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  1


  EARLY YEARS


  Antoine-Jean-Louis Le Bègue (sometimes misspelled Lebèque) de Presle Duportail, better known as Louis, was born at Pithiviers en Gâtinais (now in the department of Loiret), a small town near Orléans, France, on May 14, 1743. He was the son of Sédillot, a merchant’s daughter, and Jacques Guillaume Le Bègue de Presle Chevalier du Portail.1 His father was an attorney specially charged with the Orléans forest. The Duportail family was recognized as nobility from the seventeenth century, when one of Louis’s ancestors was appointed advisor secretary to the king (Conseiller-secrétaire du roi).


  Louis was the ninth of ten children, several of whom died very young. A notarized document drawn up on May 17, 1782, after the death of his father on December 20, 1781, indicates that he had three surviving brothers and one sister. His next older brother, Jacques Louis, Le Bègue d’Oyseville, was chosen as godfather for his baptism. The eldest, Achille-Guillaume Le Bègue de Presle, became a physician and chair of the faculty of medicine in Paris and maintained regular correspondence with Benjamin Franklin and his family. (Several of his letters are at Yale University.) His younger brother, Pierre, Le Bègue de Villiers, was a learned priest in the Society of the Sorbonne and vicar general of Comminges. Louis’s only known sister was Marie-Elisabeth Le Bègue de Presle. She married Julien, François Boys, a Paris attorney. The document also reveals that Louis inherited revenues, titles, and property totaling 61,000 livres (a private soldier in the French army earned about 1 livre per week in 1780), which permitted him later to buy a very large parcel of land on the banks of the Scioto River in Ohio. However, the Montgomery County archives (where the property was located) has no record of what happened to the land.


  Louis must have undertaken rigorous classical studies at a religious school, as he was able to read and write Latin. In letters to Benjamin Franklin on January 16 and 19, 1777, he proposed to communicate in Latin to maintain a certain secrecy in their correspondence and because he didn’t understand English at the time.


  Louis began studies as an engineer at the Military School of Mézières in 1761 at the age of eighteen. The school was founded in 1690 by the king’s engineers, who succeeded Vauban. It was established at Mézières to benefit from a battlefield in total reconstruction for military exercises. Many children of the lower nobility had little hope of attaining high military rank, so the school of the Royal Corps of Engineers, open only to nobility, was often a path for career advancement. Because the number of candidates far exceeded the limited number of places in 1751, the academic program required an entrance exam and two years of study. (Duportail drew up an order on December 31, 1776, making the king’s engineers officers of the Royal Corps of Engineers.)


  [image: Ducal palace at Charleville-Mézières. The city, located on the banks of the Meuse River, is a commune in northern France and capital of the Ardennes department in the Grand Est region. Wikimedia.]
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  Duportail was appointed second lieutenant (lieutenant en second) on January 1, 1762. Two naval engineers who were admitted on their titles denounced him and some friends in February 1763. They opposed the admission of students of doubtful nobility to the school. One of the accusers was the son of a postmaster who barely escaped bankruptcy. The other was the son of a merchant who still bore the social stigma of a bankruptcy. As a result of the anonymous accusation, Duportail and two other “ringleaders” were separated and sent to prison for one year in March 1763: one to Ham, another to Sedan, and Duportail to Bouillon Castle in the Luxembourg province of Belgium. All the students at the military school decided to join their fellow students in prison. After completing their sentences, the three students were exonerated by the king and readmitted to the school at Mézières. An inquiry later revealed the allegations were totally unfounded, but Duportail benefited from his time in prison by reading and studying military science at a high level, which advanced his career.


  GRADUATION AND ASSIGNMENTS


  Louis Duportail graduated as a regular engineer in 1765 at the age of twenty-two. He served two years with the infantry at Bayonne and Marseille, working pretty much as a modern engineer does and learning much through the communications with the authorities who employed him. He continued studying, edited memoirs, evaluated costs, and made maps. He had assignments at Strasbourg (1769); Gex (1770), where he was dismayed by the useless works at Versoix (a village on the Swiss border that the Duc de Choiseul wanted to fortify); Montpellier (1771); and Metz (1774). He was promoted to captain on August 25, 1773, at the age of thirty. He was assigned to Aire in 1775, then to Bethune in 1776.


  The Comte de Saint-Germain, the minister of war, summoned him on July 15, 1776, to prepare a new edition of a training manual for the Royal Corps of Engineers. It was to contain every bit of knowledge that an engineer needed to know and to reflect the changes being instituted in the military. Duportail proposed reducing the number of officers from 400 to 329 and the number of fortifications from 20 to 12. He also recommended basing promotions solely on merit and organizing internships to complete the course of training. The manual was published on December 31, 1776, just as Duportail was beginning his negotiations with Benjamin Franklin.


  NEGOTIATIONS WITH FRANKLIN AND DEANE


  Duportail was recognized and appreciated for the quality of his work, just as he was for the memorandum that he wrote for the minister of war in December 1773, in which he proposed a complete organization of the engineers. The manual was poorly received by the engineering officers, but his minister greatly appreciated it for its intellectual discipline and strength of reflection and his ability to analyze and synthesize. The Americans later translated it and used it to organize their own Corps of Engineers.


  When Benjamin Franklin arrived in Paris in December 1776, he informed the Comte de Saint-Germain that Congress wanted him to “secure skilled engineers, not exceeding four,” who might serve in the Continental Army. The minister of war agreed to this request if it could be done in secrecy, without arousing the suspicions of the British ambassador, whose ubiquitous spies kept him informed. Saint-Germain suggested that Duportail go to America and authorized him to deal directly with the American agents. Duportail quickly agreed and was admitted into the Royal Corps of Engineers with the rank of lieutenant colonel.


  Silas Deane, however, did not take the necessary precautions to adhere to the strict and precise demands of Congress. He was immediately besieged by many candidates whose qualifications he would not take the time to verify. One of them particularly impressed him: Philippe Charles Jean Baptiste Tronson du Coudray, the pretentious duc d’Artois and former tutor of the king’s brother. This theorist of artillery authored several books on the topic, such as L’artillerie nouvelle et L’ordre profond et l’ordre mince considérés par rapport aux effets de l’artillerie. He was an expert on making gunpowder and on metallurgy for canons. He also had access to the arsenals and promised to supply 200 pieces of artillery; material to clothe 25,000 men; and 12 engineers, 4 captains, and 4 lieutenants to satisfy Deane’s needs.


  Du Coudray’s application was quickly accepted with great enthusiasm, and Deane wrote a letter to the Secret Committee of Correspondence of Congress, in which he specified the reasons for his choice: Du Coudray would secretly recruit engineers and, on Vergennes’s recommendation, contact Beaumarchais about his operations for recruitment and reinforcement. Beaumarchais would then ship the promised armaments and equipment through Roderigue Hortalez et Cie., a new trading house, which would essentially act as a front for the French government. Deane concluded an official agreement with du Coudray on September 11, 1776, in which he promised him the command of the artillery and the future Corps of Engineers. Every plan or project related to the fortification and artillery would then be submitted to du Coudray for his approval before execution.


  However, du Coudray’s plans soon became known to his superiors and risked compromising the secrecy that the king wanted concerning aid to the colonies. Du Coudray was recalled to his garrison at Metz, but instead of complying, he evaded the order and departed incognito on a vessel going to the West Indies, where he found the means to join his staff at Philadelphia, where they had arrived in April. The British ambassador’s frequent complaints forced the French government to prohibit the young Marquis de Lafayette from leaving France and to order the unloading of Beaumarchais’s supply ships bringing secret aid to America.


  Franklin joined Deane in Paris in December 1776 to negotiate a treaty of alliance with France and to recruit four engineers, as requested by Congress. The French court was informed a month earlier about the American colonies’ Declaration of Independence, so Louis XVI was less reluctant and consented to Franklin’s request. Franklin wrote to General Washington, hoping that four experienced, motivated, and volunteer officers of the Royal Corps of Engineers would bring sufficient support to the Continental Army.


  In his first letter to Benjamin Franklin, in the third person and dated Sunday, December 29, 1776, at Versailles, Duportail introduced himself, outlined his qualifications, and offered to serve the American colonies. He only requested employment at a higher rank than the one he had in France. He also offered to bring with him two other engineering officers of lower rank who would be chosen for their knowledge and ability. He requested further instructions on how to proceed.


  In his second letter, which was undated but written shortly after the first, he invited Franklin to verify that none of the volunteers recruited by Silas Deane had the engineering qualifications demanded by Congress and General Washington. Fearing that other volunteers might enter their candidacy and seek to replace him, Duportail immediately wrote another letter dated January 2, 1777, requesting a response to his proposal of four days earlier. He also reminded Franklin that if his response was positive, he was ready to go to Paris to begin preparations. He concluded by begging Franklin not to show anyone his letter or the one of December 29.


  FRANKLIN’S RESPONSE


  Franklin’s response cannot be found among his or Duportail’s papers, but there are undated notes taken by Franklin’s secretary at working meetings following the correspondence of the two men. The meetings were probably held in Paris at the Hôtel d’Entraigues at Rue de l’Université, where Franklin resided, or at the Ministry of War at Versailles. The room was in the building formerly occupied by the chief of engineers at number 3 of the street that would become Rue de l’Independance Americaine (American Independence Street). Franklin had an office there on the left of the ground floor overlooking the courtyard. The distance between the ministry and the Red Horse Inn (Hôtel du Cheval Rouge), where Duportail was lodged, was less than two hundred yards, which facilitated their meetings.


  Franklin’s notes, taken about January 11, 1777, comprise five paragraphs:



	 M. de Portal demands to be at the Head of the Corps d’Ingenieurs in America: and under the Orders only of the General, or the Commander-in-Chief in the Place where he may be.


	 He demands a Rank superior to that he enjoys at present, which is Major in the marine Infantry.


	 He proposes to take two Captains of the same Professions with him: to whom should be given in America the Rank superior.


	 That himself and his Friends shall be at Liberty to quit the Service and return to France when they please except in the middle of a Campaign.


	 The Gentlemen are willing to give the Chevalier de Portal the rank of Lieutenant Colonel and the Gentlemen he mentions that of Major, when their names are made known to them so that they may inform themselves of their qualifications which they shall do with every necessary precaution. They cannot do so much in justice to Gentlemen who have been from the beginning in the service of the States as to advance Strangers suddenly above them.




  Another undated letter written by Duportail around January 12 specified further conditions, probably stemming from changes made by the Ministry of War when Duportail became aware of the status of his negotiations. It confirms that matters should be kept in utmost secrecy, as Duportail was known rather well, having served in the Ministry of War for six months, writing a new manual for the Corps of Engineers, which was soon to appear. Any rumor arising about his departure for America would cause the ministry to prevent him or any other officer of the corps to depart.


  The complementary conditions, undoubtedly demanded by the ministry were



	 The American government will grant the men a rank one step higher than the one which they hold at the time they leave France.


	 It is understood that the officers are free to return to France when they so desire except during a campaign or during the construction of works. Of course this is left to the appreciation of the feelings of honor well-known and always practiced by the French officers. On its part, the American government will also be free to cashier them if desired.


	 In case of capture or imprisonment by the British, Congress will do its utmost to obtain a prisoner exchange.


	 The American agents will ensure that the officers are well-lodged and well-treated during their voyage.




  The officers requested to be kept informed of what they needed to bring, necessary clothing, and so on. Foreseeing that their future army might not have the necessary instruments, such as graphometers, compasses, and the like and the difficulties of procuring them on location, Duportail proposed that he be authorized to purchase them before his departure.


  The final document stipulated that the remuneration of these gentlemen would be the same as that of the officers holding the same rank in the American army. They would select the most convenient ships for their crossing at their own expense, and their compensation would begin on the day of their departure. These conditions were all dated January 12, 1777, but Franklin’s agreement was not immediate. Duportail became impatient and begged Franklin, four days later, to give him a response as soon as possible so as not to waste valuable time to prepare for the voyage.


  Duportail entered into frequent correspondence with Franklin between December 29, 1776, and May 15, 1777, to maintain secrecy and not to arouse the British ambassador’s suspicions through frequent visits. He provided Franklin with a list of officers of the French Corps of Engineers and emphasized that no artillery or infantry officer could replace an engineer in matters of attacking or defending places or in the design and construction of fortifications and entrenchments. He stressed that the skill of an engineer was particularly important in a defensive war, such as the one America was fighting, because a poorly fortified city or post could be decisive. He requested to be at the head of the Corps of Engineers and to report only to the commander in chief. He also sought a rank one level higher than his French rank and proposed to take two captains of engineers with him. Duportail would receive the rank of lieutenant colonel, and the others, that of major. This was not out of line, as other foreign volunteers were getting appointments to superior ranks. However, it would make it more difficult for Duportail and his companions to get noticed for promotion.


  Duportail had a friend who knew English and could translate for him but suggested that Franklin could respond to him in Latin, indicating that he had better facility with that language than with English. Franklin’s response, though, came in English at a time when Duportail’s friend was absent. His attempt at “decrypting” Franklin’s response was atrocious and could have changed the course of his career, as he totally misunderstood the message, thinking that Franklin had rejected his conditions.


  He wrote to Franklin again on January 19 to request further clarification. Duportail was now in Paris for a month at the Hôtel de Hollande, where he was probably preparing for his departure.2 He reminded Franklin that he would find no other officer in the Corps of Engineers who was better qualified. Franklin might find somebody calling himself an engineer but really wasn’t or one who studied at the school of engineering a short while but not long enough to absorb the principles of fortification.


  Franklin must have responded quickly, or the friend returned, for there is no record of the response. Duportail wrote to Franklin again on January 21, expressing his regrets for having misunderstood his letter of the nineteenth and causing him to lose valuable time. He departed that night for Versailles to consult with the minister of war, as well as with his companions to get their agreement, after which he would send their names to Franklin. In the meantime, he vouched for their character and skills.


  THE KING’S APPROVAL


  Four days later, on January 25, King Louis XVI signed his orders, granting him two years’ leave to take care of his personal business (pour aller vaquer à ses affaires particulières) and to thank him for completing the work for the Corps of Engineers.3 This is the first time that the king signed a document that committed France to supporting the young nation’s fight for independence. The king also granted him the title of lieutenant colonel of the Royal Corps of Engineers. Duportail identified his companions (Jean-Baptiste de Gouvion; Louis-Guillaume-Servais des Hayes de La Radière; and Jean Baptiste Joseph, Chevalier de Laumoy), the youngest of whom was thirty, and their ranks, along with a request that they receive the next-higher rank in the Continental Army. Their recruitment was confided to the minister of war, the Comte de Saint-Germain, and approved by the
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  king. The three received the same orders as Duportail, signed by the king. They were the only French officers obtained under the direct instructions of Congress and approved by the king.


  Duportail also recommended that if Franklin made any inquiries about them, that he do so with the utmost secrecy because the slightest rumor could result in the failure of the enterprise. He concluded by requesting an immediate response. If it arrived before 6:00 p.m., then he would go visit Franklin that very night to make further arrangements. He also requested the exact time he should arrive and that Franklin ensure that no stranger be present, as it was important that Duportail not be seen.4


  He announced to Franklin in a new letter dated January 26 that he was going twenty leagues outside Paris to prepare for his departure, that he received the king’s permission that very morning, and that he would be ready to depart in less than fifteen days.


  The correspondence became more frequent as the departure approached. Duportail wrote from his parents’ house in Pithiviers on February 1 that Mr. Laumoy, one of his companions, wanted to meet Franklin at 7:00 p.m. on Monday, February 3, to tell him that they expected to be at Nantes or Bordeaux, ready to embark about February 15.


  Having completed his recruitment mission, Franklin was now in Paris. Duportail returned to Paris on February 7 and requested to meet with him at 7:00 that evening to discuss the matters of their departure. He may not have been able to meet with Franklin that evening, as he wrote another letter to him the following morning to finalize some details. He notified Franklin that he and his companions would sail out of Nantes, which offered greater security and more amenities. He also specified that he located three protractors, three compasses, and three azimuth reading devices for about fifteen louis (a louis d’or equals six livres). He asked whether Franklin wanted to arrange for their purchase or whether he should purchase them and be reimbursed, in which case, the instruments would belong to the state. He then offered to meet with Franklin the following Monday evening to sign their agreement. He suggested that if Franklin drew up the agreement in advance, he should use their French titles and leave a space after their real name to indicate another name that they would assume.


  Duportail met with Franklin on February 12, but there is no record of the proceedings. The contract between Duportail and his friends was signed with the American ministers on February 17, 1777. In fact, all of the members, except La Radière, had already signed the agreement on the thirteenth. La Radière feared being delayed by the formalities and signed on the seventeenth, not having secured his leave of absence before that date:



   Agreement between the American Commissioners and Duportail, Laumoy, and Gouvion


  [February 13, 1777]


  Agreement Convention


  1st. It is agreed that the Congress of the United States of America shall grant to the Chevalier du Portail now Lieutenant Colonel in the Royal Corps of Engineers of France, the Rank of Colonel in their Service.


  2. The Congress of the United States of America will grant to Monsr. de Laumoy now Major in the Royal Corps of Engineers of France, the Rank of Lieutenant Colonel in their Service.


  3. The Congress of the United States of America will grant to Monsr. de Gouvion now Captain in the Royal Corps of Engineers of France, the Rank of Major in their Service.


  4. Messrs. Le Chevalier duportail, de Laumoy, and de Gouvion, shall be at liberty to quit the Service of the united States provided it is not during a Campaign or during any particular service, unless ordered so to do by the King of France: and the Congress may dismiss them or any of them whenever they may judge it proper.


  5. If all or either of these Gentlemen should be made prisoners by the King of Great Britain the Congress shall use all due means to obtain their Liberty.


  6. These Gentlemen shall use all possible dilligence in preparing for their embarkation in order to reach Philadelphia or wherever else the Congres of the united States may be to obey their orders.


  7. The pay of these Gentlemen shall be such as is given to officers of their Rank in the Service of the States of America, and shall commence from the date of this agreement.


  8. These Gentlemen shall procure and provide for their own passages in such Ships, and in such manner as they shall think proper.


  The above agreement was entered into and concluded by us at Paris this 13 February 1776.


  signed


  B Franklin


  S Deane
le che du Portails


  Gouvion l’ainé
signé pour Mr. de Laumoy


  Copy Note Mr la Radière was afterwards agreed with on the same terms with the within officers and is to be a Lieutenant Colonel.5




  VOYAGE TO AMERICA


  The voyage to America encountered many difficulties, either because Beaumarchais had no ships available until April or because of increased British surveillance of all French ports as a result of learning of the recent capture of Beaumarchais’s ship La Seine.6 Duportail wrote to Franklin from Nantes on March 6 that he could not find a ship that was going directly to the colonies and that he must board a ship bound to Saint-Domingue (Haiti), whence he could easily get to Philadelphia. He also noted that in the event that they had to throw their papers overboard and assume a different identity, Duportail would assume the identity of Le Chevalier Derford; Mr. Radière, that of Baillard; Mr. Launoy [Laumoy], that of Le Thur; and Mr. Gouvion, that of d’Otry, and that they would maintain those identities until they were safely in America and even longer if it proved advantageous. The crossing must have been uneventful, as the secret identities seem not to have been used.


  Once in the West Indies, Duportail wrote to Franklin from Saint-Domingue on May 15 to report that he was having difficulty finding a vessel to take them to Philadelphia and that Mr. Carabas, Beaumarchais’s agent at Cap François (Cap Haïtien), equipped a small vessel loaded with foodstuffs and nothing that would make them suspect if they were stopped. Mr. Carabas acted quickly, as the party was to depart on the seventeenth, minus Laumoy, who became ill with malaria. Mr. Carabas promised to take care of him and give him the means to rejoin his companions as soon as his health improved, which turned out to be the end of the summer.


  Duportail recruited Lieutenant Castaing and two sergeants at Saint-Domingue. Lieutenant Castaing became Duportail’s aide-de-camp. The party then sailed to New Bern, North Carolina, where they received help from Governor Richard Caswell, the local representative to Congress, to go to Philadelphia. When they arrived at Philadelphia in July, Congress was in turmoil, and the army was seething with unrest because the country had just declared its independence the previous year and was going through birthing pains.


  Two of Beaumarchais’s ships, the Amphitrite and the Mercure, carrying secret aid to America, managed to sail from France unnoticed and landed at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, in April with huge cargoes of military supplies (see appendix A) and about thirty volunteer officers, including Louis Antoine Jean Baptiste, Chevalier de Cambray-Digny; Étienne Nicolas Marie Béchet de Rochefontaine (later known as Stephen Rochefontaine); Jean-Bernard Gauthier de Murnan; François-Louis Teissèdre de Fleury; Jean-Louis-Ambroise de Genton de Villefranche; Pierre Charles L’Enfant; Gilles-Jean Barazer, Chevalier de Kermorvan; Antoine-Joseph Mauduit du Plessis; Antoine Félix Wuibert de Mézières; and Henri Dominique Marius de Palys de Montrepos. They were all capable men who expected to receive important positions in the Continental Army, as the American agent Silas Deane had promised them.


  Du Coudray had come out alone on a French ship bound for one of the French West Indian ports. As soon as he arrived in Philadelphia, he presented himself before Congress and was received June 2, 1777. The officers of his staff soon joined him, as well as other volunteers who had come over independently. However, only a few of these men spoke English, and they waited three months for Congress to make their appointments. Many had depleted their funds, and all were more or less dissatisfied. Ten days after the arrival of the Royal Engineers, another band of eleven volunteers, led by the Marquis de Lafayette, arrived at Philadelphia. Silas Deane had commissioned several of these volunteers as major generals before they left France.


  General Charles Lee said that these engineering officers did not know the difference between chevaux-de-frise and a field of cabbage. Colonel Richard Gridley, a fine draftsman, was appointed commandant of sappers and miners in 1775 and became a topographer. He was trained in the British artillery and then joined the Corps of Engineers, but he admitted to General Thomas during the French and Indian War that he had never read a single page of a treatise on fortification. Colonel Rufus Putnam, twenty-eight years younger, replaced him in 1776, and was among the first to realize the need for a Corps of Engineers for the Army to accomplish its missions.


  The army had too many senior officers, and some of the younger men preferred to resign their posts rather than serve under a foreigner, regardless of their training or capability. Duportail arrived on July 5 to present his credentials to Congress, which was torn by factions and not inclined to grant the commissions sought by the volunteers. It faced insubordination on the part of the American officers and the danger of offending America’s newfound ally if the Frenchmen did not receive commissions. Moreover, the army badly needed trained engineers. Most of them spoke only French, and everyone had suffered great hardships before du Coudray’s arrival.


  Duportail and his companions fulfilled Congress’s and the army’s needs for a few engineers. They had come with the express consent of the French government, and their demands were modest. Three days after they had presented themselves, Congress resolved to confirm their appointments and appointed Duportail to command all the engineers, while du Coudray directed the field fortifications.7


  From this date on, Duportail’s dispatches were written in English, either translated by an American officer knowing French (John Laurens, Washington’s aide-de-camp) or written by himself, as he was learning English, but he always took the precaution of having his messages reviewed. One of the peculiarities of his writing is that he usually wrote in lowercase letters, even for the personal pronoun I and for proper names. He had a tendency to employ what might be considered a capital letter when an R or a C or sometimes a D begins a word. He always dotted the personal pronoun, though it sometimes appears to be a little larger than at others. There was never any recognition of the necessity of beginning a new sentence with a capital. The grammar often reflects French construction, and the spelling of cognate words usually use French spelling: for example, americain for American. French drafts of the documents are rarely located, if they ever existed, and many documents mentioned in his letters have disappeared.


  DEFENSE OF PHILADELPHIA


  Duportail and his companions arrived at Washington’s headquarters at Coryell’s Ferry on the Jersey side of the Delaware to present themselves on July 29. Du Coudray was already there, constructing defenses. Washington sent the French engineers to General Gates at Philadelphia to assist him and General Mifflin in reviewing the grounds on the west side of the Delaware River and selecting proper places for encampments and defenses so as not to interfere with du Coudray’s work on the Jersey side. He thought a “Jealousy between them, and setting them to work together would only create confusion and widen the Breach.”8 Duportail and his men worked at any odd jobs that were given them during the remainder of the summer. On the morning of September 14, 1777, Washington ordered Duportail to Major General Armstrong to construct “some small Works along the Schuylkill which must be such as can be most speedily executed.”9


  DU COUDRAY’S DEATH


  Du Coudray, returning from an inspection of Fort Ticonderoga, arrived on the bank of the Schuylkill River on September 18. He embarked on a barge to cross the river but, too proud to dismount, remained on horseback. His mount became frightened during the crossing and darted forward. Du Coudray was unable to control it, and both went into the water. Despite the efforts of his escorts to save them, both the horse and rider drowned. His companions now found themselves in dire straits, as they were deprived of their representative to the American authorities. Congress offered to pay their expenses back to France if they so desired, but most decided to remain under Duportail’s command and served faithfully.


  The engineers’ situation might appear more comfortable after du Coudray’s death, but their problems continued to multiply: They were not yet paid, and they incurred the cost of horses for travel and transport.10 Duportail despaired, seeing that Congress was not giving any serious thought to his employment and his reasonable requests. He and his companions seriously considered returning to France at the end of the campaign in January.


  In the meantime, Duportail made another attempt to induce Congress to improve their situation. He sent a memorial that was read in Congress on November 13, in which he expressed his frustration at the inaction of Congress in their regard and their intention of returning to France. He also requested the rank of brigadier general for himself, the rank of colonel for Mr. Radière, and the rank of lieutenant colonel for Mr. Gouvion, as previously promised to them. He noted that the chief engineer should have a respectable rank in the army, that army and militia colonels refused to follow his directions, and that soldiers and some officers insult them and their servants using foul language.11


  The previous day, he had written to the minister of war, the Comte de Saint-Germain, giving his analysis of the Continental Army. He reported that the American victories were not so much due to the good conduct of the army but to the bad decisions of the British generals. He emphasized the need for men and supplies of all kinds to prosecute the war. This would cost France many millions but would be greatly repaid by the destruction of Britain’s naval domination. Without any colonies, she would soon have no navy, and American commerce would be conducted with France, which would then have no rival.


  He mused that France might sign a treaty with the United States and send 12,000 or 15,000 men to her aid, but he concluded that this would be the best way to ruin everything. He noted that even though America was at war with Britain, the Americans hated the French more than the British and that despite everything that France did and would do for them, they would prefer to reconcile with their former brothers than to find themselves among crowds of people they fear more.12


  Congress responded immediately on November 17, by appointing Duportail to the rank of brigadier general; Laumoy and Radière, to that of colonel; and Gouvion, to that of lieutenant colonel. This was the turning point in their fortunes. They now had a rank that commanded respect and were soon indispensable to the commander in chief. They then took a leading part in every phase of the war and continued to be indispensable to the Continental Army for the duration of the war.13



  

  2


  VALLEY FORGE


  General Duportail joined the Continental Army at Whitemarsh after its defeat at Germantown and attended his first council of war on November 24, 1777. The terrible winter of 1777–1778 was approaching, and the future of the United States seemed precarious. The army already lacked clothing, food, hospital accommodations, and transportation facilities. Military victories seemed more like defeats, contributing to poor morale. The commander in chief reported the state of affairs to the assembled generals (Armstrong, de Kalb, Duportail, Gates, Greene, Knox, Lafayette, Lee, Mifflin, Scott, Stirling, von Steuben, Wayne, and Woodford) and asked them to consider the question “What measures had best be pursued in the present emergency?” He asked them to put their responses in writing and to give their opinion regarding the “expediency of an attack upon Philadelphia.” Eleven of the generals were against making the attack, and only four (Scott, Stirling, Wayne, and Woodford) were in favor.1


  Duportail’s memorial shows his skill of analysis and synthesis on this matter, a quality that stands out more clearly when his memorial is compared with those of the other council members. Washington was impressed. It was not simply that Duportail was a trained officer, as there were several other important European officers at the council, including de Kalb; Lafayette; and, later, von Steuben. But Washington wrote only of Duportail when he recorded, “I have a high opinion of his merit and abilities, and esteem him not only well acquainted with the particular branch he professes, but a man of sound judgment and real knowledge in military science in general.”2 This statement was not to disparage his other officers’ qualities, which he also valued, but Duportail stood out among them.


  Duportail’s first memorial analyzes all aspects of the problem: the terrain, the report and preparation of the troops, the enemy, the motivation and level of training of the combatants, the weather conditions, and possible operations, among other things. He deemed that an attack would result in certain defeat and risk the reversal of any preceding gains. This first memorial (to be followed by many others of similar quality) is as follows:


  [image: Louis le Bègue de Presle, Duportail (1743–1802), by Charles Willson Peale, probably from life, c. 1781–1784. Duportail is wearing the uniform of a major general in the Continental Army. The ribbon attached at the second button on the coat facing bears the Croix de St. Louis (a reward for exceptional officers with at least ten years of service, notable as the first decoration that could be granted to non-nobles). Courtesy of Independence National Historical Park.]
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   To attack the Enemy in their Lines appears to me a difficult and dangerous Project. It has especially this very considerable Inconvenience, the exposing our Army in case it does not succeed, to a total Defeat. This is easily demonstrated—one of the principal means proposed, is to throw two thousand men in the rear of the Enemy—if we do not succeed, these are so many men absolutely lost—as to the main body of the Army which is to attack in front, it must pass through the intervals left in the Abattis and Redoubts, which they say, form very narrow Passages—if after penetrating we should be repulsed, can Troops in disorder return easily by the Passages through which they were introduced?—Will it not be very easy for the English to cut off their Retreat—Our whole Army then may be destroyed or made prisoners—Now does it become this Army which is the principal one, to run such Risques—does it become it to stake the fate of America upon a single Action? I think not—for my part I never would place this Army in a Situation where its Rear was not perfectly free—much less where it will be inclosed on all sides without means of Retreat—to justify such an Enterprise the Success must be almost certain—to judge of this we have only to take a view of the dispositions which must be made for this attack—This view will render the Difficulties evident—first two thousand men are to be introduced by a River of which the Enemy are wholly Masters—if we embark them near the Enemy the noise may alarm them—if at a distance, the cold which they will undergo, will render the use of their arms exceedingly difficult in the morning—besides can we flatter ourselves that the River Side is unguarded—let us reflect that a single man is sufficient to make this Project miscarry and cause us the loss of two thousand men.


  As to the Attack in front—these are nearly the Dispositions which would be followed—We should march upon so many Columns as there are Roads leading to the Enemy—Upon our arrival in their presence, each Commanding officer of a Column, according to the size of the works before him, and the number of men which he judges are contained in them, divides his troops into two parts, one of which surrounds his works and attacks them vigorously while the other marches boldly through the Intervals and falls upon the Troops in the Rear—But every one sees how much harmony is required in all these dispositions—how much presence of mind in the Superior officers, how much firmness in the Troops who have to execute all their manoeuvers under the fire of an Enemy who are in a great measure covered.


  If the Enemy Works are not inclosed, the Enterprise would be much less dangerous—if they are, the Enterprise is too hardy.


  His Excellency, I think, desired us to say a word respecting the operations in Jersey. In general it seems to me that we can do nothing better than to endeavor to attack the Enemy’s Force there with superior numbers—but there is a very important observation to be made, which is that we should not weaken ourselves too much here, for we are to consider that the Enemy may recross their Troops in one night and attack us by daybreak with their whole force.


  The Chevalier du Portail


  P.S. If however an attack be determined upon, the Enemys Works should be more particularly reconnoitred.3




  Duportail’s suggestion must have been acted upon, as Colonel John Laurens, Washington’s aide-de-camp, wrote in a letter to his father, then president of Congress, on November 26:



   Our Commander-in-Chief wishing ardently to gratify the public expectation by making an attack upon the enemy yet preferring at the same time a loss of popularity to engaging in an enterprise which he could not justify . . . went yesterday [November 25], to view the works. . . . we saw redouts of a very respectable profile, faced with planks, formidably fraised, and the intervals between them closed with an abattis unusually strong. General Duportail declared that in such works with five thousand men he would bid defiance to any force that should be brought against him.4




  WINTER QUARTERS


  General Washington abandoned any immediate thought of attacking the enemy and turned his attention to selecting a site for winter quarters. He convened another council of general officers on November 30, in which many places were suggested and their various claims to acceptance discussed. They included Wilmington on the Delaware, positions back of Chester and Darby, Lancaster and Reading. These latter places were much farther removed from the enemy lines. Again, the commander in chief requested that his officers give their opinions in writing.


  No minutes of the meeting have been found, but Robert Hanson Harrison, Washington’s aide-de-camp, summarized the officers’ preferences. Generals Armstrong, Duportail, Greene, Lafayette, Scott, Smallwood, and Wayne favored Wilmington. Generals de Kalb, Knox, Maxwell, Muhlenberg, Poor, Sullivan, Varnum, Weedon, and Woodford favored the Lancaster-Reading line. Varnum preferred “Reading to Easton.” Lord Stirling was the only one to favor the “Great Valley or Trydruffin.” Generals Duportail and Irvine were “for hutting in a strong position,” and Pulaski favored a winter campaign.5


  Duportail responded,



   By taking Winter Quarters from Lancaster to Reading, we abandon to the Enemy Jersey and all the Country adjacent to Darby, Chester and Wilmington, one of the richest Tracts in this part of the Continent—By establishing them at Wilmington we cover the Country, and do not so completely abandon that part of it which is before Philadelphia, nor even Jersey because our proximity to the Enemy and the ease with which we could throw ourselves upon the rear of their lines in case the Schuylkill should be frozen, will keep them in respect, and put it out of their power to send considerable detachments on the other side of the Delaware from the fear of weakening themselves too much. . . . The position then of Wilmington answers the end of making very difficult the subsistence of Genl. Howe. . . . This position further deprives him of the means of recruiting in the Country,—extending himself in it, adding to the number of his Partisans, in a word, gaining the Country—It has besides the advantage of rendering his communication with his fleet difficult. . . . I should not omit mentioning . . . should War be declared between France and England, and Genl. Howe, from a dread of finding himself blocked up in the Spring by a French Fleet, should wish to quit Philadelphia, we shall be within distance at Wilmington for hindering his embarcation. . . .


  This Position [of Wilmington] then unites great Military Advantages—but . . . to ask whether it is eligible is to ask whether we should expose ourselves to an Action, and perhaps more than one— . . . at present . . . if we should gain an advantage we should be unable to pursue it—if we experience a check we run the risque of seeing our army dissipated in the rude marches consequent on a defeat. Consistently with the plan which we ought to form of putting our army in good condition this winter and preparing it for a good Campaign we ought not to have its Repose preceeded by a Defeat.


  As to the other points to be considered in this Question, whether Wilmington or Lancaster will be the most proper situation for furnishing the Army with every necessary, I cannot decide, being ignorant of the Country, but it appears to me in general that this point deserves our most serious attention—it is much better to lose Soldiers in Combats with the Enemy to whom we cause a loss at the same time than to lose them by Disorders or Desertion arising from their Misery. Misery, destroys part of an Army and leaves the other without Vigour, without Courage and without good will—we should find ourselves then in the Spring with a Body of an Army incapable of anything, and consequently have no right to expect a successful campaign.6




  COUNCIL OF WAR


  As a brigadier general, Duportail was present at every council of war convened by the commander in chief and gave his opinion in writing, along with the other generals, regarding every matter discussed. Lafayette was impressed with his abilities and called him one of the most honest officers upon this continent.7


  Washington sent the following circular letter to his general officers on December 3, 1777:



   WHITEMARSH


  Sir;


  I wish to recall your attention to the important matter recommended to your consideration sometime ago—namely the advisability of a Winter’s Campaign, and practicability of an attack upon Philadelphia with the aid of a considerable body of Militia, to be assembled at an appointed time and place—Particular reasons urge me to request your Sentiments on this matter by the morning, and I shall expect to receive them in writing accordingly by that time.8




  Surviving responses to the circular include letters from Generals Cadwalader, Duportail, Greene, Kalb, Knox, Lafayette, Stirling, and Varnum on December 3 and from generals Armstrong, Irvine, Maxwell, Muhlenberg, Patterson, Poor, Potter, Scott, Smallwood, Sullivan, Wayne, Weedon, and Woodford on December 4. Joseph Reed also presented an opinion on December 4.


  Duportail analyzed the situation and provided a concise response in less than an hour in his memorial:



   I have examined anew with all the attention of which I am capable, the Project of attacking the English and it still appears to me too dangerous,—the great body of Militia with which we might be reinforced for this purpose does not give me any additional hope of succeeding—it is not the number of troops which is of importance in this case, but it is the quality, or rather, their nature and manner of fighting. The Troops wanted are such as are capable of attacking with the greatest vivacity, the greatest firmness—Troops that are not astonished at suffering a considerable loss at the first onset, without causing any to the Enemy—for this must be the case in an attack of Intrenchments—although when the Works are carried the Chance turns and the loss is on the side of the intrenched.—now, are the Militia or even our Continentals capable of undergoing this trial, in which the best Troops in the world cannot always support themselves—I am very sorry, in giving the motives for my opinion to be obliged to speak so unfavorably of our Army But the Battle of German Town ought to be a Lesson to us—if our Army had proceeded with vigour on that occasion, would not the English have been completely defeated? The Disposition was excellent—Your Excellency in that instance really conquered General Howe, but his troops conquered yours—if then notwithstanding the advantage of a complete Surprise, notwithstanding the advantages of ground we were repulsed—what would happen before a Line of Redoubts well disposed in all appearance, and the Intervals of which are closed with Abbatis.


  There is, however, a case in which I think we might attack the Enemy with Success—I mean if the Schuylkill should be sufficiently frozen below their left to admit of our throwing our greatest Force on their Rear at the same time that we should make an attack in front. Gentlemen acquainted with the Country must decide this point—if indeed the Schuylkill is sufficiently frozen every year to afford a passage for Columns of Troops with Artillery—my opinion is fixed—I think the Army ought to be marched to the other side of the Schuylkill, to be reinforced with all the militia that can be collected, while we wait for the favorable moment.


  I would go more minutely into the Subject, if Your Excellency did not order me to send my Answer this morning I did not receive Your Excellency’s letter until half after twelve and it is now half after one.9




  The lesson was “Patience, and train your army before you attempt deliberately to attack seasoned troops.” Duportail and the ministry in France both realized that the Americans possessed, in General Washington, not only a military genius but also a man of such character that he could endure apparent defeat with equanimity and that his foundation principles were such that he could be relied on to lead the army through all difficulties to final success.


  While the army was waiting at Whitemarsh, uncertain


  

  [image: The artillery park at Valley Forge was placed at the center of the inner line of defense so the guns could be moved quickly to wherever they were needed. Photo courtesy of the author.]
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  [image: The soldiers built two thousand huts similar to these to house 20,000 men and officers. Each hut sheltered nine to twelve men. Construction was completed in a month, and the encampment became the fourth-largest city in America after Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. Photo courtesy of the author.]


  

  

  [image: The Duportail House (297 Adams Drive, Chesterbrook, Pennsylvania), is now a venue for weddings. The plaque on the left of the door reads, “Headquarters of Brigadier General Louis Lebègue Duportail, chief of engineers of the American Army who planned the defenses at Valley Forge 1777–1778.” Photo courtesy of the author.]


  

  [image: Duportail’s sketch of the defenses of Valley Forge. Courtesy Cornell University Library, https://digital.library.cornell.edu/catalog/ss:545278.]


  

  

  SAPPERS AND MINERS


  


   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



  

  CORPS OF ENGINEERS


  

  

  

  [image: Reenactors, portraying the Department of Geographers, survey a redoubt. Photo courtesy of the author.]


  

  

  JEAN-BERNARD GAUTHIER DE MURNAN


  


   

  

  

  



  

  

  OATH OF ALLEGIANCE


  


   

  



  

  DEFENSES OF VALLEY FORGE


  

  [image: The defenses of Valley Forge consisted of five redoubts (highlighted) connected by miles of trenches and earthworks designed to strengthen the natural advantages of the terrain. The redoubts were arranged in a triangle and were all visible to each other because the ground had been cleared of trees for miles around to build the huts and earthworks and for firewood. Enemies approaching the encampment could be spotted miles away. Valley Forge National Historical Park Visitors’ Brochure.]


  

  

  

  


   



  


   



  


	 [A]ttempt to recover Philadelphia and destroy the enemy army there. What mode of execution to pursue and what force will be required against an estimated 10,000 men, exclusive of marines and seamen, whose aid may be called in? Attempt an attack by storm, by regular approaches or by blockade, and in what manner?


	 [T]ransfer the war to the north by attacking New York. Should this be done by a coup de main, with a small force, or make an attack with a large force? How large a force would be necessary in either case, estimating the number of the enemy in and around New York at 4000 men, and how to dispose of the troops to achieve the desired result, and to protect the country and secure the stores at the same time?


	 [R]emain quiet in a secure, fortified camp, drilling and disciplining the army. What post shall be taken so as to keep the army secure, to cover the country and magazines and to be in a position to counteract any future movements of the enemy?26




  

  

  DUPORTAIL’S MEMORIAL


  


   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



  


   

  

  

  



  


   

  

  

  



  FRANCE RECOGNIZES THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNITED STATES
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  APPENDIX A: CARGOES OF TWO OF BEAUMARCHAIS’S SHIPS SENT TO AMERICA


  AMPHITRITE


  Sailed from Le Havre for Dominica (Haiti) on December 14, 1776



	 52 bronze guns (four- and six-pounders), their carriages and fore-carriages, etc.


	 20,160 four-pound cannonballs


	 9,000 grenades


	 24,000 pounds of lead balls


	 2,900 spades


	 239 iron shovels


	 2,900 pickaxe mattocks


	 500 rock picks


	 484 pick heads


	 1,000 mattocks


	 300 hatchets


	 1,500 bill hooks


	 5 miner’s drills


	 12 iron pincers


	 10 pistols


	 4 scoops (surgical instruments)


	 6 priming wires


	 2 iron wedges


	 4 pickaxes (sage-leaved)


	 15 crescent-shaped axes


	 5 shears


	 4 punches


	 2 rammers


	 6,132 muskets


	 255,000 gun flints


	 5,000 worms (tools for removing debris from the barrels of firearms)


	 12,648 iron balls for cartridges


	 345 grapeshot


	 1,000 pounds of tinder


	 200 levers


	 37 bales of tent covers


	 12,000 pounds of gunpowder


	 5 bales of blankets


	 925 tents


	 clothing for 12,000 men


	 5,700 stands of arms




  MERCURE


  Sailed from Nantes on February 4, 1777



	 11,987 stands of arms


	 1,000 barrels (50 tons) of gunpowder


	 11,000 flints


	 57 bales, 4 cases, and 2 boxes of cloth


	 48 bales of woolens and linens


	 9 bales of handkerchiefs


	 thread, cotton, and printed linens


	 2 cases of shoes


	 1 box of buttons and buckles


	 1 case of sherry, oil, etc.


	 1 box lawn


	 1 case of needles and silk neckcloths


	 caps, stockings, blankets, and other necessary articles for clothing the troops





  

  APPENDIX B: CHIEFS OF THE CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 1774–1893


  Note that in this document, Duportail’s name is spelled Lewis instead of Louis.




	Name
	Rank
	Title
	Date of Appointed
	Where Appointment From



	Richard Gridley


	Colonel


	Chief Engineer


	June, 1775


	Mass.





	Rufus Putnam


	“


	“


	Aug. 5, 1776


	“





	Lewis du Portail


	“


	“


	July 22, 1777


	France





	Lewis du Portail


	Brig. Gen.


	“


	Nov. 17, 1777


	“





	Lewis du Portail


	Maj. Gen.


	“


	Nov. 16, 1781


	“





	Stephen Rochefontaine


	Lt.-Col.


	Comdr. Corps of Artillerists and Engineers


	Feb. 26, 1795


	——





	Henry Burbeck


	“


	Comdr. 1st Regt. Corps Artillerists and Engineers


	May 7, 1798


	Mass.





	Jonathan Williams


	“


	Principal Engineer


	July 8, 1802


	Penn.





	Jonathan Williams


	“


	Chief Engineer


	April 19, 1805


	“





	Jonathan Williams


	Colonel


	“


	Feb. 23, 1808


	“





	Joseph G. Swift


	“


	“


	July 31, 1812


	Mass.





	Walker K. Armistead


	“


	“


	Nov. 12, 1818


	Va.





	Alexander Macomb


	“


	“


	June 1, 1821


	New York





	Charles Gratiot


	“


	“


	May 28, 1828


	Mo. Ter.





	Joseph G. Totten


	“


	“


	Dec. 7, 1838


	Conn.





	J. J. Abert


	“


	Chief Top. Engineer


	July 7, 1838


	D.C.





	Stephen H. Long


	“


	“


	Sept. 9, 1861


	New Hamp.





	Joseph G. Totten


	Brig. Gen.


	Chief Engineer


	Mar. 3, 1863


	Conn.





	Richard Delafield


	“


	“


	April 22, 1864


	New York





	Richard Delafield


	“


	Chief of Engineers


	July 13, 1866


	“





	Andrew A. Humphreys


	“


	“


	Aug. 8, 1866


	Penn.





	Horatio G. Wright


	“


	“


	June 30, 1879


	Conn.





	John Newton


	“


	“


	Mar. 6, 1884


	Va.





	James C. Duane


	“


	“


	Oct. 11, 1886


	New York





	Thomas L. Casey


	“


	“


	July 6, 1888


	R.I.







  Source: Henry L. Abbot, “The Corps of Engineers,” Journal of the Military Service Institution of the United States 15, no. 68 (March 1894): 413–27.



  

  BIBLIOGRAPHIC ESSAY


  Names of French nobles present particular difficulties for American researchers. First, they tend to have multiple surnames and titles, making it difficult to select an access point. Consider, for example, the famous Marie Jean Paul Joseph du Motier, Marquis de Lafayette, or Jean-Baptiste Donatien de Vimeur, Comte de Rochambeau, and our protagonist, Louis Le Bègue (Lebèque or Lebègue) de Presle Duportail. Second, while the American and French Revolutions fought to overthrow the nobility, France was more radical, ignoring all titles. So, in our example, one would search by name [du Motier, de Vimeur or Le Bègue (Lebèque or Lebègue)], sometimes with the article, sometimes without, in France but by title in America [Lafayette, Rochambeau, or Duportail]. Notice also that American practice includes the article as part of the name [Lafayette instead of la Fayette and Duportail instead of du Portail). In some cases, the individuals adopted American practices.


  France has relatively few documents about Duportail, to her embarrassment. The Directory sequestered many of Duportail’s writings during the French Revolution. The existing documents are widely dispersed. They may be found in the diplomatic archives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (archives diplomatiques du Ministère des Affaires Étrangères), the archives of the Bibliothèque Nationale de France, the French national archives, the municipal archives of Le Havre, the registre de catholicité du Diocese d’Orléans, and the archives départementales du Loiret.


  Some of the cited memorials, letters, cards, drawings, and maps cannot be found. Some were seized by the British. Others were tossed in the ocean to prevent their capture by the British. Many of the surviving documents are located in the Library of Congress, the National Archives and Records Administration, the Association of Military Engineers, the headquarters of the Army Corps of Engineers in Washington, the National Historic Park of Pennsylvania in Philadelphia and Valley Forge, Cornell University, Yale University, the US Military Academy at West Point, and the New York Historical Society.


  Some biographical dictionaries include a biography of Duportail, such as the following:


  Bodinier, Gilbert. Dictionnaire Des Officiers Généraux De L’armée Royale, 1763–1792. Paris: Archives & Culture, 2009.


  Herringshaw, Thomas William. Herringshaw’s National Library of American Biography: Contains Thirty-Five Thousand Biographies of the Acknowledged Leaders of Life and Thought of the United States; Illustrated with Three Thousand Vignette Portraits. Chicago: American Publishers’ Association, 1909.


  Lasseray, André. Les Français Sous Les Treize Étoiles, 1775–1783. Macon, France: Imprimerie Protat frères; se trouve à Paris chez D. Janvier, 1935.


  Also see subject encyclopedias, like Harold E. Selesky, ed., Encyclopedia of the American Revolution: Library of Military History, 2nd ed. (Detroit: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 2006), initially compiled by Mark Mayo Boatner. These sources usually draw on the only monographic biography of Duportail.


  Elizabeth S. Kite, of the Institut Français de Washington (DC) authored Brigadier-General Louis Lebègue Duportail, Commandant of Engineers in the Continental Army, 1777–1783 (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1933). It is the seminal work quoted by biographical dictionaries and encyclopedia articles, but it has long since been out of print. The first four chapters of the book were also published about the same time in the Records of the American Catholic Historical Society 43, nos. 1–4, as “General Washington and the French Engineers Duportail and Companions.” Elizabeth S. Kite’s and Peter S. Duponceau’s “General Duportail at Valley Forge” was initially published in the Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography 56, no. 4 (1932): 341–54. It became chapter 12, “Duportail, American Citizen and Farmer,” of Kite’s book.


  Serge Le Pottier, a French engineer assigned to the US Army Corps of Engineers and the US Military Academy at West Point as liaison officer, was astounded to learn that the corps was founded by a Frenchman. He discovered the important role of the French engineers and Duportail’s crucial contributions to American independence. Le Pottier translated most of Kite’s work into French, with a view to make this man known in France [Serge Le Pottier, Duportail, Ou, Le Génie De Washington (Paris: Economica, 2011)].


  Most of these books do not identify the sources of the documents they reproduce. When they do, the citations are often incomplete, citing the work but not the volume and page number. Paul K. Walker, Engineers of Independence: A Documentary History of the Army Engineers in the American Revolution, 1775–1783 (Washington, DC: Historical Division, Office of Administrative Services, Office of the Chief of Engineers, 1981), reprints a collection of documents by engineers and general officers during the American Revolution. They are arranged chronologically to chronicle the origins and development of the Army Corps of Engineers. Each document ends with a brief citation of source, such as “Washington Papers, roll 26 (microfilm),” or “Kite, Duportail, pp. 201–2.” This book is not a biography of any of the engineers, but it does contain several of Duportail’s memorials and letters.


  Scholars researching Duportail undoubtedly encounter the name of Jean-Baptiste Louvet de Couvray (or Couvrai; 1760–1797). Born in Paris, the son of a stationer, he became a bookseller’s clerk before becoming a novelist promoting revolutionary ideas. He was also a playwright, journalist, politician, and diplomat and first attracted attention with the first part of his novel Les Amours du chevalier de Faublas (Paris, 1787), part of his Histoire du chevalier de Faublas (The Adventures of the Chevalier de Faublas). It was translated into English in 1793 as Love and Patriotism! or The Extraordinary Adventures of Mons. Duportail, Late Major-General in the Army of the United States: Interspersed with Many Surprising Incidents in the Life of the Late Count Pulaski. The account went through several editions and variant titles, such as



	 Vie Du Chevalier De Faublas


	 The Interesting History of the Baron de Lovzinski, Written by Himself: With a Relation of the Most Remarkable Occurrences in the Life of the Celebrated Count Pulaski, Well Known as the Champion of American Liberty, and Who Bravely Fell in Its Defence before Savannah, 1779: Interspersed with Anecdotes of the Late Unfortunate King of Poland


	 Love and Patriotism! or, The Extraordinary Adventures of M. Duportail, Late Major-General in the Armies of the United States: Interspersed with Many Surprising Incidents in the Life of the Late Count Pulauski




  De Couvray’s Love and Patriotism, his best-known novel, is disguised as Duportail’s account to his friend, the Baron de Faublas, about his friendship with Kazimierz (Casimir) Pułaski (also spelled Pulauski and Pulawski). It is a stilted romance, purporting to relate Duportail’s adventures in Poland, where his title, according to the author, was Baron de Lovzinski. The author also says Duportail went to Poland after the American Revolution. A subplot details the adventures of Duportail’s daughter and “Pulawski,” who is described as having died at the siege of Savannah in 1779 and who appears to have been the father of Lodoiska, Duportail’s wife. In reality, there are no records indicating that Duportail ever married or fathered any children. There was certainly none named as his heirs or beneficiaries. Moreover, besides the grotesque absurdity of its contents, the book’s style is so different from that of Duportail’s other writings that it could not have been written by him.


  Since the publication of Kite’s biography, several critical editions of the papers of some of the important players have been published, greatly facilitating research. Some are still in the course of publication. These sources include:


  Deane, Silas. The Deane Papers . . . 1774–[1790]. Edited by Charles Isham. New York: Printed for the Society, 1887–1890.


  Franklin, Benjamin. The Papers of Benjamin Franklin. Edited by Leonard W. Labaree and Whitfield J. Bell Jr. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1959. http://franklinpapers.org/.


  Greene, Nathanael. The Papers of Nathanael Greene. Edited by Richard K. Showman, Margaret Cobb, Robert E. McCarthy, Joyce Boulind, Noel P. Conlon, and Nathaniel N. Shipton. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press for the Rhode Island Historical Society, 1976.


  Laurens, Henry. The Papers of Henry Laurens. 1st ed. Edited by Philip M. Hamer. Columbia: Published for the South Carolina Historical Society by the University of South Carolina Press, 1968.


  Washington, George. The Papers of George Washington. Edited by Philander D. Chase. Revolutionary War Series. Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1985.


  As The Papers of George Washington is only up to 1778, The Writings of George Washington from the Original Manuscript Sources, 1745–1799: Prepared under the Direction of the United States George Washington Bicentennial Commission and Published by Authority of Congress, edited by John C. Fitzpatrick (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1931), and The Diaries of George Washington, 1748–1799, edited by John C. Fitzpatrick (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1925), still remain the standard sources.


  The Internet also provides access to important resources, such as the Journals of the Continental Congress and The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, greatly facilitating research.
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