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• D. FORT CHRISTIANSVAERN (Figure 24) 

Fort Christiansvaern, by Edwin A. Scholfield, 1880-81. 
Histori£ strup.t.uJ;es .Repo.ti..L_ Chtistj,anSYS!tl.fu. page 20, 
plate 1. 

For the first time grass is shown in the area around the fort 
and large flamboyants are obvious. Note the ramp leading to 
the ravelin gate. Also a sentry box is directly visible 
behind the soldier to the right of the ravelin gate. Hard­
packed earth is in the foreground. 
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D. FORT CHRISTIANSVAERN {Figure 25) 

Fort Christiansvaern after the hurricane of October 1916, 
Photographer unknown, Histo.I..iQ Structure§ Mport, .f..Qtl 
Christiansyaern, page 2~3, plate 111. 

This view, taken much farther to the right of Figure 24, 
shows that a large number of trees were in this area prior to 
the 1916 hurricane. 
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D. FORT CHRISTIANSVAERN (Figure 26) 

Looking northeast, Fort Christiansvaern in background. Post 
card, ca. 1929. William F. Cissel Collection. 

The hard-packed earth street and path to the fort are clearly 
seen. The grassy slope of the fort and large trees are seen 
to the left. At extreme center left is what appears to be a 
bandstand or gazebo. 
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D. FT. CHRISTIANSVAERN (Figures 27 A & B) 

Ceremony on the date of burial of Frederick VIII, of Denmark. 
water battery east of the fort. post card, dated May 24, 
1912. William F. Cissel Collection. ~ Croix, ~ 

Both views show the stable yard and waterfront of the fort, 
left center. The water battery and common room atop the 
northeast bastion are clearly visible. A few flamboyants are 
visible in front of the fort. 
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E. STEEPLE BUILDING (Figure 28) 

Company Street, looking west. Post card, postmarked 19B4. 
William F. Cissel Collection. 

The Steeple Building is at the extreme left behind the woman 
with her hands behind her back. Note the cannon buried 
muzzle down on the street corner over her left shoulder. A 
cannon buried in this fashion is seen near the Steeple 
Building in Morton's 1843-44 view (Figure 23). Streets are 
hard-packed earth. 
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E. STEEPLE BUILDING (Figure 29) 

Looking west, toward Company Street, 1913. William F. Cissel 
Collection. 

The cupola of the Steeple Building is visible center left, 
above the trees. The path leading up to the fort is in the 
foreground and is hard-packed earth. Many of the trees 
remain today. The cannon seen in Figure 28 is visible just 
beyond the base of the Steeple Building. 
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F. HAMILTON JACKSON PARK (Figure 39) 

Hamilton Jackson Park was developed in the early 1949s. In 
the Historic Structures Report on Fort Christiansvaern, Olsen 
states that the balustraded terrace outside the west wall (of 
the fort) was constructed in 1945. Until this time the area 
between the Customs House and fort seems to have remained 
open with a gradual growth of palms and flamboyants filling 
in the area. The 1899 and 1916 hurricanes most certainly 
caused some alterations in this pattern. 

Wharf area, looking east-northeast toward fort, ca. 1918. 
Postmarked December 5, 1922. William F. Cissel Collection. 

Hard-packed earth is shown in the foreground, the customs 
House is to the right. The trees in the background are in 
the general area of Hamilton Jackson Park. The bandstand 
appears at left, center. 
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F. HAMILTON JACKSON PARK (Figure 31) 

Bandstand, ChristianstPd, St. Croix, Virgin Islands. Post 
card ca. late 1940s, early 1950s, William F. Cissel 
Collection. 

The park was completed in 1945. 
Cissel, who arrived at st. Croix in 
hard-packed earth and gravel until 
was first paved. 
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IV. OBSERVATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 

From the documentary materials examined and presented here, 
several observations can be made. From the 1830s-1916, the area 
now included within Christiansted National Historic Site remained 
relatively open, especially in the waterfront area between the 
fort and the Scale House. Some flamboyant trees are noted near 
the fort walls as early as 1835. Palms are noted in the area 
immediately around the present Customs House as early as 1843-44, 
and at least one remained until 1916. Flamboyants were planted 
on either side of the Customs House and are evident as early as 
1880 or 1881, and from their size had been there for some time 
prior to that date. All streets and areas around the buildings 
remain hard-packed earth. By 1880-1881, grass was growing in the 
area around the fort. Formal efforts to stabilize the water 
front area are noted as early as 1835, and three cannon had been 
buried at least half of their length, muzzle up, at the loading 
dock area, as early as 1866. The practice of burying cannon in 
upright positions on street corners dates at least as far back as 
1843-44. Plans show a ramp approximately.8 feet by 20 feet at 
the entrance to the ravelin yard of the fort in 1836, and it is 
noted again in 1843-44. This remained in place until at least 
1881-82. Olsen notes in the Historic Structures Report on Fort 
Christiansvaern that a sentry box was located outside the 
entrance to the ravelin to the right as early as 1779. New ones 
were made in 1800 and in 1827, and repairs were made in 1831, 
1835 and 1836. A new one was built in 1839 on a brick platform. 
A sentry box was still in place in 1880-81. A new one was made 
"for the pavement outside the ravelin gate" in 1896. 

The slope around the fort appears irregular in all illustations. 
The earth fill in the ravelin yard and the present flamboyant 
tree are nonhistoric. The primary intrusions on the site are the 
paved parking areas. Though this does allow the general openness 
to remain, the vehicles parked in the area do not. This was 
vividly illustrated during our field investigations when an 
attempt was made to take photographs of the structures, so that 
we might compare them with historic photographs. At no time were 
we able to do so due to the intrusion created by parked vehicles. 

Hamilton Jackson Park is also an intrusion on the historic scene. 
The park is now 40 years old and is in need of improved 
landscaping. The bandstand is in need of repair. 

Sufficient documentation now exists to study the feasibility of 
the following: 

1. Maintain the exterior slope around outer walls of Fort 
Christiansvaern. 

2. Remove tree and fill from the ravelin yard. 

49 



" 

3. Reconstruct brick ramp leading to ravelin yard entrance and 
remove asphalt paving around the fort. 

4. Construct appropriate paving from the ramp outside the 
ravelin yard to Hospital Street. A gate should be placed at the 
street to prevent general access, but permit emergency vehicles. 

5. Retain and preserve in place, all cannon half buried in 
various locations. This applies to the lamppost in the dock area 
also. This could be cleaned, preserved, and returned to use 
(adapted to electricity). Cannon should be removed only when 
sufficient documentation exists to prove that the rarity of the 
piece dictates that its preservation as a museum object 
overshadows its historic location, or if it is needed to re­
create a historically accurate scene within the fort. 

6. Restrict parking or relocate parking areas to less intrusive 
locations. 

7. Selective planting or removal of trees based on historic 
documentation and preservation of historic structures. Large 
trees which are not desired could be allowed to live out their 
natural life span and simply not be replaced once they expire. 

a. Removal or relandscaping of Hamilton Jackson Park. Removal 
should be accompanied by landscaping of the area based on 
specific documentation. Considering the sensitivity of the 
issue, relandscaping would probably be a more viable alternative. 
This should be done to create more of a transitional area from 
the Customs House to the fort, rather than maintaining a "city 
park" type atmosphere. 

Christiansted National Historic Site is a unique resource 
containing a tremendous amount of original fabric. Landscaping 
of the area should enhance the original remains as a whole 
allowing them to speak for themselves, while retaining the unique 
flavor of the area. In addition, maintenance of any planted 
areas should not jeopardize preservation or physical appearance 
of any historic structures. Grasses which require extensive 
watering should not be chosen. Lessons on this can be learned 
from several landscaped forts within the Southeast Region where 
the amount of moisture required to maintain the grass has causeq 
severe damage to the structures. 
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