 800 militia and Indians under Porter, making a total of about 3,200 men, won a stand-up fight against the British General Riall, who had nearly 2,500 men, 1,800 of them regulars. Porter’s brigade opened by driving in the Canadian militia and the Indians; but was itself checked by the British light-troops. Ripley’s brigade took very little part in the battle, three of the regiments not being engaged at all, and the fourth so slightly as to lose but five men. The entire brunt of the action was born by Scott’s brigade, which was fiercely attacked by the bulk of the British regulars under Riall. The latter advanced with great bravery, but were terribly cut up by the fire of Scott’s regulars; and when they had come nearly up to him, Scott charged with the bayonet and drove them clean off the field. The American loss was 322, including 23 Indians; the British loss was 515, excluding that of the Indians. The number of Americans actually engaged did not exceed that of the British; and Scott’s brigade, in fair fight, closed by a bayonet charge, defeated an equal force of British regulars.

On July 25th occurred the Battle of Niagara, or Lundy’s Lane, fought between General Brown with 3,1001 Americans and General Drummond with 3,5002 British. It was brought on by accident in the evening, and was waged with obstinate courage and savage slaughter till midnight. On both sides the forces straggled into action by detachments. The Americans formed the attacking party. As before, Scott’s brigade bore the brunt of the fight, and over half of his men were killed or wounded; he himself was disabled and borne from the field. The struggle was of the most desperate character, the combatants showing a stubborn courage that could not be surpassed.3 Charge after charge was made with the bayonet, and the artillery was taken and retaken once and again. The loss was nearly equal: on the side of the Americans, 854 men (including Generals Brown and Scott, wounded) and two guns; on that of the British, 878 men (including General Riall captured) and one gun. Each side claimed it as a victory over superior numbers. The truth is beyond question that the British had the advantage in numbers, and a still greater advantage in position; while it is equally beyond question that it was a defeat and not a victory for the Americans. They left the field and retired in perfect order to Fort Erie, while the British held the field and the next day pursued their foes.

Having received some reinforcements General Drummond, now with about 3,600 men, pushed forward to besiege Fort Erie, in which was the American army, some 2,400 strong, under General Gaines. Col. Tucker with 500 British regulars was sent across the Niagara to destroy the batteries at Black Rock, but was defeated by 300 American regulars under Major Morgan, fighting from behind a strong breastwork of felled trees, with a creek in front. On the night of the 15th of August, the British in three columns advanced to storm the American works, but after making a most determined assault were beaten off. The assailants lost 900 men, the assailed about 80. After this nothing was done till Sept. 17th, when General Brown, who had resumed command of the American forces, determined upon and executed a sortie. Each side had received reinforcements; the Americans numbered over 3,000, the British nearly 4,000. The fighting was severe, the Americans losing 500 men; but their opponents lost 600 men, and most of their batteries were destroyed. Each side, as usual, claimed the victory; but, exactly as Lundy’s Lane must be accounted an American defeat, as our forces retreated from the ground, so this must be considered an American victory, for after it the British broke up camp and drew off to Chippeway. Nothing more was done, and on November 5th the American army recrossed the Niagara. Though marked by some brilliant feats of arms this four months’ invasion of Canada, like those that had preceded it, thus came to nothing. But at the same time a British invasion of the United States was repulsed far more disgracefully. Sir George Prevost, with an army of 13,000 veteran troops, marched south along the shores of Lake Champlain to Plattsburg, which was held by General Macomb with 2,000 regulars, and perhaps double that number of nearly worthless militia;—a force that the British could have scattered to the winds, though, as they were strongly posted, not without severe loss. But the British fleet was captured by Commodore MacDonough in the fight on the lake; and then Sir George, after some heavy skirmishing between the outposts of the armies, in which the Americans had the advantage, fled precipitately back to Canada.

All through the war the sea-coasts of the United States had been harried by small predatory excursions; a part of what is now the State of Maine was conquered with little resistance, and kept until the close of hostilities; and some of the towns on the shores of Chesapeake Bay had been plundered or burnt. In August, 1814, a more serious invasion was planned, and some 5,000 troops—regulars, sailors, and marines—were landed, under the command of General Ross. So utterly helpless was the Democratic Administration at Washington, that during the two years of warfare hardly any steps had been taken to protect the Capitol, or the country round about; what little was done, was done entirely too late, and bungled badly in addition. History has not yet done justice to the ludicrous and painful folly and stupidity of which the government founded by Jefferson, and carried on by Madison, was guilty, both in its preparations for, and in its way of carrying on, this war; nor is it yet realized that the men just mentioned, and their associates, are primarily responsible for the loss we suffered in it, and the bitter humiliation some of its incidents caused us. The small British army marched at will through Virginia and Maryland, burned Washington, and finally retreated from before Baltimore and re-embarked to take part in the expedition against New Orleans. Twice, at Bladensburg and North Point, it came in contact with superior numbers of militia in fairly good position. In each case the result was the same. After some preliminary skirmishing, maneuvring, and volley firing, the British charged with the bayonet. The rawest regiments among the American militia then broke at once; the others kept pretty steady, pouring in quite a destructive fire, until the regulars had come up close to them, when they also fled. The British regulars were too heavily loaded to pursue, and, owing to their mode of attack, and the rapidity with which their opponents ran away, the loss of the latter was in each case very slight. At North Point, however, the militia, being more experienced, behaved better than at Bladensburg. In neither case were the British put to any trouble to win their victory.

The above is a brief sketch of the campaigns of the war. It is not cheerful reading for an American, nor yet of interest to a military student; and its lessons have been taught so often by similar occurrences in other lands under like circumstances, and, moreover, teach such self-evident truths, that they scarcely need to be brought to the notice of an historian. But the crowning event of the war was the Battle of New Orleans; remarkable in its military aspect, and a source of pride to every American. It is well worth a more careful study, and to it I have devoted the last chapter of this work.

New York City, 1883
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Fig. 1.—Long gun.
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Fig. 2.—Carronade.









[image: image]

Fig. 3.—Section of flush-decked corvette or sloop, carrying long guns. Such was the armament of the Pike and Adams, but most flush-decked ships mounted carronades.
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Fig. 4.—Section of frigate-built ship, with long gun on main-deck and carronade on spar-deck. Taken from the “American Artillerist’s Companion,” by Louis de Toussard (Philadelphia, 1811).










Notes - 1

1At the closing battle of Toulouse, fought between the allies and the French, the flight of the Spaniards was so rapid and universal as to draw from the Duke of Wellington the bitter observation, that “though he had seen a good many remarkable things in the course of his life, yet this was the first time he had ever seen ten thousand men running a race.”


Notes - 2

1As near as can be found out; most American authorities make it much less; Lossing, for example, says only 2,400.

2General Drummond in his official letter makes it but 2,800; James, who gives the details, makes it 3,000 rank and file; adding 13 per cent. for the officers, sergeants, and drummers, brings it up to 3,400; and we still have to count in the artillery drivers, etc.

3General Drummond writes: “In so determined a manner were their attacks directed against our guns that our artillerymen were bayoneted while in the act of loading, and the muzzle of the enemy’s guns were advanced within a few yards of ours.” Even James says: “Upon the whole, however, the American troops fought bravely; and the conduct of many of the officers, of the artillery corps especially, would have done honor to any service.”
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PRIZES MADE

NAME OF SHIP.  NO. OF PRIZE.

President 13
Congress 4
Chesapeake 6
Essex 14
Hornet 3
Argus 21
Small craft 18

79
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BRITISH VESSELS CAPTURED OR DESTROYED IN 1812

NAME. GUNS.  TONNAGE. REMARKS.
Guerriére 49 1,340
Macedonian 49 1,325
Fava 49 1,340
Frolic 19 477 Recaptured.
Alert _20 325
186 43807
19 477 Deducting Frolic.

167 4,330
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~o.
TONS.  BROADSIE GUNS.  WEIGHT METAL
Peacock 509 1 315

Epervier 477 9 274

166
128

Loss.

2
23
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BRITISH LOSS

A ToNs. Guns. REMARKS
Brig, 100 10 Burncby Lieuc Gregory,
Magner, 18712 " by her crew.
Black Snake, 30 1 Caprured
Gun-boar, 50 2 .

) 50 3 "
Confiance, 1,200 37 .
Linnet, 350 16 .
Chubl, moon .
Finch, 11 .

9vessels, 2,189 103
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captain,

lieutenants,
lieutenants of marines,
sailing-masters,
master’s

midshipmen,
boatswain,
boatswain's mates,
yeoman of gun-room,
gunner,

quarcer gunners,
coxswain,
sailmaker,
cooper,

steward,

master of arms,

purser,
surgeon,
surgeon's mates,
clerk,

carpenter,
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120 able seamen,
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30 boys,
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COMPARISON

wEGHT
TONS. NO.GUNS.  METAL  MEN
Argus 298 10 200 104
Pelican 467 1 2 116
COMPARATIVE  COMPARATIVE
FORCE. LosS INFLICTED,

Argus 82 29

Pelican 1.00 1.00

Loss.
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Wasp,
Avon,

COMPARATIVE FORCE

WEIGHT
TONS.  NO.GUNS.  METAL.  NO.MEN.
509 12 327 160

477 11 280 117

Loss.

42
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BRITISH VESSELS SUNK OR TAKEN

NAME. GUNS.  TONNAGE
Peacock 20 477
Boxer 14 181
Highflyer 9%
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COMPARATIVE FORCE AND LOSS

TONS.  WEIGHT METAL.  NO. MEN.  LOSS.

Constitution 1576 654 475 34

Java 1340 576 426 150
RELATIVE RELATIVE LOSS
FORCE. INFLICTED,

Constitution 100 100
Fava 89 23
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Nowsuch
Canlina
Louisiana
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Schooner 14 148 Charleston
Schooner 14 230 .

Ship 16 341 New Orleans

$15,000

8,743
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AMERICAN VESSELS DESTROYED, ETC.
BY OCEAN CRUISERS

NAME GUNS. TONNAGE REMARKS.

Prsident 52 1576 captured by squadron

S2guns. 1576 tons.
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HILYAR. PORTER.

Prisoners unwounded, 11975 prisoners unwounded.
" wounded, 2 27 " dightly wounded

Taken away wounded, 30039 " severly "

Those who reached shore, 25 58 killed

Remainder killed or wounded, 43 31 missing

Killed, 23 25 reached shore

255 255
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COMPARATIVE FORCE

BROADSIDE.
SZE. GUNs, MEN.  L0SS.

United States 1576 27 478 12
Macedonian 1325 25 301 104
COMPARATIVE COMPARATIVE LOSS

FORCE. INFLICTED.

States 100 100

Macedonian 66 1
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LIST OF VESSELS TAKEN FROM BRITISH

NAMETONS. GUNS

Ballabou, 86 4
Landwail, 76 4

2. CAPTURED, ETC. BY AMERICAN NAVY ON OCEAN.

NANE ToNS. GUNS.
Epervier 477 18 Captured by sloop Peacock.
doon, 47720 Sk " " Wagp.

Reindeer, 47719 " v
Pictow, 300 14 Caprured by frigae.

3. SUNK IN ATTACKING FORT
Hermes, 500 22

2393 101
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AMERICAN VESSELS SUNK OR TAKEN

NAME. GUNS.  TONNAGE.
Chesapeake 50 1,265
Argus 20 298
Viper 10 148

80 1,711
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AMERICAN VESSELS CAPTURED OR DESTROYED

NAME.  GUNS.  TONNAGE.
Wasp 18 450
Nautilus 14 185
Vixen 14 185

36 820
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" 4,698 on the east bank, according to the official report of Adjutant-General Robert Butler, for the
morning of January Sth. The decils are as follow:

Atbarteries 154
Command of Col. Ross (67 regulrs and 74 Lowisiana milits) 1813
1562

Command of General Carol (Tennessceans,an somewhat under 500 Kenuckians)
General Coffe’s command (Tennesceans, and about 250 Louisiana i)

Msjor Hind's dagoons
Col. Slaughte’ command

Toul,
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PERRY’S SQUADRON

TOL CREW AT BRONDSIDE;
N WG NS cuw rorouTi. uas ARNANET
Lawrence, brig 480 136 105 w0 2 lone12s

18 shore 32's

Niagars, - 80155 127 2 long 12’

g o2

Caledonia, " 18053 s f 2long24s

1 short 32

drid, schooner 112 36 8 4 long 125

Scorpion, = 86 35 o 1R

15 1 short 32

6 ) oot

Somers B % 30 1 short 32
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Tigress g 9% 2 2 1R

Trigpe,_ sloop ® 35 2% [
9 vessels, 1671 512 (a16) 936 Ibs.
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LIST OF SHIPS BUILT IN 1815

v,

Washington
Independence
Frantlin
Guerriére
Fava

Fulton
Torpedo

RTE,

74
74
74

44
4
30

WHERE BULLT.

Portsmouth
Boston
Philadelphia

Baltimore
New York

cost

$235,861.00
42181041
438,149.40
306,158.56
232,767.38
320,000.00
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CCOMPARATIVE FOR(

TONS.  NO.GUNS.  WEIGHT METAL  CREWS.  LOSS.

Wasp 450 9 250 13510
Frolic 467 10 274 10 90
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WEIGHT METAL.  NO.CREW.  LOSS.

Carnation 262 17 40
Palinure 174 100 20
Alacrity 262 100 18

Abeille 260 130 19
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LIST OF VESSELS LOST TO THE BRITISH

Colunbia, 1,508 52 | Destroyed to prevent
Adams, 760 28 | hem falling inco hands
s 509 22 | of enemy.
Cardina, 230 14 Destroyed by batery:
3007 116
2 CAPTURRD,KTC. BY BRITISH NAVY OX 0GEAN
e, 860 46 Capured by frigace and corverte.
Fralic 50 2" byfrigie and schooner
Ranlemake, 258 16" by figace.
Syren, B0 16 byseveny-four
1877 100

Total, 4,884 tons. 216 guns.
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BRITISH LOSS ON THE LAKES DURING 1813
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AMERICAN LOSS
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Growler, 81 7 Caprured.
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