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PART ONE: FOUNDATIONS (1807-1861)

	


Chapter 1  

	Virginia Heritage and Early Years (1807-1825)

	 

	 

	 

	 


On January 19, 1807, in the drawing room of Stratford Hall, one of Virginia's most imposing plantation houses, Ann Carter Lee gave birth to her fifth child, a son she and her husband named Robert Edward Lee. The infant entered a world of contradictions, born into one of Virginia's most illustrious families, yet arriving at a moment when that family's fortunes had begun a precipitous decline. The circumstances of Robert E. Lee's birth and childhood would profoundly shape the character of the man who would become one of history's most studied military commanders, instilling in him both an acute sense of duty and an intimate understanding of adversity.

	The Lee Legacy: Revolutionary Glory and Mounting Debts

	To understand Robert E. Lee, one must first understand the weight of the name he carried. The Lees of Virginia were not merely prominent, they were woven into the very fabric of American independence. Robert's father, Henry Lee III, known universally as "Light-Horse Harry" Lee, had been one of George Washington's most trusted cavalry commanders during the Revolutionary War. His exploits leading Lee's Legion, an elite combined force of cavalry and infantry, had earned him fame throughout the young nation. Washington himself had praised Henry Lee's military talents, and the elder Lee's tactical innovations in mobile warfare, particularly his use of rapid cavalry strikes combined with disciplined infantry support had influenced an entire generation of American military officers.

	Light-Horse Harry's achievements extended beyond the battlefield. He had served as Governor of Virginia from 1791 to 1794 and had been selected to deliver the funeral oration for George Washington in 1799, in which he immortalized the first president with the phrase "first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen." The Lee family traced its Virginia roots back to Richard Lee, who had arrived in the colony in 1639, and had produced multiple generations of political and military leaders. Two Lees had signed the Declaration of Independence. To be born a Lee was to inherit a legacy of service, leadership, and honor.

	But by the time Robert was born, the family's glory existed primarily in memory. Light-Horse Harry Lee possessed neither the temperament nor the skills required for peacetime success. His military brilliance had not translated into financial acumen, and his ventures in land speculation had proven disastrous. He had invested heavily in properties he could not afford, made questionable business partnerships, and borrowed extensively against future prospects that never materialized. By 1809, when Robert was only two years old, his father's debts had become so overwhelming that creditors had him imprisoned in debtor's prison in Spotsylvania County.

	The contrast between Henry Lee's past glory and present humiliation must have been stark for the family. Ann Carter Lee, Robert's mother, came from equally distinguished Virginia stock, the Carters were among the wealthiest families in the state but even her family connections and resources could not rescue her husband from the consequences of his financial recklessness. The family was forced to leave Stratford Hall, the grand Lee ancestral home where Robert had been born, and move to progressively smaller homes in Alexandria, Virginia.

	In 1812, when Robert was five years old, his father's life took an even darker turn. Light-Horse Harry had become involved in a political dispute over the War of 1812 and had gone to Baltimore to support a friend who published a Federalist newspaper opposed to the war. When a pro-war mob attacked the building where Lee and his associates had taken refuge, the violence that ensued left Henry Lee permanently injured. He was beaten severely, had hot candle wax dripped in his eyes, and sustained internal injuries from which he would never fully recover. The attack left him a semi-invalid, his face disfigured, his health broken.

	The Absent Father and the Present Mother

	In 1813, seeking relief from his physical ailments and perhaps escape from his failures, Henry Lee left his family and sailed to the West Indies, ostensibly to recover his health. Robert was six years old, and he would never see his father again. Light-Horse Harry spent the next five years wandering through the Caribbean, writing memoirs of his Revolutionary War service, and attempting to regain his health. He died in 1818 on Cumberland Island, Georgia, while attempting to return to Virginia, when Robert was eleven years old.

	The absence of his father during his formative years might have left another boy adrift, but Robert E. Lee had Ann Carter Lee. His mother was by all accounts a remarkable woman who met catastrophic reversals of fortune with quiet dignity and unwavering strength. Despite her own declining health, she suffered from tuberculosis and other ailments Ann Carter Lee became the central figure in Robert's life and the primary architect of his character.

	Ann Lee understood that her children's future depended not on inheritance or family position, but on the qualities of character she could instill in them. She emphasized duty, self-discipline, self-denial, and devotion to family above all else. She taught Robert that honor was not inherited but earned through daily conduct. In a household reduced by economic necessity to genteel poverty, she maintained standards of behavior and expectations that reflected the family's heritage even as their material circumstances declined.

	Robert became his mother's primary caretaker as she grew increasingly invalid. His older siblings had their own paths, his half-brother Henry had gone to sea, his brother Smith was often away, and his sisters had their own responsibilities. It fell largely to Robert, the most dependable and dutiful of the children, to manage the household, care for his ailing mother, and handle the practical necessities of daily life. He learned to keep accounts, manage servants, shop for provisions, and nurse his mother through her frequent illnesses.

	This period of his life, from roughly age six to eighteen, was Robert E. Lee's crucible. While other boys of prominent Virginia families enjoyed the leisurely pursuits of the planter aristocracy, Robert learned responsibility, self-reliance, and the discipline of sacrifice. He administered his mother's medications, helped her in and out of her carriage for her daily rides (which her doctors prescribed for her health), and organized the household's limited resources. Years later, one of Robert's cousins would recall that she had never seen him when he was "not 'hand and glove' with his mother," and that his care for her was "incessant" and marked by "tender devotion."

	Education and Character Formation

	Despite the family's reduced circumstances, Ann Lee was determined that her children would receive proper educations. Robert attended the Alexandria Academy, a highly regarded preparatory school in their adopted hometown. There, he demonstrated the qualities that would characterize his entire life: exceptional self-discipline, a capacity for intense focus, and an almost compulsive attention to detail and orderliness.

	His teachers noted not brilliance, young Robert was not a prodigy but rather a remarkable consistency and thoroughness. He completed every assignment carefully and on time. His written work was meticulous, his recitations prepared, his conduct exemplary. In mathematics, he showed particular aptitude, displaying a logical mind well-suited to the precision of numbers and geometric relationships. He excelled in classical languages, particularly Latin, mastering the grammar and syntax with the same methodical attention he brought to all his studies.

	But perhaps more importantly for his future, the young Robert Lee developed a reputation for absolute integrity. In an environment where boys often cut corners, made excuses, or blamed others for their shortcomings, Robert Lee did none of these things. Classmates and teachers alike noted that he never told a lie, never made an excuse, and never shirked a responsibility. One teacher later recalled that in all the years of Robert's attendance, he had never had to admonish or correct the boy, not once. This was not merely good behavior but rather a manifestation of an internal code that seemed to operate independent of external enforcement.

	The values Robert absorbed were distinctly Virginian and aristocratic, even as his family's economic position fell far short of aristocratic comfort. Honor, duty, and family loyalty formed the core of his moral education. His mother taught him that a gentleman's word was inviolable, that self-control was the mark of true strength, and that one's obligations to family and community superseded personal desires. These were not abstract principles but practical guides that Robert saw his mother live every day as she faced her own trials with dignity.

	Robert also absorbed the military legacy that surrounded him. His father's Revolutionary War service, despite Light-Horse Harry's personal failures, remained a source of family pride. Ann Lee spoke of her late husband's martial achievements, and the Lee household maintained connections with officers and veterans of that earlier conflict. Washington, Jefferson, and other founders were not distant historical figures but men whose memories were preserved in letters, stories, and personal effects that filled even the reduced Lee household. For a boy growing up in Alexandria in the 1810s and early 1820s, the Revolutionary generation still lived in immediate memory, and the military service of that generation retained tremendous prestige.

	The Decision for West Point

	As Robert approached adulthood, the question of his future became pressing. The traditional path for Virginia gentlemen of the Lee family's standing would have been to attend college, read law, and enter politics or the planter aristocracy. But this path required financial resources the Lee family simply did not possess. College tuitions were beyond their means, and without land or capital, entrance into the planter class was impossible. Robert would need a career, not a life of leisured management of inherited estates.

	The United States Military Academy at West Point offered a solution that aligned practical necessity with family tradition. Founded in 1802, West Point provided a free education to young men appointed by congressmen or the Secretary of War. Graduates received commissions as officers in the United States Army, providing both honorable employment and a stable, if modest, income. For a young man of Robert's background, distinguished family name but limited means it was an ideal path.

	Moreover, military service resonated with the Lee family heritage. Light-Horse Harry's Revolutionary War achievements, however tarnished by his later failures, remained a point of pride. Ann Lee encouraged Robert's interest in following his father's military path, perhaps hoping that her son might redeem the family name through army service that recaptured the glory without repeating the failures.

	The appointment process required political connections, and here the Lee family name still carried weight. Despite their financial struggles, the Lees remained part of Virginia's political and social network. Through family connections and the reputation of his late father, Robert secured the support necessary for nomination to West Point. In March 1824, at seventeen years old, Robert E. Lee received word that he had been accepted to the United States Military Academy, with an entry date of July 1824.

	Departure and Reflection

	The spring and early summer of 1824 marked a pivotal transition in Robert E. Lee's young life. At eighteen years old, he prepared to leave the only home he truly remembered, Alexandria, with its familiar streets and his beloved but ailing mother for the challenges of military education at West Point. The separation from Ann Lee was particularly difficult. Her health had not improved, and both mother and son understood that her remaining years might be few. Robert's sisters would care for her, but Robert had been her closest companion and most devoted caretaker.

	The young man who prepared to journey north to the Hudson River highlands in the summer of 1824 had been shaped by circumstances quite different from those of most West Point cadets. While many of his future classmates came from families of secure means and established positions, Robert E. Lee came from genteel poverty. While others had enjoyed carefree childhoods, Lee had shouldered adult responsibilities from an early age. While some arrived at West Point with a sense of entitlement derived from family position, Lee arrived with something quite different, a deep understanding that position without character meant nothing, that reputation had to be earned rather than inherited, and that duty and self-discipline were not abstractions but daily practices.

	The lessons of his childhood and youth would prove foundational to everything that followed. The financial ruin of his father taught him caution and the importance of managing resources carefully. The absence of his father during his formative years may have created in him a hunger to prove himself, to succeed where Light-Horse Harry had failed, and to restore honor to a family name that had been tarnished. His mother's example showed him that dignity could be maintained despite circumstances, that quiet strength was more admirable than dramatic flourishes, and that duty to others superseded personal comfort.

	Perhaps most significantly, the years spent caring for his invalid mother had taught Robert E. Lee the discipline of subordinating his own desires to the needs of others. This quality, the ability to place duty above inclination, to persist in difficult tasks without complaint, and to maintain focus despite adversity would become the defining characteristic of his military career. The boy who had faithfully attended to his mother's needs, who had managed a household on limited means, who had never told a lie or made an excuse, would become the officer whose sense of duty was legendary, whose attention to detail was meticulous, and whose personal example inspired his men.

	As Robert E. Lee departed Alexandria for West Point in the summer of 1824, he carried with him the weight of the Lee family legacy, the lessons learned through years of hardship, and the character forged by devotion to his mother and duty to his family. He was eighteen years old, intelligent but not brilliant, well-educated but not wealthy, determined but not yet tested by significant challenges. The boy who left Virginia that summer would return four years later as a young man prepared for a career that would eventually place him at the center of his nation's greatest crisis.

	The story of Robert E. Lee's military life begins not with his first command or his first battle, but in these early years in Alexandria, in the quiet lessons learned at his mother's bedside, in the dutiful completion of everyday responsibilities, and in the formation of a character that would remain remarkably consistent throughout his life. Understanding the man who would become one of history's most studied military commanders requires understanding the boy who learned duty before he learned tactics, who understood sacrifice before he understood strategy, and who had proven his steadiness in the domestic sphere before he would be tested in military service.

	West Point awaited, and with it the formal military education that would provide the technical knowledge and professional training necessary for army service. But the foundation had already been laid. The character was already formed. Robert E. Lee arrived at West Point not as raw material to be shaped but as a young man whose core values were already firmly established. The Academy would teach him engineering, tactics, and military protocol. But the qualities that would define his military leadership, duty, self-discipline, attention to detail, loyalty, and the ability to maintain composure under adversity, these he had learned already, in the school of family obligation and personal hardship that had been his childhood and youth in Alexandria, Virginia.

	 



Chapter 2

	West Point and Military Education (1825-1829)

	 

	 


Robert E. Lee arrived at West Point in late June 1824, joining a class of eighty-seven young men who would begin their studies that summer. The journey from Alexandria to the Hudson River highlands had taken him through a changing American landscape, a nation still young, still defining itself, still living in the shadow of the Revolutionary generation that had created it. For Lee, the journey represented not merely a geographical transition but a passage into a new world, one where merit and performance would matter more than family name, where the discipline he had learned at home would be tested in a rigorous institutional setting, and where his future would be determined by his own efforts rather than inherited position.

	The Academy in 1824: An Institution Finding Its Identity

	The United States Military Academy that greeted Cadet Lee in the summer of 1824 was itself still a young institution, only twenty-two years old and still evolving in its mission and methods. Founded in 1802 during Thomas Jefferson's presidency, West Point had experienced a turbulent early history marked by questions about its constitutionality, its purpose, and its standards. The Academy's fortunes had changed dramatically in 1817 with the appointment of Colonel Sylvanus Thayer as superintendent. Thayer, who had studied at the École Polytechnique in France, brought European military educational methods to the Hudson River institution and transformed it from a loosely organized school into a rigorous academic and military establishment.

	By the time Lee arrived, the "Thayer System" was in full effect, and it would profoundly shape his education and future military thinking. Thayer's reforms had established several key principles. First, the academic program was intensely structured, with daily recitations in small sections that allowed instructors to assess each cadet's preparation and understanding. Second, merit determined everything, class standing, room assignments, privileges, and ultimately graduation order. Third, military discipline was constant and exacting, with demerits issued for even minor infractions and dismissal threatened for those who could not maintain standards. Fourth, the curriculum emphasized engineering and mathematics, reflecting the reality that the primary peacetime function of Army officers was the construction and maintenance of fortifications, roads, bridges, and other infrastructure.

	The physical setting of the Academy reflected both its military purpose and its isolation from civilian life. Perched on a plateau overlooking the Hudson River, West Point's collection of stone buildings housed the barracks, academic halls, and administrative offices. The natural beauty of the location, the river winding through forested highlands, the distant mountains, the changing seasons provided a dramatic backdrop for the austere military routine that governed cadet life. Lee and his classmates lived in the cadet barracks, sleeping in sparse rooms, eating in a common mess hall, and drilling on the parade ground under the watchful eyes of tactical officers.

	The Plebe Year: Adaptation and Excellence

	Lee's first year at West Point, his "plebe" year, began with the summer encampment of 1824, when the entire corps of cadets lived in tents on the plain, drilled for hours in the summer heat, and learned the basics of military bearing and discipline. For many cadets, this initial experience proved overwhelming. The physical demands, the constant supervision, the loss of personal freedom, and the rigorous discipline led to a high attrition rate. Of the eighty-seven young men who entered with Lee's class, only about half would ultimately graduate four years later.

	For Robert E. Lee, however, the transition to Academy life proved remarkably smooth. The self-discipline he had learned while caring for his mother, the attention to detail developed through managing a household, and the sense of duty instilled by his upbringing all served him well. Where other cadets chafed at regulations and sought ways to evade rules, Lee simply complied. Where others accumulated demerits for tardiness, untidy rooms, or improper uniform, Lee maintained standards effortlessly. His approach was not one of grudging obedience but rather of internalized self-regulation, the rules matched his own sense of how one should conduct oneself.

	The academic program began in earnest with the fall term. The first-year curriculum focused heavily on mathematics, algebra, geometry, and trigonometry along with French, which was considered essential for reading European military texts. Lee excelled immediately. His systematic mind found mathematics congenial, and his disciplined study habits ensured thorough preparation for daily recitations. In the small-section system, where cadets were called upon to solve problems at the blackboard and explain their reasoning, Lee's methodical approach and careful preparation made him stand out.

	By the end of his first year, Lee had achieved something that would characterize his entire West Point career: he had accumulated zero demerits. In an institution where virtually every cadet received at least some demerits for minor infractions, an improperly buttoned coat, being seconds late to formation, a speck of dust in a room inspection Lee's perfect record was extraordinary. It was not that he was lucky or that instructors favored him; rather, his personal standards simply exceeded institutional requirements. He was never late because he always allowed extra time. His uniform was always correct because he checked it carefully. His room was always orderly because disorder was foreign to his nature.

	Rising Through the Ranks: The Middle Years

	Lee's second and third years at West Point saw him continue his pattern of academic and military excellence. The curriculum expanded to include more advanced mathematics, natural philosophy (physics), chemistry, and drawing, particularly topographical drawing, which was essential for military engineering. Lee demonstrated particular aptitude for drawing, an unexpected talent that would prove valuable in his future military career. His ability to render terrain features accurately, to translate three-dimensional landscape into two-dimensional maps, and to visualize spatial relationships would later make him exceptionally skilled at reading battlefield terrain and planning military movements.

	In military drill and tactics, Lee showed competence rather than brilliance. He mastered the prescribed movements, learned the manual of arms, and understood infantry tactics as they were taught at the Academy. But there was nothing in these years to suggest exceptional martial genius. Lee was a good cadet who followed orders precisely, performed drills correctly, and absorbed the tactical principles taught in the curriculum. His military performance was characterized by the same qualities as his academic work, thoroughness, attention to detail, and reliability rather than innovation or flair.

	What did distinguish Lee increasingly was his personal bearing and character. Contemporaries at West Point later recalled him as possessing unusual physical grace and dignity. Standing about five feet ten inches tall, well-proportioned and athletic, Lee moved with an economy and precision that drew notice. His dark eyes and handsome features, combined with perfect posture and military bearing, made him a striking figure on the parade ground. But more than physical appearance, it was his conduct that impressed both fellow cadets and instructors.

	Lee never sought popularity, yet he was universally respected. He participated in no hazing of younger cadets, a practice that was common despite official prohibitions. He engaged in no pranks or violations of regulations, the standard recreation of many cadets. He never spoke ill of instructors or complained about regulations, the usual currency of cadet conversation. Years later, Joseph E. Johnston, who was two years ahead of Lee at the Academy, would recall that in his entire time at West Point, he had never known Lee to do anything wrong or even "to say a harsh word to, or of, anyone."

	This almost preternatural self-control and propriety might have made Lee unpopular with his fellow cadets, but instead, it inspired respect. Part of this was because Lee's conduct never seemed judgmental of others. He maintained his own standards without imposing them on anyone else or criticizing those who fell short. He was friendly without being familiar, helpful without being condescending, and maintained friendships across the social spectrum of the corps of cadets. He demonstrated that virtue need not be priggish, that discipline need not be joyless, and that excellence need not breed arrogance.

	The Engineering Focus: Shaping Military Thought

	The curriculum at West Point in Lee's era was dominated by engineering subjects, reflecting the Academy's primary mission of producing officers capable of designing and constructing fortifications and infrastructure. This engineering focus would profoundly influence Lee's approach to military problems throughout his career. The engineering mindset emphasized systematic analysis, careful calculation of forces and stresses, consideration of terrain and materials, and the importance of preparation and planning. These mental habits, developed through years of engineering coursework, would later shape Lee's approach to military strategy and tactics.

	In his third year, Lee studied civil and military engineering under Professor Dennis Hart Mahan, arguably the most influential military educator in antebellum America. Mahan, who had studied in France and absorbed European military thought, taught not merely the technical aspects of fortification construction but also strategic and tactical principles. His course examined the campaigns of Napoleon and Frederick the Great, analyzed the principles of offensive and defensive warfare, and emphasized the importance of celerity (speed) in military operations, the value of interior lines, and the decisive importance of offensive action.

	Mahan's teachings left a lasting impression on Lee. The emphasis on the offensive, on seizing and maintaining the initiative, on rapid movement to concentrate forces at decisive points, these principles would characterize Lee's later generalship. Mahan taught that defensive warfare, while sometimes necessary, was ultimately sterile, and that victory required aggressive action to bring the enemy to battle and destroy his forces. This offensive orientation, absorbed at West Point and reinforced by Mahan's instruction, would become central to Lee's military philosophy.

	Lee also studied the campaigns of Napoleon in detail, not merely their tactical aspects but their strategic conception and operational execution. The Napoleonic emphasis on maneuver, on dividing enemy forces while concentrating one's own, on rapid marches that achieved surprise, and on the pursuit of decisive battle rather than war of attrition, these became part of Lee's intellectual framework. The engineering curriculum taught him to analyze terrain systematically, to identify key positions, and to understand how geography shaped military operations. Combined with Mahan's strategic instruction, this created a foundation for military thinking that integrated tactical execution with operational planning and strategic conception.

	Fourth Year: Staff Appointment and Graduation

	Lee's final year at West Point brought recognition of his exceptional performance throughout his cadet career. In the summer of 1828, as he entered his senior year, Lee was appointed staff sergeant in the corps of cadets, a position of responsibility and honor. The following January, he received an even more prestigious appointment: adjutant of the corps, the highest rank a cadet could attain. This position carried significant responsibility for the administration and discipline of the entire corps and was traditionally given to the most distinguished cadet in military bearing, character, and academic performance.

	As adjutant, Lee served as the primary intermediary between the Commandant of Cadets and the student body. He published daily orders, supervised formations, maintained records, and ensured that regulations were understood and followed. The position required not only administrative competence but also leadership ability and the respect of fellow cadets. That Lee succeeded in this role without apparent difficulty testified to the universal regard in which he was held. His enforcement of regulations was firm but never harsh, his administration efficient but not officious, and his bearing dignified without being aloof.

	The final year's curriculum included additional work in military engineering, mineralogy and geology, rhetoric and moral philosophy, and law. Lee continued his pattern of excellence, maintaining his position near the top of his class in virtually every subject. As graduation approached in June 1829, the question of class standing became paramount. Final class standing determined not only graduation honors but also, critically, the branch of service to which each graduate would be assigned. The highest-ranking graduates received appointments to the Corps of Engineers, the most prestigious branch. Lower-ranking graduates went to artillery, infantry, or other branches in descending order of class rank.

	Graduation: Second in His Class

	When the final results were announced in June 1829, Robert E. Lee had graduated second in his class of forty-six cadets. Charles Mason of New York had claimed first place by a narrow margin. Lee's final standing reflected his performance across all aspects of Academy life: he had earned high marks in every academic subject, had maintained perfect discipline throughout four years (graduating with zero demerits, an almost unheard-of achievement), and had held the highest cadet rank. His total merit standing placed him among the elite graduates in the Academy's history.

	The significance of graduating second cannot be overstated. It meant assignment to the Corps of Engineers, the branch that received only the highest-ranking graduates. Engineer officers designed fortifications, planned and oversaw infrastructure projects, and formed the intellectual elite of the Army. They were expected to be not merely officers but technical experts, combining military knowledge with scientific and engineering expertise. For a young man from a family without money, an engineering commission meant not only honorable employment but also assignments to significant projects, opportunities to distinguish oneself through technical accomplishment, and a career path defined by professional achievement rather than social connections.

	Lee's classmates who graduated with him would form a cohort that would profoundly shape American military history. Twenty-two members of the class of 1829 would eventually become general officers, fourteen in the Union Army and eight in the Confederate Army during the Civil War. Among Lee's classmates were Joseph E. Johnston (who graduated thirteenth), Theophilus Holmes, Thomas Jefferson Jackson (though Jackson would enter West Point later), and numerous other officers who would command brigades, divisions, and armies in the conflict that lay three decades in the future. The friendships, professional relationships, and shared experiences formed at West Point would create networks that endured throughout their military careers and would complicate the personal dimensions of the Civil War, as former classmates found themselves commanding against each other.

	The West Point Legacy: Formation of a Military Mind

	The four years Robert E. Lee spent at West Point accomplished far more than providing him with a commission and technical training. The Academy shaped his military thinking in ways that would influence his entire career. The engineering focus taught him to analyze problems systematically, to consider terrain and physical factors carefully, and to value preparation and planning. The Napoleonic studies and Mahan's instruction gave him a framework for understanding warfare that emphasized offensive action, rapid maneuver, and decisive battle. The daily discipline and constant evaluation developed habits of punctuality, precision, and attention to detail that became integral to his character.

	Perhaps most significantly, West Point reinforced and institutionalized the personal qualities Lee had developed in his youth. The sense of duty that his mother had instilled was now channeled into military service and professional obligations. The self-discipline learned through years of managing adversity became the foundation for leadership. The personal honor that had characterized his conduct as a boy became military honor, with all its formal requirements and informal expectations. West Point did not create Robert E. Lee's character, that had been formed in Alexandria, but it provided a professional framework and institutional context for qualities that might otherwise have found expression only in private life.

	The Academy also provided Lee with something he had largely lacked in his youth: a cohort of peers, relationships based on shared experience and mutual respect rather than family connection or social obligation. The friendships formed at West Point, particularly with those who shared his commitment to excellence and professional development, would provide intellectual companionship and professional support throughout his career. These relationships created a network of officers who understood each other's capabilities, trusted each other's judgment, and could work together effectively in the complex environment of military operations.

	Lee's engineering education also shaped his approach to military problems in subtle but important ways. Engineering required understanding systems, how individual components interacted to create larger structures, how forces were distributed and balanced, how careful calculation and preparation led to successful outcomes. This systemic thinking would later manifest in Lee's approach to campaign planning, where he considered not merely tactical movements but also logistics, supply lines, interior versus exterior lines of operation, and the interaction of multiple forces across a theater of operations. The engineer's attention to detail, the habit of careful reconnaissance and terrain analysis, and the understanding that proper preparation was essential to success, these would all characterize Lee's later generalship.

	Departure and Anticipation

	As Lee prepared to leave West Point in June 1829, he stood at the threshold of a military career that would span more than three decades. At twenty-two years old, newly commissioned as a brevet second lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers, he had every reason for satisfaction and confidence. He had vindicated his family name through exemplary performance, had secured an honorable profession that would provide steady if modest income, and had demonstrated abilities that promised professional advancement. The boy who had left Alexandria five years earlier uncertain of his future returned as a young officer with exceptional credentials and unlimited potential.

	The lessons of West Point would remain with Lee throughout his life. The systematic analysis taught in engineering courses would shape his approach to military problems. The tactical and strategic principles absorbed from Mahan and the study of Napoleonic campaigns would provide intellectual frameworks for his own generalship. The discipline and attention to detail developed through four years of constant evaluation would characterize his personal and professional conduct. The friendships formed with classmates would create relationships that would endure through decades of service and, eventually, through the terrible trial of civil war.

	But perhaps most importantly, West Point had confirmed and validated qualities that Lee had brought with him from his Virginia childhood. His sense of duty, his self-discipline, his personal honor, his ability to subordinate personal desire to institutional requirements, all of these had not merely survived the Academy's rigors but had been recognized, rewarded, and held up as exemplary. Robert E. Lee had arrived at West Point as a young man shaped by adversity and family obligation. He departed as a professional military officer, trained in the technical and tactical arts of war, steeped in the traditions and values of military service, and prepared to begin a career that would eventually place him at the center of the greatest military conflict in American history.

	The twenty-two-year-old engineer officer who left West Point in the summer of 1829 could not have imagined the challenges that lay ahead, the battles he would fight, the armies he would command and the historical legacy he would leave. But the foundation had been laid. The character was formed. The education was complete. Now came the test of translating education into practice, of applying principles learned in classrooms to the complex realities of military service, and of discovering whether the promise demonstrated at West Point would be fulfilled in the actual conduct of a military career.

	 



Chapter 3

	The Engineer Officer (1829-1846)

	 

	 


The seventeen years between Robert E. Lee's graduation from West Point and the outbreak of the Mexican-American War formed a period of professional development that might appear, at first glance, to have little relevance to his later military fame. Unlike officers who served in frontier combat or Indian wars, Lee spent most of this period on engineering assignments, improving harbors, constructing fortifications, managing river projects, and performing the technical work that constituted the peacetime Army's primary function. Yet these years were crucial to the development of the military leader Lee would become. The skills of reconnaissance, terrain analysis, logistics management, and systematic problem-solving that he honed as an engineer would prove invaluable when applied to the conduct of military campaigns. Moreover, these years tested his character, developed his professional reputation, and established patterns of work and leadership that would characterize his entire career.

	First Assignment: Cockspur Island (1829-1831)

	Lee's first assignment as a newly commissioned engineer officer took him to Cockspur Island, Georgia, at the mouth of the Savannah River. His task was to assist in the construction of Fort Pulaski, one of a series of coastal fortifications being built to defend American ports following the War of 1812. The assignment was typical for junior engineer officers, important work requiring technical competence but offering limited glory and considerable tedium. Lee arrived in the summer of 1829 to find a project hampered by difficult working conditions, a challenging site, and the complex logistics of construction in a remote coastal location.

	The Cockspur Island assignment immediately tested Lee's engineering skills and his ability to manage practical problems. The island was low-lying and marshy, requiring extensive foundation work before construction could proceed. Materials had to be transported by water, workers supervised, and progress maintained despite heat, humidity, and disease. Lee threw himself into the work with characteristic thoroughness, surveying the site, calculating quantities of materials needed, overseeing construction crews, and maintaining detailed records of progress and expenditures.

	The work was not glamorous, but it was essential, and Lee approached it with the same attention to detail he had demonstrated at West Point. He learned to manage civilian contractors, to work within budgets, to solve unforeseen problems as they arose, and to maintain progress despite obstacles. The experience taught him patience, persistence, and the importance of thorough preparation, qualities that might seem far removed from battlefield command but that would prove essential to successful military operations. Warfare, Lee was learning, involved far more than tactical maneuvers; it required logistics, planning, resource management, and the ability to overcome practical obstacles through systematic effort.

	During this period, Lee also experienced a personal milestone that would profoundly shape his life. In 1830, he married Mary Anna Randolph Custis, the great-granddaughter of Martha Washington and the only surviving child of George Washington Parke Custis, who had been raised by George Washington himself. The marriage connected Lee directly to the Washington legacy and brought him into one of Virginia's most prominent families. Mary Custis Lee would bear seven children over the next fourteen years, and the demands of supporting a growing family would add urgency to Lee's professional advancement and financial concerns.

	The marriage also meant that Lee would eventually inherit Arlington House, the Custis estate overlooking Washington, D.C., which contained numerous Washington family artifacts and served as a living memorial to the first president. This connection to Washington would influence Lee's sense of duty and his understanding of service to Virginia and the nation. Throughout his life, Lee would be acutely aware of the Washington legacy he had married into, and it would shape his thinking about honor, duty, and the responsibilities of leadership.

	Fort Monroe: Developing Expertise (1831-1834)

	In 1831, Lee received orders to Fort Monroe, Virginia, at the tip of the peninsula between the James and York Rivers. This assignment brought him closer to his family and to Virginia, and it provided opportunities for more significant engineering work. Fort Monroe was one of the largest and most important coastal fortifications in the country, and improving its defenses required sophisticated engineering analysis and execution. Lee worked on improving the fort's drainage systems, reinforcing its walls, and supervising various construction projects.

	The Fort Monroe assignment allowed Lee to develop expertise in fortification design and construction, knowledge that would prove relevant when he later had to attack or defend fortified positions. He learned to analyze the strengths and weaknesses of defensive works, to understand fields of fire and angles of approach, and to appreciate the relationship between fortification design and defensive effectiveness. These lessons, learned through the patient work of construction and improvement, would inform his later tactical decisions when attacking or defending entrenched positions.

	During this period, Lee also served on various boards and special assignments that took him away from Fort Monroe temporarily. He assisted with boundary surveys, provided technical expertise on other fortification projects, and began to build a reputation within the Corps of Engineers as a particularly capable and reliable officer. Senior officers noted his thoroughness, his attention to detail, and his ability to complete assigned tasks efficiently and effectively. These qualities, combined with his personal bearing and professional demeanor, marked him as an officer with significant potential for advancement.

	In 1834, Lee received a promotion to first lieutenant, a routine advancement that reflected his years of service and competent performance. The promotion brought a modest increase in pay, which was welcome given his growing family responsibilities. By this time, Lee and Mary had three children, with more to follow, and the financial demands of supporting a family on an Army officer's salary required careful management. Lee demonstrated the same attention to personal finances that he brought to professional duties, living within his means and avoiding the speculative ventures and risky investments that had ruined his father.

	Washington and the Mississippi: Major Projects (1834-1837)

	Lee's growing reputation led to his assignment in 1834 as assistant to the chief engineer of the Army in Washington, D.C. This position brought him to the capital and placed him at the center of the Corps of Engineers' activities. He worked on various projects, reviewed plans for fortifications throughout the country, and gained exposure to the administrative and political aspects of military engineering. The Washington assignment enhanced his understanding of how engineering projects were planned, funded, and executed at the national level, and it broadened his professional network to include senior officers and civilian officials.

	But the most significant assignment of Lee's early engineering career came in 1837, when he was sent to St. Louis to supervise work on the Mississippi River. The Mississippi had been gradually shifting its channel, threatening to bypass St. Louis entirely and turn the city's valuable harbor into a stagnant backwater. If the river succeeded in cutting a new channel, St. Louis would lose its commercial importance and economic viability. Lee's task was to prevent this disaster by directing the river's flow and protecting the harbor.

	The Mississippi River project represented Lee's first truly independent command of a major engineering undertaking. He arrived in St. Louis in the summer of 1837 and immediately began surveying the river, analyzing its flow patterns, and developing a plan to address the problem. His solution was characteristically systematic and ambitious: he proposed constructing a dike system that would direct the river's current to scour out the harbor while preventing the formation of a new channel that would bypass the city.

	Over the next several years, Lee supervised the construction of dikes and the placement of pilings designed to control the river's flow. The work was challenging, requiring constant adaptation to changing river conditions, management of large work crews, and careful expenditure of limited funds. Lee demonstrated exceptional skill in all aspects of the project. He proved capable of making sound engineering judgments under conditions of uncertainty, adapting his plans as circumstances changed, and maintaining progress despite obstacles.

	The Mississippi project also revealed Lee's ability to work effectively with civilian authorities and contractors. He dealt diplomatically with St. Louis city officials, maintained good relations with local business leaders who had a stake in the project's success, and managed contractors efficiently. These skills in civil-military relations and civilian management would prove valuable in his later career, particularly when coordinating with Confederate civilian authorities during the Civil War.

	Perhaps most importantly, the Mississippi assignment tested Lee's physical courage and willingness to share hardships with his men. The work was often dangerous, conducted on unstable platforms in swift currents, and Lee regularly worked alongside the laborers rather than merely supervising from shore. On one occasion, Lee spent an entire night standing chest-deep in the river, directing the placement of pilings during a critical phase of construction. His willingness to endure the same hardships he asked of his workers earned their respect and loyalty, and it demonstrated a leadership principle he would follow throughout his career, that effective leadership required sharing the dangers and discomforts of those being led.

	Family Life and Personal Development (1837-1841)

	While the Mississippi River project dominated Lee's professional life from 1837 to 1840, these years also brought personal developments that shaped his character and worldview. The extended absences from his family, required by his St. Louis assignment, were difficult for Lee. He maintained regular correspondence with Mary and his children, and his letters from this period reveal a devoted father and husband who keenly felt the separation from his family. The tension between professional duty and family obligations was a constant theme in Lee's life, and he consistently resolved it in favor of duty, however much the separation cost him personally.

	Lee's children were growing during this period, Custis, Mary, William Fitzhugh (called "Rooney"), Anne, Agnes, Robert Jr., and eventually Mildred would complete the family. Lee took his responsibilities as a father seriously, providing guidance through letters when absent and direct instruction when present. He emphasized the same values his mother had instilled in him: duty, self-discipline, honesty, and consideration for others. His letters to his children were affectionate but also instructive, always encouraging them toward self-improvement and proper conduct.

	The extended periods away from home also allowed Lee time for reading and reflection. He continued to study military history and theory, reading accounts of Napoleon's campaigns, studying the principles of warfare, and analyzing the relationship between strategy, operations, and tactics. These studies, conducted during his free time in St. Louis and other assignments, kept his mind engaged with military questions even while his daily work involved engineering rather than combat operations. The habit of systematic study and analysis, developed at West Point and continued throughout his engineering career, created an intellectual foundation that would serve him well when he eventually commanded armies in battle.

	Arlington and Family Obligations (1840-1846)

	In 1840, Lee completed his work on the Mississippi River project, having successfully saved St. Louis's harbor and enhanced his professional reputation considerably. He returned to Virginia and to duties that kept him closer to his family. But these years also brought new responsibilities and challenges. His father-in-law, George Washington Parke Custis, was aging and in declining health, and the management of the Arlington estate required increasing attention. Lee found himself balancing Army duties with family obligations, a tension that would continue throughout his career.

	Lee received assignment to various engineering projects in the early 1840s, including work on fortifications in New York harbor and other coastal defense installations. These assignments, while important, lacked the challenge and independence of the Mississippi River project, and Lee began to feel that his career was stagnating. He had been an engineer officer for more than a decade, had demonstrated exceptional competence, and had earned a solid professional reputation. But peacetime engineering work, however important, offered limited opportunities for advancement or distinction. The Army was small, promotions slow, and there seemed little prospect for the kind of service that might bring real professional recognition.

	During this period, Lee also grappled with questions about slavery and his place in Virginia society. The Custis family owned enslaved people, as did most of Virginia's planter aristocracy, and Lee's marriage had made him part of this system. His own views on slavery were complex and evolved over time. He believed slavery was morally wrong and expressed hope that it would eventually end, but he also accepted it as a practical reality and believed that emancipation should be gradual rather than immediate. This position, opposition in principle but acceptance in practice, was common among upper-class Virginians of Lee's generation, and it reflected the deep contradictions of antebellum Southern society.

	Lee also demonstrated in his personal conduct a paternalistic approach to enslaved people that was typical of his class. He believed that slaveholders had obligations to those they enslaved, including providing for their welfare, keeping families together when possible, and preparing them gradually for eventual freedom. Yet he also maintained the discipline and control inherent in the slave system, believing that the enslaved required supervision and that their labor was essential to the functioning of Southern society. These contradictions, genuine moral discomfort with slavery combined with practical acceptance of its existence and participation in its mechanisms would remain unresolved throughout Lee's life.

	Professional Recognition and Promotion (1841-1846)

	Despite the limitations of peacetime engineering service, Lee's professional reputation continued to grow. In 1838, he had been promoted to captain, and by the early 1840s, he was recognized within the Corps of Engineers as one of its most capable officers. Senior engineers and Army leadership consistently praised his work, noting his technical competence, his attention to detail, his ability to complete projects on time and within budget, and his skill in managing both military and civilian personnel.

	This reputation led to Lee being entrusted with increasingly important assignments. He served on various boards examining engineering proposals, provided expert testimony on technical matters, and advised on major fortification projects throughout the country. These assignments brought him into contact with senior Army officers and civilian officials, expanding his professional network and enhancing his visibility within the military establishment. By the mid-1840s, Robert E. Lee was known as one of the Army's finest engineer officers, a reputation built on seventeen years of consistent, excellent performance in assignments that required technical expertise, managerial competence, and personal dedication.

	Yet for all his professional success, Lee had not been tested in combat. His entire military career to this point had been devoted to peacetime engineering work. He had never heard a shot fired in anger, never commanded troops under fire, never made tactical decisions where lives hung in the balance. His knowledge of warfare came from books, from the study of military history, from the tactical principles learned at West Point. Whether this theoretical knowledge could translate into effective combat leadership remained unknown.

	The Eve of War: Professional Maturity

	By 1846, Robert E. Lee was thirty-nine years old, a mature officer with nearly two decades of military service. The young second lieutenant who had graduated from West Point in 1829 had become an experienced professional, tested by challenging assignments, proven by consistent excellent performance, and recognized as one of the Army's most capable engineer officers. The skills he had developed, reconnaissance and terrain analysis, logistics and resource management, systematic problem-solving, and the ability to adapt to changing circumstances would all prove relevant to military command, though in ways Lee could not yet fully appreciate.

	The seventeen years of engineering service had also reinforced and deepened the character traits that had defined Lee from his youth. His sense of duty had become even more pronounced, his self-discipline more ingrained, his attention to detail more meticulous. He had learned patience and persistence through projects that required years to complete. He had developed managerial and leadership skills through directing large workforces and complex operations. He had demonstrated physical courage and willingness to share hardships with those he led. And he had built a professional reputation based on competence, reliability, and integrity that made him respected throughout the Army.

	But Lee had also experienced the frustrations of peacetime service in a small, slow-promoting Army where opportunities for distinction were limited. He had watched younger men in other professions advance more rapidly, accumulate wealth, and achieve prominence while he remained a captain after seventeen years of service. He had sacrificed time with his family for duty in remote assignments. He had devoted his considerable abilities to work that, however important, was largely invisible to the public and offered little prospect for fame or advancement beyond steady but slow promotion through seniority.

	These frustrations, while never expressed in terms of complaint or self-pity, were real. Lee was ambitious, though his ambition was channeled through duty and professional excellence rather than expressed as personal aggrandizement. He wanted to prove himself, to test himself, to discover whether the abilities he had demonstrated in engineering could translate into the more demanding arena of military command. The theoretical knowledge of warfare he had acquired through years of study remained untested by actual combat. The tactical principles he had learned remained abstract concepts rather than practical realities.

	Looking Toward Mexico

	In 1846, as tensions between the United States and Mexico escalated toward war, Lee recognized that his opportunity was approaching. A war with Mexico would mean combat operations, the largest American military undertaking since the War of 1812. It would require engineer officers for reconnaissance, fortification, and siege operations. It would provide opportunities for distinction that peacetime engineering could never offer. For an officer approaching forty, with seventeen years of service and growing family obligations, the Mexican War represented perhaps the only chance to prove himself in actual combat and to demonstrate that his abilities extended beyond peacetime engineering to the conduct of military operations under fire.

	Lee's years as an engineer officer had prepared him for this moment in ways that were not immediately obvious. The reconnaissance skills developed through years of surveying would prove invaluable for scouting enemy positions and identifying routes of advance. The understanding of fortification design would inform both attack and defense of entrenched positions. The logistics experience gained on major engineering projects would translate directly to the management of military supply and movement. The ability to work effectively with both military and civilian personnel would prove essential in the complex environment of an army on campaign. And the habits of systematic analysis, careful planning, and attention to detail would serve him well in the confusion and chaos of combat operations.

	As 1846 progressed and war with Mexico became inevitable, Captain Robert E. Lee stood at a pivotal moment in his career. Behind him lay seventeen years of steady professional development, of skills honed and reputation built through excellence in peacetime engineering. Ahead lay the test of combat, the opportunity to apply his knowledge and abilities to actual military operations, and the chance to discover whether the promise he had shown at West Point and the competence he had demonstrated as an engineer could translate into effective military leadership under the most demanding conditions warfare could present. The engineer officer was about to become a combat officer, and the theoretical student of warfare was about to encounter its practical realities.

	 




Chapter 4

	Baptism of Fire - The Mexican-American War (1846-1848)

	 

	 

	 


The Mexican-American War, which erupted in the spring of 1846 and concluded with the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in February 1848, transformed Robert E. Lee from a promising but untested engineer officer into a combat-proven military leader whose abilities had been recognized at the highest levels of command. The war provided Lee with his first exposure to actual combat, tested his courage under fire, demonstrated his tactical judgment in critical situations, and revealed capabilities that peacetime engineering service could never have shown. More importantly, it placed him under the direct observation of General Winfield Scott, the Army's commanding general and one of the most accomplished military leaders in American history, whose mentorship and approval would shape Lee's subsequent career and whose operational methods would influence Lee's own approach to military command.

	Assignment to Scott's Army (1846-1847)

	When war broke out in May 1846 following clashes along the disputed Texas-Mexico border, Lee initially feared he might miss the opportunity for combat service. The first major American operations took place in northern Mexico under General Zachary Taylor, while Lee remained on engineering duty on the East Coast. He lobbied persistently for assignment to a combat theater, recognizing that the Mexican War represented perhaps his only opportunity to prove himself under fire and to escape the limitations of peacetime engineering service.

	Lee's persistence and professional reputation paid off in the fall of 1846, when he received orders to join General John E. Wool's column advancing into northern Mexico. However, before he could reach Wool's force, new orders redirected him to join General Winfield Scott's army, which was preparing for an ambitious campaign to capture Veracruz and advance inland to Mexico City. This reassignment proved fortuitous. Scott's campaign would become the most strategically sophisticated American military operation since the Revolutionary War, and service with Scott would provide Lee with invaluable experience in operational planning and execution.

	Lee reported to Scott's headquarters on the island of Lobos, off the Mexican coast, in early 1847. At thirty-nine years old, still a captain despite nearly eighteen years of service, Lee joined an army that included many officers who would later figure prominently in the Civil War. Scott himself was sixty years old, a veteran of the War of 1812, and an officer known for his strategic vision, his attention to logistics and planning, and his insistence on professional military conduct. Scott recognized talent when he saw it, and he quickly identified Lee as an officer of exceptional ability.

	The Veracruz Landing (March 1847)

	Scott's plan called for an amphibious landing near Veracruz, Mexico's principal Gulf coast port, followed by a siege to capture the city and its fortress, San Juan de Ulúa. The operation would be the largest amphibious assault in American military history to that date, requiring detailed planning, careful coordination, and precise execution. Lee was assigned to scout potential landing sites, assess beach conditions, and help plan the assault.

	This assignment immediately put Lee's engineering and reconnaissance skills to use under combat conditions. Working from small boats and under the threat of Mexican artillery fire, Lee surveyed the coastline near Veracruz, identified suitable landing beaches, assessed obstacles and defensive positions, and provided Scott with the information needed to plan the landing. His reconnaissance work was thorough, systematic, and accurate, exactly what his engineering experience had prepared him to do, but now conducted under the pressure of active military operations.

	The landing on March 9, 1847, proceeded smoothly, with Scott's army coming ashore without serious opposition. Lee then participated in the siege operations against Veracruz, helping to site artillery batteries, plan approaches, and coordinate the investment of the city. The siege demonstrated the importance of engineering in military operations, proper battery placement, careful calculation of ranges and trajectories, and systematic reduction of defensive works through sustained bombardment. Veracruz surrendered on March 29, after a siege that showcased American military professionalism and gave Lee his first experience with offensive operations against a defended position.

	The Advance Inland: Cerro Gordo (April 1847)

	After capturing Veracruz, Scott faced the challenge of advancing inland toward Mexico City, nearly 200 miles away through difficult terrain. The Mexican commander, General Antonio López de Santa Anna, had positioned his army at Cerro Gordo, a naturally strong defensive position where the road from Veracruz climbed into the mountains. The Mexican position appeared formidable, steep hills commanded the road, artillery covered the approaches, and the terrain seemed to make a frontal assault suicidal.

	Scott needed to know whether the Mexican position could be turned, whether there were routes that would allow American forces to outflank the defensive works and attack from an unexpected direction. This reconnaissance mission was assigned to Captain Robert E. Lee, and it would prove to be the defining moment of his Mexican War service.

	On April 15, 1847, Lee led a reconnaissance party into the rugged terrain south of the main Mexican position. The assignment was dangerous, he would be operating in enemy territory, close to Mexican lines, with discovery likely resulting in capture or death. Lee moved carefully through the broken, brush-covered terrain, personally conducting the reconnaissance rather than relying entirely on subordinates. At one point, hiding behind a fallen log as Mexican soldiers passed nearby, Lee spent hours motionless, observing enemy positions and routes while remaining undetected.

	Lee's reconnaissance discovered what Scott needed: a route through the rough terrain that would allow American forces to turn the Mexican position, getting behind their fortifications and attacking from an unexpected direction. He traced a path that could accommodate artillery, identified key terrain features, and provided Scott with detailed information about Mexican dispositions and vulnerabilities. The reconnaissance required not only physical courage but also tactical judgment, understanding what information was militarily significant, how terrain would affect movement and combat, and how the enemy position could be defeated.

	Based on Lee's reconnaissance, Scott developed a plan to fix the Mexicans in front with a demonstration while the main American force used Lee's route to turn the position and attack from the flank and rear. Lee accompanied the flanking force, helping to guide it through the difficult terrain he had scouted. The Battle of Cerro Gordo, fought on April 17-18, 1847, resulted in a decisive American victory. The Mexican army was routed, Santa Anna barely escaped capture, and Scott's army captured the position with relatively light casualties while inflicting heavy losses on the enemy.

	Scott recognized Lee's contribution as decisive. In his official report, Scott wrote that Lee's reconnaissance had been conducted "with great daring" and had made the victory possible. More significantly, Scott began relying on Lee for crucial reconnaissance and engineering tasks throughout the remainder of the campaign. Lee had proven himself under fire, demonstrated tactical judgment in analyzing enemy positions, and shown that his peacetime engineering skills translated directly into combat effectiveness.

	The Advance to Mexico City: Contreras and Churubusco (August 1847)

	After Cerro Gordo, Scott's army advanced inland, capturing Puebla and pausing to rest and reorganize before the final push toward Mexico City. During this pause, Lee received a brevet promotion to major for his services at Cerro Gordo, the first of three brevet promotions he would receive during the Mexican War. Brevet ranks were honorary promotions that recognized distinguished service without changing an officer's actual rank or pay, but they carried significant prestige and marked an officer as having performed exceptionally under combat conditions.

	In August 1847, Scott's army approached Mexico City from the south, encountering a defensive system based on the natural and man-made obstacles surrounding the capital. Lee conducted extensive reconnaissance of the approaches, identifying routes through the lava fields (called the

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



