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The purpose of this thesis is to explore the circumstances affecting
the tobaceo trade between Crest Britain and Virginia during the thirty
year period from 1734 to 1764, in order to ascertain to what extent this
trade was disrupted and by what means.

Four main categoriecs -- piracy, natural hazard, privateering and
human failing -~ emerged from a study of all avallable evidence as the
major factors disturbing the ordinarily smeeth Lflow of trade, and are
discussed in ascending order of importance.

It 1o suggested that during the time span under consideration,
piracy had ceased to be a problem, and natural hazard was a danger
of minimal importance. Privateering and the human element appear to
have been the important causes of trade disruption, the lattor by far
the more serious of the two, but neither was sble to hamper for very
long the normal course of trade.

The conelusion is drawn that the British-Virginia trade was
generally stable and umolested.



'DISRUPTIONS IN THE ERITISH - VIRGINT
X734 - 1764



In eighteenth-century Virginia, it was customary upon the arrival of
& new liemtenant-governor for the Houge of Burgesses to present him a
petition profesaing their loyalty to the Crown and desiring his protection.
As the full and more formal title of the men who ruled from the Governorts
Palace in Williemsburg was His Majesty's Iicutenant and Commander in Chief,
this practice was samsthing of o feudal gesture, a symbolic submission to
the Sovereign's authority. 7The request for defense, however, was not
altogether ceremonial, Virginis needed protection.

In 1738, Sir Williem Keith, Baronet, discussed Virginia's econcmic
structure in & valuable little work he called The History Of Tho Britdsh
Plantations In Awerdcs. "Altho' Tobacco be a Staple Merchandise ever in
Demand, ” he noted, yot the continuously fluctuating price put the planter to
the necessity of the most stringent cconomy, "for whon he acts otherwise,
and suffers himself, by W Excess of Luxury, to become considerably in
Debt to the Britich Merchant or Factor" he would be quickly reduced to
mortgaging the family land and slaves. Excess of luxury not being a
rare thing awong colonial erdistocrats, thot was precisely the position
Vof two Thirds of the Virginia Planters at this ¢ime . . . .7 They
ware, he wrote, no better than "Slaves for the Benefit of their Pactors
in Great-Britain, without so much as a Prospect of being released fram




that Bondage.'d

From this dismal pass Sir William expected no delivery: "There
being no Variety or Choice in Virginia, of any Merchandise to deal in
but Tobaceo, and the needy Planter being so hamper'd and confined in
thamapoa&iathm Crop « « « that the ﬁnmmm&xmma tmbeer
sonsidered as a proper ?ﬁaw .f:w a young Merchant Lo mmve his smaii
Stock in Tmﬂa “ s W82 mg :inauapa&ei@ua st-a'ka was mﬁiﬁxmmw to
both awma pz*ﬁ.amm; the Ww and the merchants.

The notoriocus figure of the a:;;«weed mct@rvm been se besmirched
by colomtal charges of malfeasance and exploitation, scme of which are
probably true, that it ie difficult Yo sec him clearly. One thing,
hwami, is sure:s the iabaa&m merchant was as anxious as the planter for
the safe passsge of cargaaﬁ between ?ix-gwa and Great Britain. BRarely
have debtor and creditor agreed so completely as did these twin bub
disparate interests in believing that the ses lanes must be kept open
and that the government should sse that they were. It could be argusd
that to aighmmwenhw comereial interests (and most cighteenthe
century m‘tmﬁts were commersial) the British goverrment existed to
geoure tmsie.. It certaiw acted as AL it did.

In Virginde, the povernment was represented by the licutenante
| governor, asglsted by his mm;ma sustoms men (s suepect lot), the
naval officers, and such other royal agente as happened to be around.
In addition to supervising the work of other mya:x appointees and

1, sSir wmmz Eeith, Bart., Ihe History of the British Plantations in
Amerdcas With a Chronological Account of ! & Most ﬁ iable Things Which
£2 Y > ) 3 Y "‘ - 1y i $ 3 v g ﬂ:» : 5% ' '. f’ ‘ ‘




enforeing the law, the lieuwbenant-governor was responsible for seeing
to the security of the colony.

Thrests to Virginia could come from three ddrections: servile
insurrection, Indian attack, or the sea. The coast line, like the
sndlean frontier and the color line, was a constant, looming danger,

& knewn factor always unkaoms like mw, also, 4t was A source of
woalth and pregtige. Slave revolt never m@mmed, and while the

m remained a real menace, by the m&ﬁ»eighteenthwewimry his fearful
mames was & frontier ghenmén -But the sea was the unchanging
threat, and never for very long wm anyone in authority in Virginia
sllowed to fbméz it It is upon the ses, | therefore, and its commerce,
that this thesis will focus.

Only the thirly year span from 1734 to 1764 will be congidered, the
era of the £inal Anglo-French struggle for control of the North Amerdcan
continent. The three decadss included two periods of peace and two of
war. The peace which followed divided the last of the cighteenth-century
wars of trade from the first of the wars for political and philesophical
expresgion. Because Virginda played so forward a role in the coming of
the Amerdcan Revelution, it will be necessary to stop in the last year
that relations between Colony and Mother Country were uninterruptedly
mareamﬁe;




Tho eighteenth-century arrived during one peried of bitter international
strife and left during another. Of one hundred years, scarcely half knew
Pormal peaces of actunl peace, there was oven less. In this era; the
guick ran & poor sccond to the dead.

Virginia's sea~borme cammerce faced four distinct dangers. The first
three were those humin birds of prey, pirstesi natural hagard; and the
cmndvorous French and Spanish privetecrs: the enemy withoub. The fourth
wae those intangibles of humsn mischief - greed, fear, and stupidity -
whose fearful works defeated the most careful caleulations of the Admiralty
and the most watchful eyes of the licutenant-governors: the eneny within.

 Virginia's coast line is leng, low and pockemarked with rivers, inlebs,
ard baye vhere the diminutive ¢ralt of the eighteenth-century could hide
with impunity. %he need for & naval guardship had been recognized at least
since the mid-seventecnthecentury, and Iord Howard of Effringham in 1683
bad urged upon the Privy Council the necessity of dispatching a ship to
patrol Chesapeske Bay, advancing the argument that reverme from Virginda
excoeded that of all other North Awerican plantations combined. This wes
the type of reasoning most likely to spur the gentlemen arcund the greesn
baige cloth at Whitehsll Lo attion, and a frigate was speedily sent. From
1685 on; Virginia normally enjoyed naval protection.?

3(



Chesaposke guardships had two functions -« to patro.‘a._ a8 menw-of-war and
to act as revenue cutters. Therein lay & genuine problem, for the smallest
ship able to repulse pirates, a fifth-rate man~of-war, was too large to
board morchantmen in the Bay, or to chase suspected smugglers up crecks
or over shoal wa:t;araﬁ This dilemma was to be a contimal, irksome gquandaxy
to royal officials. A solution was never found.

The problem of the pirate, however, was eliminated by removing from
America the conditions which allowed him to operate. If it is true thst
every age gets the criminals it deserves, then an eloquent testimonial to
the inefficiency and corruption of the British authorities in the carly
eighteanth-century could be drawn from a study of the age's most unpleasant
thugs: the early decades got pirates. Piracy gained a'f_egtbam in the
Virginia area for three reasons - the excellence of the coast line for
their purposes (Wavm Bay seems to have been a favorite hiding place),
the laxness of the authorities, and the nearness of suitable preoy. It was
eradicated by a vigorous effort on the part of the lisutenant-governors of
Virginia, bag:!m:’mg with Francis Nicholson, to enforce the laws against it.

At this point it would be well to examine the difference bebween piracy
and privateering. A pirate is a steteless criminal who preys indiscrininately
upen commerces if captured he would be prosecubed and hanged. A privateer
is a private person authorized by his government to prey upon enemy commerce
in time of war; if captured he would be considered a prisoner of war,
Furthermore, & x‘a@iva%ar must pive the msjor portion of his plunder to his
govermment, while a pirate keeps anything he can steal. These are the
definitions of international law. In sctual practice, the line is far more

4o JTbid., p. 315.



vague and a good many privateors were hanged protesting their inmocence
of piracy.’
And then mere is the persigtent problenm of prﬁa‘%;eaw conprigsioned
in tinme of fﬁma& peaca by governors of one colony to harase the shipping
of neighboring, W golonies. This was the primsry problem facing Virginia
as the Colden Age of Piracy went out with an ingloriocus whimper, But,
while it lasted, the depredations of those humen birds of prey were serious

Colanel Alexander ﬁx:atmcl, a dry; hunorless, law-and-order man,
waa tho first lientenant-governor of Tirginia to go after pirates with
the intention of hanging everyons he vould seize, thereby eliminating them
permanently: He was not alone in appreciating the snormity of the menace.
In a letter to the Admirally of December 29, 1713; he wrote: UL have lately
geen the copy of & potdtion said to be presented to her Matty by the
Merchaute in this Trado (Ecbaces) and cams Inhabitants of this Colony,

ying that a swall man of War way be ordered to Crulze upon the Coast
of Virginia to prevent the mischeifs & 111 consequences that msw come by
Pyrats to this Province." Spotawood f£elt that the guardship then onp duly
would be suffleient for the time belng, "wuntil it appear that yo Pyrata
are more foamidable then there's yet any reasen to apprehend they are."®

on Jily 3, 1716, he decided that the time for ancther ship had come.

Pirates worg operating out of Providence Harbor, in the Bohawma Ielands,
and were cruisging the Flopida Gulf, where they directly threatened English

5., For g definitdve ﬁﬁw @i‘ this
ses Patrick Pringle L1y Rop he £
(New York: Nortom, 1953).

6. Spotswood to Admiralty, 29 December 1713, The Letters of Alcander
Spoteweod, Virginla Historiesl Soeiety Library, Richmond, Virginia. Heve-
after szs.teci as Spotowood Papors.

xamblm, wﬁi az' piracy gmmm,



trade: "Your Lops (sig) will be plensed to consider the dangerous
Congoguences of suffering such o Hest of Rogues Lo settle in the very
mouth of the Gulph of Florids, whers . . « indeed the wholo trade of
'\khﬁ.a Smﬁixzm my be mﬁm, &f timlr W& be not tawm m
,',_a this gmsz:mg em.m o Spotewood mm the ftm-da of the &émim&y
© thet ‘*mthar Shi,g of Force be agxeedm sent hither,™ b'szt he had more in,
mimi %ézan patrol duty. He ;smpasa& battle.? ?iztgixx:i;a*a ehipping was
heﬁxxg ;alw&am by if.m ?’wﬁéma gang. The ﬁ&n&r&iﬁy h&vﬁng igmmd hi@
‘Wﬁ, m me aﬁﬁam "mmg e mﬂi;a mu&&y to i:lw Baawi of mﬁa
ﬁfn!&ayi, 3.?1?, that **.. . . tha?mdeﬁi‘mmh%aﬁxw&g*auﬁm #
The pimte:a m inmmeé in baimaﬂ maﬁ :&mber, and smm imziamntly
mw&eé ﬁt:&a now no mmamma fﬁwe that m serve to red

| On May 30, %?1% Spaizqu mmmaﬁ “ﬁr sw'ny Mtam, ﬁemw of
State fax* the Southern QWM ‘t-haﬁ %&e had been ﬂbiigad W amig&
W&&; the one mrﬁahﬁ.ﬁ, He Eh S+ Shorcham, "for m@ym off the Gmaﬁ%a
z&;ﬁ ‘i‘mﬁa of this & the !&‘eﬁ@,x ?mmm of Harylend from time to
m%mwmmmmmwemmaa@mbamm ﬁhxckzém
afraid it will not be mm a fsumrﬁw force is sent to Suppress thm
Rovers,"? |

| he London authorities had finally been sroused to a realization that
hamcmtmne&mewammmmaqmmw
British commerce. Since these lslands were nominally Mtiahi the
ﬁ&agmﬁefux m&m of meﬁma could not ambiima forevers ﬁmtmd
k&d a:t.feadai in 1726 that & ;amz;er gwemt be aﬁhﬂe@ ﬂ;ere, and i;z 1173.'?

e t.hem oo s o8

7+ Spotswocd to Admiralty, 3 July 1716, Spotewood Papers.
8, Spobtswood to Bosrd of M@, 3 July 1?16, 1 May 1717, Spotswood Papers.
9. Spotswood to Secretary ﬁer.nue:x, 30 May 1717, Syatsm Papers.



Joseph Addison, then Secretary of State for the 8%&3&&;: Department., began
to search for a suitable solution.l0 The loss to shipping was perhaps not
as immediate a consideration in Addison's decision as the part played by
the Bahamas in vardous Jawb&te plots - av&dmw, the more determined
exiles had employed pirates to ruin Bnglish merchamts.ll The superior.
force Spoteweod had reccamended srrived in 1718: one man, Captain Woodes
Rogers, Lieutemﬁ«@wemr of the Bahma
| ﬁhe leading a::»iri.ta among the pi.ra&ea inc;l&&ed Emzy Jenx:ma, |

A@i&z‘%ﬁﬁ Vane, and Edward ’meh or Teach, alias mmwd, uiza damw
‘hastily before Rogers arrived. Also at Providence was Ben.:am&n Hornigold,
who hungered after respectability and therefore assisted the new royal
appointee in axM@ for absolution of his commercial sins. By late
1718, the two had cleared out the entire gang. A maas hanging of seven
pirates ended this threst to peaceful commeree.l2 Rogers and his turn-
togt aide had done a creditable job. | |

To Spotswood must go the credit for snapping up the last great pirate,
Blackbeard. On February 14, 1718/9, he wrote to Lord Cartwright, Proprietary
Governor of South Carclina, to explain why he had personally boarded the
Virginia guardship and fallen upon Teach unannounced in November 1718,
while the pirate was anchored in a Virginia backwater. He had not notified
anyone of his intentions for fear "least among the many favourers of Pyrats
We have in these Parts, some of theanm might send Intslligence to Tach."l3
%g;ﬂi;:amazg rﬁmﬁ' mx ; Ju:iy 1?16, 453}0&&%@& mpers‘ B“ |
ﬁ: Toid., oo x&~1&5 385,190,
13, Spotawood to Lord (.‘:ax-twright-, 34 Pebruary 1718/9, Spotswood Papers.

See also Spotawood to Secretary Craggs, 22 October 1718, 26 May 1719,
Spotswood Papers. Middleton, Tobacco Coast, pp. 326-327.




There was some i1l feeling against Spotswood in the House of Burgesees

and

among the people of Noerth Carclina over his precipitous action, most -

probably the people who had been dealing with the pirate. i

The death of Blackbeard was & spectacular end to piracy off the

Virginia Capes, although there are scattered references to pimtwr after
that.d5 In Yay of 1720, acting upon information supplied by a merchant
captain, Spotewood hanged six of eight pirates. "I thought it necessary

for

;ha greater Terrour to hang up four of them in %&&m, two others were

executod at the samo time . . . " he reported, and two were pardoned and
sent aboard the guardship,16 In December of the same year, William Byrd II
recorded in lzis Diary: "ihen we had a court of amwﬂ;xélty and copdemmed &

for ;aimey.”w .
On June 16, 1727, three men went a~pirating and took the schoconer

1 Frances off North Carolina. Bmboldened by succaess, they took two

more vessels, one the came day, one on June 19th. On August 15, 1727, much
repentant, they were brought before Robert Carter, Prosident of the Council,

and
had

tried for their crimes. On August 17, 1727, they were hanged.18 fTheirs
been an ingloricus and a brief career, in a profession no longer profitable.
In this same year, one John Vidal took several veasels off the coast,

for which he waa apprehended and executed almost lumediat

more piratic episo&e exﬁ.sta in the records, one even more sorry and pitiable.
On May 12, 1729, fiwmm wne woman seised the John and Kligzabeth, riding
at anchor in the mouth of the mmm River. They then ¢ruigsed the Bay,

e
i5.
16,
7.
ed.
ig.

19.

Spotewood to erd of. Trade, 26 May 1719, Swﬁaamﬁ Papers.
m&@n &MQ coagt, P 327,
Spotswood. *to Board.of 7 "‘mde, P 4 Ma.y 1.?&3.
William Byxrd II, The London Diary, 1717-172 ’

Louis B. Wright azxd Mari«m ﬁnberg, ,Ezaw ?,ark, 3%958 ’ Becanber 33, 3.720, P 488,
Great Britaln, Public Record Office, High Court of Admirvalty Proceedinga,
%{%m, 1/9, microfilm, Virginia Bistorical SocSety Library, Richmond,

rgirda,
Mem,




finding nothing, and decided the wisest course would be to run and hide,
They were speedily found and brought up for trial before Licutenant~Governor
William Gooch, who pronounced the semtence t&m@ lost none of its terror in
eearkuries of mm E’hey were taken oub anﬁ gim a ’bﬂaﬁ, elevateé' gii@sa
of ?irgﬁ.x;m'ﬁ lovely mdﬁcape 5 amt wﬁﬁb th&ir deaths a d;ring trad:ltmn
 broathed its last.20 "
Stmng, vigorous, cmiatm enforcement of the law iaaé &r&m the

bmm of the coast to }.ea:s M&m’;;iw and more hoanest Iabem The miz*
tmctm:- could now venture upm ﬁw aew with no f:em* of ‘t,he 3011y rogers

The most m?.ling taa‘hizm on sm'aw'a &emiﬁe is a ms{;e:‘ from Liam
‘Gamm&xf Franeis Faugquier to tim Board. Qf Trade of &ugws% 29, 1761y "Some=
&tima&meﬁew&amnfﬁmy}msa;:p}wdmmemmﬁthmm 8
ﬂmﬁmfﬁm in this %W to try Plrates, on the ﬁwpi{:ﬁ.m ax there bedng
am-atethenin%eﬁay + « « « Thay (She ﬂameﬁi} informed me, that they
well ranember there was £gzmar1,y such & Gmiasim directed to the Commander
in-Chief and the Membors of the Couneil . . ., and that they roamembered to
have tried a Man for Murther upon the Commission « + « »% But the comuission
was long gone, and while Pauquier applied for a rer-;i.sssmae in case it
should be needed,2l it was not renewed and was never recmmd. -The pure and
certain prospect of being hanged had ended piracy in Virginia, From 1730

to 1764, there simply wae ne such tm,ng as a pirate.

wa Great Britain Publ.‘..c Ret::mi Offjee, Righ Court of mma Pmc&edmga
M%ng 1/99. * ¥ ’

(Richmond, mosf g




- CHAPTER IT
NATURAL HAZARD AND SHIPPING. LOSSEHS

. Piracy had lasted ji’e:xr g0 long and had been so terrifying a progpect
that ite exisbence, like storms and sudden calms, had been reckoned in the
caloulations of travelers as. scmething of a raturel hagard. xéith ite
timely ﬁm&se, the inherent dm:gem of ovean shipping rmained, for ‘hhe
Spirit of Gaé &id not always move upon the face af the deep with benevblence,
Fcr this reason, many merebantﬁ, auﬁh as the xaaae of John Norton and Scna,
shipped by the Grace of God in good order."22

¥hen the Privy %mail ﬁm%ﬁ,ﬁn%d the convey system for ths tobaceo
fleet in 1707, it was mmn,ged thaﬁ it ghould gail to Virginia before the
hurricane season and sall back to Britain before the hot months increased
the ravages of the Toredo worm.23 Convoys continued Yo follow this schedule,
although the exact sailing date Mﬂ& samevhat. A glance at the asuthority
on British shipping, Lloyds' List, mokes it plain, howsver, that while the
ulk of Virginia shipping went in convoy in war time or traveled in groups
gmerally‘ departures mat have occured vhenever a carge was loaded.
Practically every issue of Iloyds' List (it was published every Tucaday
and Friday) notes the arrival of at least one Virginian

This heavy volume was carried primarily in British bottoms. Robert
Dinwiddie, as Surveyor General of Customs, mmrteé in 3743 that the

.2‘24 gramea i?:czr!;on gaatm, ati.; Jo




13
Chesapeake colopdes used 280 ships for an annuwal orop worth approximately
14,980,000, An additional sevemty Virginda owned ships were in the trade.2
The Brdtish merchant m‘arﬁna in 1754 consisted 03‘;' aome 4,000 yessels,
-one half coasteors averagm wentywﬁva tons, the rest in foreign trade,
averaging eighty tons. In the 'cabacw trade, the average ship was ozxe hmﬁred
y tons, down ten tons from 1716 and down forty tons frou ,}.'2‘%, &l
by 1775 the average was ndnety to one bundred tons. The tobacco traﬁe,
mamfam, wlmyed ships larger than most 25 his meant the use Qf
’better mméd éanﬁers and inercased the chances of safe passages
The wamw of commorce mzs :.‘.’m the British Isles to the Old ﬁam&nma
Xike spokes in a wheel, and it wag Qhemfere mas&me to maintaiu, gim the
crametances of tlm tim, mintmun contact botween hmue ;xm;a and ships at
gea, It is cleayr fm m.awas* ;,.gg.,. that these sea lanes were so well
traveled thet m«mg ships were able to report having spoken with or
having seen outward bound ships, By this means, the fate of missing vessels
usually could be recorded, ssm,hwgh often the evidenoe was naeeai‘. #ily heresay.
m’fa'me instance hes ¢ome to :u.ght cfa shipﬁisappearﬁxg unmarked .
On November 3, 1741, the Council of Virginia umﬁ;sm the cage of
Benjamin Anderson, who had shipped "s very considerable Number of Hggds
of Tobacco on Board the Cooch, and the sasd Ship's being never heard of + . + +"2
As this was war time, the CGooch may have fallen to an encmy privateer and may
not therefere have been & victim of natural dissster,
There can be no doubt, however, of the fate of others, The records
of the Scottish Board of Customs contain a minute doted April 19, 1743,

%n dbid., p 247,

25. JIbid., pp. 254, 255,

26, Vilmer L. Hall, ed., Execut
(m’ 3—9‘&5){ v} 9‘ 751;




about burning a demaged carge of tobacco salvaged from the London, bound
from Virginia and stranded on the Soottish cosst.2! A4 similar case ia-
noted ir the proceedings of July z?, 1?57.28 An earl...er, doubt£ul case
'waured m 1735, Xn thﬁ.a W&m& an adm&,ml claimi.ng thi.rtam h@gsheads

” cf méaww ag salvage ;ma m-dereﬁ m p&y duty as t&za crmm a&wz:ate hac&

| r%zle& that they were "ot wreck 'bui; rather the cmtmryw% ?’m mbabw,
this was 8 nggmm matter.

The mwamzﬂema of the custioms collector for the port of Whitehaven
with the Brﬂ.tvixsh Bosrd of Customs lists three cases of shipwreck i;zx home
waters. On July 6, 174, the Hope from Virginia, being "mch shaken on
the Rock & proving lesky . » . could not gain this harbour” was declared
salvage.3Q On Pebruary 23, 1744/5, there were two vamm salvage capes,
the Lonedale and the Brayton, the lster having limped into port on December 12,
174431 |

The American coast had its victims, also. On February 27, 1740/1,
the Adriatick, London to Virginis, was lost on the Carolina Sound.32
The Sea~Nymph of Waterford was reported sunk off Hogg Island on the
Virginia Coast on August 21, 1741.33 On ite homewnrd passege, the Amoretta,
bound for Bristol, was lost near Biddeford on September 5, 1744.34

Frowm X744 Yo 1744, only two i%mi&ringa at sea were reported: a ship
27. Great Britain, Scottich Board of Customs Records, 19 April 1743,
gm Records Project microfilm, Colomial Willlamsburg Library, W inmbuxg,
2 Soiim B of futes o, 2 2y
30, Collector to Board of Customs, 6 July 1744, British Board of Customs
Correapondence: letters to and from the Collector of Whitehaven, 174448, p. 8,
Virginia Ceolonial Records Project microfilm, Colonial Willismsburg Library,
Williamsburg, Virginia. Hereafter cited as Board of Customs Correspondence.
315» mnmm to Board of Customs,; 7 March 1744, Board of Custams Corvespondence,

Pe A
32, Lloyds! Idst of Shinping (London), 27 February 1740/1.
33. Ibid., &2 AW\E 1743,

Shee m» ¥ 9 Oetober 1744,




15
of the 1741 Virginia convoy abandoned when it began to break up, and the
Portland, Virginia to london, which went under on September 15, 1741,35
Those sinkings which can be exactly dated are sightings by other ships
gailing in the same wamra; who régecued survivors.

That the passage from Br:&m te Virginia and back was relatively
safe is a matter of :#tatiatica:t eviden¢e, For the year :mz., for which
Lloyds! List is nearly complete, and which, moreover, was a war year,
199 ships arrived in England from Virginia - 199 of 204 which attempted
the 'crésfssi.ng.. Only £ive shipa, two wreckad ‘on the coast, never made it
2% percent. In another war year, 1744, for which Lloyds' Ligt 15 also -
almost intact; 151 ships e@ie%ed_ ti}é passage and two did not, one a’
aoaam.wmaii:y = a losg of one percent, Surely then, given reasopable
precautions, it was no very dangerous th:ing to cross the a&imat.m, egpecially
as one foundering listed above, that of the 1741 eonvey, can almost certainly
be put down to human failing =~ overloading. |

Insurance statietice support the contention that transocesnic shipping
in peacetime was a reassonably safe venture: normally, underwriters asked
between three and four percent of the total value of cach ‘@53@»36 !fany
businessmen did not insure at all, witness a letter of August 10, 1761,
from John G. Glaseford of Glasgow to Neil Jamiesen in Norfolk, regarding
the French capture of a riva& firpts ship: *. . , Neither they (the owners)
nor J. G. and Compy had any Ineurance done chiefly to the last advices
having bore that She would be loaded in ?awc@t by the 5th or 10 July
whereas She was loaded in June."37 Clearly, the whercabouts of enemy

35, JIbid., 6 March 1740/1, 27 October 1741.
3]

36. Middleton, Tobag 5 Pe 299, | ., o
37. John G. Glaseford to Neil Jamleson, 10 August 1761, The Papers of Neil
Jamieson, I, 1757-1762, Library of Congress, Washington, D, C. Hereafter
cited ae Jamieson Papers.
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privatesrs had figured in the caleulaticns of the merchants, bub nob
natural hazard.

Franeis Jerdone was another Virginie factor who did not always insure,
although he usually did so. On April 20, 1759, he wrote indignantly to
Thomas Knox of Glasgow: "““ihe £irat enclosed invoice of Sundry goods,
smounting o ¥31,3.5 including an article of £3.16.4 charged me for
Insurance on Said geods which really Surpriz'd me as I nover gave you any
orders for making insurance on my ég,aﬁ% & which I will by no means agree
to pay Hﬁ ¢« +"38 Jerdone wrote to Thomas Flowerdewe of F:tmwm and
Norton, man, in the same vein on September 10, 1760. "On the presemt
prospect of an appreaching peace,” Jerdons directed, and as the carmo's
value was amall, "if your ship saile under convoy, I mline to stand the
resque my Self without insurance if the premium exceeds 4 guiness per Cent
but 4f it does nobt exceed that Sum in that case imoure Lor me , + & ™37
Exactly two years later, he wrote to Messers, Thomas, Griffiths, and Thomas,
requesting they send his order “without Insursnce, 4O

That this pilecemeal method of insuring was not Just a whinm of Jerdone
is borne oub by the post seript to a letter from Johm Norton, in Virginda,
to James Withers of Flowerdewe and Norton, dated Avgust 22, 1750: "Also
send word what ehips are come from Virga. or Maryld. If sny Orders for
Insurce. go to Mr. Doacons Clerk & gett them done givesg him direct:s only
for one Persong order at a time, if the Letters mention it you may inform
bin when the Ship was expected to depart,msl |
38. Jerdone to Thomas Knox, 20 April 1759, The Letterbooks of Francis Jerdone,
IT, 1756~1763, College of William and Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia. Hereafter
cited as Jerdone Letterbooks.
39, Jerdone to Flowerdewe and Nortonm, 10 September 1760, Jerdone lLetterbooks.
40. Jerdone to Thomas, Griffiths and Thomas, 10 September 1762, Jerdone

Letterbooks.
g}l « Mason ¥
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Two things are immediately apparent from the above instances.
Being in businese to get rich, merchants did not ueusally insure if they
thought they could safely avoid it and their calculations to that end
included the likelihood of falling prey to the enemy but did not snclude
the pogsibility of natural disaster. ébﬁauaiy, then, the hazards of
nature could not have been any formidable menace.



CHAPTER ITX
PRIVATEERING AND SHIPPING LOSSES

Neither piracy nor the dangers of mature played a very large role in
the reckening of British merchants. The one overwhelning hazand was the
enemy, reprosented in the New World by the Spanish and the French.

Spain had become by the eighteenth-century a dimimutive shadow of
her former glory, stiff«frozen in her cultural and idsclogical rigidity.
Her vast empire was almd@ dm&r&tﬁ.ﬂg ma weama ﬁhic:h was the
result of hollowness in the “heart sf azﬁhoz%m Where a Wn-adﬁ;reetm,
enargaz;ie aﬁuﬁnﬁ.stra%im should hmna been, there was only a veid.

Inte this void stepped the mimial governor of Flerida, who took it
upon himeelf to harass Virginiats ahipp&zzg, by commissioning & serdes of
privateors thrngbaut the 1720s. This, of course, vailsed the legal
question whether axmme who plundered shipping in p@aﬁe&ime could be
considered a pm?amar, or was Lo be put down as & pirate.

In June 1724 the I | vier steppaﬁm&dhoarﬁaﬁ two
?irgim.awbum vessels a seant ten lesgues off Cape Charles. On July 6,
1724, four of her captured creow members wers brought before Iieutenant-
Glovernor Cadwallader Colden of New York, The faet that thalr ship had
been a frigate makes it certain that they sailed under commisaion: no
pirate, in fact or fancy, ever had a frigate. They were hanged.42
Whsther or not this would be considered judicial murder would depend upon

42. Great Britain, Public Records Office, High Court of Admiralty Proceedings,
1/9-101, 1/99.

ig
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who studied the evidence ~~ a Spaniard or an Baglishman.

This appsars to have been the only instence of a gr&mﬁam crew
suffering as plrates. It is, at any rate, the enly cne to come to light,
and, moreover, a rarity for the eighteenth-century. Not that there was
any lack of privateers to hang, for the shores of Virginia were mensced
poriodically and not always in war time.

Robert Carter reported to Micajah and Richard Perry on July 13, 1720:
"The privateers have been very bold and roguish upon our coast thip year."3
He made the same complaint to John Pemperton in October of 172044 The
governor of Florida was the prime mover in this harassment of Virginis's
shipping. Alexander Spotswood wrote to Secretary Craggs on May 20, 1720,
to report that he had "expected no further Interruption to owr Trade® but
that some privateers from St. Augustine were cruizing within the Virginia
Capea, taking a respectable toll of commerce.45

No action was taken by the British Ministry. Accordingly, Spotawocod,
in & letter besprinkled with fury, wrote to the Board of Trade on May 31,
1721:  "About the middle of last September this Coast was greatly infested
by the Spanish privatiers (sic) from 5t. Augustine and while the Cuard Ship
on this Station was Careening; one of these Privatiers (8i¢) came within
our Capes and made prige sevlie Vessels," one of which was retaken ond its
Spanish orew capturcd. They promptly produced a copy of their comnission
granted in August by the Govermor of St Augustine,®

This wae the comtingency Spotswood had been hoping for. He had learned
that, the Spanish governor had been informed of the ii?reatyfﬁ Utrecht by the

4h. ., pp. 5-»5?. ‘ si50 Tiddleton, Tobaceo Coast, ps 327,
45. S;mtsmw to Secretary Crages, 20 May l‘m}, Spotawood Papers.



proprietary governor vaf South Carolina, and was therefore in deliberate
viclation of the peace, Spotswood determined upon a lxttle demonstration
of his cavm, anct sent a "ﬂagg of Truce wbh a Letter t.e the Governor of
St Auguatina“ demanding the return .of Engls.sh captnres, aad aeuding Spazxiah
prisonara along as a token of his own good intentims.?

Flar&da*a governor pmﬁy disowned having granted any commissions
| "t:ar Gmfming f:m the Coast esr’ Virginia & made & Show of trying and Gondming
| the Capt of the Privataew « « « Yet he Wcmld by no mam part mh the
@irgm@ Sloop wth t,he Hegmea wch was more Valuable than both the ot.hara
but alledged that that Sloop was a lawful prize . . . "6 Spotswood's
prompt aetio:; put a atup to Sgaaish prfwatesrmg, ! only tempcrar:uy He
had called St. Augustine "rather & resort of Banditti" than a government, 47
and two further evidences of agressive intention have come to light -- that
of 172&; noted above, and a case in l’?ﬁh In that year Lieutenant-Covernor
William Gooch wrote to the Duke of Newcastls that two privateers from
Havana had taken seven vessels within forty leagues of the Virginia coast.s8

The Treaty of Seville in 1730 put a stop to these illegal depredations.
For the next few years Virginia's commerce had no need to worry about conveys,
enemy privateers, or other obstructions to freedem of the seas. Interestingly
enough, the volume of Virginia's shipping seems to have decreased noticably
in the 1730s. Taking the sgtatistics for the port of Hampton, sixteen ghips
totalling 1633 tons cleared for Great Britain in 1731. In 1733, eleven shipe
of 1110 tons were cleared. By 1739, the number of ships had dropped to six
and their total tomnage was only 745. At the same time, incoming British

46, Spotswood to Board of Trade, 31 Hay 1721, Spotewood Papers.
47. Spotawcoed to Board of Trade, 31 May 1721, Spotewood Papers.

48. Middleton, Ipbacco Coast, p. 329.



shipping remained almost the same. In 1731, twenty-one ships of 2525 tons
arrived. In 1733, this drepped to ninoteen sghips of 2285 tons, and in 1739
there were twenty-one ships of 2535 tons.A9

Accounting for this discrepancy is an interesting problemy for the
amount of tobacco exported varied bub slightly (owing to drought or other
natural cause affecting the size of the yearly crop). From 1730 to 1739; the
import figures (including Maryland) dn thousands of pounds are as follove:

1730 34,860
1731 TN
=

e 3 : i
173, 35,226
1735 39,618
1736 w 37,682
1737 49,946
1738 39,868
1739 #5:856

The Britdsh impﬁrtwmtpar@ astatisbics for this same time peried seem
to resolve the problem scmewhat (again the figures are for both Virginia
and Maryland):
Year Inports Exporte
1734-2735 %39«%995&2.5 £220,381.6.:9
%73&"'3@?35 B@giﬁgt?v? . 204 ?%-12'8
173&“2»?3? &%’2‘}609%16 211,301.323 .
l?ﬁ?*l?ﬁ& 39‘3.,313@«15 .G , 253,%0»8*0
Clearly, the value and amount of Virginia's exports varied but slightly,
the price depending upon the quality as well as the guantity. JTuports would
necessarily be smaller than tobaces hogsheads and of less value, but would
be more sxtemsive, given Virgimia's virtuslly non-existent manufacturing
49, Historical Statistice of the Ung w State Colondal Times to 1957
(ufashington, B. c., 19 v series 25 N ?s
50, Ibid., Series 2223-229, p. 765.
51 Great Brﬁ.tain, He Mo Ckxstma and Dxcise Library, H. M. Customs and

Mza Remrda, !?irgmm (:Qm&si Rﬁr;or&a Project mtcrafim, Colonial




facilities. This would explain incoming shipping Sigurss. The Bteady -
didnution in outbound ships in this partdcular location can probably
bé best explained by the presence of competing porta in Hampton Eoads and
elsewhere, Norfolk most predominantiy, ‘
In 1739, tager yowng Perlismentarisns known es the Boy Patriots
secured possesaion’ of & ¢ortain Captein Jenkints ear, s casualty of
Spapish colonial policy that well suited the plans of several agressive
British House leaders. These men, among them William Pitt, combined this
detached pLoce of the good captatn’s auatany with thebr political oratory,
applying both with righ&gmﬂuiﬁmma flmr&fﬁxez Houss of Comnons,
The result was a war aima@ @&%@m&b&e mmcsa was to avenge Bribish honor =-
it having beoen Smul%w b;r the removal of swmm gar «~ btut whose actual
purpose was to make any :&m‘m into Spamish colonial possessions that
might be feasible,
The immediate result in Virginda of this remewal of hostilities was
& revival of privateering activities. lonel Thomas Lee, President of the
Council, would write to the Board of Trade in 1750: ‘We have no Coummunication
with any French or Spanish sﬁtﬁmmhs on the e@nmm 8o mt we know
1ittle of them only from their Priva%aaw in time of war . b ; w192 low
the enany cruised the coast, b hﬁ.ﬁ &bilﬁ@' t¢ do damage samed to have
ﬁaaream with time am% further loss of Spar
mm Jerdone, that flimsy man of mmm affa&rag wrote to
Nell maham on Auguat 8, 1?39& “ﬁﬁex«a ,.‘m no danger of any Spm&amla’
boing on our Coast so sany Ships of war bedng to ye fmmuazm"fﬁ Evidently
his %ﬁmﬁm of the minimal mensce of this new wave of privatecrs was

52« ‘zizmaa Lee t@ Board of Trade, 29 aegtmbar 1750, The Letters of Willian
Weh; I, ¥ 1?&-"‘1?5&; PP 1939‘”10@; mmw Qf wegﬁ Waﬁh‘mstﬁﬂ D. G,
53, Jexﬂcma t¢ Neil Buchanan, 8 August 1739, Jerdons m&mmm,, i, 1?33*17&19/5&



sorreet, if not perhaps for the reasons he supposed. He wrots to Buchanan
again on September 8, 1740, in a scornful and contcmptuous mood; that "this
warr against Spain is more noise than any thing else, I suppose it will soon
be at an end."5h But the war expanded, and the Spanich bogan te take their
toll. Jerdone wrote once more to Buchanan on Jamuary 7, 1741/2, thet two
" Spanish privateers were prowling the Coast.35 |

The Couneil of vmm had also noted the increasing omewy captures,
now grown to serious proportions. On June 10, 1741, it was recorded dn
thelr Jowrnal thet "frade and Navigation is very much rotarded and in Danger
of being intirely Stoped by the Depredations and Daily Captures Made by the
Spardah Privatecrs gll along the Coast, and Some of them in or near the
Pouth of our Bay « « » 156

1741 seems to have been a particularily active year for the Spanish.
While the mm of Virginda debated the hazard to their shipping, Spanish
privateers took the America, Glasgow 4o Virginia, and the Bronsdon,
Whitehaven, between May Sth and May 12, I741.57 Shortly %@?Wr, the
Banger, & coaster frem Virginia, ‘
cutraged captain and crews; who had been set ashore near New York.58 The
Patuxen, Virginia to London, and the Argyle, bound for Glasgow, were taken
near the Capes soon after the Ranger foll prey.”? From the clowe proximity
of the seigures one to anvther and theilr nearnicss in time, it is likely that
these logses were all the work of a single privatesr, identity unknown.

Spanich good fortuns continued throughout this third year of war with
Britain. The Caesar, & cosster, was taken off Cape Fearyé0 the Hobert,

54+ Jerdone to Neil Buchansn, 8 September 1740, Jerdone Letterbooks, I,
5§ é@rﬂi@m to m mazam, 7 Jammry 1?&1/2, ‘Jar%ma I‘g;teﬁwka, I.
26, b ve Journal: v 2L 243 Baliid, V, P ®

%0, mwﬂi‘: 2 October 1741,
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Virginia to Whitchaven, aud the Merpury, ‘froin London, were reported ;:ap&m
on the same daybt The Lively, bound 46 th?%& the Industre. oub frow
mfmmﬁ and the Marths, desbined for Liverpool, were the last casugitdes
of the year, the later bedng reported taken off the Virginia Capes and carried
into Havana.8% There was one more seimure in 1741, the Mary, home port
unknown,; bound for Virginia but taken by the Spanish forty leagues west of
Seilly, off Lamits Bnd.5% u |
hese losses were gerious, bub their most interesting attribute ia
!:hair rarity. Only 12 chips fell victim to the privateers, two of which -
were coasting vessels =~ 12 of 203 ships which started for Grest Pritain -
and 44 which departed for Virginia.56 On the sawe day Iloyds' Iisbt reported
the Joss of the Pabuxan and the Argyle, it also noted the safe arrival in
Virginia of nine vessels.f7 Spanish privabeers had taken & toll of Britishe
Virginia shipping of exactly 43 percent, '
Lioyda' Lists for tho years 1742 end 1743 are misping, but the Lettorw
pks of Froncis Jordone supply the infonmation that seven vessels were
taken off the Virginia Capes in May 1742 by & Havans privateer.f8 -

Beginning in 1744, the luck of the privateors sesms to have been
singularly poor. Only three priges £oll to the Spanish, the 4m, bound to
London,59 the Molly, for Whitehaven,”® and the Bimsrd, meant for London.7d

1744 was the year the French entered the war in force, Francis Jerdone
wrote to Willism Bowden ob June 12, 1744, that the news of the agressive

61, M& ¢ 27 October 1741,

62. Ibid., 20 Hovewber 174).

63, mg_., 24 Hovember 1741.

64 JIhid., 15 December 1741.

’ﬁsc * ¥ 22 Sep W 174}:0

66, % should ‘ber noted that the low number of dﬁp&ﬂm& 18 due partly ta
the nature of Lloyds! Iist. Arrivals are noted with a high degree of aceuracy,
but destinations of outward bound vessels could not always be cbiained.
67. Lloyde' List, 21 July 1741.

68. ﬁamme to Neil Buchanan, 20 May 1742, Jerdone Letterbooks, X.

69: Lloyda' ldst, 17 F@humy 1754,

70. Ibid.,s 3«5 May 1744.

Ths  Jhid., 29 Moy 1744,
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Prench war drove tobacco down frem 188 to 12/6 "and the great danges as
woll as gr%t- charge has made a great vany others as well as w self a&ter
our mﬁm in Shipping home tobacco."’2 Despite these mgzw, the mm:x
secm Lo ha.ve done l:i:?:,tle Bet&sar than their amaam Their one gmat aimcaem
in 1744 appears to have been the alleged ae:ime b;r a St. Malo privamr in
February iaf that. year c;f Wmﬁ ships, &xxeﬁ%m!mg gevmi V reind ames
the English G&m&.’m .

%&mm are ammwi wrsﬁ.m of this fmws emioiﬁ, The msﬁ Wﬁw
appears m 8 &at’!;er ﬁm ?mmm Jamima to waz Mrmga &am& Deceniber 28,
"‘mm U, + « I have heard thaﬁm& aft&aﬁ&ipahelanging m;mwpm
mrataﬁeuhyﬂm Bu*eaﬁ samﬂmvmmmmmmammw Ma e
&ew‘?ﬁ This 15 amwhmr«a mymbmmwma mprimﬁée?

mgﬁm an mm ﬂ%ﬁ in its hfm& wa‘&era sﬁngia»izanﬁeﬁ e ma&;bucming
feat, indesd. ,
The resson for aha mm m:m aauaﬁy eredited in this aam gls0
rings hollow., Wsiter King, a British merchant, wrote to {:oimai Thomas
Jones, in ?ixginﬁa, #iving his opinion mt the whole ‘sorry business was
the result of the govermment's failure to have a naval squadron crudaing
the Ghamel.”> This account, while possibly correct in that the Aduiralty
did not ka.ve & full sqmm yaﬁwmng the Channel, is much too simple an
explanation. ‘me Mme waters were gxﬁ.%e well guarded, and there was no lack
of mmwi’»mr for sonvoy .«.my. zwda* List :ﬁ‘m February and March 1744
r&vaala tt:at twenty-nine naval vessels, including several ships-ef-the-line,
were waiting in the Downs for convay asssigmment.76 None of them left port
before March 16, 1744. The Brest Squadren would have had to pass this

72+ - derdone to William Bwﬂw, 12 June 1744, Jerdone Letterbooks, I,
73. Hiddleton, Tobag ast, pe 298.
74, Jerdone to Fremn Pmudga, 28 December 1744, Jerdone Letterbooks, I.
?ﬁﬂ mmm,ﬁ SVDRCCO LORSL P« 29 T3

Lloyds' List, 21 Feb., aa Feb.y 28 Feb., 2 March, & March, 9 March,
l& Hamh 1744, -,




formidable array of fire power, and it was probably they who recaptured
the outward bownd fleot. Significantly, Lloyds' Ligb mekes no mention
of & St. Halo privateer visiting solitary mayhem on British shipping,
eomething the alert people at Lloyds of london would hardly overlook.

AT ém, in fact, te hamhaen for ﬁmﬁh pﬁ.’vﬁ%em & mediocre
year. ‘mrsy tock only five ships, the Garter, London to vm@m,‘?‘? the
Prin _Orange, bound for ?irg&am,?a two unknow ahdps reparwd taken
on ﬁczvmbm* 39, mzp,?? ami tm Franeis apd Elisabeth, Dumfrics to Virginia,
ahi{:h was ounk,80 fmmmf:mmy leaa sﬁm@amm were afrarm to seige other
Virgintamen.  On Juno 12, 1744, Lloyde! Lish reconds the safe arrival in
E@!ﬁmaﬁ&h& sotorats a;?aﬁb name, having been taken on ite honmeward
g::aamga h@' F’mmh pﬂmﬁm and wamys&xy rescued by the H. M. S, ]
%emmfmmmwwwm,mmwwmmmﬂ
| ﬁxaﬁ took the Dumfries vessel, am:i then taken %mk by en mm xnmivataerﬁz

| 'ﬁiﬁ.ﬁ th epioode cﬁm on ax- near ,&tzgﬁst 3, i?z..!@, which m

explain the deliborate ginking of ¢ cis and Blizabet
mgt::s?& J,Q.,; 7. Sinking was an mml pww&wé; as prizes were wovth
a congiderable sum to the a&pmm The privateers moy not bave wished to
z%k 4 second, total loss, mﬁ, at any mta, when a ;mtia& :iasa woudd
Emﬁaa ﬁemw wers bemzﬂ.ng far more froquent —w beg:ixm:lng with ﬂm
rﬁmwmﬁmamim* hythaﬁ, ¥, S. Kingghon on
December 8, 1741,83

*.!.,::?,m.a_ ght 81

7?&1 dbld., 24 April R?Mw-

T8, m@,ﬁ; 12 October X?Mn

??. Ibid., 30 November 1744s
aa, EE&*; 10 August 1744,

8l - ke 3 12 June 17&1&6 ‘

82, ey 3 &ugust 3;-?2&25&

83, M., 18 Decewber 1744,



Together, the French and the Spanish captured and held eight known
prizes in 1744, In this came year 154 ships left for the mother country
and 30 left for the colony, & total of 184 vessels. The cuemy, then,
captured 4% percent of Britdeh-Virginia shipping. - '

The import stotistics for the yesrs 1741~174k, in thousands of pounds,
sustain ‘the probability that not much W«a 'wan done to the tqﬁaem %xyaﬂa
by encny privateering (again, these figures includ

IT40 35,372
174z 2100

173 55666

As the varisbility in cxports between years is ag erratic as that
between the peacetime years of the 1730s; priveteering cannot explain the
fluctuation, nor be the primary cause of ﬁ.‘t. Internal conditions in the
tdbaceo eolonies mst be the explanation.

© Ancther indication of the genoral stability of the tobacco trade
- in these years are the Customs wci Excise records {agam for both Virginia

- Tear Joporte Exports

1739-1740 £341,997.10.11 1281,428.10.11

A740-3741. 577,109.1.4 24,8,562,17.13

TT1-1742 42? ?69 ﬁdg 26# l%.z.ﬁ

E any ths gs the value and amount of trade in this area increased
during the war years, rather than decreasing 6o would be expected if
shipping wers being vigomuw disrupted.
Further proof that tobacco &biﬁg&ng contimued virtuslly uninterrupted

Lo, sersm Z223w229, P 165
clae kecm microfilm,



cen be gleaned from the ¢orrespondence of the customs collector of the
port ‘of Whitehaven with the British Board of Customs, On August 3, A7k,
the coliector reported that there were sevén Virginia ehips in the
harbor, discharging tobacco.8- On September 13,1744, there ocours a
telling phrose in the collector's report: “Ihere m gome ships fran
‘Virginia baimging ‘to other mwmﬁa ma‘md in a short Time but the

the ﬁsoham trade was mma mmmaa by *ahisa phase of the war.
Jmmtmmammawt mbastbaaeeaby camin
losses to British shipping. For the mms three years, 3.?39&75433, when
mnii,:r Spadn engaged in mmma war, ﬁhare wag no very. nmiaable disruption
to trade. Me&eaa, mtﬁah mamhmm ﬁaspla:ined vigorously and
publicly in Jamuary 1742 amgw that Mﬁar protection cm.ghﬁ to be m&l
within the navyts power. g Magazine in that year claimed that,
up to Decenber of 1741, 301 ahisaa had been captured, Ancther @stim‘ha,
prepaved by the nation's lnswrance underwriters, seb British losses at
337 ships.58
1744 seems to have baen the year mem the Chesapesake ea}m:i.aa wero
most ﬁea:ﬁaml;g mw& by enomy mwi;ﬁg al‘&!mugh not in ‘;;hra ma‘i‘;&er of
hipping losees. Virzinia mmm en,iazmi the pmmatian of a-guardship,
le twenty-gun ship being deemed sdequate by the Lords of the Admiralty
for peacetime conditioms, and usually for war time alses A rule had been
made during Queen Armmet's time that most North Amorican guardships must winter

B6. Collector of Whitehaven to Boasrd oi‘ Mm, 3 August 1744, Booard of
Custans Correspondence, p. 1l.

87+ LCollector of Whitehavon to Board of ﬂmst*.m, 13 September 1744, Board
gg &mtm Gorresmndama, ih 16» a




in the West Indies, convoying the Tortuga Salt Fleet or patrolling.59 In
17%2, s complicated scheme for sending all the conbtinental ships to cruise
in wintor along the Spanish Main was proposed; and while the Admiralty did
not adopt the entire plan the North American and lLeewsrd Tsland stations
were cambined. The continental fleet commander would cruise in the Vest
Indice in winter, and return to his regular duty with the northern colond
in tho ewmer,%

This plan was dissatrou « Wooden ships could not
patrol twelve months around, but must be careened, cleancd, and repaired.
‘These oporations did not take overly long, ‘
then there was the time necded to sail & full
British Aucrica to tho other.

The repult of all this was to leave large sections of Americs open to
the posaults of the more dering privateers, a hagord more potential then
immodiate perhaps, but nevertheless o condition not patiemtly to be borne
by slready overworked lisw was somewhat protected
by natural barriers -~ no one would care to skulk off tka Capes durding the
hurricane season - bub this fragile defense was only a perdodic happenstance
gnd not one in which to put confidence. lieutenant~Goverpor Gooch, therefore,
wrote 4 bitterly indignant letter to the Adudralty on December 1, 1744, in
which he decried the whole ides of conbimation. His reasons were twor the

ardships simply failed to return by tho begimming of the patrolling sezson;
and when they did appesr they were sorely in need of repair and refitting.?d
The combinstion plan was a thumping failure. It was 5 sbroke of rave good
Ffortune that this alngularly bad ides came and went in the early part of the war,

fm ﬂi& * 5‘&3 5 ur‘ 312

benant-governors. Virginis
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1745 was worse for Virginia shipping than 1744 had been. In July, .
five French privateers, one having thirty-six gunsg; took several homeward.
bound tobaced ships off the Virgimda Capes.?2 Later the same month they
shatched up more vessels, at least one.of which had been within the Capes.?3
At approximately the same time, the Qunliffe, Captain John Pritchard, left
the Bay for Idverpool. Nine lesgues north of Cape Clear, Pritchard eopied.
& large snow, with some two hundred men and twenby carrisge puns, plus
awivel guna == & Frensh privatesr of fommidable proportions, The enemy

iy prize in tow, sod Pritchard hoisted British colore in
anticipation of bedng attacked. A rwming engagment comenced almost
immsdiately and lasted unbil neon; whan the Pronch drew off, . they were back
avounid two otclock and gave chase, battling determinedly all the whils,
wntdl five otclock, when they geve up., Pritchard, meanwhile, had run up
a red flag to his malmmast «- & timeless signal that quarter would be .
neither offered nor sccepbeds It 1a to be assumed that he fimished his .
Jowrney ummelested.  An heroic man, this captain, who had commanded a slowy
heavily laden vesael in poor condition and had but twenty-aight men and
hwa%ﬁr&m%wi@at&n&h&smm A report of his violent crosain
Aand Gagette, July 12, 1745, where he dryly commented:
"Frensh swex»ﬁmw in Nuubers ie 4in no wise adeguate to true Huglish Courage.Ph
The sise and strength of the Lunldffe’s pursusr was not upusual dn a
‘privateer, Pritchard's successful escape, however, seemed to be a solitary
achievement in this diemal year. In October 1745 the brig Onslow, intended
for Iondon, was captured ond carried 4o Quobec,%? e December 1745 supplement
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nae listed sixteen vessels taken while bound either to

or from the Chesapeake area, several of which were set down as the victims
of two particularly notorious St. HMalo privateers, the m and the

Hermione. 96 This last indicates that these captures were taking place in
hone waters, zm& gg_g_:, oi‘f the Virginia cosst. f}enemlly speéking, the war
zone areund Great Bri{sain vias the most dangerous gart ai‘ the ;fmsaing, as
4t would be in future wars. .

The years l’?&é ami 17LT seen to have been mammhly samtra ones for
the tobaceo traﬁa. They were, at any rate, nothing in comp. fm with
what hed ham:;m@ﬁ_ in 1745 or was going to happen in 1748, Th.er last year
of the war was o huniliabing one for Virginia. In June ms a a:{oc;p riding
at anchor in the mouth of the York River was boarded zmd cmexk W b;r an

enexy privateer.97 Shert.w thereafbor, nine vessels were ﬁaken in Chesapeake
Bay or off the Capes, one Norfolk schooner being seized and r»plunﬁem&within
sight of the fort at Point Comfort.’ By August 10, 1748, howover, the

privateers ceased to be effective. On that date, the Maryland Gazetie

ennounced that it considered the surrcunding waters safe.??

The war that begar for Britain with the announcement thet Captain
Jenkin's ear must be avenged, and was cupposed to be 2 brisk and profitehle
plece of colony gathering, had quickly swollen into a vast and complex
bloodlebting, The real regsony for its shape and substance were as twisted
as the labyrintine, malodoreus warrens that were the ruling chancellories
and palaces of Burope, where hundreds of sharp-clawed moles burrowed in
seoret beneath the rotting foundations of the balance of power. It is
perhaps superfluous to state thot the Treaty of Aix-la-Chappelle settled
Loy %’,ﬁ?ﬁi 295, 332,

98. Toid., p. 332.
99, ITbid., p. 333.




To determine tho effectivencss of prﬁ;vaé;esring in the last four years
of war, it is necessary to turn sgain to the tobseco export statistics for
the Chesapeake colonies (in thousands of pounds):

1745 40,897
1746 39,567
1747 56,,?55
1748 49,646
1749 %,196
1750 50;7853,6@

The f£irst two years of peace are included to demonstrate that the
privateers had made small, futile inroads in the tobacco trade, Had bhey
been as offective as their sponsors would have Zmze& » the Masl poundage
exported sach yoar before 1749 shonld be m&m&h&y below that for 1’?&9:

The auatﬁm sﬁa%iatic& for !;hasa years roveal a similar pattern:

Year Iomports Exports

IT5kmLThS E399,423,6.3 E197,799.12.3

1745176 519,371.15.0 282,545,8,7

17461747 £92,619.6.7 200 m.x.é.m

1N -1748 494,852.9.5 292, 62&-‘16 3

1748-1749 &31@ ém.lﬁ K¢ 323 666‘ .3
Again, there was little varigtion -~ and certainly not the precipitons
fall that would be expected in a viclously successful maritime war w-
botweon war and pesce in the amount and walue of tobacco that made ite
way safely to Creat Britain,

In torms of the sboolute loss of ships to enemy action, the Chesapeake
trade suffered less heavily than any other branch of British commerce, It
is estimated that some 3000 ships were taken in this war, of which but a
small numbor were V&rgﬁniamen}% Taking liverpool as an example -- the
Series 2223229, p. T65.
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records for this port have survived in a mz‘é cotplete form then these
for any othér locale -~ the merchants of this city lost between 1739 end
1748 o totol of 103 ships. 203 OFf this number tem destined for Virginia
are known to have fallen vietim to enenmy privatesrs, only one of which was
taken on iba outward waag&m It 4s impossible te tell i’mm the records
whether %&w were capﬁuwi near the Virginia coash or in British home watera.
Ag mmmmol was the slaving center for ﬁm&« Britain, thma seizures by
the cnemy would be severe finoncial losses as most of them would be carrying
human carge; while the capbx;re of nine Virginiomen almost certainly carrying
tobaceo wiuld almost. como near the 10ss to be expeckol from nstural hazard:
ton percent of el war time losses (and probalily the least valusble) and
very eertainly a mich smaller gememﬂge of all L&wrpoa&. shipping.

In the breathing space bmm‘ this war and the ﬁ:ssie to come, shipping
returned m norpality in the Chesapenke region. A solitary incldent is
on record to reveal Virginda's. mmmg attitude W that old mmz ¥
Spain, ﬁﬁ&mal ‘mm lee, President, of the Council, informed the Board
of Trade on August 10, 1750, that several Spanish and one Portugese vessel
had taken shelber in Virginis waters during s storm, On September 29, 1750,
he reported the condemnation of the unfortunste Spanish ships, as prizes of
war, The Porbugese ghip was wmaswamﬁ Same memories are very long. '

Por British trade as a whole, two devolopments ocoured, Commerce
nearly deubled in volume, and the royal navy increased in size and efficiency.106
These would be the ingredients of victory st sea in the Great War For The Empdre.
During the 17403, England hsd been, in Alfred Thayer Mshan's estimation,
"istress now of the seas vather by the weakuess of her enenies then by

3.133¢ Ibid., p. 317n. s
04, Gomer Williems, History of




her own disciplined strength . . . ."*7 The short time between the sorry
peace of 1748 snd tho resumpbion of war was pub 4o good use, and naval
wesknesses wore corrected with dispatch., The enemy, meanwhile, prepared
to venture all on privateers to harry the shopkeeper nation where palin
would most be felt.

War between Britain and France began along the forested spine of
the sppalachian frontier. Here where armies of anxious amateurs and
bewildered professionals were slaughtered, the seeds sown by incempebent
diplomscy, oconomi¢ rivalry, treachery, and miscalculation bore a harvest
of dead men, The maritime war did not begin until afber the announcement
of hostilities, and this time the terror by sea had a different momentum.

1757 was the most dangerous year for Chesapeake shipping, sufficiently
s¢ that Lord Loudoun, cc ing in America, laid an embarge on all shipping
to Grest Britain aa of March 10, 1757. '"Thers is not the least probability
of getting & Ship on any berms,” J.eﬁ*ﬁ,one wrote Messera. Alexander Speirs
and Hugh Brown, "all manner of Shipping being wvery Scarce in this Colony,"
and 1ikely to remain so due te Loudoun's prohibition,1028 The embarge ended
far sconer then Jordone anticipated; in mid-May 1757 Lioutenant-Governor
Robert Dimviddie was prevailed upon by the House of Burgesses and his
Council to countermand the Barl's orders. "They arc wunanimous in their
Opinion of the absolube Necessity of taking off the Embargo,? Dimwiddie
reported to loudoun, 209 |

The tobaced morchants of Britein may not have agreed with the Virginda
planters® golution to the vexacious problem of enemy privatecrs -- to sail
come what might. In Jenuary of 1757, & group of Ieondon's most prominent

107. 4lfred Thayer Mehans The Influence of wor | atory, 8
(Bﬁ:ﬁﬁaﬁn, 3.3‘9‘#), Pe 26?0
ic8, Jerdene to Speirs and Brown, 25 April 3;75?, Jerdone xﬁtwrqu, I1.

109. Dinwiddie %o Lord Loudeun, © May 1757, The lctters of Robert Dimwiddie,

Virginia Historical Society Library, mcma, Virginia. Hereafter cited as
Dimviddie Papers.
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tobacco morehants had petitioned the king to better protect their interest,
which they deemed "the most Essentisl Trade" in the nation.t® In February,
the tobaceo dealers of Bristol presented the king o petition of thelr own
demanding sdequate Wmm, tut with a specific recommendation: more
naval vessels should be sent to the Chesapeake.idl Lord Ioudoun's action
in Hareh 1757 way have been partly in responso to these demands as well as
in accord with his own thinking along these lines,

The Pronch hed an estimated two hundred privabeors ab sea in March 1757
and more wore under construction. From August 1756 to February 1757 the
Fronch took nearly 70 English ships off Antigua alone, and a total of 637
British vessele betwoan that August and July 32, 1757.3%2 In this firet
flugh of enamy gmwaaa; it was ineviteble that liftdng the embarge in
‘ uld result in less. On July 29, 1757, two Virginiamen arrived
safeiy in mw, but the ggw Bovd, ida, all Glasgow bound tobacco
ships, were yeporbed lost to the mm,m Seizures continued, but were
g0 scattored and infrequent as to be wwsual, The French had devised a new
method for m;;. ring |

on Moy 26, L'm, Lioyds' List reportod thet “Capt. Outram, arrivid
in the River (Thames) from Virginia, was taken the 7th Inst. in lat. 44-30
North, and longit, 36-30 Weet of Lemdon, but ramsom'd for 900L1M4  Outrem
was not the first. Tn July 1758 the Jomny, Virginia to Dunfrics, wes taken
in passage but "ransomed for AOOLCL5 he M, Clyde for Virgini
was seived and relessed for five hupdred guiness. 6 These two instar
oocured within a week of each obher.

14, ;m_li 11 July :mé.
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