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With the declaration of the War ofﬁlélz, New

yi -

[
Brunswick and Nova Scotia outfitteéd-the first of 40

» " N . .
armed merchant vessels. Carrying a royal commission or

letter-of-marque, these ships were licensed to capture

n
-

enémy vessels: Because they- yere privately owned and

»

operated, both the ships and the men who sailed them

became known as privateers. o {

-

Privateering in British North America was’partfof

M

a longstanding maritime practice which had evolved over

six centuries. 1t was administered through the Vice-
‘Admiralty Court system. Practice and practicality had
’x shaped.,the. procedure to the point that- internationally

acceptéd reghlations goverﬁed all aspects of prize-

: ﬁaking from éapture to cougtroom, For those rho parti-

- &

cipated, privateering was a legitimate business, moti-

vated more by profit than patriotism. By 1812, "guerre

albeit secondary, weapon of commerce destruction.’ .

* , Y

A

P
N -

.~ Protected by geography as well as the Royal Navy,

New Brunswick and Nova Scotia had little fear of

.American invasion. Instead, they were able to focus

'thgir attantion on the hundreds of small coastal

1

¢

) g
de course"” or privateering had become a sophisticated, ¢
. ALER Y



family-linked concerns. Captures wer& well-conducted,

vessels carrying American trade along the Atlantic sea-

board. By'means of the, Halifax Vice-Admiralty Court

-

records of the perind ané-ﬁﬁuériety of secondary
sources, thigijesis traces the activities of the
colonial privategrs during the War of 1817 as a case

study of an imporfant maritime tradition. Privateering
. ) \ /. .
in New Brunswick,and Nova Scotia represented a

-

legitimate war-time activity for a small number of
: 7

.

small-scale, noh-violent and moderately profitable.

- )

o

Bath at:sea and’in the courts, the colonial priva-
teers chipped away at_Aherican commérce disabling

s@ips, capturing valuable cargoes, disrupting trade,

»

" forcing up pricés.and insurance rates and .generally

-~
rs 14 r

disheértening a.population which had grown weary of

war., While the impact of 200 privateer captures on the

United States cannot pe compared to the effect of the

British naval blockade the contribut;on~of‘the colonial

pgivatéers was nonetheless important. By examining. the
role.of these men and their ships during.the War of

1812, this paper hopés to shed light on what was
¥ g
probably the f}nal,,if-nqt the finest, hour of

L]

\

privateering. . . :

v '

—_
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. The War of 18]2 1n the maritime colonies of New .
Brunswick and Nova Scotia meant an opportunity for

economic expaasion, commercial entérprise and wartime

excitement with little-danger;of American attacks on ’

< = [
v

‘the population. For Upper Canada, the threat of

invasion was all too real and questions of defencé and
counter-attack took precedence ovet private proflt

This fact, combined with a smalleﬁ\gake fleet, may .

account for the lack of evidence foc any prxvateer1ng

“@ctivity'on the Great Lakes. WHT*e ecénomic prospects

.\

cetﬁaznly arose in Upper Canada during tﬁg war, only

- s
.

New Br swick and Nova Scotia seem to have produced

seaborne @ntrepreneurs known as privateers. ‘
. - -

7/ . .
Between July 1812. and January 1815 some 40 -

New Brunswick and Nova Scotia privateer vessels

N

“carrying letters of marque signed by Sir John Coape

4
Sherbrooke, 'Lieutemant Governor of Nova Scotia and Vice

~Admiral of North America, captured more than 200

LN g .
prizes, most of them small American cargo ships. From

L
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Liverpool and Halifax, Nova Scotia, St. John and St.

Andrews, New Brunswick, came the shrrps, crews and;
investors\, For many, privateering was a longstanding

family trqéition learned against Britain's enemies on

. [T

the Spanish Main. For others, it represented an
opportunity for indeperfdent adventure, a chance. for

encrmous weaIth and an escape from "humdrum merchant
*

yoyaglng *%n 1is Br1t1sh North Amer1can pontext
O

during the War of 1812, privateering proved ta be

well-regulated, small-scale, non-cdombattive and
famjily-linked. It was .also socially respectable,

R

strategically effective agd commercially profitable.

.

[ . .
The War of 1812 was the last maj&r international
. - |

conflict in which privateering was officially
sanctioned. 2 By that. time, the regulations govérning

prize law had been so well established that ships from

“

. - : . R N
all maritime nations understood and respected the

- -

[
-

- lporester, C.S. 'The Naval War of 1812. -London:

Michael Joseph Ltd., 1957, p. 74. » S
2Adams,-Henry; Hlstor1cal Essays. New York- Charles
ribner's Sons, 1891, p. 237-on. ThéiDeclarat1on,of .
Paris, 1856, officially abolished privateering £
although the United States was not among the maritime

nations that eventually s1gned the agreement,at this
tlme. "

-

R



\:
[

L4
—’

s

.

process, Central to‘pri;ateering was the ship's
comﬁission or letter of marque permittinj the crew;td

» . take as prize, ships of any nation ‘with which ihey were
at waq; A successful caésure entitled the privaieer to
the proceeds from the sale of the captive ship and

cargo, sometimes amounting to several thousand

dollars.3 The lure of such profits shared between

investors, owners and crew was irresistible.

.

However, not all privateering veptures were so -

o,

lucrative. Some ships‘with letters of fmarque do not

appear to haVb‘gade a single capture, Others had - .

Rl

. hard-won prizes restored to their owners in court.

Often prize crews sailing a captured vessel’ home were
in ‘turn captured by American privateers. Storms,

navigation hazards and accidents took their toll as -

o

well.4 Competithg for prizes were British naval ships

blockading the Americanfcoasti ppposidg the New- .

y

- =

. 3The schooner Armistice captured by the Retaliation in
June 1814 is estimated to have had a cargo worth
£3,000. Mullins, Janet E. Liverpoo'l Privateering
.1756-1819 Queen's.County Historlical SoCiety, 1936,
p. 38,.

o

' ‘ﬁaclay, E.S. —A,History of American Pg}gateers. New
. York: D. Appleton and Co., 1899, p. Vvlii. ‘




Brunswick and Nova Scntia privateers were American
naval vessels and mpre than 500 privateers. So gregk
we;e the hazards, it is no wonder that the arrival in
port uf one ship in three was considered a good average

.

for the times.> S

L]
tav

Despite these odds, the-vicé-admiralty Court
documents held in the manuscript‘files of the Pub}ic
Archivgs of Canada record 190'cases of privateef cag-.
tures .during the wWar .of 1812. <Contained in each file

are the legal documents pertaining to thefprize action

"as well as any documents removed from those shibs

condemned as legal prizé. Since eSGh capture had to be

suppgbrted by a sworn affidavit from some member of the

>
——

captive crew as well as an affidavit from the prize

master, there is an oggbrtunity to see how certain,

q

prizes\qere made and how well individual privateers

adhered to their instructions., Neither these,' nor s
other captures referred to, appear to be heroic

actions. Few Whots. were ever fired and both sides seem

o

tc have behaved rather well, This ddes not mean that

"
- -

abuses did pot occur; the documents contain numerous

Y

SSnider, C.H.J. bnder the Red Jack, Toronto: The
Musson Bodk Co. Ltd., 1927, p. 112, "

Y

—~



references to items stolen from the crews or taken from

.the cargo. But, generally, the process was a straight-

e
o r

.forward one of confrontation, capture and court case,

{
RN 2
As 1nteresting as the testimonies from both crews,
;| )

are the letters, ménifests, licences_and captéin's
papers belonging to the &£aptured ships. From these .
emerges a profile of the American coastal trade during
the War of 1815. The effect of both the New Brunswick
;nd Nova Scotia privateers.and the British naval block-
ade can be read in. the letters and dedreed from thg
s?ift in ship destinations over the period. The cgrgo
manifests also inqicéte what products were being ship-
ped despite'the obdioué riék of capture and,.therefore,
what was congidered important. An analysis of ;aptﬁYed
vessel .licences also shows ;hat Nova Scotia privateers
toward tﬁe end of fhe,war were capturing fishing
vessels as well as tvoasters prqb;bly indﬁCating that
American‘cémmercial"traffic had'seripusly declingd.
Whether this was a significant reddction, ahd whetﬁar

it was due to the activities of letter-of-margue
vessels as opposed to’those of the blockading- squadron,
are gquestiond which have some bearing on the effective-

ness of privateering for commerce destruction.

o

15




Jacobs and Tucker argue:

War against an enemy's commerce - guerre de course
~ has always been the national resource of a
weaker against a -.stronger maritime power, and
privateering could be a potent adjunct of such a
war, .

During the .War of 1812 the dominant sea-power, Britain,

v

had the largest merchant fleet and .was thus the most

vulnerable to attack on her seabornﬁ commefce - a fact

-
o

not lost on the American privatéets. With even -fewer ; Lt
ships than the United Stétes, New Bfunswick and Nova

Scotia had no Qay to confront the enemy except by

guerre-de-course. Britain's navy was eventually able

v ol

to bottle Qp mo§t o f taf*Amefican n@vy»andha great
number of privateers with a coastal block;de. The - ;" o
nited Sfateg. despite thefcloser~links‘bgtween heg
privateers and hér ravy,’ had a great déal of . L
difficulty defending her‘coastai trade from ;hé Nova ' P
" - . T . . .

Scotians and New Brunswickers. It is fortuna;e‘for the

Unite' ates ‘ﬁ the Atlantic Provinces had sn few

[~

ﬁJacogé, Major James Ripley and'GIenn;Iucker. The War °
of 1812 - A Compact History. New York:: Hawthorn
BOOkS, ‘InCn' 1969, po 1-69. 4 - :

"Maloney., Linda in K.J. Hapan' {ed.} In Peéée and war - . g ~JE
Jnterpretations of American Naval History, 1775-1978. o e
wWestport, Ct,: Greeawood Press, 1978, pp. 52-55. o

1%



<

privateers, singe the potenﬁial‘for prize-making among

unprotected American coasters was far higher than the

“

actual total of captures.

o

- On the North’ America;l side the ‘priva;eers supple-
mented the role of the Britisﬁ naval SIOckade aldﬁé the
northeastern seaboard, especjally during the early ‘
months of the yar,awﬁen>arf¢ish forces were preoccupied
in'EuEBpe: For the Unitedlsgates, the iack;bf a sig?i~
ficant naVal”fokcelﬁhroughqut Epe war meant thﬁt

"private armed vessels were the only succes§ful
; .

American weapon after 1813 ...".8

5
w
[

_ The principles of privateeting followed in both
- American -and Nova Scotian Vice-Admiralty Courts durjing .
the War of 1812 derived from six centuries of English

practice rather than the variations of.guerrefde-courseh
’ 3 ) i : .
de%eioped‘by~F;ance} Spain and Holland. However, while

the two systems may have shared the same legal‘frame—

work, the political context was unique to British North
. . P

.America, as- Chapter Two will explain. This situation

-
e

Bcaritee,‘qerqﬁe._ The.Republic's Private. Navy. .
Middleton, Conn.: Wesleyan Univefsity Press for
Mystic Seaport, Inc., 1977, p. 244.

A Y
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o e

\

‘for shares of prlzes 1nstead of. being pressed into the

\readdngs,‘l have pfiag»;o derive a sequence for

"o
stemmed from the origins of the war itself and the <o

importance of maritime issues, ‘ \

The names and relationships, both in blood. and in

business, of the privateers reveal a closely=linked .
. B < 1 Sy -
ﬁmercant1le socxety of respectable investors, ship own- 4

> = .

ers .and crews in bbth Nova Scotia and New Bruanick

.Clearly, shlp.owners were-;n the best position t% build

. . F3

or convert existingushiPs;for privateering. Merchants ﬂ

a

could afford to invest and would be‘able to resell cap-

tured catgo or ships. They would also know where each T

cargo would fetch the highest prices, Meanwhilé. sea;

men or fishermen whose regular 1&velghood was' dxsrupted

-
-

by the war would be seaéoned sallors anxxous to work - T

.

o 7 4 .

Bratish navy. One group supported the other and the _—
‘ - t ,
list of owners, investors and masters {Appendix 2) . ' L -
~ . s
gives an indication of this ingerdepéndence;

ST . . - 5 - .

With the legal and political background establish-

Vi BN ,
ed, privateering as it was aétually practised’in New. '° A
\ ~ ,
Brunsw;ck and Nova scot1a xh the War of 1812 can be ~ .

examined, On the basis of the documents and related




/

& . N

, ! . s
obtaining a commission, capturing a vessel and bringing
it to adjudication. - Over the centuries procedures and

regulations had become clearly defined by law and every

- . -~ o

aspeet of privateering was lnternat}bnall{ recognized
. » ' -
if not consistently respected. Once a prize reached

port, it entered the Vice~Admiralty's jurisdiction

where petitions, decrees, affldav1ts, appeals and a

2
battery of other legal procedureé were used toO prose-

cute the case, ~Once a case was degided (a process that
couwld last years) court costs, customs duties, wharf- _—

age’, legallﬁees andfother charggs were leviediagaihst

the assessed value of the prize. The prize crew and

investors were left to dlv1de what rqmaxned. Yet in

!

spite of be:ng lengthy, cumbersome &nd expeénsive, the
‘che-Admlmalty Court systgm sgrved to monitor the pro-

cess;and'eliminéte theJQQrst abuses whilf contributing

[

"to the estaplishment‘of‘"haﬁitime and commercial

regularity"ug ¢ oy I ) i . . ) [

9Fraser, b G.L. -"The- Origzh.and Funct1on of the Court:
of the Vvice-Admiralty in .Halifax, 1749- 1759,
Collections of the Noya Scotia Historical Socxety. S
vol. 24, 1938. P 80




' -Charleston or Baltimore, privateer-activity by New
. . - <

10

Historians have qonciuded'thét, although not

qearly as largq/in scale as the American operations in

P

Ry

Brunswick and Nova Scotia deBrived the énemy of -

t

- supplies, interrupted his communications“snd caused

prices and insurance rates to rise. It harassed the

American merchants and embarrassed their government.

At the same time, privateering brought substantial
financial gains to certain .provincial owners and crews,
$ i " t - :

stimulateda the local economy by providing employment,

investment oppqrﬁunities and. badly-needed- prize

cargoes, and contributed heavily to the, coffers of the

Y

~ .

customs house and courts. . .

From the number of'vgsggls,capturedl it is obvious

n

that New Brunswick and Nova Scotia privateéfé took, a
fair toll of enemy. shipping, mostly small American

coastal vessels whose loss directly affected local
. . S .

-

»

merchants and citizens in neighbouring New England.

‘Since most of the northepn states had been opposed to

the war from the beginning, their having to bear the,
brunt.of colonial privateer attacks made them more

vociferous in demanding an-end tp hostilities. would .

tthe wWar héve-lasted loﬁger'had there been no¢

"~

BT o T
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T ]
privateers? One can only speculate. Lohnes gredits

" the colonial privateers with "helping to cripple ’
American commerce before the close blockade was

implemented by Admiral Cochrane®.l0 ’ )

hY

[ . . .
By the’ time both parties-were ready to approach .-

-

the peace table, .the American ?conomy‘had_ﬁecome.a
shambles and Britain faced a monumental national deht.

" At. the same time, the economy of Nova Scotia‘in'parti~‘

A

cular experibnced unprecedented growth. Receipts for
the port ofaHalifax trebled between 1812 .and 181411, " as

: . o . T . . '
did rents. - It would seem the prosperity of Britain's
northern colonies was at the éxpense Qf América;
° ' - e 7 .
Althoggh I have not attempted to.guantify the seconomic

influence of privateering in the War of 1812, the docu-

»

mentary evidence points to its playing an important, if’
' . 1 3 .

secondary, role through commerce destriction, in- ..
“ ) i ., . R . . - - !

Anmer icah waters. .

- . -
4 -,
-

}OLohnes,>B.J‘ "British Naval Problems at Halifax ..
During the War of 1812". The Mariner's Mirror, vol.
59, No. 3.  London: sSociety for Nauticdl Researchy
August, 1973, p. 328. ) - . :

llRawlyk, K.G. -{ed.). W.R. -CQgp. "Nova Scotian. Trade
During the wWar of 1812". HisStorical Essays on the
Atlantic Provinces. Totonto:  Macmillan and Stewart
Ltd., 1967, p. 86.. (See Tab%e. p. 128) . oo

e
. [}




-, .

encourage historians tqpfélgbg them further.

12

The practice of privateering in Nova 8cbtia and
&

New Brunswick represents a unique cage study of a ,#'

‘ B
» . .

longstanding maritime tradition. While the>=», -

Vice- Admlralty Court records furnish excelrbnt primary

- . . -
cocumentatlon, the secondary literature on.this tOplC

-

is relatively ‘'sparse. As a r&sult, much of the |,

P “

3

nistorical information concerning privateerlng has{begg

Y

gleaned from a variety of dxsparﬁte but- nevertheless,
y - r® s
authoritative'Squces. Although authors such as Thomas
. ’3
Raddall and C.H.J. Snlder present a rather rgmantxc

*«

view of the War of 1812, many of snider's fac&s, in -°

L . - -

pag}icular" are bornéd out in ‘other works. Both are >

used sparlngly bat . offer'a Canadian pe:specc1ve ) ' . .

.
’!‘. N

-

comparable to that of pro~Br1tlsh’ﬁT.pro American g
. -3

Y

authors on the toplc of prxvateer1ng. By 1ooking at

-

tHe variodus polxnlcal, 5001al and economlc factors that

‘1hf1uenced tﬁé pr1vateers of the Atlantxc cnlon1es in

'S

the war of 1812 it ‘is hoped that thelr wartlme role

v

will be better understood.’ Then, perhaps, the same

. sense of adveqpurenthat %nspi}ed tha privateers will

>,

0

«

]
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. ' actions, CaptainMGodfrey was pffered a  commission-in

the Royal Navy and hi¢ own command, both of which he
apparently declined,34 Aside from these,few examples,
- fthere is little evidence for caoperatlon between the

navy and the'pr1vateers. As Kendali Suggests-"

¥
P

y.. the Navy never quite approved of privateering,
: _ “tomplaining among other things, that it was a
’ . mercenary institution which demoralized seamen by
substituting greed for patriotism,35

- -1
nike
w\'{ e = =

N 2 e e e

Yet naval crews were as anxious for pr}z?‘ﬁon%y as
privateers and- of 466 prize cégés recordedg over '58% of
the captures were made by His ngeéty's ships.36 ' There
are even several cases where navy shlps lr1ed’to ¢laim
a share of prxvateer captures., For’ exgmple, HMS

Nleman, ‘in 51ght at the’ time of the capture of Janus by . \\\

the leerpool Packet, claimed that they were,'cooperat- g

ing in makxng such capture and ‘are by law entitled to a

-~ N l

share of thé‘Sald Sloop Janus and her cargo ...'.37

24Mullins, op. cit., p. 22.
35KenQall. op. cit., p. 1l..

. 36The 466 captutps documented include 190 by
privateers, 274 by the Royal Navy and 2 by Nova
Scotia militia un1ts.

’

37p.A.C., RGS, Iv, vol. 87, Janus, Claim of HMS Nieman,
4 August 1813. : ' - : :

-
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the case and.the rewards involved. Despite its
sometimes dubious and not undeserved reputation, by

1812, privateering was a legitimate form of maritime

i1

warfare "legally conducqga and 1nternationally

Pl

recognized”.15 Although a direct descenﬁant of British
l;w_apd custém,'privat ering as practised in ﬁova Scotia
and Ngw Brunswick had it$ owh unique flavour', partially
as a result of the naburg of the war of 1812, but aiso
due to the partiCUlér eqolutioﬁ nof the qéritime,-
traditiéns_of North America, |

.+
+

The expansipon of Britain's colenial system‘to.the

New World ensured that privateerinyg became part of

o

sgventéenth anq~eighteénth!century‘life, and the
"pregatory business of Empkre~building".15 I1ts legacy,
according to Kendall, included the infamous Caribbean
buccraneers who were usually of British nationality.
Inspired by such adventures and encouragéd-by the
potential for great wealth, colenial merchantmen were

often armed and ready to sail the moment war was

-
-

o »
£
J .
» kY

15Mac1ntyf§, Captain Dcnéld. The Privateers. London:
Paul Elek, 1975, p. 5 '

l6gendall, op. cit., p. 3. .
L4 .
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‘ ©
declared. For those who invested, as well as those who.
went &6 sea, privateering was above all a business.

(3

And in its orgaﬁizaiional structure, capitali-
zation, method of operation and distribution of
profits, privateering as a business was -ags soberly
'digected as any conventional commercial,
industrial or banking enterprise.l?

“

®
.
he B

. . ' “ .
Although Garritee was referring to nineteenth century

3 Y

American privateers, the description could be applied

to.their New Brunswick and Nova Scotia counterparts as
) N | .

well as their British forefathers.

a
(%}

Py

In their motives, methods and development,
privatears were quite distinct from both pirate and
naval vessels. Whereas pirates earned their nd;oriety

capturiﬁg ships of friend and goeialike, obeying no

- 3

N ‘ laws.but their dQn and Qeiz@ng or:destrpyihg wh;ﬂeygg
they chose, privateers carrted royal commissibns or 3
letters og«marqug té capture.only enem} vesse{s in
accordance with viceﬂhdmifalty Court fegulations.;

" Since Eirady.waﬁ a crime Sgaiﬁst the King,-améng the

Royal Instructions with which colonial governors had to

-

7

£

17Gafit4‘,‘op; cit., p. xv. = - ) : .
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bé fam;liaf was An Act for the More Effec;ﬁal
Suppression of Pirgcy&;;ioo; 11 william TII, c. 12)

. iy, | 4 .
which was revised in 1] under George I, made

N—

éefbetUaldin 1729 by Georye II and amended by him in
1745.18  As Kendall suggests, the line between ‘
privateering and piracy was often extremely fine,

giving groundé to the dictum “nulii,melius pifziiéani
exekcunt'quam’angli". (Given the chance sailérs can be .
fifst-cl%ss pirates.)19 Thanks to their commission, -

privateers were legally recognized as vessels of war.

1f captured by the enemy, privateers were treatéﬂ as

prisoners of war; pirates were hanged.?20 Although .

) o . . . . . - .
driven by a similar desire for financral gain. a§g - .
‘pirates, the privateersmen as a rule, i . -

» - ‘ :

... respected personal property and tqpk as pr1zes ‘
‘only publxc goods or private property which,

because of its-nature as.merchandize in transit,

was part of a belligerant nation's respurces, and,

as such, legally subJect to SELZure.
L] - . l- b
l8rabaree, L. W. (ed,) Roydl Instructions to Britiéh D -

Colonial Governors. New York: Octagon Books, 1967, ) - o
p‘ 754.’ * ’ ' a . )

19kendall, op. cit., p. 59. - .
20Cran§ell, J.b. and W.B. Crane, Men Qf Marque. ‘New
York: W.W. Norton & Co., 1940, ~17. <o

i . - P BN L
2libid, p. 16~ . B ' . '
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letter of marque ships were privateers,

- L -
. { .

Of ‘course, such was not always the case. Under

‘Oueen Elizabeth I when explorers and merchant
adventurers such as Drake, Frobisher, Gilbert and

Raleigh .carried letters of marque as they roamed the
. - !

sea for.Queen and country, admonitions were often

c 8

ignored. ﬂThe,faét that new laws were required to make

privateers brinp prize cargoes in to port in 1589 and

-~

to carry back at least one member of the capfgred crew

.

to give testimony after 159122, gives some  idea of the

-

areas of abuse. And if Andrews is corréct in assuming

tha{’all‘fnglikh voyages to the West Indies between

1585~1595 wereé privateering ventures, this would

>

indicate the scope of the problem,

While all privateer shiﬁs had to carry letters of
v, "
marque to ensure legal claim to their prizes, not all.

It Wwas in the

Seventeenth'ceﬁzury that an English Admiralty Court

judge, Sir Leoline Jenkins, coined the term

. <
“privateers” to deéscribe licensed ships outfittej

22Andrews, K.R. (ed.). English Privateering Voyages fo .
the West Indies, 1588§-1595. Cambridge:..Hakluyt
Press, 1959, p. 1. : s

- -

23gagitee, pp. cit., p. 6.

-
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"privateers” to describe licensed ships ocutfitted

~

strictly for raiding.23 although the distinction was =

subtle one, accordirg to Cranwell, it was the vessel's

i

purpose on setting out which made the difference.24: p

letter of marque ship was usually an armed merchantman

I3

with extra crew aboard who worked for set wages. It a
likely priie were encountered in the course of a normal.

voyage, the commissiom entitled them to attempt a. .

hY

capture and share the prize money as a bonus,
Privateers, on the other hand, carrjed larger crews,

more guns and no cargo. Powder shot and supplies for

four ggésix weeks filled the holds of privateers and
- . .
each man signed on for a specified share in any prizes

“from the cruise. Financially, the difference between a

cruise, and a voyage could be substantial..
v ( !

- - ~
Lot

.These ships, which made no pretense to trade, were part

of a system Garitee describes as "extensive in size,
. v 4 :

financially profitable, and .largely out Of control”,25
The degree of abuse can be inferread from the passaje of

N

4

-

24cranyell, op. cit., p. 22
25ibid, p. 5. ) .

"
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&
a 1666 law forbidding English gprivateers to kill or
. maim captive crews.in cold blood!26
1t was

Yet, . in .the opinion of Garitee and Kendall,
¢ .
this very lack of discipline 1n the earxly days of

\ , . .
privateering that encouraged the development of navies,

espectially when predatory privateer actions threatened

to turn neutral countries into belligerants, With the.

development of the fighting galleon ot the late

sixteenth century, the private armed merchantman could

“ no longer afford to play an effectlve _combat role.

State fleets were fEft to battle for supremacy of the

Pl

seas while the privateers were -used to attack the

enemy's seabdrne trade?’7. As a result, by the

4

seventeenth century

»

<>
-+. the gradual suppression of the 0ld maritime
militia by the regular fleet tended progressiwely
to relégate freebootipg shxps to a secondary rvole
of mere commerce destroyets and general auxil-
iaries to the navy,

26pares, Richard. Colonial Blockade and Neutrail
Rights. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1938, p. 53.

27Garitee, op. cit., p. 9.

28MacIntyre, op. cit., p. 3.

- M..‘_
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Naval ships could be ordered }nto combat and used to
achieve a sovereijyn's strategic or political
objectives, Privateers éould not. Béing privately
owned, the letter of margue ships sought enemy prey
according to their instructions but, being business
vgntures motiVaped more by profltﬂthan by patriotism,
they could not be relied upon to further any but their
own interests., As Cténwéll suggests "hard.. knocks, . e
blood.anq glory™ had "Small‘cqﬁmercial value,"29

-

Perhaps as a result «of this basic philosophicél
. ’ L]

»

difference, the reiationsgip between the navy and the

privateers was generally uneasy. Almost from the

beginning the British navy competed with privateers for

men, ships and prizes. While privateers had no

apéarent difficutty obtaining crer_to Qd;k for sﬁé;es.

ianhatever agventure ca&e_tﬁéir way, the Briti;h ﬁavy
.  was chronically;short of men and had to resorf to tﬁe\

press gang and harsh diécipline to kéeb their éﬁipsi . o \

MM—.

afloat.  In fact, Mullins records_ that the priveteer

Retaliation Was robbed of some of her crew by;:;s

t

, ’ 1

29%Cranwell, op. cit., p. 19.
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Superb and fnany were never heard of agaln 30 ynder
Admlralty Law both naval ships and privateers were

entitled to captura prizes and share-in ‘any profits

that might be Eealizeg. In fact,. "naval pay was so low

no31

that officers were largely dependent on prize money

-

However, when a prize was divided among a privateer

21

-crew of 50 as compared io,the crew of a large warship

numbering up to 200 men ana boys, it 1s understandable

why the navy resented the prlvateers and tr1ed to

disdépurage their activities.

. & [

In order to exercise some control over their

ctivities, the navy obliged privateers to assist them

by keeping track of enemy shipgihgfand reporting back

on a regular basis. The letter of marque for the
[N .

privateer Brdke'ordered the captain to keep an exact

¢

N

Journal, list all prlzes (when ‘and where taken), -their

value, the movements and strength of thg, enemy and .any-

other information obtainable regarding the "Design of

the Enemy®, and transmit this to the commpissioner for

the Admiralty or the Secretary. There -is, in fact,

“

30Mu{Iins; op. cit., p. 29.

3lgnider, op. cit., p. 92.

N4 »
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o » ﬁ. " ’
documented instance of a privateer passing on naval
intelligence. In the fﬁle'of the Mary, dated March

3 ! Vs - -

1813, 'is a roughly written note to Admiral Warren, in
charge of the British squadron, froﬂ\the privateer Sir

John Sherbrooke. AIt,read: ‘

. . Ly

"Nave in Boston/?resedent/Congres Rede For Sea/
& the Constetutation RF Sea.>?

- ~

-4
¢ *

There is no indication what use was made of this:

idformation.

LY

~

Colonel Joseph Freeman, master of Simeon Perkins'

privateer Duke of Kent, is singled out by Snid&r as one

of the few privateers to eapn'fhe ée5p¢c£-of British
naval "officets,.33 Anp£her No;é_Scdfiah commander,
Alexénder Godfrey; masteri%f Ehé Pefkins'-bdiyé:l.
privateer Rover is cited bnyuliihé és.achievind_simi;
lar acclaim, 'Appérentlynon:thé.Rovér‘é.fi;st cruise in
1800, Godfrey evaded sfx‘éﬁqmy vessels, caét&}ed two,

drove a:Spahlsh gschooner ashore and captureh a half-

dozen,others. 1In recognition of this and other gallant

- - -
. 4 “
.

) , T .
32p_a.c., RG8, 1V, Vol: 90, Mary.

33Snider' opl éito} po 132. N . )
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actions, CapiainxGodfrey_was,offered a - commission- in
the Royal Navy and hi¢ own command, both of which he

apparently declined.34 Aside from these few examples,

:there is little evidence for. COOperatlon betweenathe

navy and the'prlvateers. As Kendall suggests.'
;;ﬁ‘.‘ Y -
"x. the Navy never quite approveﬁ of privateering,
_ ’éOmplaining among other things, that it was a
. mercenary institution which demoralized seamen by
subst1tutrng greed for patriotism,

)
v vis

:g";v{

N . % U M VO P

Yet naval crews were as anxious for prize money as

privateers and of 466 prize cases recorded, over 58% of
‘the captures were made by His Majesty‘s_ships.?ﬁ' There
. L]

are even several cases where navy sShips tried® to ¢laim

a share of pr1vateer captures. For'exgmpley HMS

Nleman, ‘in 51ght at the time of the capture of Janus by

the vae:pool Packet, claimed that they were,’cooperat-

1ng in makxng such capture and are by law entltled to a

” . ,4

share of thé $aid SlOOp Janus and her cargo el 37

l4Mullins, op. cit., p. 22.
35kengall, op. cit., p. 1:.
36The 466 capturgs documented include 190 by

privateers, 274 by the Royal Navy and 2 by Nova
Scotia militia un1ts.

37p.A.C., RG8, IV, vol. 87, Janus, Claim of HMS Nieman,
4 August 1813. - : :

"
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In fact, Janus possessed a British licence allowing her
to carry her 700 barrels of flour; and a crewman
testified that Nieman did not realize the ship she had

seen captured was taken by the Liverpool Packet until

boarding the lattetr and reading her log. Nieman not
only lost her case but had to pay the Packet's court.
v " D

costs. In the case of HMS Atalante and the privateer

Crown, the guestion of ownership of the prize Sibae
. ‘ 4 .

hinged on what Yessels‘were in 51ght‘atfﬁhaalim§_g£§ﬁ_r
capture and how long it took a’'ship to reach the site T

-and establish her presence. The Crown's crew swore

they had seen the ship béfore dawn but waited for

.
I

daybreak to ensure the prize was worth taking. The

3

capture was then made about 7:00 a.m. followed by

-

approximately two hours of transferrcing crew. The

Atalante's men maintained they heard the Crown's crew
say the capture occurred about 9:00 or 10:00, Since.
Atalanﬁe reached the Sisae about noon, tfie actual time -
of capture was vital to Her.case, The value of. the
priie at stake is indicated by the behaviour of the
‘Atalante. John Adaﬁs{ master. of the Crown, testified
fhat-wheé he brotested against this highhanged;;ss, the
cabéain §f the'At;lante called him an ."insolent fellow”™

" .and’ threatened him with impressment, He even ordered

- . . N



. . . . < ‘ i
the ship's surgeon to determine whether Adams' wounds
from previous battles in His Majesty's navy indeed |

rendered him unfit for service. The captain then

‘prgSSed'two of his best prize men instead. Left with

only 22 men and boys and seven prisoners on board, .

Adams had teo put into Shelburne for 'mgore men.

" Unfortunately, three men deserted for -fear of .
impressment and he hastily put to sea“with 17 men.
Lacking sufficient crew to defend her, the Crown was

_subsequently capturéd by the Americans. fet despite

the seeming injustice of HMS Atalante's actions, she

was awafded a share of the Sibae worth £4,90Y,38

A s

. " Although brivateers~were officially protected from _ .

\ : impréssheht'py.Admiréi;;\E;W\”the.British navijas so
'ghoft of'mén by 1814 ;;at they began'tégipg crews of f
priQatéersw' }ohneS‘éQggesﬂs-ﬁhat this is one reasonm
why,thefe wéfe fewer prfyateers.in 1514:and-thus‘less
_ American ships captured.39 However, this theory ‘is

difficult to prove, since by 1814, the British

L - ' « ° -
- N

..

38p,a.Cc., RG8, 1V, Vol. 96, Sibae, Response of Captain,
T 25 August 1813, : ‘

39Lohnes. op.’cit,; p. 324,
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ockade had yirtually brought A%erxcan cdastal traffl
- L] -

to a standstvil leaV1ng few §h1ps on which fhe ”!ﬁ

Whatever their official relat10nsh1p, privateers

Y -

aatually "... hampered the Navy by attracting all the

JLrivategrs could prey.

T
Ve
3

.

besq~seamenﬂand buying up #¢he best ships" .40 In ligkt

. '

‘of this fivalry it 15 po wonder the British Navy wantéq

~

L0 d1st1ngu;sh yhe1r ships from those of, prxvateers
Ty v

lest’ anyone \cpnfuse a llcensed trader thh a ‘ship of
Hls Ma]esty S Bavy..

.

paxn in 1?39 prlvateeds were Eorbldden to wear any

. * 4 .6 -."
pendant or- en91gn worn by;Brltlsh Navy sh1p4.

Accordingly, Ln the war agalnst

Jac_k ’

.;ﬁarsden,quotes,from Artlcle-ll'qf that War: .

A} . - L) .

. ’ . . .

- ase but that bes1des the ¢olours born usually by

+ merchant shlps they do’ wear a red jack with the
Union.Jack described -in the canton atthe upper

B corner thereof near the staff

.-

lee the Unzon Jack flown by Br1tlsn men—of~war, the

LS

prlvateers

red Jack was prwn on the -

H

bowspr1t42 effectlvely announcing the

-

s

40pares, op. cit., p. 33. .

41Marsden, vol. 1I, op, cit., p. 428:

42Kendall, op., c1t., D. 156

stqff of the
A

vessel's

*

:




intentions long before the gquarry wés within range of
their guns. Fortunately, the naval code of honour did
not oblige shizs to fly .their authentic‘dqlours until
preparing to open fire.43 Thus, privateers could, and
did, fly any flag they chose_until they could get close
enough to decide whether to fire or Eetire. Once the
risks were weighed and the prize.deemed worthy,lup ran

&

the)red jack and the privateer sailed forth.

. . '
What set privateers apart legally from both pirate

and naval vessels was the ship's commission. The first

recorded English example: from Edward I to the Duke of

Acyuitaine is‘ddted.1393, but Kendall suggests ;he
practice -was .probably older, and originally'applied to
feprisals on land as well as at sea.%4 In an e?a whén
sovefeigns had no recpurse to police forces, navies or
international law; a system whlch permxtted a private
cxtxzen to redress his own grlevances agalnst a foreign

power without €mbrniling the king in a war was 33“»/

)
;‘n - . °

44Kenda11 op. C1t.. p. 4. "Marque" may ‘come from the
High German 'Harcha or boundary, implying that with
such a 1etter, one could cross!' borders for reprisals,
H(p. 13). i :

-
L
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_ /N
everyone's advantage. 1In this way, a merchant unable

4

to obtain réstitution for losses suytfered at the hands
of a ship of another nation could petition the kiny for
a letter of reprisal (if the offense occurred in his

own territorial waters) or a letter of margue (if be-

. 2

yond the national waters).45 Armed with such a licensv.

the otfended merchant could try to compensate himselF;

but only atdthe.expense of the natiﬁn identified by the
letter and eonly in the amount of his less, In his
study on privateers, MacIntyEe distinguishes between

"*general"” )icencés issued during wartime-against the -
king's enemles and "épecial" licenses for personal~

S s

reprlsals agalnst a nation thh whlch the king was at

peace.‘ Over time the two became indistinquishable ajﬁ
. ~ . - ‘l ‘ *
6

lettefs were simply baught from the Admiralty Court.

L - - -
L] o, ! .

Aside from being expeddent1 this system could also o 1;

be . turned to the advantage of chronically embattled

fourteenth- and.flfteenth~century rulers. 'By offer1ng

: private ship owners a share of prize'money from the ' ‘ N

e
- ¥

1

45Gar1tee,‘op. c1t., p. 4. Eveptually ‘the twd terms 7o
became synonymous and all privateer- commlssxons wer& j
1dentif1ed as letters of'marque. ’ '

,,,.,,.’.q
- N

“a

46MacIntyre, op. cit., p. 2. . S
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sale of a captured ship and cargo, a sovereign could,

in effect, create his own private navy. Since most

merchant vessels carried guns for their own protection,
- . L - .

a royal commission merely guaranteed legal title td Eny

-

enemy prize that happened along.4’ 1Issued originally
?y the king, the sale of letters of margue became one

of the perquisites of the man who administered the Jlaws

e

of the sea in the Admjralty Court - in England, the

d

Lord (or Lord High) Admiral.48 .

L > . '
The opportunities for abuse in such a system led-

_to the development of the Admiralty Court in the -

mid-fourteenth century to handle marine-related legal
cases.49 According to Marsden, this c¢reated the first

. \ * .
distinction between the Common Ldw of the King's Court
» .-

and the prize law of .the Admiralty.>0 éy‘1540 the

administration of, Admiralty affairs fell under three
¢ )

jurisdictions: the Lord High Admiral, chosen by  the

-

.- ~ ) - . . .
King, who was the Chief Administrative Officer with

~——

4 - -

47pares, op. cit., p. 2.
48Macintyre, op. cit., p. 1.
49idem. - . ¢ - O

50Marsden, op. cit., p. xi.
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‘executive power; the NAvy Board, fulfillipg civil and

.

administrative duties under {hefLord'High Admiral; and =

the High Court of Admiralty, with legal and judicial . -

functions under the nominal control bﬁ the Lord High

>

AQmiral. 51 ‘ ¥

“The g;‘()w{;h of England's Ameridan coldnu‘as

©

necessitated extension of Admiralty Court powaf$ R &
; . - .

-
A4 Al

oversedas in 161552 ¢o adjudicate disputes aver such
1ssues a9 fishing rights, salvage and fForeign prrzes ' -
by .

captured 1n colonial waters. By the mid-seventeenth

century, the Admiralty Court was recognized as the

"sole tribunal of first 1nstaﬁ¥é for the trial of the |

.

legality of captures mate at sea".%3 The Prize Acts of
1648 éimplifﬁed prize judgements by replacing Latin
with-English as the language of the courts and'by -

© developing regulations for takingf:nvenﬁorﬂés and : -

[

+

-

-

_Slpoty, Joseph D. The British Admiralty Board as a
Factor in Colonial Administration, 1689-1763..
fhiladelphia: 1930, p. 10.

52fraser, op. cit., p. 57.

on -

53Marsden; op. cit., p. XxX. {
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interrogating captive crews.%4 However, since all

. cases +had to be tried 1n Englaﬂh,~the legal process was '

'lengthy and expensive. _Fxnally,axn 1689, colonial
governors were Qommiésioned as Vice—Admlgals to enable
them to adjudicate cases at home.>> However, doubts as
to the wisdom of this step were voiced from.withip the
Admiralty itself. Sir Henry Penrice, jQQQe df'gﬁe Bigh
Court of Admiralty (1715-~1751) cautioned thé.Qecretary

of the Admiralty in November, 1718 against such courts

'in the Plantations:

Yol L,

... Sin¢e it is much to be feared. that they are
not well versed in the Law.of Nations and Treaties
between Us and other states; and it is well known
that they do not proceed in that Regular Manner as

Admxrafty

. .
By the same token, Doty acknowledges that strenuous

4kendall, op. cit., p. 69.

SSJameson, J. Franklin (ed.). Privateering and Piracy
in the Colonial Pericd. New York: Augustus M.. ~
Kelley, 1970, p. x1. ) ‘

'55Fraser, op. dita, p. 62.

56poty, op. cit.,.p. 45. Doty feéls thaf the american
colonies never really acknowledged the legal rights
of the Vice-Admiralty Courts on anything ,but
marine-related guestions throughou; the 18th century.

»

ot

is’ practxsed by His Majesty s HLgh Court of ‘-



objections were diso raised by certain American colon-
2 k - .
ies who wanted to establish such courts as part of

their own charters, According ta Doty, this was parti-

cularly true of proprietary or corporate colonies such

-

as Pennsylvania and Carolina. They resented the
imposition of British jurisdiction on such civil
matters- as breaches of trade laws and the preservation

of New England's white pine stocks, ‘al ough they did

+

not seem to object to the vice-~-Admiral®y Court's legal

responsibility for marine-related cases. Nevertheless,
’ J
by 1700, colonial-governors were given. jurisdiction
over cases relating to the Trade Acts, over prizes
| s

taken during war, and finally over:

2 o
..., all manner of maritime contracts and’
agreements, felonles within the jurisdiction,
treasure trove, anchorages, salvages ana
collisions.5 '

Because the Vice~Admiralty Courtg sat the first ana

. Al P M
third Wednesday of each month year round and offered a

faster, less complex process than common law courts,
colonjal merchants preferred to try their cases in

these courts. Since claims could also be made against
- ~ \ an

a

}*}.‘n , \ , \

a

57fraser, op. cit., p. 63.
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--mauh;:ggjﬂ'oe sympathetit-to aship tryiag--to..avold .

a vessel or cargo and not just a person as in common law’,

merchants felt they had more chance of success.

0

33

officials appreciated tne opportunity of ﬁaving to

convince only a sangle judge 1nstead of a whole jury who

customs duties.?8  Altbough each step of the

-

vice—Adh'ralty adjudication process had a fee attached,

the swiffer, more efficient adm{nistﬁatipn of justice was

deemed to be cost effective by those directly invdlved.

r

(

responsibilities were assumed by the Lieutenant Governor,

of Nova Scotia upon the arrival of Lord Cornwallis in the

-

In the British provinces,; Vice=-Admiralty Court

fall of 1749.59 By 1763, there were 11 Vice-Admiralty

Courts 1n the New World. “Judges 1n these courts were

.apphlntédyiy the gbvernor as were the other officials

such as the ' registrars, marshalls and clerks, d#d

.

S8ybbelohde, Cari. The Vice~Admiralty Courts and the

Aamerican Revolution,  Chapel Hill: University of

North Carclina Press, 1960, p. 2]. Ubbélohde points
out that the abserfce of a jury was one of the. key
complaints against the Vice-Admiralty Courts during

the Revolution.- Yet when the system was tried by the

Americans using a jury it was found to be unworkable.

_ S9Fraser, op. cit., p. 63. .The Court's first case on

October 5, 1749 was _gver nonZpayment of a seaman's
wage which Cornwallis ordered paid, ‘

Customs

Rt VAR }
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.

.

governors used thisipower to reward friends and sup-
porters. While Ehe pesitinn ot Vice-Admiralty Court
judge entailed a certain émounf of prestige, there was
ﬂ. salary since Judgeé received a percentaye ot the

yoods they condemned as well as fixea fees allotted by

-
P

colunlalvéia;ute. However, 1n 17%4, as part of the new

*Imperial rule, the Plantations Board in England decided

to dtreamline the sysﬁem by creatxng a new vice-
¥ .
Adhiralty "supercourt? in Halifax under Dr. Robert
. ’ . . *
Spry, "when and w e all causes, civil and maritime,

arising in any province of America or maritime Parts

L -

thereof, or theéreto adjacent ... {(might) be i
prbsecuted”.so‘ Needless to "say, Amériqan meychants

complained strongly against this 'decision since Halitax

was- far away and maritime cases were thus more costly
»

to pursue. Subsequent American colonial complaints

aga1é%t the Stamp Act of 1765 meant that Vice-Admiralty

Courts i1in most ot the New England states contlnued to
dandle their own cases in spite of the ruling. Fortu-
nately for Judye Spry, his,salary had been fixed at

£800 per annum regardless of cases tried; since ﬁ} june

o

- \

1

60ipid, p. 5Y. '

e

N
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1766 he felt compelled to write a post scribt to his

t

N Y

officiral dispatch:

e

The Employment 1 have had here in my CoQurt has
been too inconsiderable and<trifling to be
communicated.®l .

Bowing to the exigencies of -politics and geography, the
king revised his Vice-Admiralty instrvctions‘créating‘
four regional courts in Halifax,‘Boston, Philadel?hia

+
.

ana Charleston wlth each ‘judge paid .£600 for his
;
services, There is no record that Spry! S, suce?s;Br

the former attorney-general of Massachusetts,,Jonatnan
- - - o R

Sewall, ever came to Halifax to take up his position.

Nevertheless Dy the outbreak of the Americar .

.
+ . N

Revolution, the -legal apparatus®*for administering. the

.practice of priﬁateering in North America was firmly in

.

.place. ‘ - -

A s [ N

LS

Similarly, the regulations governing privateer -.

e Ly

o + ‘ ;
act1v1tles evolved over the same perjod. In his study

of Law<ggg Customs of the Sea, Marsden dxscusses the
- /

key areas of prlvateer actxvxty d the lnstructlons

<

;6libfdﬂ p. 82. By Jahuary, 1767, Spry had left.Halifpx

tq become Governor of Bétoados.

A
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which ‘governed them. It.seems that, although prize la¥
became more complex, the Instructions of 1756 differed

.1little in the essentials from those of 1585.62 Letters

v 8

of hatque were Jradually regularized so that commis-
“sions were oply‘Ls;ued,to "suiégsle peféohs“aner,adé~
' quate safeguards".%3 Each ghip was requ;red to post a
bond to ensure compliance wiph roya2‘§n;trpctionsm ‘
Pgnaltieé for wréngfulwuse could rangeffru; forfei1t of - o«

up to £3,000 bond ‘to seizure 6% prize, to executidn'~

y 1 . for piracy.®% After 1655, any gﬁlp taken by an 1mpro—
ﬂperly commissioned: vessel reverted to .the Crown as a ‘
Dr01t of" Admlr;;Ly.GS This was to.be. 51gn1flcant dury . R
>-1ng the war of 1812 when B;1ta1n was slow to issue '

letters of marque to Canadian~pcivateers." '
! - - b L

. .
. - -
x N

] -
-

. _Since the basic motive for privateering was.'the

" capture and sale of valuable enemy ships and cargo, 16 e

vis no wonder that’ 1nstruct10ns regardlng what constit-
kS -

o

uted a valld prlze and hOW'theiproceeds were to be
. ‘ | ¢
'62Marsden, op. cit., p. 9. v ' ' "

63jameson, op. cit., p. x.' ‘ ' b

. 64MacIntyre, op. cit., p. 4. . : >

65Marsden, op. cit., p. 400.
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.shared underwent sugh cautious development.  In 1243

<

i ]

A663, shares were allofted.in the amount o

P

L

the master of the bark LeHeyte was réquired to share

“hélf of all their gain" with the King.66 over the

years this amaunt was.gradually reduced. 1In 1652

\d

letter of marque ships were instructed to have all

prizes appraised and inventoried on arrival in port.67

- T
The Admiralty usualiy received a share of one-tenth of

)..

the proceedﬁ of the voyagye., Custom dutles on captgred

goods were levxed at five perabnt (5%). -Two-th1rds of

what' remalneq went to the suppllers and investors 1n

relat%on to thexr share of t he enterprlse and the last

" »
third to the crew accord;pg to ‘rank or rating.68 In -

one*thlrd to the captor or 1nformer 69 Sinée‘the

~ -

prlvateers were d01ng all theﬁgo:k for ‘the smallest

[} -

porﬂion of the pcofxts, addltxonal monetary 1ncent1Ves

o .

“.
were. prov1deo by a preqlamatxod the next yeér con-

cernlng prlze,ngun money’&pd plllage 70. Accordqng
s . i ‘ ’ y - - ) ' *
. f s . : ' . .
' N : : &}' v ~ :
*65ibid, p. 407, o S .

iy . . -

67Mac1ntyre, Op..cit., D. 1.

581010 p. 4. - ‘

-

69F‘:‘ase1r;,"opa cxt., p. 60. . o ) | ‘-

70Marsden, Vol IIﬁ opt.c1t.:”p. 51.. e

‘
\ - N - "
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te . . D
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€0 -the erwn,‘gﬁé;thirb to the:dolénial'goQLrnor and

§
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‘concerning cargqees declareda:

.“\I‘
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-

Mafsden, p;ize money‘allowed the crew an extra ten
shillings for every ton of captured ship.. Gun money 1n
the amount of £6.13.4 per piece‘of drdnénce.(iron or
brass) was paid within 10 days of the seamen's wagyes to

be shared between them. Finally, pillage entitled the

3 ' Vi

Captain and crew to everything but the caryo or "all
éuch gBods and merchandise that shall be found ... upon
or above the gun deck of the said Shlp and not other-

wiseé".7l andrews adds that captors were also,entltled

to personal belongings.of crew arnd passengers up to

“fortie shillings (excepte apparrell)®”.72 All material

was ‘then brought to the mainmast and shared according

~to custom Unfortunately, the rlchest'cabxns on most

€ ‘v

prize shlps were below the gun deck and subsequent
plundering led to rpcommendatlons-for changing tne,

system in'1664.73h°Cargo on the o;her hahd was strictly, -
off limits. Opening the cargo or disposing of it was

. N . . ‘.,. + .. . -
called “breiigng bulk" and the 1649 Jastructions

-

) ) ¥ . ' .
... and noe parte of.them solde, spoiled, wasted,
diminished,.or. the bulke thereof broken, untill '
. juggement hath.first passed in the.highe bourte\of_

.
-

-

4 Yo e e .
7I idem‘. .‘ . ‘ T " . . ‘.‘ ) ) ’ R , _ . -‘
72Andrews, op ‘it" B 2500 - 0 - , ’
~ ' R ,?“ ~ ’
73m1d p. 65. ‘&, . T .
. ” AR E T C :
. . . e b o ‘ N K PR ‘ '
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Admiralty ahd that the 'said goods are lawful
S ) prlze.74

w

»

Like pil%ﬁge,granSOm was another profitable

P

practice, Until the mid—eightéenth centuhy,~privateer

captains could demamnd that a cap;uréd ship pay a

% specified amount to be allowed to continue its yoyage.

It was ;o'the pribateer's advantage because it meant
‘. cPew did not have to be allotted to man the prize, no
. T - ’ . ‘ '
prisoners had to be dealt with, there were no court

LN - oL,
'costs and little*ctuis1ng time was lest.  1In general,,

prlzes were. ransoﬁed whén damaged or dlsabled, too

small a£ the prlvateer crev was shorthanded. Sometimes P

cargoes wgre taken-as .prize and the ship ‘set won fire;‘_ .Iﬂﬁ%
Hccpfdxng to Pares, thé'Br;tisn government.EbJected to
the Rdyal Navy taking ransoms instead of pﬁizes‘bqééuse‘

8 - . . ~ l‘

there were no prisofiers- to exchange, it did nothing to

halt ‘enemy trade, theAridsom was often YTé€ss than the ‘

° i R y

value of’thehprize (éspecially if the captured captain, o ’

3

undervalued the cargo) ‘and 1t gave the captors an’

opportunlty to cheat the customs man.’5 so arbltrary

-

was the system that complalnts agalnst unscrupulous
N AA » ) . \

[

N ~
. ps

74Marsden, op. cit., p. .406.

- - co . ~ X -

. ".75pares,, op. cit., p. 15




" 79kendall, op. cit.,.p. 179. L
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captains probably contributed to its repeal by 1744.76

Nevertheless, dunﬂng-thé"War of 1812, prize files 7
indicate that Royal Navy Shlps were stoppang coastal
vessels, ransgm;ng them fo; ;evergl hundred dollars
apiece and dééting t hem 99;7?- Cradwéll refers td one
English naval officer who:"is alleged 'to have made a
very neat business of iSsufn@ licence's to permit
‘-‘Kmetican getchantmen té rgéch Lisbon unmoiesied, then
hélding themﬁpp for ransom oﬁ their wsy-back.”78 |
ThrOughdut the perxod precedxng the War of 1812,
prlvateerlng evolved as, a legitlmate pursu1t. ~Af§ef
1797 .both Euro;;ans‘and Americans. forbade their - * .«
subjects to accept 1etters of.mé?%&e agalnst a?y nat10nr i)
wlth which they were at peace, effecftﬁely eidlng .
pr;vateerlng by neutral states.79Th;hCrown S share of M ;
“profits was reduced‘to.S%-ln,IBQBBO and f1nally' L.,'
o .
‘761b1d p. xix. . '
**77ughan, A.T,- Sea:Pdwer in i£s?§ératidns'to the War. of
Lglg.__Boston; ‘Little,- Brown & Co,, 1905, vol. 1,
Jpﬁ\l?Q;'z ~ ; - ‘ . _ -
,79qfanwe11{ Qp; cit., p. 33, ' : " . -

80‘pare5' opo Cit-' p.,vsn
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renounced in 1708 which "... prevented the executive

v

from interfering in prize cases when justice or

diplomatic interests reuired it".Bl With the remission

+

" of ‘British customs duties on captured goods jn 1740,

/

pr1vateers ‘were given full title to their prizes. Once
they no longer had to share their prlzes with the
goveérnor or the tax coellector,.they were able to

concentrate on closer prey, less well\armed-ships that

.

were easlier to capture and‘simpler to djudicate, This
encouraged smaller 1nvestors, such-as Halifax grocer§
W1111am Bond and Franc1s Muncey, bondsméﬁ for Weazle,
to partxc1pate in ‘'such ventures since the odds for

success werefxncreased, the risks reduced and return on

1nvestment repald qulckly._-In the maritime communlties

[SE

®

of Nova Scotia, and td,qglesser extent New Brunswick,

" many saliors and @wshggméh were thus tempted to try
?

%

their luck. - e

a

The final legal step which clearly established the

) ' T 3 ! ~ ~
prdnciples of prize law was contained -in the 1753

Report of the Law‘officers.‘_it affirmed: = &

- . , ' . - [l

L . . : - o .
When two powers are. at war, phey_ have-a right to

“w
L [}

- 811dem.




A

~make prizes of Shlps, goods and effects of each
~ otHKer upon the hlgh seas,82 } .

o,

-

As Marsden exbléins, ‘enemy’ property could be captured
but not that of a fr1end prqvided he observed his

neutrality. . Eo},example,_enemy goods on a friend's

'ship would be restored. However, any contraband goods

-

shipped to the. enemy by a friead. would be seized. A
) , - . : c Y

" valid prize was determined by "the maritime Llaw of

nations universally ahd;immembrially received,"83

By .the time -Britain began preparing for the even-

tualrty of a wgr\agaihst'the United States, she was al-

-

~ ready embrbiledliﬁ an.all-out war with France. Her .
. L S .

"navy was Urgently neéded in Europe and only a token

force CQuld be spared for the Atlanﬁlc SquadrOn. Mean= .

whlle, the Canadian provxnclal marxne could muster only!

the Queen Charlotte (16 guns) General Hunter (6) Royal .

George (Corvette 22) and three armed schooners fon Lake

-

‘ontacio and one -for Lake‘ChaMplaLn. "Although Upperl

led by often incompetent commanders, their land troops

83idem.

Can@da‘e naval forces were inadequate, Ondermanned and .-

-

- - - .
N .
-

82Marsden, op.‘cit,,.p; 350, . » ‘ :

- . -

L)

kY
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.were well equipped. Udfortunately for the Americans,

their officers, at least up to 1813, "were the worst
. R . )
military leaders of any war in{which the United States

-

has_gyer been éngaged".g4 _President Jefferson's belief

in small, inexpensive and irneffective gunboats meant

"that the Unjited States fleet consisted of five frigyates,

three sloops and seven brigs85 plus assorted small

vesseéls, although‘her youny crews were to prove

themselves superior seamen and tacticians. Maclay

‘compares the 23 United States naval vesséls with 556

(-2
~

guns to 517 privatéers with 2,893 guns to indicate how

»

imboftant privateers were to the American effort,86

- »

J

In the absence of a powerful naval force the way™
\

‘lay 0pen for private letter of marque ships from either ﬁ  ‘

L}

. side to prey on each other's merchant vessels.

Following unlversglly accepted admiralty laws and

procedures the privateers of_Atléntic»Canadarbegan

v o, . . H -

readying their ships and. looking out to sea.
4 f

w
. <

TR
&

84Morisorr, S.E. The Oxford History of the American
People. New York: Oxford Unngrsity,P:ess, 1965,
p.. 391. A )

o

85Hitsman, J.M, _safeg arding Cahada 1763-1871. »
. Torontg: University of Toropto Press,‘1968, p. 85. '

85Mac1ay, op., cit., p. viii. | N ’ -
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THE WAR FOR MARITIME RIGHTS

The war of 1812, like many wars, has. been viewed
by historians in retrospect as a“war,wh;ch never should
have -happened. It was, it seems, unnecessary,87?
Uneconomigal,sﬁiand inconclusive8d and the reasons why .
Britain anqﬁthe'Uni;ed States finaily came into

'conflict are still the subject of some aebate. Wwhat 1s

vire
even more ironic is that contemporary observers telt
. S .
the same way. 1In June, 1812, New York State

representatives are reputed to have called the war "a

most rash, unwise and inexpedient measure",b90 .
Similarly, in August, the war was referred to as ™an.

87perkins, S., The Diary Of Simeon Perkins 1797-1812.
Toronto: The Publications .of the Champlain Society,
1967, p. 114. : .

sy W

88Resford in Taylor, G.R. (ed.) The War of 1812 Ppast
Justifications and Present ‘Interpretations. Boston:
D.C. Heath & Co., 1963, p. 102, ’

99MaCNutt, W. S., The Atlantic Provinces: The ‘
Emergence of Colonial Sociéty .1712-1857. Toronto:
.~ Mc€lelland .and Stewart Ltd., 1965, p. 152.

" -90Auchinleck, .G. A History of the War Between Great'
Britain and the U.§.A, During the Years 1812, 1813
and 1814. Toronto: Arms and .Armour Press, 1972,

_Introduction, | . ' .

% . . . ! ,%
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N

act a% folly and 6esggration"91 by the Assembly.of
Upper Canada.: On the eve of wér, Britain's treasury
was éiready d}éined baétling Napoleon in Europe -and ;ﬁe
' - . _
couid ill afford to lose fighting men and ships 1n
. Nofth America. Meanwhile, the United States; army was
i “morlbuqd}92, their névy small and unprepared, thé&
South was.experienciné an ecdnomic receséion. and the
N Neylﬁngland S;ates were flatly opposgd to a war which
wou}d upset thé‘exisﬁing "excellent .trade with
C;nada_'93 ﬁéinallyJ New Brunswiok and NGva Scotia were
deperident on their American neighbours for food and

‘manufacttired yoods and vulnerable to seaborn éttacks at
mafy points, including ﬂaliféx,'whose defgdses in 1812
are destr%bed by&Copp as inadéquately‘manned,-dl-
1ppidated.and-uﬁﬁsnable.94 Such was the situation when

on June 18, 1812 President Madisan decFared war on °

Britain.

- 91idem,'
92qaéobs, J.R. op. cit., p. 14,
93Cranweii, op. cit., p. 32.‘ : : .
94Copp, W.R. "Military Activities in Nowa Scotia

buring the War of 1812", Collections of the Nova
Scotia Historical Soé¢iety. Vol. 24, 1938, p. 59,

. - . \ . . . - S
IEIINT . . - " - - - . : & o
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chordxng to Taylor, the causes of the War were

six: Brititsh violation of Amerlcan rights of

v

uninterrupted commerce on the high seas, 1mpressment ot

American seamen, arming and L;Pltement ot tront et -
Indians, American annexationist ambitions fur*?lurxuu‘
anO'Canada, helief that Britain was somehow resgonsihle
for the economic depreséion 1in the South, and accumu-—~
lated insults to Americam national honour.95 While all
could be-considered seridus provocations, none appears
sufficient to precipitate a war.
' ' PR Y 0

The issue of Amgrican’pehtral rights was a long-
standing one arising out of Britain's life and death
struggle with France. In 1806, Bfifain hegan a bhlock-
age of Europe. 'Napoleon ret;liated witn the Berlin
Decree in January 1807 which forbade any shib that had
stopped in an English port to enter a French harbour.
In November, to counter tgis, Britain issuéé an Order-
in-Council gxtending the blogkadﬁ and reguiring

neutral, ige. American, vessels to clear from a British

port, obtain a licence and pay duties.. - By December

[
!

9STtaylor, op. cit., p. vi.

~



1807, Napoleon'ssMilan bDecrees effeétively elifhinated .
neutralvrights»by thrdfatening to confiscate any ships
obey}ng the ?ritish brder—inﬁQthcil.95 Blaming
Britain for the destruction of American trade,
President Madison en?cted His own fourteen—#onth
embafgo against British ships' which did little to
hinder British commerce but served to further deéress
Americén trade and cauJse severe economic hardship in
many aréés.§7x Th; ill will generatéd;among’inhabithnts
of‘Ege northeastern states may have contributed to - ‘
their lack of enthusiasm for'the war. By thé~time the
embargo was repealed in 1809, Btltaln had passed the

-~

Compulsory Convoy Act*establxshlng an Atlantic convoy

‘system with six crossings a year98 while the
1nhab1tants of Malne, Vermoq;, New ¥ork, Nova Scotta
and New Brunswxck had establxshed a clandestrne network

for smugglxng operations whlch.merely continued

. 96ipia, 'p. 69.

97Morison, S.E. The Maritime History of Massachusetts
783-1860. Boston: Houghton Miflin Co., 1961, p.
191. The author refers to soup kitchens and the
immigration of Massachusetts families to Canada-,

98macNutt, op. -cit., p. 130. Not-only were ships

~ctoussing the Atlantic legally obliged to travel in
convoy, but, as Mahan pointg.out, if they chose not
to do so, their insuranc& would be forfeit (p. 319).

“




N

what had been "a normal by-occupation since the border

was created”.,%9 For America, the iI'ssue was one of
economic rivalry; Britain's Orders—in—Council reduced
America's overseas trading opﬁortunxtles. But for
Britain, 1t was strategically essential to isolate

France, As Horsman statesg:s )
-ty .

the crux of the problem was that the United
States wanted to continue her extensive overseas
trade undisturbed by the European conflict, while
- Britain was determined that neutral trade should
‘\udt be allowed to aid the French. .

The impressment issue, which had been-a sore point

-

since the Revolutlon.101 blew up over the Chesapeake

1ncrdent in 1807. ChrOnzcally short ot manpower, the ,

Royal Navy Erequently boarded American shlps in‘s

w

of deserters. When the HMS Leopard forcibly removed

"one British ane® three American deserters from His Ma~ - -

-y B . - - -

Jesty s navy off the Chesqpeake, the two nations came

to the brxnk of war. Yet' the maritime constituencies-

- ‘ . , .

29 Heaton in Perkins, B. {(ed.), The Causes of the War
of 1812. New York: . Holt, Rinehart and Winston,; .
'1932; p- 38Q ) . .

. . ’ &
100Horsman, Reginald. The War of 1812.» London: Eyre
and Spottiswoode, 1969, p. ix. ;

1014eaton in Perkins, op. cit., p. 2.
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of New England, those who were most clearly threatened
by impressmént, rejected the vote for war.102 However,
American. outrage against the Leopard and the obvious

bellicosity Of some segments ot the population caused

> L)

concern in Britain, Hitsman refers to a letter from

che-Admlrallof the White Bérkeley to the President of

" the Board of Trade, Lord Batﬁurst, dated August 1807.

1h it he apparently -suggested a naval attack on‘New .
York qity4and-;he destruction of 1200-1400 American

flsﬁlng'boats‘returning'from Newfoundland.and'Labrador'

*po "prevent their seamen from subsequently becomxng

prxvateers"!103 The, Vice-Admiral's suggestion wquld

i

‘have led to war five years earlier when Britain was
» ' B

.even less able to cope with it.

R The accusation of British agitation of the Indians

ln the War of 1812 was more-: propaganda ‘than ;fgth.

Mahon estimates the warrior strength pbf Indians in-thé

3
14

PN

102gyrt in Taylor, op. cit., p. 85. 'In his. account,
Coggleghall mentions that two of the four men taken
from Chesapeake in June, 1807 were finally restored
to their ship almost exactly five years later.

103H1tsman, Sa{ﬁguardanACanada, op. ¢it., p. 68.

-
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Great Lakes regiqns as not more than 1500.104 " alvhough .
_Britain was not above_exploiting a very real American
Fear of Indian attack to her own advantage, she had, in

fact, a healthy respect for her Indian allies, typified

!

by Castlereqdh's attitude:

-

We are to consider not so much their Use as
Allies, as their Destructiveness if Rnemies,l05

L
\
[y

’ﬁoweVe;, the,fea; issue was not thg cléim.thqt.Britagg
QaS‘stirringAup the.Inqianélahd suppiying gﬁem withf

‘guns (unlikely s}ncé;shé needed all Her weapons in
Europe} but the american desire for-IUQiaﬁ_iaﬁds ik Lhe.

Ohio Valley. The steady expansion of American e
‘ e/ ‘ - . - v ‘
settlement was pressing the Indians farthér west but-

‘the excuse of Btitgsh~interfe:enCe was dismissed by -

e . . - ,
”JoﬁnhRandolph of Virginia as surmise. He admitted:
@ L. . AR o
A o . = ]
. It is our own thirst for- territory that has driven-.

these sons of nature to desperation, 106

>

104Manon, John k. The War of 1812: Gainsville:
. University of Florida Press, 1972, p. 15.

, - 10Bcatfrey, Kate. The Lion and the Union: .The
. Anglo-American War 1812-1815. London: André@
Deutsch, 1978, p. 126, : .

105Radd§11; Thomas H.}'The Path of Destiny. Toronto:
Doubléaay Canada Ltd., 1957, p. 182,. o
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-

Whethe; Canada‘or Florida was the' focal pérnt of
American'ambitionS'fs subject to some interpretation._
Raddall suggesés ”man& Americdns‘?éqarded the ‘conquest
of Canada as a piece of unfinished business left éver
from -1783".107 Oertainiy popular opinion in the Jn{teo
Sfales felt that taking Canada would be a simple matter ’

- . .
where they would rgyenge themselves upon Britain and

force her to chanqe her policies on impressment.l108 1n

- the opxnlon of Amerlcan hxstorian Julius Pratt, it was

the South's desire to annex Florlda for agrarlan,

*

.commercxalvand strateglc reasons that wasﬂthe malﬁ ex-

i
L

paﬂSIOHISt thrust of polltic1ans such as Madison and

yonroe. In fact:

Mohroe s official correspondence'shows that he
never really de51red or expected the annexation of
Canada. 109 , :

-

107ibid, p. 179. Apparently Benjamin Franklin wanted, -
Britain to cede Canada to the United States in thé‘
Treaty of Versailles to ellmlnate future problems.
Harlow, V.T., The’ Founding of the Second British
Empire 1763-1793, vol. 1; London: Longman's Green
and Co., 1952, p. 249. . .- ‘ .

108Horsman, op. cit., p. 98.

109pratt in‘Tayiof. op.. cit., p. 35. l -
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L2

On the other hand, Canadian historian G.F.G., Stanley %-

feels: : ..

-

-.. the ba51c motlves prompting the Madlson ad-
ministration's declaration of .war in June 1812
were to satisfy national honour and to acquire .-
control over Canada - in brief, pride and
acquisitiveness. ' *

While Canada's small population of approxlmately

500 0001'11 must have seemed easy plcklngs to an

e
American population of 7,500,000,112 it must be cemem—

bgred that many New Englanders h?d relatives in Canada,
some of whom had been there since the Revolution.

L - B

Neither .the northeastern. states nor the Atlantic Prov-

“inces had anything to fight about. Trade flowed natur-

ally- north/south and in return for proviaing'a market

’

for British.manuéécburgd goods, the Americaﬁs’sgpplied 

the maritimes with essehﬁial foodstuffs. As Canaca's

. ¢losest neighbours, the New England states had the most ”

to gain from an annexationist policy, yet they were

A3

11OStanley, G.F.G. The War of 1812:. Land Operations,
Toronto: Macmillan of'Canada/Nat1ona1 Museums of
Canada, 1983, p. 35. - .

11lMahdn, op. cit.,Lp. 15.
142Hit9man, J.%Mcxay." The incredibie wWar of 1812.
Toronto: - University of Toronto Press, 1965, p. 44.
. : ! :
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..

consistentiy opposed to war. DeSpito/ombargoes and
‘trade restrictions, goods had'always found their way’

" across the border and a war that wqQuld interrupt this

’

traffic was to be avaided at all costs,

I3

As for those who felt that British trade policies
‘_were‘sbmehow responsible for the . soutn‘s economic ‘

problems, they faxled to con51der‘%he 1nevrtable
' ¢

upheaval of war, not to mentlon the p0551b111ty of

defeat, ;hat wopld capse-even more hardshtpa-;lnstéad,

thé'southern Wér HawksAargued that a sucéessful,yar
would "remedy commercial and agrarian distreSs“.113

As Caffrey points‘out at least 80 percent of Amerlcan
cotton, producéd in the 50uth, went to Britain until

1811.114¢ n short, the southern economlc argument was

at best weak and at worst w;llfglly mlsload1ng.' Yet it -
't§6 served to fuel  the war machine, )

.Taylor s final motive for war - abcumulated

1nsults to, Amerlca s natlonal honour - harks nack to

v

113Taylor, op. cit., p. 107 oo

1l4caffrey, op. cit., p. 50.
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the Revolution and the popular perception. of the War of

"1812 as a second struggle for independence. 115 5o
<. - - ;
strong was the anti-British bias in, Congress that

French interferende in America's trqpe and foreugn

'-pollcy were completely overlooked 116 Accordang to the
war .

.hlStOflan Irving Brant, anoxher .major factor 1n§the

A

* deterioration. of Amerlcan-Brltlsh relatlons waé ‘the

|

\stence of an American ambassaddr in London. . group
of pro-Brlglsh Federallsts had glven BrlQLSh off1?1als

a false impression of Presideqt Madlqon as.an’

e J

. ‘4 " .
indecisive puppet"‘of Franceh=irhls,‘coupled with the

lack of understandlng by Brrtish Fore1gn Secretary

=~

Spencer Perceval asvggll as Wellesley and Castlereagh,

ensured that British polLt1oheqs “;otally misrelad the

‘situation‘iﬁ America”.117 1n Stanley's opjinion

<

....callousness in Britain and oversensitivity in
the United States were the twin legacies Jdf the
‘American Revolutionary War; they were, in |
consequenée, the fundamental forces behlnq the
renewal of the strqule in 1812 113

llsibid} p. 177.. - | ' a
115JaCObs, op. cit., p. 12.
l17Brant, Irvxng in Perkins, op. c1t., pp. 106 107.
[ 4

1195tanley, op. cit., P 8.-

*




Howe?er, aggravation of old wdunds does not really éegm

adequate- grounds for“ﬁer.

t

b What’théh led President Madison to declare war on
'Britain in spite of the fact that the United dtates had

“neither fleet, nor army, Aor money, nor .unity against

o . England"?rlg The official deolarétion lists four
o charges: dimpressment, Bfitish harrassmeat’ of neutral
“ Americéﬁ comnerce, blockade of United States oorts and ,

the restrlctxon of Amerxcan trade through orders-in-
Cauncil. . Although the latter grlevance ‘was ellmlnated \\w/
. when Bri!ax repealed the Orders two days before the
war b)ll was ilgned Congress felt the other three were
- | - Justmflcdtxon enough for war.lzo The factmthat,Madlson
was faoing.to-eloction and declared. war "as' the.only
’e ' ¢hance of r;mdiqing in.poﬁer“.is’Sugdested in.a_conf~~
temporary lpttér from. Major Gdneral Hunter to Lord |
: Liveréool”lzl While the personal ambltions of

3

: 1nd1V1dual pol1t1cians from the War Hawks to the
) ‘ -

N~ .~ 119Mahon, op. cit., p. 35.
. ' 120Morison, op. cit.,-p.. 196.

,1215tanley, op. cit., p. 7.




President cannot be discounted, it would appear that of
all the reasons for war, maritime rights were the mdst.
critical and without them there would ‘have .been no

war.122

Britain had so misreag the American situaéion that
: v 3 S
,when war was declared in sp1te of her belated

dlplomatlc efforts "the government was, surprlsed, the

E

~manufactqrers sbotked. To everyone ‘it seeimed a useless
war”123 and for several weeks Britain delayed her

official’reSponse. Oder-extendéd and over—confidént,”g

Brltaln = p011t1c1ans belleved hostlllties would .soon o

be over. The Morain g Post promxsed 1ts readers that- '

a war Of a very few months, without Creating\t@
England the expens¢ of ‘a single.additional ship
‘would be sufficient to convince America of her
- folly by .a necessary chastlsement of her 1nsolence
and audacity. :
. - ' : v Ty
Statxstically speakxng, such bravade seemed justlfied

The Brxtlsh navy was the. largest and most powerful

R

-,

¢
4
A

122Pratt in Taylor, 69. cit., P« 35,

123Horsman, Qp. c1t., p. 24.
124Bonnett, Stanley, The Prlce of Admiralty. Rt:)\bér:t:‘a
Hale Ltd.' 19§8' p.’ 22. ‘ ' . f ’ . B S .

/"\‘
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" of France had lafﬁ,onlf=a skeleton” fleet on the

force afloat, Nelson's glorious victory at Trafalgar -
was still fresh jn people's minds and there was no
reason to believe that the’tiny, untried Américan navy

would offer ény resistance. Imt.fact, the London Times

«lismissed America's 6-ship navy as: . * . .

. .
..v a few fir-built frigates with strips of
"bunting, manned by sons-of-bitches and

outlaws,.12% - .
o - ]

‘What they failed to realize was that the 'maval blockade

~

~

Atiantic station. Acéordihg tb-Méhon, of the 650~700

-;vessels in the British'ngvy, 6nly 3 ships—qf-ﬁhe—line,

23 frigates, .and. 53 sloops, briqantines} and schogners

'wprefin fhp'qatéks,of the Neh'wbrld,'and of these, only

] - . : .
25 were off North America,l26 This fact compounded by

what gohnes descnibes as "Admiralty néglect, rotten

ships, mediocre commanders and few seamen"127 had’

+

' rendered theé Royal Navy's Haiifax,Sandroﬁ7virtually

impstent. This weakness was brought home ‘sharply in

126ibid, p, 14. These included 1-64 gun ship, 7 .
frigates, -7 sloops, 7 brigantines and 2-3 schooners. )

.

.
» s -+
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' no corroboration for -this statement was found, it is -

S8

August, leZ,wheh the British brigantine Alert became’
the first vessel to surrender top Captatn pavid' Portet

of the Essex. Mahon contends

Superb American - -gunnery. and shlghandllng had
wrecked her in eight minutes,

'Horsmah, in acknowledyging the effectiveness of the

few American ships refers to secret Admiralty

' .

{

instructioms to ‘avoid single~ship combae!l29 Althouyh

>
certain that this, .as well "as several other losses in

individual ship actions, embarrassed and humiliated

., England ‘and created a grudging respect for American

“ . . . -°

seamanship. ‘ ~-)

0 "
Ly

There 'is little doubt. that the~Uhited Statés was | *

as surprxsed as Brxtain by her early naval success.

+

However, each v1ctory was d prbpaganda tool rexngprc1ng

the War Hawk arguments‘and conv;npang the uncommxtted

P

127¢0hnes, Barry, op. cit., p. 317. ¢ s
lzaﬂahon, opw Ci.t- '- po 42. . ) *
129y4orsman, op. cit., p. 53. '

b

"’A - or -a'--. . . o » L
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.

moderates .in the community.130 wrat was supposed to be
a war to’ protect American marltlmk rlghts was opposed
in fact, by the very New England States it was declared

to protect. Numerous 1nstances are c1ted to indicate

the widespread popular dlstas;e for war. The Connecti-

cdt‘éodyant fulminatéd against a war that had "com-
menced im folly ... to be carried on with madness ...
and (unless speedily terminéied)_will end in ruin", 131
In New England recruitment was slow and the governors

6£ Massachusatﬁts and Connecticut refused to.furnisjij) )
_state mifitary“qgotas,l?z :In.faét,.Fhe former pro-
claimed a day of fast on the declaration of war against

the nation from which America was descended.l33 Mean-

.. while, the inhabitants of northern Vermont let it -be

kncwh ip Lower Canada that they Qishedtto continue with

R

the normal trade of - Brltlsh manufactured goods for
American produce.l34 1n ‘feturn, the July 3, 1B12
'Minutes of Nova Scotia's Council record. that citizens

-
ki

, . .
.130auchinleck, op. 01t., p. 74.
4 131Caffrq¥; op. cit., p. 147.

132H1t8man. Saﬁgguardlng;Canada, op. cit., p. 88.

133Mahon, op. c1t., p. 32.

- -
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.

<

were actually forbidden & molest thelr American
nelghbours as long as the latter refrainea fr oo

hosti1lities, 135

One reason England was reluctant td declare war
agalnst the United States was heg rellange On American
food and mllltary stores for her %}uops In Spain as
well as for the Halifax garrlsng; Throughout the
Napoleonic‘wér, despite trade Eéstrlctxons E}umyhuth

sides, American ships had been’'licenced to carry

specific cargoes to Spain and Portugal without fear of

molestation by the Royal.navy. Issued by Vice-Admiral

Herbert Sawyer, these licences stated:

P

... all captains and commanders of His Majesty's
ships and vessels of war, which may fall in with
any American or other vessel bearing a neutral

flag, lagen with flour, breaa, corn and pease, or |

any other specres of dried provisions, bound from
America to Spain.#r Portugal, and having this
protection on board, to suffeY her to proceed
without unnecessary obstruction or detention in
her voyage- provided she shall appear to be
steering a due course for those countries ...l136

L]

.J”
134H1tsman, Safeguardxng,Canada, op. cit., p. 88,

135C0pp in Rawlyk, op. cit., p. 83.

136H1taman, Thg‘Incredlble war of 1812. op. cit.,
p. S0. '
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e
g . L)
on October 12@ order-in-€ouncil,; Governor Sherbrooke
authorizea a limited trade with American ships to deal
3 «

L e R

-

in food and such naval stores as pitch, tar ana

turpentine. 137 Trading with ‘the e,r’ and supplying , J> 7

his tﬁgops with_food and military supplies was clearly
not perceived as treasaoncu¢ by the participanks. In

fact, Kendall confirms: ' . ¢

during the war there was a €acit.treaty on the
Maine andy New Brunswick frontier faor the

- interchande of goods between the United.States aad
Canada. Customs officials did not recognize it ’
but American, and British merchants did.138

=

o Yek desplte the appatent lack of hOStlllty and the

& ° v
desire - for “busxneTS as’ usual” on bothwqxdes of the

9 L] .
border, America aﬁb Bn1ta1n were. nonetheless at war.

According to Garitee, becauseaof the 1n£bili;y of ‘the*
: PO . Cy e o L
American navy to meet the British fleet on anything. -

N . - :
- near equa1~terms“ merchants and shipowners hastened to
put their own vessels into action.l39 A letter of =

” '- B
marque..1nexpéns}ve and easily obtainable, allaowed an

137copp in Rawlyk, op cit., p. 84,
138Kendgll, op. cit., p. 282,

139Garitee{‘op."citﬁ; p‘\47.

v’
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armed merchantman to take advantage of any prize- makxng
4]

wOpportunities that mighy arise on trading voyayge,

“The neatness of ‘carrying a 1xcence to empty thefenemy's

pockets while filling pne's own was not lIost on the

vyankee traders. = ' ] -

.-

American merchants at the east (oast ports

, Hastened to commission and-obtain letters of
marque for every pilot boat, coaster and fishing
schooner. while the Shl? gards busied thgmseiveq
turning out new Efaft’ 4 o

The first American privateer of the war was the 30-ton
. Chebaco boat Fame, cbﬁm}ssionéﬁiauly 1, 1812,341 ghe
was followed‘quickly by‘hundreds of othet commissions

represgqting over 500 d;fferent ships from ports along

the American coast Erom Charleston to Penobscot.

In the maritime colonies the reluctance of the .

British government to declare war Qpainst the Un}ted
States meant that lLieutenant Govepﬁér Sherbfooke was

not given offiltial authorization to issue letters of’

. marque against the United States until October 1812,
. , e

. * ' ‘ . . ™~ .
. ) ) ‘ . : -
, v . o .z
140@}§Intyre,'op. cit., p. 172. °°
l4lMmoyison, op. cit., p. 200. : f N\J'

- N +

[29
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”

However, SO anxious. were provihcial captains to under-.

take pkxbateer;ng cruises that Shetbrooke aségmed that

Ahe could legally'gcant letters. . of marque bqsed.on his

#

authority as*vice—Admlral; These licences commissioneo
New Bruynswick and Neva Scotia.éhips agginst France and
‘the Batavian Repuﬁlie_ineluding "other enemfes;of the
Kiﬁg" (er the‘United,States).142 Unfortunatelf, all
prlzes 5elzed under “thése early letters of marque were

subsequently dlsallowed by the Vice Admlralty Court ang

_made ”the Rights -and Perqu151tes of Admlralty . "by

-

>

Qirtue of his Majesty's Order-:n—Council fmposing\a
general embargo on the shlps, vessels and goods
belonglng to Cltlzens of the Unlted States of '

L

" Ameica” 143 However, “this dlsappointment ¥dy in the

future and on JUly‘l?,ughe 623-ton:daledoniah,set-sail

with Nova Scotid's first wartime commission._‘Since,nd'
/'

prlzes are attrlbuted to thls shlp,144 she- may, in -,

Y

fact, have been an;armed letter of marque trader'rather

than a 11cenced privateer. Jusé\bqgf a montﬁ laber, a
} ] . r

commission was 1ssued to John Freeman of waerpool

Nova Scotxa for ‘the pr1vate armed schooner L1verggg

PR * '

N - . 5 -

-

B

R

t

4 . C el
.

142p.a.c., RG8 IV, V61. 139, Caledonifin.. - _, s

N



Packet. A former American slave tender called the

~Black Joke, the Packet is acknowledyed as Canada's most

v

_successful privateer with over 40 efptures to her

credit in a 30-month caresr and a reputation as “the .

[

“evil genius” 145 of the American coasting trade.

> For at least the first few months of the war, as
]

?

illfbrgpaied hilitary and naval forces desperately

1

began’ to organize their defences on both sides and

-

inéividual qitizens‘tgied to ignore or circumvent the
war, it wasfthe merchants, ship owners and crews ot .g
pri\!atg armed.ships that pursued‘ 'ths\, cause of ffee N
trade and §éilors"rfghts along the eastern seaboard,

However, so closely was their patriotism tied to their

!

profits‘that MOSt privateefs perceived the only

maritime ri%?ps worth fighting for to be their own.

\

13

¢

143p.a.Cc., RG8 IV, Vol. 74, Little Joe. Allegation by
Admiralty Agents, Jan. 27, 1813, . AL ’

144gg0e Appendix 1, p.140.

145Mullins, op. . cit., p: 51. This reference“to the
Liverpool Packet is aited from The Amer1can Shippxng
IntellggpnCe, May . 1813. . ,
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‘A PRIVATE WAR AT SEA

K

The Americar declaration of war put the merchants:

Lt

an both sides of the border in an awkward position; on

one hand, tﬁey were reluctant to allow a political de-
cision %G interfere with long—éstablisheﬁ trade pat- ,.
terﬁs: on the other, they were fully aware of the
possibilitles.whibh obeneq up to entPepreneurs in a

wartime economy. Privateering was an obvious choice

-

and many more ships applied for tetters of marque than

actually uspd them. However, in the United States, ac-

-

cording to Jameson, privateering ‘employed so mafy men

A

it .became one of the leading American'iodustries.146

~

The cify of Baltimore alone  issued 185 commissiops dur-

;ing:the warai}7. While Appéndix‘l lists only 38

. Canadian pfivateers,.they represent a similar commit-
-ment, proportionately, on behalf of New Brunswick and

Nova Scotia. For those who were successfyl, there. were

fortunes to be made. The Yankee of Rhode Island is

’

acclaimed as Amer-ica's top’privéteer capturimyg -

«
o . e ¢

146jameson, op. cit:, p. viii. - .

1"'\"Gar:i,t:ee, op. cit., p. 32.

65
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x
9 ships, 25 brigantines, 5 séhooners’and 1 sloop in six
cruises which MacIntyré estimates were worth approxi-
mately five million dollars.148 gy comparison, Nova

Scotia's Liverpool Packet held a career total of 44

captures worth, according to Snider, at least one
quarter of the one million dollars generally credited
to her.l149 The difference is not just one‘of scale;
American ships, blockaded at home, were forced to
cruise the oéeans in search of prizes. éy deéesbity
they had to be 1arger and better armed and were thus,

more likely to attack heavily- Iaden merchant vessels

e than were their smaller colonial cousins who<bruised

' the American ‘coast in search of lesser fry.

*

Letters of margue were just one way merchants

\,couid generate income, In fact, during the first six

months of the war, most New England ships carr1ed food

~

and naval supplles to colonial ports under llcence from

-

148macintyre, op. cit., p. 178. - =
149gnider, op. cit,, p. Sl. : )

150pMorison, op. ¢ite, .p. 205,

)
ﬁr
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the British blockading squadron, 150  ‘once Governor
She}brooke had aufhorized thié limited tradel5l

q
Américan merchants were anxious to take advantage of -

the opportunity. Not only did a British licence

-

entitle the bearer to trade in specified gbods! it was

+
\

also supposed to guarantee him exemption from capture \

: \

by the blockad1ng squadron and maraudlng prlvateers.

However, from the number of cases in whxch ships clalm
e

té have produced their licences only to be seized
anyway; it would apéear that privateers ﬁreated such’
“trade with some disdain. The captaln of the WOlverlne .
explalned to the Mary's owners that he had taken her |
despite her licence because she had tobacco and it
"siga;roes? on boaéd which he cohsidered contraband and . -
nof likely.destined for Halifax “or if she was, I . .
consider myéelf jusﬁified'in sendimg her in as the
Articlesifaund is not agreeable.w}th the tenor of her

N .
Licence",152 pBecause {t could be obtaimed in Bermuda,

‘tobacco for the use of sailors was not licenced,153 ang

N

»

' '

151copp in Rawylk, op. cit.,’ p, 84.

i--\\?*\\_’}§22*A‘C., RG.8, 1V, Vol. 90. Letter from captain.

l53Cogp in Rawylk, op. cit., p. 95.
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the Wolverine was awarded the contraband while the ship

and the rest of the cargo was restored, o

In fécﬂ, such mistrust of licence-holders was °

probably justified. Any American ship with a British

’

_Recorder; March 27; 1813

licence stopped'while heading north coyld claim to be
sailing to a Canadian port. . This furnished a useful
excuse for.the northeastern coasting- trade and was ~

brought to the attention of readers of the -Acadian

\

That they (licences) are employed to cover the
coastlng trade of the ‘United States, or for other.
fraudulent purposes, is evident, because of above
ope hundfed licgnces which have been granted
~within the last eight months, not more than twenty
have found their way with cargoes of courn and
.provisions into the port. of’ Hallfax.154

» H0wever; Ehe continuation of this licenced trade

P

‘was vxrtually guaranteed because 1t worked to the

‘

benefit of both sxdes. Amerxcan merchants ware ahle to:

t >

supply Britain's colonies with the food and material '

they‘needed,'whtle és MacNutt‘giprains:
¥ 3
1543ibiq, p. 92.



Most of the goods that entered the Unfted States
during the war came via the ports of the provinces
into the .hands of ... licenced traders who
smuyggled them past often conniving customs
officTals into the ports of northern: ‘Maine, 155

Certainly} the stra;egié vdlue of this tradé was not
lost on Lieutenant Governor Sherbrooke, In,a letter to
Lord Bathurst, Secretary of State faor the. Colonial

Office, dated August 17, 18;3,,Sherbréoke acknowledges:

In this way, I think the licence trade has
erated more to. Qur security than.an addxtxonal

force of several thousand men. 156

/ - ; ;

" However, while fhe Iicencing of-American Tﬁxchant

. ships. enabled'the government to stimulate a certain_

-

amount -of trade, and the 1ngenuity of the part1c1pants

generated addltlonal economlc Opportunums'~ , .
. N A

COmmercxal morey and the aggressive commercial

spirit &ften found the1r principal ocutlets in

privateering. i - \

N < .".
155MacNutt, 'op. cit., p. 135.. o .
156Copp in- Rawlyk, Op’. cit., p. 90. . ‘ "

157Gar1tee, op. cxt., p.'xv;.- L T

v
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.cost more to insure than a merchantg,ﬁy there was

';ime\was~approximateLy $25,000.158 Ssince merchants are

158 ibid, p. 11l. Pcesumabiy;‘égcfjtﬁinq'A Canadian °

70

With a respectable privateering tradition, a gtoup of

~serious investors to share the financial burden: and

relatively;modest'ambitions, Canada's private maritime
force was ready to challenge the American coasting
trade.

Despite the fact that a privateer was more

expensive to outfit, took longer to make ready4 and

'always the expectation that one substantial prize would

recoup the original investmerit. Garitee .estimates ghaf

the cost of a firsé—clasSKAmerican'privateer of the

Ed

‘ggnéfally’careful investors, it is unljkely that'the}

would have participated in such a costly\eqterprige

withoug\ieeling that it would be financially

-

worthwhile. Mahan describes privateering as a

13 . -

practical business “of the nature of a commercial
. ] ~ .

project or speculation conducted by commercial men upon

'pniﬁcip1e34¢f'mercantilé calculation and profit~®. 139 -

8
t .
. - . . : . ) R - -

. privateer would have cost about the same,

159Mahan, vol. 1, op: cit., -p..396,.

- . .« )
" , . .- L . 4



. 150Gariteé{ op. cit.,, p. 47. ' »
. S .

In agreeing to work for shares, privateersmen (such as-

71

-

77

As with any business venture, privatee;}nq entailed a
. , -
certain amount of*risk on the paft of |investors. Yet,

“Local tircumstances, profit-making, warftime conditions f?“

allowing for few enterpreneurial alternatives, and a

desire to contribute to the national welfare ,.,"160

led a number of well—established. reépectable merchants

on both sides of the border to invest in privateering.

R )

‘ . -
vMerchants, However, were not the onlw

benefit from the possibilities offered by letters of

marque ;

w

From an economic and social viewpoint privateering
employed the fishermen and lall those who depended
on shipping, taught daring [seamanship and
strengthened our maritime Jptitude and
tradition.161 _ - "

==

the crew of the Livekpool Packet described by Mullins

as mostly fishermenl62) accgpted the same risks ‘as

investors, but as Morison indicates, not only did . -

~15186hqn. op. ¢it., p. 29. - T

- lﬁzﬂulilns, op . cit., P. .43" )




.1 ‘ . .
encounters "not more than half a‘dozen men were killed

. & ~ ~
‘ﬁrivateering usually pay better than the navy, it was

-also safer and more/fun.l63 " In the case of New

N t
Brunswick andJNova Scotia privateers this was

especiall;;true‘and since heavily-armed British naval

Sl "’ .

ships tepged to attack larger vessels in search of more
R .

lucrative prizes, this left the privateers to prowl the

Américan*cdastlwnége ships and cargoes were smaller but
less well defended.l64 Endeavouring to capture as'éany
prizes as possi?le with the‘leﬂstldanger to crew qhd
ship- offered coloniél seamén "scope for initiative and
ingenuity as well as for courage and endurance".l65
That they were successful is indiéated‘npt only-by,the
profits out of which grew sevéral priVQbe faortunes bdt‘
élso by .the fact that despite over 200 p;izermaking‘

449

in the privateering of the War of 1812".166 o

163Morison, op. cit., p. 139. From Marblehead, o
Massachusetts came 726 privateersm&f, 120 naval . |
‘seamen and %7 soldiers. "

164 eefe, op. cit., p. 9.
165Forester, op. cit., p. 74.

166Myllins, op. cit., p. 68.



Stnétegically privateering-was important because
it "provided’a means of defence managed . at.the local
level” 167 The previougly mentioned weakness of the
. British garrison at Halifax, the few troops available,
and the preoccupation of B}itish naval vessels with the
‘ American blockade, meént that New Brunswick and Nova.
‘Scotia coastal waters were protected largely by their
. _‘ own privateers., In Copp'3 opinion, £ﬁese privateers
were morg'importént to the safety of the maritimes than.-
the militia1163 However, Pares feels that privateers
ihad'ohly a limited value as a defensive férce since,
_although théy enéageﬁ enémy privateers and recaptured‘
. merchant shipé,-they'did ﬁqtraeliberaueiy search out

“d

warships. 169 1 ‘ :

[ ' R .
) : " Who were -these privateers who were so ready to
- \r;sk'their livelihoods and even their lives in pursuit
of a prizé?‘vwilliams describes a typical privateersman
NN\ ‘ ' 4 , (‘_ .

as:

e

167 eefe, Op. cit., Introduction. o o
168¢copp, op. cit,, p. 34, .

I§9paré$'*op. Ciﬁc{ Pe 25.




©r

... a sort of half-horse, half-alligator, with a
streak of. lightning in his composition - sompthiny
like a man-of-war's man, but much mote’lik?/a
pirate - generally with a superabundance o

whisker ...170 . )

Aside from the famous Elizabethan privateers such
e . < . . . .
as Drake and Hawkins, virtually every elghteen}h
century pirate captain at one time ot another?iplied his

i .
trade under a letter of marque.l71' Kendall indicates

-

that Dutch East India Company ships occasionally took

the odd prize as well.l72 Many well-knowa people

TN

participated in privateering ventures in one way or .

another. Benedict\Arnola apparehtly received £2,068 Of

’ éhésqpeake rize money .for suppopfing Rritain.173  Lora -
Nelson, Qho reviled privateers as being'no better than |
pirates, was not above complaining to his wifea in 1795
that his share of a ﬁrize would‘énly be £%0 instead of

£700 because 1t had to be shared with the whole
ne ,

1

170w1111§ma, G., History of the Liverpool Privateers.
London: William Heinemann, 1497, p. 5.

1718bttihg,-Douglas. The Pirates. Amsterdam:
Time-Life Books, 1978, p. l4l.

17?Kepda11, op. cit., p. S3.
o D " ' s . ~
173 awrence,” J.W., Foot-prints: Or lncidents in Early
New Brunswick. St. John: J. & A. McMillan, 1883,
p. 70, ‘

' ’
. . :
| ( 4
.
\\ _ N . . .

ot
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- - .
,/b(;huadrﬂn.174 Benjamin Frankiin accused revolutionary

privateers ot beiny a "gang of rutfians”l75 put Thomas

Jetfferson 50t the role af ‘privateers 1nto perspective:

h 4 _

One man tiyghts for wayes pa:d him Dy the

Jovernment, or a patriotic zeal fior the .defence oF

“ hs country; anokherg, duly authorized, anda giving.
the proper -pledges-for his good conduct,
undertakes to pay himself at the expense of the
foe and serve his country as effectually as the .
tormer, and yovernment drawing all its supplHes.,
frop the people, is, in reality, as much affected
by “the losses of one as the other, the efficacity
nf rts measuresfdepending upon the énergies and

* resources of the whole.176 :

3
N - ' T .

u‘ * ~ - .’ NS . - . ' i
ports such as Halifax or St. John or from ship-building

L]
[N

. . | . .9

-

“fhe list ‘of privateer aners and 1nvestors in
Sk . ‘ . -~ -y
Appendix 2 réveals' that most came either from maj}or

.- < e . . ,
cammunities such as Liverpool or Lunenburg. Names spch
- . . \ o A

as €Collins, allison, Freeman, Barss, Cunard, ﬁq@dy and

. <
- ot
- [ -

. 174naish, G.p.B., (ed.) Nelson's Letters to.his Wife

*

and qither Bocuments 1785~-1831. "U.K.: Routledge &

. Kegan Paul, 1958, p. 225. . -
175kencald, op. cit., . p. 291. ] _ i
176c0yglashall, History of the American Brivateers d
etters of Marque During our War with England in the
Years 2, 1813 and-1814. New York: Published by
and for the author, 1856, p. xliv. ’ '

-

*

o O
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Pagan appear as both owners ang investors as well as
- L B - s .

shjps\ masters feom time to time. For many Nova ﬁfbtia

families, privateering-was an established tradition
dating pack to the late mighteenth century. Tﬁéﬂfirst

- privgteer‘veéseﬂ'ih.Liverpool, Nova Scotia was the Luéx

. ‘ * . ) A
built tn 1780 by Simeon Perkins and William Freeman .

with Joseph Ereemari as Myster,177 ‘Perkins was born in -

-

§ Connecticut in 1735, moved to.Liverpobl in

» and became involved in "shipping, trading, fish-

ing, lumbering and shipbuilding".!78 His diary, writ— °

ten over forty-five years in four-volumes, describes
. the activities of one of the.province's most successful
merchants and offers an 1nsight into the early commter-

cial and political life of Nowva Scotia};qs well as an |

insider's view of ﬁrivateering.’uih 1798, Perkins andg

his -next-door_neighbour, Snow Parker, were co-owners of

¥ =

) anothéF privateer, the Charles Mary Wentworth, 179

.
‘ .

M . [
Y77 Leete, op, cit., p. 18,
- 17Bperkins, S. The Diary of Simean Perkins,
1797-1803. 'Toronto: The PublicaBions of the
. Champlain Society, 1967, ps xix,- (Vol. IIT).

* L]

1791 eefe, Op.'git., p. 42.

180Mullinsg op'rcik.,'P"14‘

!
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Among her crew the following year were two Liverpool

“180 By 1800,

oatives‘ Enas Cbllins and Benjamin Knau

‘the Charles Mary Wentworth.waé owned by \Joseph Freeman

‘and Perkins: Collins, Parker and others were co-owners

Rover, and

0f three other :pfivateers - Duke of Kent;

. szgh.lél . ‘ .

. ,A,tareful‘feéﬂf ¢ ;'iographical footnotes to

&

Perkins' diary reqéal/, relationshp between

‘the families o ‘privateer investors. The brothers"

unhn, James ana Joseph Barss were members of one of the

orlglnal leergool faM1lleS.182 They had extensive .

vmercantile 1nvestments lncludxng the lee:pool Packet,
which they shared with thexr btother 1n- law, Enos
- .

Collins.: Simeon Perkins descr.iibes a "fray" between *

John~8ar§§fadd's¢watd Deyolf; member of another
prominent family. 6ne member of‘the Deﬁolf Yamily

[
owned shareq 1n “the pr;vateer Retaliatxon\igd another

v

in the Rolla- they married 1nto the Barss and Freeman.

. . , ® -

' - - ‘ | _ ~

181Perkins, S., VL, 1797-1803, op. cit., p. xlvii.
. 192Leefe, John u.; ”Barss, John : D.C.B.,.V&l. VIII
(1851-1860). Toronto:' Unlversity of gloronto Press, .
. b - . 1985, po 62. . ‘ - : . * EE :
. f ' ”
Ld . - - ‘
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‘families of Nova Scotia épd'the'Pagang'of New Brunswick

who were co-owners of the Sir John Shérbrooke. 183

Benjamin Ellenwood, prize master and privateer captain

-

of the Retaliation and Shangon, was relates tJ the

[}

: . . ' .
. Freeman's on his mothér's side,l84 Many sons of the

seafaring Barss family served on Joseph Barss ahd S

-

Company privateers including th_Liveronl Packet ,

Thérn, Wolverine, andg Rolla, ©One of the Barss

déﬂghters inarried Snow Parger's sonl853 while "another

wed Freeman ColTins, brother of Enos. 188 gince Codlin#b

IS

father married three times and sired 26 childrenl87 {¢ -

is, not, surprising to find one sister gparried to
Benjamin Knaut, co-owner with Collins of the [iverpool
packet188 and dnother “weo to Caléb seely, one ot the

¢
+

-P

>

183perkins, vol. 1804-18i2, pp. 197, 210, 308.

" 184ipid, p. 18, o ' . v o .
185ibid, p. 13.- o
lgeibid, .pu'l"40‘- 4, . -

18 7Barker, Diane M. 'and’ D.A. Sutherland, .
~Collins, Enos™, D.C.B.,.Vol. X (1871). Toronto:
University Of'TOtonfgffﬁifs' DATE, p. 188.

188perkins, op. cit., p. 46 . .

1891eefe, op. cit., p. 47. .o
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[ .

p)
mésters of the same ship. In 1816, the seely'é pur-

. . , ~
chased Simeon Perkins' house from his widowl89 while

Perkins® son John lived in a house formerly owned by

the Freemans.190 . Enos Collins, an ambitious entre-

1
.

b
preneur with "a gnarled and unmistakable person-
Py .

ality"191 moved ‘to Halifax before the war and lived in

a house built by .John Moon‘with whom he.shared part of

the first bond for theé Liverpool.Pasket-in_1312.

L ]

-
-

The close business and personal relationships

between these ygroups of oWners,—iqyestors andvbrew are

borme out by the fagt that many ofﬁthe*priz@hmasters
- . ° , - . - '. " o
and captains, served on a numbér of different ships.

v Bl
(4 ™ .e -

_Both John Freeman and Johrd Horlne appear as p .
masters for the Sir John Sherbrooke, Retalla ion and

Wolverine.. Isaiah Barss served on the Liverpool

‘S ’. ‘ ’ \,
Packet,-ﬂolverine,.kolra and- Minerva while Siphorous

- €ole, oné of the few casualties of the war, escorted

prizes for the Liveggbol Packet, wOlverxne and Rover

" until ‘he was killed in January 1815 defending his prize

-~ fa - . .
LI

lgoperklnSI Op. Cltor p. XVl- i
191Anderson- peggy. "Enos Collins 1774 1871" cCanadian
Antxguas ‘and Art Review. July, 1982, p. 29.

»
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seem to have moved from ship to ship, it would appear

that this was acceptable practice within the small

privateer-owning community. For some,

from recapture.l92 since officers (and probably crew)

such as Thomas,

James, Joseph and—John-Barss, there was a probression'

from prize master to master to owner as
[y . .

reinvested in privateering: . Certainly,

—

interests which characterized privateer

profits were

the overlapping

activity would

seem to indicate that when prizes were brought

-port, the entire-mefcantile community stood to-profit

‘ no matter whose ship actually made the capture.

" . » - N Q . !

] v

5~{hekparticipation of éuch brominent merchants as

simeon Perkins, Joseph Barss and Enos Collins in

into -

)

érivateering ventures'implies'tha; this investment was

donsidered "an honest, even honourable astime™
P

.193

In

N l 1805 Perkins confldedwin h1s diary concerning co-owner-

- ship-of "the privateer Duke of Keqt:

1agﬂullins, op. cit., p. 39.

19—3Le‘efe, Op. e.i.t. '_,p. 39-

»

:

At I
‘ ‘e
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'Slnci'ﬁprkins was a Justice of the Peace, a Justice of

¢
- 7 -
~,,. Iin these hard timeg, I am glad to undertake
any lawful business to support my' family and pay
my debts,194 '

L
3

the Inferidor Court of Common Pleas, a Jddge1of Proba;é

Court for Oueeﬁ's County, Liverpool Towdlblerk, County

Treasurer of Queeh's County and county representative

o

in the Nova Scotia House of Assembly,’hot to mention "a

pillar 6f the Methodist Church”,195 it is unlikely that

he would have become so involved in privateering haad it

-

not b a respectable business. John Barss -

represented Queen's County in°the Hoyse of Assembly

from 1813-1820 and from 1826-1830,196 John Freeman,

master of the Liverpodl‘Packet, was also a member Of

the Nova Scotia Assembly for twenty~five years after

1812,197 The shipping empire of Samuel Cunmard is )

-

attributed by Payne to the "fortunate" purchase of a

prizé ship, Altbbugh‘Cuna;d is not listed as an owner

in Appendix 2, he does appéar to have put part of the

-
- 1o
-
o

194perkins, Vol. 1797-1803, op. cit., p. xlvi. -

195ibid, p. lxii. o -

H

1961eefe, John-G. "Barss, John"._ D.C.B., Vvol. VIII,
. op. cit.,'p. 63, ! .
*

197Sni.der' qp. Cit.' po 1450

1
-
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bond money for the Dart, Ann and Snapdragon, of which

the Dart captured 11 prizes.,  This success Apparéntly
es;Zblxshed a reputatlon for reliability in large ana
1m§orta%t transactlons whlch quickly placed the firm in
the' front -rank qf the numerous enterprising concerns of
the day“.1¢% ‘ I " ' f

g . . :
’,

Enos Collidé' multi«millioﬁ dollar fortune is'

N

'attrlouted by Leefe to his anestment in privateering.

His astute wartime partnershp w1th Joseph Al'lison en-
ableo him to purchase,Ameripqnfprize ships and sell
their, cérgoesAaé a profit There 19 also some sugges-
tion that the fxrm also'prospered “by illegally includ-~
ing New ﬁnglaﬁd'1n the war trade betweeg Nova Scotia
and the ‘West Indies.”199 However, such activities did
not éeem to affect Céllins'.staﬁding in the caﬁmgnfty
since he wernt on ta found the Haleax Banklng Company
1n 1825, with which Cunard was associated. qulxns

. vl .
died in 1871 at;age 97 with an estate estimated

Igapaxpﬁ“\op cit., p.‘76.

*%ﬁBa:ker and Sutherland, "Collins,‘Enos“, pD.C.B.,
vol, Xy Op. Citu . P 1889-

.\“—/’ . , . ‘ \

N
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-~

+
-

at $6,000,000 and a reputatlon as the richest man in

’ 1
Canada.200

That pr1vateer1ng was deemed both lucratlve and
respectable woJ’h-seem obvious from the ftype of men who
part1c1pated in it. Thexr degree of comm1tment is
erdent in the fact thgt many 1nvested 1n a succe551oa
'of ventures,' Moreover, since each Shlp had. td -post a
'bond of 6750-23000 as a guarantee that the crew would
abide by the legal'regulations govern1nq prxvateerJ
‘act1y1t1es Qullgang; themselvea,'thelr hELFS,
executores and adginistratofs unto our'sovereiqn lofa‘
the k{ng 201 1nvestprs must have also been confxdent
that the pr1vateers wvuld ‘conduct thelr end of the
“~ business reSpbnsibly.- To a‘large extent. Sﬂider s
opinion of the Canadian pr;vatéers as men "whose

conduct on the whole was gallant and‘credxtabie" is

true, 202 prever; dhe individualistic nature of

X

ZOQStewant}-Walter. Towers of Gold - Feet~o£-Clay.
*Toronto: Totem Books, 1983, p. 31, -~ .

201p, BCey RG8, IV, vol. 72, Ann.

2028nidar. op. Sit., P. 92, - o

1
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privateering, the personalities involved, the

"

opportunities for interpreting instructions once at sea

and the temptations of a plump prize often drove

N ¢ :
captains to bend regulations to suit their situation,:
3 - ’

Frequently, their initiative was rewarded; occasionally

their prize was returned to its owners. The presence

of the Vice-Admiralty Court and the clear_ defiﬁitioﬁ of

the legal aspects’of prlvateeting ensured that the

<«

-entire arocess was nelther haphazard dor overly

4-

fspeculatlve. Anda’he capltallzatlon of these" ventures

- _ .

by bhsineSSmen who "no matter how h1gh1y they were

motlvated by patr10t1sm, wer'e far»more horrified: by red

L

-

ink than blood" 203 meant that even the . necessary rxsks

were‘kept to a minimum. Thus, despxte a few-

s K \ wﬁ

exceptions: ‘

the majority of the men who saxled in prlvate

. a}med vessels, whether French, ‘English, or

Al Aamerican, behaved themselves with all the honesty
consistent with the Broper conduct of a
well-regulated war.2

L 4 -t
-

2033ackson, M.H., op. cit., d. vi, ’

’ «

204Cf&nwe11,0p. Cit., pn 170 »

." .
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With experienced crews, reputable béckers; and an
established procedure toifollow;'the taking-of pri;es
by privateers was "as formalized as a quadrilie“.?os
in o}éev to obtain a ‘letter. of marque: the ship's
owners submitted to the Lieutenant Governor of the
'Prov;nce:”a pet}tion setting forth the nghe, tonnage
and afdaﬁent of the Vessel, éogéther.wiih the names of
her commander and -owners®,206 rthe owners also had o
_bosg bond” for the'éhip and sign an Affadavit’of
Suretieé ceclaring ﬁhemsel&es to be &ofth more than the
sum of the bond over and above thexr Just ‘debts. A
week ©or 80 later was Jssued a declaratlon reiterating
the pantlculars and 1nd1cat1ng the leng of cruise fqr
~ which t:he sh1p was v1ctua11ed the ngmbe?' and type of
ordnatice, the amountooﬁ sails, anchors and spare cord-
age on board and)‘iﬁ"genergl, the degrfe of readiness
of the ship. ‘- Since letters of marque were issued in
the ‘name of the maétér rather than the vessel, every

A

tlme the command changed, a new set of papers were'

v~ - ‘\\\ a ’ .

. ' / T . - +
. : TN .

203jackson, op. cit., p. vi.’

206nichols, . “Notes on Nova Scotia Privateers”

- . Collections of the Nova 3cotia Aistorical 50cxety.
vol xx,\gsos, p. 131.

A
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raguired: The same held true if the_s@fb were sold.
once an application was approved (and few were ever
denied), a warrant under the Great Seal was submitted

"

to the Judge of the Court of Vlce—Admiralty‘directing

" .

him to issue the CTommission. . .
With.a letter of marciue in ‘handgd bail paosted
. ; . o

~ashore, a privateer was rede fbr actign. The

Uiveggoél Packet's commisson from Governor Sherbrooke -

to captain Joéeph Barss ordered him:‘f . .

i

to apprehend, seize and ‘take any ship, vessel or
goods belongingnto the citizens of the United
States or bearing the flag of the said United
States and to bring the ships, Vessels and goods

~ 1nto a British port there to remain yntil Hxs
Majesty's pleasure and final determination shall
be known therein ... and not to detain any Shlp
with a British licence ... and to abstain from all
preq@tory acts on shore or upon any unarmed
fishing vessel peaceably -following- the said
fishery and, that you keep a regular and an exact
Aaccount of your proceedan against the enemy and
that you take every opportunlty of transmitting
copies thereof to the Secretary of the ‘Province' |
and for my information and for your regular ’
proceeding herein these presents shall be to you a
sufficient warrant and authority '.. 7

207p.A.Cc., RG8, IV, Vol, 73, Chase

) \ .
! . C
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'In fulfillment of their instructions New Brunswick and

* ] . » S s ‘ &
Nova Scotia privateeérs sailed out in search of prizes,

"From the documentary evidence, it would appear that the

majority; of prizes were small sloops or schooners

h-d

(urider 100 tons), Gharmed, withitﬁree- to ine—man‘
crews cq{r&ing'e9rqoes of foodstuffs aﬁd lumber alony
the eastern seaboard between Eastport, Maine and
virginia., Océésionai}y, a West‘Iﬁdiaman carrying éum,
molasses, or sugar. to Bostod ‘ar New York-was also .
taken. waéﬁ@r,'many o?sthese carried licepnces from
their British governors.and, as in the case of the

e Géorge (Bgrmuda)’ano Caravan and Diamond (Antiqua}l,

they were restored. Nevertheless, from Appendix 3, it
‘ (

can be seen that the majority of prizes were
. T, ' - -

condemned. Among the documents in each prize file is
. . :

the affadavit of the prize master giving the exact
latitude where t?e ship was taken. Most captures seem
—— tohave ‘occurred w}thin}400 to 440 latitude in thQ.Cape
"Cod‘srea where the ragged island-strewn cogstline‘
af forded shglter*for cofoniallprivateefs'on the alert
- . for noréh~settdéq sails. ¢ .
, ~§ e ) ) \ 5 A . )
‘Sinép\thq shipp‘gsed,by both colonial and American
hprivatoars were Sluilar; even occasionally, the RKame -

4

- . - 9
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ship (1.e. the Gleaner, Shannon and Sherbrooke ﬁtre all
former United States priVYateers), it was often =
‘ : &)

difficult to aistinguish friend from foe. This was:
‘furthen complicated by tﬁe strategem of flying enemy
colours right uyp untiyﬂjoining battle under t?e hedﬁ
Jack. tge‘examinatioﬁ of John.Rowe, mate at the

s - , . ,
Frederick Auggstus;reveals that the crew of the Sir
A —

N "

John SHerbrooke captured their prize wile "under

American colours and her officers were in American

uniforms® .20  Cranwell mentions the unfortunate battle .

-

&

between the Nonsuch and the Joseph and Mary, both of
Baltimore, who fired on each other at the gxpensge ot

several lives before realizing they were both flying

u

the same flad 209 ‘' sometijmes light air preypnted a
‘conventional capture as in the case of the Matilda,
whose crew simply rowed over to take the "Aherva'. In

chis article on the Guernsey privateers, Timewell

describes the taking of a prize: .

The tehnique of capturing a prize was to avniag
doingemuch damaye to the victim ang to rely upon a
show of force.to cause the enemy to strike. A fow
'shots across the bow were,usually sufficient .

208p a.cC., Rca,\}5>\ycl. 84, Prederick Aqﬁggcus.

2°?Cranwell, op. clit, p. S8. ooy ¢
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and an engagement rarely lasted for moreuthad
thirty minutes. 210 ®
.K_”

Once a prize struck its colours and was brought’
to, E/d procedure for capture was relatlvely
\stralghtﬁorward. The captors boarded the shxp, took

i

p0339551on of the sh1p S papers (1nc1ud1ng 11cences,

~ ‘ .
registrdtion, cargo lists, mall,'etc {Dand removed most
of the Ct&Wi. The ship's papers were very 1mportant and
every crew member 1nterrogated was asked by question 27

to testify whether any papers ‘had been falsified or

destroyed befofe captu:e. IQ hisiLaW'and Customs of

°

the‘sea, Marsden states:
u‘.—l-—-——-—-——

v

The law of nations requires good faith; therefore .
every ship must be:provided with complete and
_genuine papers, and the master at least should be
privy to the truth of the transactxon 211

G

© Accordin to Marsden, so seriously ﬁas this.fegulation

taken th t lf papers were m1551ng or 1mptoper1y

ptepared or the mate or master ,gross;y-prevarlcate",

-

the w of natians allowed for the owner of the ship. to

.’ . R - o “ -

210Timewell, H.C., "The Guernsey Privateers.” The
Mariner's Mirror, vol. 56, No. 2. London: .
Cambridge University Press, May 1970, p. 205.

w2

2llMarsden, vol. II, op. cit., p. 351.
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lose his g¢laim for court costs or even restitution gf
"the ship,.depending on the degree of misbehaviour and
' the pertinent treaties. |

Once the papers were placed in é sealéd e;velope
and hanaqd qve;rtolthe prize master, they were not
opened uptil presented in court. With the ship's

papers in hahd, a capﬁof’had a legally solid claim tg_

¢ *

the-prfze. Thus, when Cabtaid Hickey .of HMS Atalante

-

came on board "the sibae captured by ‘the Crown, he

demanded the shlp s papers to. Justlfy his claim,212
The objections of the Crown'S'pfizecmaster nearly

: s ) i - o
caused his own impressment. The ship was thﬁp put ‘in

. CT o
" control of the prize master and two or three crew who

were responsjble for bringing the prize into port.

Even when prize crews left their -ship, they were still’
entitled to shares of any prizes captured
subsequently. . Sinée prizé masters got extra shares in

rd . *
recognition of their skills and did not ‘have any

on-board responsibilities until a prize was made, they

.""_‘, . . ¢

would seem to have had an easy job. However, Cranwell

argues that the prize master'!s lot was not a E;ppy one:
- . : ~ .

212p,a.C., RG8, Vol. 96, Sibae." . ,
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He was forced to operate most of his prizes with
barely hands enough to work the vessel; he '
frequently had a hold full of prisoners who were
always waiting for_ a chance to retake. their ship;
and he haa to be constantlg on the watch for enemy
cruisers and privateers.2l '

b

Many ships by the time they-were taken were in a léaky
condition and there are frequent references to prizes
having to be emptied' of crew and cargo and abandoned or

pumped constantiy all the way back to port. The

o

. problem of prisoners was often solved by capturing a
. i ° . . ' -
ship simply to serve as a cartel. The crew of the Mary

were put aboard an American schooner taken by the
. - . . L » )
privateer Broke for the express purpgse of delivering *

them to an American port.214 sometimes the mere sight

< .

-of a privateer caused the crew to jump ship, Such was

3

the case with the Flower, Jane and Eliza Ann whose
"crews and ship's papers, were missing when the captors
<<, A

arrived, 215 In, the case .of Recovery, the ship's papets.

-
»

had already been presented to customs officials at

T

Castine when the ship, was taken. by the privateer Hare,

ol
T

»

213cranwell, -op. cit., p. 290. ‘
214p.Aa.C., RG8, IV, Vol. 90, Mary.

.215p.a.Cc., RG8, IV, Vol. 84, 87, 104 regpectively.
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Then, before the prize -crew ctould take possession, ;the -

" mate "took charge of the méney hoisted it into the Ldng

Boat and escaped with it on shore”.216

0

-

: Because privateers were provisioned for a set crew

&

L3
‘

over a specified péridﬁ of time, the cate and feeding
of capt;Qe_crew and passengers was often a problem.

. For this reason, prisoners were denerally drépped off -

near land leaving one or twe representdtive to answer
® ‘ »

“%he dqestfons of the Vice-Admiralty Court. Of -course,

w——
4

some captains were kinder than others. For example, R
d- - )
when Captain Ross of. the Dart captured the schooner

[}

Camden, the mate and master both pleaded,’ill health and
- RS .
"intreated”.him to let them and.the master's young

‘neph‘ew'gppﬂ Ross! affadavit indicates he landed them
nearby and took only the ship and cargc.2l7 on the
other hand, when John Harris.was captain of the same

ship, he not only refused to acﬁﬁowledge a.Hélifax

N

,import licence presented to him by Alex Newcombe,

e .

Master of the Joana, but threatened Newcombe:

-

"216p a.Cc., RG8, IV, Vol. III, Regovery. Examination of
Thomas Benhall, Seaman bhefore the Mast.

217p .A.C., RGB, IV, Vol. 79, Camden. Affadavit of
James Ross. ' LT
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+oo if he did not pull away from. the Privateerlﬁe
would sink the Boat in which he was and positively
refused tS give him a Passage 1n.e1ther of n

said vessels.218 '

- v -
u ~

v

,Nor was 'leaving a Crew on a nearby shore always a
5

klndness. Sometimes captains who,kneW‘about speclial

¥
3

licences or mitigating circumstances were delfberately

left off as far away "from major ports as q0551b1e to

prevent them from present1ng their 1nformat10n to the

¢ o A

court. Instead, an 1111terate cook or simple seaman
~would be asked the standard questions and the caée
. / :
.would be decided on the basis of his uninformed

L]

answers. -Winslow Thomas, owner and master of the

*qfigantine!Richmond captured by the Retal%ation near
Eastport, Maine, was kept on board the érivateér until
‘he cpuld be put onto é ship’hgading in the opposite

" direction. While quting for Thomas to reach Hafkfai,
Michaei Topin, a local mérchant‘had to submit a clpim‘
on Thomas' behalf to prevent condemnation of/his ship.

In this case, the ship and cargo were restored,219

Alexander Newcombe, . . o .

L

219p,aA.c., RG8, IV, Vvol. 95, Richmond.

&

', ", 218p,a.C., RG8, IV, Vol. 88, Joana, Affadavit of .
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A ship qgnce captured might ébange hands several
- ' x .
times before reaching port..\gn the case of the San

Gabriel, en route from Havana to New York in the spring

of 1813, she was captured MAy 1 by the British frigate

Sgéfban, then seized by an erican privateer on May 16

only to be recaptured by the Sir John sherbrooke three

days later. Fortunately for the San Gabriel, since

Spaln was not an enemy of Br1ta1n and the owner was

Spanish the courts restored the ship.220 Many shxps

we;e stopped by Royal Navy vessels‘and let go, only to

be captured by prlvateers a few days later. Id(August
¢

1813, the Hero was halted by HMS TenedOS, ransomed for

-

$200 and released, only to fa;l,to the Dart theﬂnext

day.221 A year later, when the schooner Dove was taken

-

by HMS Nimﬁod, it céstrher.SGOOXto continue but she

fell to the Liveli within the month, 222

.
t

Fierce Atlantic gaies were another problem for

both prlvateers and their quarry. slnce the documents

1
X

220p.a.C., RG8, 1V, Vol. 96, San Gabriel.
o

‘'221p.a.C., RGS, Iv, vql. 86, Hero.
L] o .

222¢,a, C., RGS, IV, vol 104, Dove. ‘- -
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reveal only those cases that reached the st ‘f‘ ’

. . - . . S
adjudication, there is no way-of knowing how many

prizes never made it to port. Howeyer, the san fxg

.Domingo's file provides an-interesting example. Whed

. captured by the George: the ship was ordered to Halifax

® [ (3

under James Boatland, pfize master, .His affad;vit"

indicates they were caught in a storm near the Sambr:
Light just off Halifax. With fore and main saills Bone,

he hailed a passing shallop to éuide them to safety;

Unfdrtunatély, while following dirgétions to-Jeddore

,-Harboui, he .bilged his‘ship on tpé rocks and, with his.
sails already,démaged,_herpoulq not get off.: Luckily,”
hié crew were able to sélvage some sugar and coffee |
"much injgred by’Sait Watér" which was é;arded to them,
but the vessel itself was lost}223-8ven.mofe fortuitous

"\ R . .
was the escape of an American privateer. Driven‘'into
. -

. ' %
port by a storm, the prize master of the captured ship

g /
Ceres spent two days in.ghelbodrne, Nova Scotia befoure

.

realizing it was pot an AMerican town., When he tried

to leave, he-:was brought to by an%arined schooner. The

quick-thinking captain produced the ship's original

\
R
(]

-

. -
- . S

A223P0A0‘Co' RGB' IV, aVC;I. 96.. éan Dominﬂg.

L4

L . 2



- . e

papers, claimed to have lost his convoy in .the storm

and escaped!224

e}

’
’

Having overcome any number of these obstacles and
actually taken a pfize, privateers were under strict

instructions to respect the property of éne papturéd ‘ g

-

ghip. Article XV of the instfuctiops enjoined .

privateers not to touch goods under $600 belonging to o

<

any female prisoner and to restore any other private--

3

. property under $300 at the discretion of the captain

and officers.225 That this rule fell victim to a

soméwhat looser interpretation from time to time is

T v . © L

indicated in the testimonies of various captive crew
. ~

~a
[

members. Most of the complalnts cdhcern articles

removed from the .ship's stores, usually food and drxnk, Lot

possibly indicating how tightli&Bupplies on board

pfivateers were Galculated. The Minerva's second mate

accused the Weazle's captain of removing sugar, peppef,
_— ) e T—

spirits ang .a pot of tamarinds with no promise of T

compensation. " Foods such as sugar and cheese (Little RS

-

224Cranwe11, ‘op. cxt., p. -278. R q -

2253n1der, op. cit.,; p. 95.

_—



" himself. Clothes and money were the other main

~ e _ 97

2

Joe), lemons (Unjon), molasses (Richmond), chocolate

(Bunker Hill), rice (go;lz) and flour (Janus, Nymph,

Nahcz) were removed "from ships carrying several hundred
batrels of the commodity. Captors of the Mary
approprféted one barrel of gin while those taking the,

Betsei celebrated thedr‘victory with‘thfee times that

A

- amount! A passenger on board the Experimént testified

that gin from the cargo was taken and "he saw the prize

chew drawing it off and using it’freely".225. The
Adventure 1dést two demi~johns of syrup and a greéter

part of her cabin stores. In order to repiaab some of

her crockery, the Liverpool Packet helped herself to

one'of 50 barrels aboard the Anson. fThe Eunice lost

‘some of her cargo of wood. . - .

R O
. \‘\_
- A
Personal losses are even rarer. The master of

Falun lost his.wétéﬁ'while‘the mate of the Minerva

claimed that the Retaliation's Captain Ellenwood took’

‘his quadrant, quarter wages and two chesﬁs for

¢

N
-

N
A

\

4

226p.a.C., RG8, IV, Vol,., 105, Experiment. Examihation
of Passenger Simfeon Gardner. - )
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'vessel Nor were Royal Navy shlps

losses. A seaman aboard- the Three Friends swore he had

lost all his clothes as did the cook aboard the Comet
while a man from the Hannah was missing jus& one pair

of sEockings.. Both the mate and master of Falun were

, comﬁensated_by the ‘court for lgst clothing. One seaman °

on the Atlas lost both clothes ‘and money. The Union's

master claimed to have lost a few clothes, a razor and

-

$90, removed to the Liverpool Packet for "safe-

©
\
keeping”. All the money the Minerva's mate had on

v, -

board ~ $2.50 - was taken, ras was a crewman s $50 from

Hero. Yet the Richmond‘s cooper said he :ecexved cqm;

.

pensat1on for sugar and molasses removed from the

above helplng them-

selves to occasional cargoed® Acclrdlng to an agent

: for the San Gabriel, a boat crew from the Spartan

{likely without their captaih‘sbknowledge) removed a

cask of rum and two or three barrels of sugar for the

o * »

sailors, When stoppad by HMS Superbe, the Experlment

- put on board "a guantity of Caps or Welsh Wigs for the

useé of the Btitish Seamen to keep their ears from ”
Fréeziné‘ as well as candles and apples. She

subsequently lost some of her gin to the hunenburg.227

v

227ibid.

BN
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There is‘no evidence that any of thesg claimants ever
received compensationlfor their lOSS;S bu} the fa%t )
that so few i}tegularities are rep&?ied is indicative

of the law-abpiding character of the privateers.

Cargoes were also considered sacrosanct since ?ﬁs

Majesty's customs took their five percent of captured “@,'

. gdods very seriously indeed. ' In thes.hearly 200 cases \

reviewed, only the Liverpool Packet is accused of AN

N

willfully breaking bulk’by the mate’of the schooner ~

z
\Faluni The prize masters creéw-is accused of breaking N
LN - e

intd the cargo ofcdryﬁgpods°w1th'a "Crow ‘Barr™ and

I3 .

filliﬁg thei? jackets with so much ,mategrial "that'they
appeared almost as Big as-a héggheédmhjth their coats
buttoned Round them”. When the Falun's mate

complained,’he.was told
... that if he did not hpld his'tongué he (the
prize master) would put him in irons, calling him
a Damn_Rascal and many other opprobrious -
terms.Z?8 ) ' o

] . \

228P.A.C., RGB,';V) Vel. 105,(Fa1unﬁ " Examination of
. Mate, William Cross. : 3 . T
o e ) _ T . €



'heayily to the economic- development of their Vi
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The owner's agents Yeported that the,damage and losses'
to the ship, cargo and private property as a result of
“the Eg;ture was £2,050.16,3% including their_fee of

-

£3.10. Not only were the claims of"the'Retaliation'and

. Liverpool Packet denied after this breach of regu-~

~
~

Jétions, but they were ordered by the court to pay -~

: f
- damages. . 'K\.”

”

With the ViceeAdmifalty Court dispensing justice

N 4 . ]
.and cantrolling -individual excesseg in the privateer

~ ‘e

system, the risks faced by maritime merchants were.kept

< -
’ ™%

PP o

to a minimum. 1™y took advantage of;ggins to be-made °,
under Iicénce, or Jnder cover of darkness, and invested
r N . F

steadily in privateering ventures‘lhroughout the war.

Linked by overlapping relationships in family, business’

LA - - . . ‘
and politics, they'supportgd each otheru$nd,contr1buted
, . o~

communities., At sea, the New Bcunéwipk)aﬁﬁ Nova §$@tia

- &

privateers conducted*themselyeéyaccotding to their

instructions respecting private irOpErty ang. caring. for

their captives. ®nce their prizes reached port, their
- . - . < : s <. .

t
bo.

private war gave way to a court of law. - Caﬁpure,

- a -, . .
despite its many-uncertainties, was only ghe first step.

~in the legal process. . N

- .
g. - * K
' ' . - 4 > 5
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=~ AV THE CASE IN POINT
. “

Leaving behind the hazards of capture, combat
blockade and storm, the prize crew made sail for home:

The close links between merchants, ship owners ana

privateers generally ensured that prizes were
~delivered to the port from which the privateers

originated. This way merchant investors would be able

to. bid directly on the cargoes at auction and resell

them at a profit in whatever market was most

- <

advantageous to them, The procedure seems to have beéh

well understood and, fpr'thé.mosf part, accepted. . o
) ~ = N P . :'
However, the case of Falun, joint prize to Liverpool
I “

- 1

. Packet ard Retaliation in Januéry, 1814, prévi%gs an. °
- . . ) 4 S - q -

n~

intetesting stud§ in commercial rivalry. When - .
‘céthred,JFalﬁh was taken ;o'Liverpool where,'uhfle
lyiné‘at doq}éide,,the-gh%p\Qas*brokgn into and the
haﬁches lgfi’open causinq’considerable damage'tolthe

cargo. William K. Reynolds of Halifax; acting for

Falun's owners,-pétitioned the court to have the-ship

‘taken to Ha;iﬁawahere the damége could be appraised. by

- . - .
disinterested parties. His argument ran:

E

L 101



That your Petitioner has been informed and verily
?\\ believes that most of the respectable people in
Liverpool are interested ig the privateers
Liverpool Packet and Retaliation, and tho they are
in the opinion of your petitioner honest men, yet
he most humbly conceives that they may be
prejudiced by their interest, 229 ) -

“ ‘)

. Fowever,}Reynolds' real fear was probably not/%pat the

evaluation of ship and cargo might be guestionable, but
»e that "they will not sell for anything like their value

in Liverpool”.23O As agent for the owners, Reynolds'
¢ ‘ ’ ) - (
objectivity was equally suspect.. Enos Collins and

¢ Joseph Allison, co-owners of the two pr}yateere and
also Halifax merchants, countéred ‘that -the sixty mlles

between Halifax and Liverpool made, little difference

-

and besides they poul& prove "there are a great many
persons of the first respectabil%}y in that place N
(Liverpdol) totally disinterested" .23l while they were

willing td& compensate the owners for any losses'due to

?

. . plundering, they .were qgktainry not responsible for °

making the sale of the prize any easier for the owners.

»

229P.A.C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 105, Falun, Affidavit from

William King Reynolds, 1 April 1814.
& .

. 230jdem ‘ L

\

— -

2311dem., Petltlon of Enos Collins and Joseph Allison,
3 May 1814.

€

o
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In the end, two “gisinterested"‘Liverpdob
merchants recommended by Collins and Allison and super-

visea by Reynolds, surveyed the demage and assessed the
¢ »

' loss at £2050.16.34 Nova Scotia cufrency. On April 22,
Falun was restored with "Captors dé pay all costs  and

" to make good all demages.Occasioned_by Plunder, or
A T : )

‘Losses". 232’ Clearly;‘even'ﬁhen an expérienced@ﬁ

prlvateer crew made a secure pr;ze and fulfllled its

legal requlnements of submlttlhg the* Shlp S papers to

the-Vice—Admiralty Court or its_iocaL representative

and notifying the ship;e owners, the‘fate of the prize

was not assured. - T
The -seizure of a pfize became much of a gaﬁbie
because of high legal costs, delays in the Prize
Courts, litigation between partners and other,

claimants, together with the cost of maint#@ining a
prlze in port-while awa1t1ng ad}ud1cation

k
. .
Howevek, since privateering was a‘ 1egally~cqnducted

bu51ness, part of the pri master' & Jjob was to brlm}

¢
the ship 1nto a port where its partlcular cargo would

-

obtain the highest prlces.23§ For example, if several
- . - - . !

232idem., Monitdion
233 imewell, op, cit., p. 213

234Cranwell, op. cit., »- 358 : S o

o
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o

ships '‘carrying corn and flour were awaiting
adjudication in Liverpool, a prize carrying these

commodities would probably find a better market in

)

Halifax. Such practical considerations ensured that «

N -

pribes‘femained reasonably stable throughout the war

and profits, for those who made them, were steady.

<

-~ . © ‘o
. . f
. . - . (j

. ? . .
., From the variety of documents contained in the
prize case-files, and the fact that each one
repreéented‘a specific service .and fee, it .is easy to,

see why legal costs could virtually eliminate any

v

pfofits frbm a moderately successful cruise.  Equally

w <

.costly were tbe delays brought about by the sheer

5 volume of ~cases, espec1ally in the early months of the
war, when, for 1nstanpe,- 30 American prizes made a -

bridge across the harbour of St. John1235 ‘As each

6 . —- -
“ prxze sat at\anchon waltlng for the requls1te 20 days
aften post1ng the monltlon, plus any addxtlonal time

for dppeals, claims or evaluatlons, the court charged Lo
. o B

cuséomQ‘duties on all'cargo as well as wharfage for the

ship. The quegtion‘of who paid was usually settled as r’f
v .o . ‘ K.\

v

3 : .
w . I . .
. - v .
P . 0 B .

235MacNutt, op: cit., p. 152 S
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"but bills for custody total £257.9.1 out of a total
* i - - l B -

.court cost of £330,19.1 or:76§._°

case.,

prize master under'oqth to xhe local registrér for the

.o 105 —

>

parthf thé judgement-aithough the captor was genera{Ly
responsible f;r court costs as well as any damages
incurredrto ship or cargoyas a result of capture, The
sample bill of:court costs for the ship Minerva in ~

Appendix 4 does not indicate. how long the process .took, .

' 4
AN . ' \ -

Nor were delays the only expense., Carygdes left on

:
board risked damade due to spoilage, exposure to damp,
overheating, theft, etc. Manyifjles.coétain Petitions .
for Unlivery and Sale of Cargo from ship owners

reqqestipd that‘cargoes/of'COrn,~floﬁr! sugar and o;hé;
perishable commodities be removed from the ships and

- o+

sold with the proceeds” being kept by the court until
- . \ -

"the case was decided. In this way, at least some ;

profit might eventually be realized by whoever won the *
s . . ¥ )

L J
However, no legal action could occur until the - - .
. o/ .
prize was officially registered. °'This was done by :

means of, a standard Affihavit of Pap&;s,-given by the a

Vice—Admiralty.\ This'document,gave the names of.the

1
.~
»
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captor and prize, latitudg of capture, closest . ;

¢ e

landmark, time of day, cargo captured, prize's port of

- , ~

origin and des¥ination and the names Of any other i{ips'

in'sight. Since the sﬁip's papers-were crucial to.~the

judgement, the deponent'listed every document captured

¢

“ with the ship and,concfuded with:

o . e+ papers now produced to’'.the Honourable Court
were found onboard the same\schoonqr ».s» and that
no -other Papers, Books or Writings ‘were found. on
boaggsat‘the time of seizure aforesaid) or since
tee - . . . . - "/;4—/.')
With the affidavit filed and all papers numbered

. as evidence, the owners or ‘their agents could Qhen

R .‘..A

arrange for the prepatation of several standard
petitions to issue from the represeqtative of the ’

British Crown, 237 thé ProvinciaI/Prosecutor or ‘ .

Advocate-General (Richard ‘John Uniacke in Nova Scotia)
to the Court Judge (Alexénder.Croke) The Petition for:

Warrant asked that the ship and cargo be taken into the
[ s ’

. 236p.a.C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 73. Anson - Affidavit of
' Prize Master, 24 October 1812. Marsden (p. 53)
Cites the Regulations for Adjudication 1665: 4.
Any ship reSisting or destroying ships doktuments or
having false documents or no documents shall be
condemned, ’

t

? - t .
- * -

237Gbbelhode, op. cit., p. 10 - ' -

.~

7
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a

.custody of E?e ?9g/t marshal for safekeeping. The .

. Petition for Modaeion regqyested a monition or public
. - L]

notice be affixed to the mainmast of the prize so that

... anyone with Right, title or interest,‘bn ship,

‘tackle, apparel and furniture and goods on bpard..l"233

I

would appear at the Halifax Court House 20 days after

the ndtice was posted or the nearést pou{;lday, at .

11:00 a.m., and show why the $hip and cargo should not -
- i © ' 1 ..' ‘

be condemned to the captor. In cases where only the
cargo was at issue or where the ship had been ;bpndoned
o¥ destroyed, tbe monition yaé nailed Qg the customs
house door. The final Petition for Commission réquired
,tha; én‘appropriate_pérson from the captured gfew be’
examined byathe Régistrar's Office on .the basis of the

Standing Interrogatories; a set of 34 standard® -
questions presented as ‘Appendix 5. Although ship's

a

masters were most commonly interviewed, mates, seamen,
, N . ,
passengers, supercargoes, ¢ooks and coopers all appear

as deponeénts. On those occgsions when no represent-

atives from the prize were avéilaple,\a‘methr of _the

capturing crew was asked forra'deposition. When the

2

&

-

238ibjd, Petition for Monition, 2 Novembel 1812. The -
cost to the Minerva for this, £1.16.8. .
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i s ¥ .
captive witness was a foreign seaman as was the case .

L

with the Spanish mate Jos& Olivarez of the San Gabtiel,

- a translator was op;ained.’ Sinhce Vice-Admiralty‘court

-

proceedings were not conducted in open court befdre-a

LN - . .
jury and any: testimony was obtained in the form of .

e 7

written depositions,” it was important that examirf@®€ions
be both thorough and searching to enable-"the judge to .

make his decision.239 Each time the, Interrogatories

* A

A~

‘were asked, according to the Minerva's bill, the T

kT4
.

registrar wag paid €1.3.4. . .

-
o - . . .
» « » . +

: While the monition was posted, those with'glaims | .

: v » * - » .
v on the‘prize could submit a variety of petitions to the ke

court. The most common of these was the previously
mentioned Petition for Unliqery of all or part of the - -

‘cargo. That of the Experiment’refers to the fact that .
, corn in“thé/cargo ha's gotten into the well room block~ -
' . T, : : L ' ?

ing the pump so that the crew had to empty the bilges-

with buckets, 240 Polly's cargo of tice: had " c

$ " «
4 . -

239Jameson,‘op; cit., p. 525 ‘ . . - :

~ .

. .
. 240p,A,c., RG 8, IV, Vol. 114, Experiment . . . -

N - .
- o,
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[4 V.
suffered very much from the leaky state of the ’#.
vessel"241 and would be lost if not unloadédvand.gold. ‘%:

Corn on- board Joanna:was ih a perlshlng stzte ,242 ag

-were cheese and salt aboard Anson. 243 In t,he' case of c
the Little Joe, one of }8 ships captured by¢th; T”‘f .
Liverpogl Packet in the first( few months of the war and@ ol \
claiméﬂ by the Admiralty,Aseueral moﬁths;At anchof; - ~ ?-. )
meant that the - .cargo of hops,, pepger: allum: gu; and., - r~. KN
codflsh was overheatxng and would Se much ln;ured 1;. - -

,not’tétally‘destroyed should éhey remaln 1ong Ain, their ;' ?_t"°
preipnt state .244 The f11e of the thtle Joe’also :3 ) .j
&contaxns an Appead  on- behalf of Enos Collins, Joseph ‘?L ;
.Preeman aTd other oQ:ers dated four“months later,‘ - - : .
requestlng that all the cargo::'of these 18 Shlps,
rconsisting mostly of co;n and flour be sold, ‘not Just~ hb
to preserve them from spoillng, but also to takel' |

. " . ‘ ' /’1 w. ' )
| ‘o : K ‘ - .. ‘N‘- o
v241P.A;C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 75, 29111; Pe@ition“for *
Unlivery and Sale N L .
242p.a.c., RG 8, IV, VoOl,- BE, ' Joanna.' Petition for _
Sale of_Cargo, 5 June»1813. .t ’ i

b -

243p a.C., -RG 8, 1V, vol. 73, Anson. pPetition to Sell
Cargo. - . : B .
’ 1

Ed

244p,a.c., RG'BJ 1v, Vol. 74, Little.Joe. Petltxon for

. Unlivery and gale of Cargo, 10 Novgxber 1812,

o
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advantage of the current scaréh&y.of-f{our and cornéin
Liverpool creating a "very advantageous markét”.245
. ) L4
. f Another document contaiﬁed in virtuélly every case
was known as the Allegatioq in a é}izeichuse. ‘Thig was
a standard form reiterating the legal grounq§ for pfize
- taking and specifying ‘the detaiis‘of prize,'maéter}
captor and maéter,_date'gf séiigre and po;£ to which
the §hip was taken. ‘Filing‘gnd‘eﬁterinq this .piece of
) evideﬁge, accofding.fo‘the.Minerva”s'costs,‘was the
. . ‘ same as filing a Petiﬁion for'Moﬁitio6; él;lOrO to ;he

A

judge and 6s.8d to the registrar. -7

.
-

. Claims and allegations by other interested parties

could. also be filed. ¥irtually all of the cases for
, - ’ : . N ’ .
‘ ‘ - ships -taken by the Liverpool Packet in 1812 include an

Allegation of the Agents of Admiralty, a five-point

statement claiming that since the privateer was not -
"duly commissioned", its claims should be ignored and
3 ; * - .

the prizes should be condemned as Drojt of Admiralty.

Ordinarily, this procedure was applied to enemy ships-

. ]
I'4

3
D ‘ R '
- »

— | 245jpid, Aé;eal, 18 February 1813.
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51ttxng in port when war was declared wh1ch were auto-
matlcally conf1scated by the Admxralty.245 Lieutenant
Governor Sherbrooke countered wlth his own appeal Just-
1fy1ng his commlsslon and c1a1m1ng that the prize
should be in provincial custod§, Althoughwall of the
prizes wer;\condemned as Droit of_Admirafty in ‘Febru-

ary, 1813, subsequent appealé by the owners of the

Liverpool Packet‘resulted in the—owners‘and crew being

R awarded £21 814 for twelve prlzes two years after their
capture 247 . -

For some owners, ‘the prospect of such a long
. ! >

drawn-out appeal process was not worth the wait., The
owner of Randolph filed a Retraxit withdrawing his

claim after a year of waiting for a decision:

- *

+.. the said -Jabez Monry, now taking into consid-
eration the great uncertainty and expense that'
will attend the prosecution of the salq Appeal,
and th'at the said Sloop and Cargo are of very
trifling value ...248 .

¢

. . R . .
I B
&N . '

< 246gnider, op. .cit., p. 28.
247idem o o RS

_248p 5. C., RGB, IV, Vols 94, Randolph. . Retraxit,
" August 1814, -
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N_aners of ?enelopg (prize to General Smyth in
1812) weré awarded only part of the cargo yet -

persevered for 785 days awaiting adjudication of 13
: ' - - . . I
casks oﬁ coffee. Because of the long detention they

were only charged half rates, but that £163. 10 10 fee

added to other dutles and court costs reduced the

£338.10.,114 profit frgm the sale of the coffee to less

than £701243, - . o ¥ .

L -

Owners, captors or other claimants wishing to

g

appeal. a capture were: requlred to post a bond for the

+ -

prosecution of their appeal. If ‘the appeal was

successful, the captor paid, if not, the claimant

.‘“

footed the legal expenses incurred; In the case of

’meendsh;p, a Halifax merchant launched an appeal on ’,:

behalf of the ship's three American owners aga1nst

Captain Joseph Barss, Jr. of the Liverpool Packet who

-

had captured Frlendshgp in spite of a valid British

Ilcence. The’ appellant héd to give 6300 bond to

v

-prosecute the case w1th1n an allotted t1me or pay all

s

\ £

)
v

249P.A.C., RG 8, IV, vol. 92,‘Pehelope.‘ Record of
Sales, 25 May 181s. ‘ . .
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eh arges. The.epbeal requested that the case be heard
by"a_commfssion created,undef the Great Seal and
oo reserved the right o "alter, amend and render, more N—
. . p: 2 N -
. perfect this appeal ... for the attainment of .
Justice®.250° ynfortunately, there is no indication
whether - the original Decree of Condémnation: was ’ ~ o
-reversed. ’ _ ig ' A N
It was also possible to appeal a decision of the -
Vice-Admiralty Court, but this had to be taken through
the British.systemé
i If a party to a prize appealed from a sentence ot .
the ¥ice-Admiralty Court, ... (he)-was required ta’ ;
give bond ... for due prosecution of the appeal. in s
England ... after 1708 (;ppeals) weht to a body of
N privy councillors specially commissioned’ for the -
‘ purpose, ‘called- the Lords Comm1ssxoners of Apped#l
in Prize Causes ...251
<l " L ; ". ( : »‘ o
250p,A.C:, RG 8, IV, Vol. 85, Friendship. Appeal by
Stephen W. Deblois, 31 August 1813, - A
S . .N' . u
251Jameson, op. cit., p.-x11. According to Swansor, S
"Section VIIT of the privateers instructions stated :
that any appeals had to be filed within 14 days- of o
the decree with the claimant providing. surety ;o Lo .
cover costs. 1f. the Privy Council upheld.the' S
: Vice~Admira1ty Court verdict, the appellant had to,
pay treble t?e costs! Swanson, p. 37. ‘
' - |

.. ’ . g
» M . . i

- . ‘ ’- ' s 0' -
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- » ‘"good and lawful prize“, a Deg}Ee of Delivery, usually

ty

Lack of evidence would}seem to point to the fact that -
very few ship owners or privateers took advantage.of
e o‘ this appeal process. ¢
‘ P - ' -

i N

., ¢

. o oh the date that the mon1t10n was. returnable, if

[}

. ' noe appeals or_clalms had been filed, the court passed -

. ¢ ! ' . .
judgement. If the-ship and/for cargo were consideredﬁ

‘
s

dated fhe-samé day,‘charged the'marsﬁal of the

Vlce—Admlral y Lourt (James Putnam) to' sell the ship

I e

and cargo at. auctlon,to the hlghest bldder after
. glv1ng die notlce thereof in a Public Newspaper for at
-”
least fourteen daysfk252 Such advertising and a cryér
"¢ cost Slbae,£1u2.6.253 \ i ..
Ships that were not adjudged as prize were

restored to their ownermmeans of a Decree of

v "’ Reéstitution to which poth captors and claimants ‘had to

w
¥ * -
[V T, U

agree, Thé.pegree of Restiﬁpéion of Middlesekx made the

>

‘claimant responsible for paying the King's Advocate,

court cbéts,énd Qheir own proctbr and advocate. The

¢ S . ' . o ot
‘ ot 252? A, C., RG 8, IV, Vol 73, Anson. Decree of *
.- : Delivepy7 27 November 1813.0 A 3

253p.a.€., RG.8, IV, Vol. 96, Sibae..

. \ .
.
oy . .
ct - . o
’ ~ . . -
T - ' ‘ -

Y .' K oLt . o, - ' N LY R . 0
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captor, Liverpool Packet agreed iQ paxlthe ?arshal and

the collector of custéms.zzﬁ In the case of George

Washington taken by Retalidtion in May and restored in

June, the ship was restored withoutdgpst and even "the
Judge was pleased to give.up all his fees in this
causg"liSS‘ Others were not so fortunate. Adventure,
faced with c;urt costs of EZSQ}ipd repéir and refitting
expenses totalling £1258.10.0 petitioneéd the court to
sell as much of her cargo: of sugar, coffee and molasses

"as may be necessary to discharge said costs and

expanse .256  gimilarly, agents for owners of

Lot ‘ o

Experiment, whose cargo was already choking her pump,
asked to be allowed to sell as much cargo as necessary,

to defray'thé following expenseé:
(

[}

- ‘ T '- . - )v
254p.A.C:y, RG 8, IV, Vol. 84, Middlesex. Decree of
Restitution,*2 October 1812. Court costs were
- £52.,11.10. ' \ ' ’

kY

255p.A.c., RG 8, IV, Vol. 85, George Wasiéngton. |
Decree of Restitution, 23 June 1813. ‘ - : °

256?.A.C4L~RG'8, v, Vol.,113,‘Advgnture3 Commission
of Unlivery and Sale. .
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-
Registrar's bill 3 £220.18.6
Sails and rigging 150. 0.0
Wages advanced to crew 25. 0.0
Claimant's private expenses 50. 0.0
Claimant's legal expenses 50. 0.0
Expenses of reshipping cargo . ‘ 10. 0.Q
Sundry stores y -15. 0.0
Agents commission (5%) 23,11.0
. . £544. 9.6257
The most common ' reason for restitution was thé
possession of a British licence issued in England or
one of h¥r—eplonies by either a naval blockade officer
or a Lieutenant-Governor. Although such a licence did ,

not,  in fact, guarantee immunity from capture, it was

perceived by Ameriéan sailors as a safeguard against

-

-seizure or impressment., -Two crewmen who signed on
board Victory in Lisbon testified that they had asked

to see, the ship's licepce before jo&ging "hecause we

{ ‘ N
objected to ship on board any Vessel which was not

~

protected from capture”.258 While these licences may

-

have forced British naval %essels to allow the bearers

to continue, they were generally gegargded with not

undeserved scepticism by the privaééers. Oon ﬁﬁherous

’
~

- N | ~ . c .
257P.A;C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 114, Experiment. Petition
. for Sale of Cargo, 14 March 1815, ° )

ZSBP:A.C.) RG 8, IV, Vol. 99, Victory. Testimony of
Chijstopher Williams and Ephraim Simonds, 31 March
1814. '
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occasions testimonies indicate that qu ship was
, ) . e ' .
boarded by naval officers, had her documents inspected

and was let go only to fall in with a privateer and be

condemned. Toward the end of the war when captures -

were reduced, experienced privateers like Benjamin

- -

Ellenwoog appeared to prefer the risk of having a-~ prlze

restored in court to pa551ng it by at sea. lee(;helr

American counterparts to.which Garitee'reﬁersz

The privateersmen delighted in hakassing the
licenced trade everi- when they could not get.a
decree of condemnation.

\\ ‘ = ' : 1“,_

L] <«

The fact that Sandbird, Industry, Janus and Recovery

.were condemned to ir captors despite their licences
. P P

-

indicates the gamble frequently paid off.

-

b

-

+ ' . . ) ' . : s
) - For many American ships, a British licence was a

mixed blessing. whlle it protected them from seizure

by British ships to some degree, it could be viewed as

w

treasonous and grounGSvfor confiscation by their own

navy or countrymen. This precarious situationq, h

combined with the penchEnt of provincial. privateers to

N
‘_ . . e *

259Garitee, op. éit-, b» 51

N -
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o

disguise themselves as Americans, led to a greét deal

of confusion. Thinking the &ir John Sherbrooke was an

American privatéet, the captain of Frederick Augustus

burnt his British licence only to discover the

.

pfivateer was British and his documentation yp. in
smoke .260- Nor did Cuba's captain show his British

licence to boarders from a ship fiying American coléur

[d

claiming to be from Rhode Island.26l By the time he

discaqvered her to be the New Brunswick privateer Dart,

<

his ship was taken. Désgite‘the licence, .Cuba was '

subsequently condemned.
In order to carry Eheir licenced cargoes to
British ports, Amerlcan captalns resorted to ,a number.

of strategems 1nclud1ng the deliberate fa151f1cat10n of

‘the sh1p s log. Henry Rlder, the Cuba's pilot answered

the standard questlon about the ship's papers saying
they "were not true and. fair but false and colorable,
and: that the depoheﬁt made false entries in.the Log

"260p.A.C., RG 8, IV, yol. 84, Frederlck 'Augustus.

Exam1nat1on of Mate, John Rowez,

'251p A.C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 80, Cuba. Exaqénatian of

P}lotj Henry Rider.

;e b ' T
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Book’l.."?62 to aeceiqe Aperican cruisers and’ conceal
their destination. Examinationg of éhe rest of the
seven;man crew revealed that four were‘sonqinced.they
were heading for Portland and two had no‘fdea ;f their

destination® The Diamond carried false Swedish ¢lear-

ance papers263 .while the mate of Don Carlos statéd that

the ship was cleared for Puerto Rico "as they were

obliged to do' to deceive the American Government",264

4

5 L
.

.

Another technique involved spurious bills of

lading. Three Friends,. taken‘DQ Liverpool Pécket; N

ecarried a licenced cargd as well as hemp:

-

[ 3 - [
shipped for the express purpose of deceiving the
‘American vessels of war, and inte%ded.to be ;§nded
in Boston aforesaid, ‘and that the property, so.
shipped in the different (sic) names.and marks was
also intended and meant for ‘the above reason.265

- - “ -‘ ¢
This was becauwse a Baltimore ship like Three Friends,,

T SN . C eiari s
cleared for' Boston would, arouse less suspicion than one

- -

2

262idem | J L | . ,

263p,a.C., RG 8, IV, VYol. 81, Diamond.

'264p.a.C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 82, Don Carlos. Examination’

'265p,A,C., RG 8, IV, Vol. 76, Three Friends.” Affigavit .

of Mate, Thomas Sinclair, 13 August 1813,

of Joseph Chase and Otis ‘Fall.

\

. P

I
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“ha, ¥
A , -

cleared for Eastport, since Halifax and Eastport ,lay on

the same heading. 'Unfottunately for Three Friends, her
. LA / ’
duplicity came to naught because, although he had a

genuine licence, the master was instructed not to show
it to anyoné,until reaching Halifax. Once there, and
in spipe of lettgﬁg frem Samuel Cunard of Halifax and
Jaﬁes Kehnedy (éxBritish subject who.owned the carge)
:c&ﬁfirming that the cargo was British property, the

court condemned the prize as a Droit of Admiralty.

& 4

Finally, Mahon suggests that many American

-

cabtains deliberately allowedd themselves to, be
‘captured.266 This way their cargoes Qou{d be carried
to the desired market, they could sell their produce
under pretence of ransoming it, ‘and return safefy'
home. Such e;11u51on seeﬁijto have been guite common

. N

in the waters between Malne and New Brunswick. where
many captures were probably *prearranged shipments to

Maritime importers”.267

-
-

266Mahon, ‘op. cjt., p. 222. ‘Swanson, p. 40 indicates .
that Instruction XIX. threatened confiscation by the.
V1ee~Adm1ralty Court if there was any ev1dence of
collusion in taking a prize. .

267gstanley, op® cit., p. ~363

T
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Despite the risks, many felt as did the master of
Nymph, that a British licence was "better than
privateering".268 However, for shiip owners such as

Joseph Austin of Nymph and Ethe; Olmstead of Richmond,

who were British sutjects still living in.the United
States, the discovery of their double identityoCOuld
have had serious repercussions. ,Accordindly,.ﬁeithér
ship’s licence indicated the name’ of the actual owner.

In a letter to Halifax merchant, Miéhael Tobin, 269

.

Olmstead requested that he obtain a note to make it

.

appear that Rlchmond had been ransomed He did not
want anyone to know he had.a llcence Yas I am an

Englishman & would be delt with roughly should some

people- in this country hear of it",270 s
. ) 3

Decrees of Restltutlon were also granted to shlps

.reglstered to owners of Spanlsh, Swed;sh or Portuguess

(R

natlonallty, countries not-at war with Britain.

- AN
.

<

26§P.A.C.LfRG 8, 1v, vol. 91,'N¥méh. Examination of.
Seaman; Joseph Dixbn, 15 June 1813.. . -~ ¢

269’I‘obxn was one’ of the bondsmen for three privateers:
Herald, Edward, and . Eleanor.v See Appendix 2, a

270p.a.C., RG 8, IV, vol. 95, Righmond. Letter, 13
- april 18i3. o ‘
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Adventure, San Gabriel and Gustavia were typical of

such ships. However, for other vessels, their foreign

registry was very recent indeed. The Eégle of Boston

became Calson- under a Swedish flag in 1813, since her °
new owner was a resident of St. Bartholomew's, a
Swedish island in the West Indies,27l Marianne became

<

Don Carlos without even leaving Bostom with the aig¢ of <

“the.Spanish Consul and $550 from a Spanish buyer.272
Captain Hayes of the Majeslic on blockade duty off
Boston wrote to Admiral Warren regarding the issuing of
blank licences by the Portuguese Consul who:
«.+ 18 said to be making quite a trade of that
flag, covering the property and furnishing the
necessary papers_ for any person.at a thousand
dollars a ship. 73 . "J}\\\\\ .
.Since this price represented twlce the cost of the
_average cargo ship, it must be assumed that the trade

-

advantages. of a neupral reggstry justified the effort.

271p,a.Cc., RG 8, IV, Vol..78, Calson. Sale of Calson,
15 April 1813.

~

272p A.C., RG 8, IV, vol. 82, Don Carlos.

t

273Mahan, op. cit., p. 171, Voi.'éy
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« Americén fishing vessels provide another example

»
«

e - . v . ot
‘ of ships protected in%@heory by their licences, yet .all

too offeh ébndemned as priie. In his llsthf 1652

LQBESuctgons to Pnavateers, Marsden notes that Frengh o

r

. Lflshermen were specxfxcally protected from capture at

. ! - @ 4

Ehat:tihé;274* The Liwerpool Packet's unofficial

comm1551on also forbade the taklng of unarmed flshxng

Pag -

g
.. vesselsm2751 Durlng .the War of 1812, American

. J
[ -privateers-generarly L’noced fishing vessels feeling,
.t v ., e o 1 . .
. according to.qyanqelll'/- R ‘ ' .
. B . y .
: . T ’ ’

1 ‘v ).' 3 ' “ .' ’
‘ There was little sport and. ltttle-profit in
running down small and smelly'Tlshermen from
oo Canadlan porks., 2 5

4

i . FR-s
L

e o
- .
~ o

] o B ) .
However, aS'far as the New Brunswick and Nova

. : i 4 . A .
Scotia pr;vateers were concerned,.jxshrng vessels were °

5

as good prey as any other Shlps. JIn facc, 51ncerthe

L 4 *
.
- * . L)
.

273Mahan, op. cit., p. 171, vol. 2. .
274Marsaen, op. cit., p. 407. ) o

275snider, op. cit., p. 22. - .



Britain issued new isefs of instructi

124

American fishing vessels considered themselves immune

" from capture, sthey were frequently sitfdng at anchor

and made no attempt to escape when hailed by the -
privateers, thus becqming easy‘prizes. As Abpgndix 3
iﬁdicates, every vessel.ide;tifiéd as having a fishihg
licence wéslcdndemned to its captors, Thé fact that
these cannot}havé been valuable prizes may be
indicativevof a shortage of other,‘ﬁorg lucrative
traffic qu the privateers to attack, or it may signify

what Garitee referred to as the privateers' "practical

patriotism®,., By Cabiuring an American fishing besSel,

"the privateers struck a blow at the enemy's economy at

vigtually no fisk to themselveg_and perhaps made a few
pounds into the bargain. The wiilingness of the o

Vicé-Admiralty Court to condemn these prizes, no doubt

encoCraged the practice..

’ .
¢ . A1
By to

. . The Vicé—Admiralty Court process of allegation,

"

adjudication and appeal could be Both lengthy and

) . N ’ Fe] . v ¢ .

expensive for. the claimants. 1In 1708 and 1740,. when
t .,: g

S !

LA

S .
ns: to' regulate
— e .
. . (e .

P . ) . ": - re o
3

- Lo
216cranwell’, op. cit., ps 67.

’
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colonial pfivateering} a number of clauses attempted tod
address the problem of delays and added court costs,
Under Sections VI and VII judges could be fined €500
for unneceesary'delays and the maximum fees payable to
officers .of the court were set‘at.ELO or €15 for a ship
of over 100 tons burden 277 From Appendix 4, it seems
clear that the Vice- Admlralty Courts charged what they
.felt the market would bear for the performance of
variéus,legal sefvices by Vice~Admira1t; Court
pefsonnel, Four basic fee echedules emerge: Cpsts EQ;'
Ptosecution ahd Claim; Settlement;‘Costs efﬁ;herciaims;-
and Costs on Progtedlngs and Salvage.. On thealatter

]

bill, salvage was shown as one- elghth of the apprals

’

value less thefcost of the reglstrar s commission and

the copy of the'settlement. Although these expenses

-

have not been investigated thoroughly, it wbuld seem
‘that ° except for the captors of really Valuable prizes,

‘those who made the greatest proflts from the buslness

[

of prlvateetlng mfght well have been the agents,

'marshals and judges of the Vice-Admiralty Court, It is

N

Fa ‘ .

271swanson, op.'cit., p. 37.
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\-\g ' . ,‘. . . \

said that Richard John Uniacke, the Advocate-General of
-Nova'Scbtia during the War of 1812, egrned endrmous

T "emoiuments” which "enabled him after deducting the
+ N ] " . - , 1 [y ) N -
expenses of a large famil} to put by in that short.time

ﬁhe very haridsome sum of £50,000".278 If the courts -

thus stood to profit.as much or more from pfivateering

T than the privateeks themselved, it would explain why no
> ) 3 v :
: effort was made thraughou; the war to streamline ‘the

N court system or expedite the process.  Moreover, .
» .

despite its shortqominds,‘the Vicé—Admirakty Court.
systeﬁ,séemed to work. Of thé mBre\fhan‘ZOO captures
‘recorded, onl;_18 ar 8.8%'wqre.fuliy restored, While
privatéer&ng may have bébﬁ a gambie, once in-caurt, the
odds ;ére on the side of the privateers. |

n : v N

“¢
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& K THE FINAL VERDICT

o

I1f the War .of 1812 was a rather minor. war on a

world scale, it had a prbfound\impac?:gp British Neorth
K} r " -

America's maritime colonies.‘ After'ﬁSOS; the economy
- 4 v N » )
of the area rose from being "merely-prosperous to
Y ‘ . . . .
pooming and bouyant",279 A look Tt the revenue

receipts for the .port of Halifax from 1812 t5 1815

illystrates the value of American- embargoes and

. v

Britain's licenced trade.280

Yéar . _ ‘Revénue Receipts
o 1812 -  U€31,041 -
1813 . ) '£70,338 )
1813 . oo . £93,759.
1815 ] £60,758

» -

It'is also.to be expected‘ﬁhat the frequent

o -

rrlval qf prlzes added to the prosperlty of Hallfax_

(and otheI ports) In' addition to a myriad of trade,
kY . i T
vateers also canrled home guns, ammunltlon

good?y pr

and spec1e which were essential to the provincial war

effort. Any foodstuffs taken "were manna to the

)
Ty

u’j ’ ~
27ggacNutt,.op. cit.a p-. 131, . .

280copp in Rawlyk, op. cit., p. 86.

127
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4

Canadian, commissariat at a t&me when food supplie§
especially wére hard to come 5y?.281 But no}l only did
the privateers contribute ko the mi}litary needs of Nbva
Scotia, they helped initiat; a wholé new import trade

of American goods while exporting prize goods“condemhedf’
in Halifax,282 Privateering.provided'New-Bru&swick gpd .
Nova Scétia with jobs, an oqtle; for inves§pent, a |
recdnnéissanée service, a cheap defensive weapon; and é

steady sourae of morale —'bbosting propaganda. It

_+. /Tontributed to the destruction of.American commerce and’

- 282Copp’in Rawlyk, op. cit., p. 83.

L

helped. convince that government of the desirability of

beace. .,

’

.

"JAlthouqh'ppivateerihg gained an unfortunate

. . - . - A i . .
{gputat;on during earlier times when regulations were
. ) L S -

less strenuously ‘enforced, by 1812, the practice had ° -

not just become legitimate, but could be said to have =~ °

reached fts historical and professional zenith, 283

b
“u
s

281Raddail, op. cit., p. 211.

283kendall, op. ¢it., p. 247.

"

e

or
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Over six centuries, Admiralty law had developed

-

129

neees

instructions and procedures governing all aspects of

‘brize making which were recognized and generally

respected by .all participants. .Although the American

colonies balked at the transplanting of Admiralty

-

Courts to British North America, the Vfce-Admiralty

\

. Court, and privateers,284 became a pa of life in

oA

‘to even acknowleage such issues as impressment or

Halifax from its establishment in 174F.

~

2

According‘to most historians, the “War of 1812 was

&

§upposedly foubht to ensure American freedom of the

seas. But the fa11ure of the Treaty of Ghent in

neutral rights is seen by Raddall ‘and others as a

v

1815
u

polite admission that the whole war was fought for

nothing!285

' 284reefe, ‘op.. cit., p. 1. -

-~

< - ‘%

However, as far as\prxvateers and letter—of-marque

vessels were concerned, the war offered them an

opﬁortunity to make use of their saiiing skills,

A

\

@

285Raddall, op. cit., p. 322.

~ B P

”spnike



%@

130

a blow against the enemy's commerce and make a little

profit of their own. Although Appendix 1 lists only 41

commissioned vessels, these ships captured over two

hyndred prizes.

- ~
~ o -

.+ .»ocommanded, officered and manned by the pick of
the citizepnd of Halifax, St. John,-Liverpool and
other seaports ... it is claimed that one-third of
the prizes taken from America were captured by
Ccagadian ships.?286

While it is diffiCUit to détermine how severe a blow'

S

<%hls represented to the United States' economy, it can

.

certalnly be argued that privateer -activities played

havoc with American coastal trade.

L
G

©

The career of the Liverpool Packet provides an

In October and

~

~

excellent fxample ,of this role.

Navember 1812, the Ldiverpool Packet captured siren

Shlps forcing. New~England to reorganize her

N

transportation routes and leading Boston merchants to

discuss the feasibility of cutting a canal ‘through Cape

o

286Kendall, op.'cit., p. 280 Snider potes 37
privateers and 12 letter~of-marque ships but I have:
identified only those with 1etter§ of-marque on file

or with capturés credited ®o them.
-

. v
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Cod as a less costly alternative to the depradations of

4
Nova Scotla prlvateers'287

On New Year's Day,

1813K s

ﬁkhe Boston Messenger raged against this same

1qs;gnif1cant fishing schooner™

.which had captured

e}éht or nine sails over 20 days costing Boston *

merchants s70,ooo-s9o,ooo.288

ships affected owners and i

14

While the taking'of

1vestors most dlrectly, the

capture of cargoes deprived New England markets of '

certaxn basic comﬂgdltles. A 51mple

prizes paken by
illustfates‘tﬁe
activities.
ship

U;ion

.Pol]

Lit&\e Joe
Anson

Fenelon ;

vae}
L J

Two Friends’

Three Friends

Columbia .

-

the leerpool Packet

L)

far-reaching effects

cargo
439 pushels corn,
28 barrels flour

183 casks rice

46 bales hops

292 hogsheads salt

108 barrels flour

3000 bushels corn,
660 bushels oats

- 230 bushels flour
2338 bushels corn--

660 Qarrels flour

287snider, op. cit., p. 19-A

288Leefe' Op, Clt., P 100

[

N

in 1812

of one privateer's.

.

chart listing nine

Destination

Kennebunk. ’ v
Boston

New York

Baltimore

Boston

Boston

Boston

*Boston’

Bostqg



o

‘Zggﬂﬁclntyre, op. cit., p. 171. . A

o 3

L3

. : T .-
While* the loss of these supplies would not have reduceﬁ

t%e city of Boston to starvation, - it must have served

to disrupt food supplies, reduce mercdntile profits ‘and
. A | V . -
inconvenience the quulation. “ . u o

R
A further manifestation of danger to shipping was

increased insurance rates. The LiQerpool Mercury of
*
July 7, 1813 noted American premaums charged on cargé“s

B -
o “ =

-going’ to eastern American ports. Thése ranged fr?m(b

low of 2%- 5% in unspec1f1ed eastern ports to 6%~ 10% 1n"

14

‘New York, to 12% 15% in Chesapeake Bay, and to 22% 25%

-~

in Savannah Georg1a where the blockade wasg- mogt’ <,

¢

strictly enforced 283 gy compaglson, in Hal&fax«dufinq

the same period, most vessels could not even obtain.in-

"surance, whlle those that dld were charged 33% on top

-
~

of pnevlops premlums.290‘ It woyld appear that insurers

felt American ships were in more danger from the - .
British blockade than ffgh provincial'p;ivateere,:while
. { .

Americanlpfﬁ§a§S§;$ were the most sérious threat of

al. f - 'r_" } : o

L3

2904bid, p. .172.
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recaptured or restored.29l american losses ‘are not

‘existing ‘pattern of coastal trade.’

_293Mahan, voel., 1, op. cit., p; 297.

»
p¢d
-

L]

In a statement to the House of Commons in December,

\ 1814 Lloyd S underwriters reported that Amerxcane had '

1 v

captured 1175 British vesseks of which 373 had been

-

enumerated but, if Mahan's estimates are correct, the
‘ ) ' . . \r\/ b‘ '
rate of 1loss was three American ships te every four
) ’ H‘A ; R ) ‘ Ai' .os
British vessels.292 A rough calculation'places . RN

e

Amerlcan losses at approx1mately %00 shlps, one- thlrd . !

RN -

.of which are’ 1dent1f1ed ‘as prlvateg? prizes. It would

thus appear that the: prlvateers anreased both the cost | /
N

and the risk of American shippihg and altered the. : ' oo
s - ‘ . . -t E .}

. -

o
- e
- ‘, « 1

v When this sort of economic harassment was added to .

2

- the pressure of Britain's naval blockade‘in'iHIB, ‘ . -

~ [

America's maritime trade was Girtually'drought to a
haft Corny f10ur and sugar were in short qupply and '

prlées skyrocketed. In Baltlmore where the Dlockade

~

3
_was not in, force, flour cost $6 SU/barrel in September,

-

1813; in blockaded Boston, it was 312.00293; tn Halifax -
N\ ‘ - .

A

221Hor5man, op. cft., p. 152, .~ ’ Y

- s . ’

292Mahan' VO].. 2, op- Cito', p- '22.
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in the summer of 1813 it fetched $45.00/barrel294; - and

it sold for as much as $58 00/barrel in England. 295 1t

¢ <

is no wonder erican shlps were so anxious for British

licences to carty flour and other' commodities to
A :

s . ,
overseas markets. Profiteering, government demand and
‘ " .
scarcities of certain items contributed to a strong
* [ : o .

economic incengive for privateering. .
- v *
: 3

° t - ‘ oL .
. -
. . L.

But whether or no;ygrivatéering was the lucrative

‘

busines$ it was supposed‘toebe is open to debatep
- [
Aqfordlng to Forester, the qverage value of a pr1ze was

T

approxlmatelx $25 000, 296 prever,.after leizl feeg.

customs duties’ and court cqsts were levied, ot much

more than.half-of the or1gxnal sale prqceeds' <

C N
.o : oy

“remained.297 . .. | ' g

-

’ -

’ PR S S R ' ' n

o , R ) . - .\, . .t
The coénsensus. among historiahs seems to be that

.. . N - N N

although privdateering. could”®nd did earn certain of its
' ’ 4 ' ': '0 T - : ¢ ’ M v
e . : .
- - . .

v

. N . il

294 ¢opp in'Rawlyk op. cit., p. 92. 3'. . BN

’295Mac1ay, op. c1t., p. XV,

» .
296Forescer, op. ¢it., p. 92‘ This is apptOXImately
the same cost as outfltthg a prlvateer.
397Gpr1tee,‘zp,.c1t..-p” 188.. ‘
. . .
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AR practitioners (such as-Enos_Collf%s) enprmou§‘health,

it w3s never much more than marginélly pnofitaele. For _

every Thomas Freeman,wbb is reputed to have made up for
losses over 20 years of seafaring in two weeks of

3
cruising aboard Retaliation,233 there werws_probably

others lrke the three owners of the Unlon, o "died

. ’ wholly 1nsolvent- the two latten-hardly leaving

sufficient property_to\pay their funeral "charges and

the former a large family of infant orphan children

quite destitute ...".299 wWhile some may have had

dreams of riches,:the chief appeal éf privateering lay

in-its very risk, offering the *fascination of a .

lottery” with” a prize at the end, 300 ‘Nevertheless,. .

~w1thout a strony potent1a1 fOE prof1t, and the legyal

framework for ensuring a ‘fair settlement in the courts,

L]
-

the cautious merchants of Nava Scotia and New _,
. , # ) i\h .
J * " Brunswick. . ’ .

‘#
-
S e

298 cefe, op..cit.f:fntroddction.

]

.« 299p.A.c., RG B,AIV, wol..97 Rachael/Rickménd.
Protest of Sqmuel Males,x19 Aprxl 1813.

‘. 300Forester, op. sit., Dt 74.
. . n. * . ~ '
. " & v .
- . 4 T -
F'd tk - » ' -4 e N .
- 4 . Q-N . L2y
[ 4

. the practice of privateering wpuld haVe never attracted:
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étategically, the value of privateering to the
government which” issued the letters-of-marque was
limited by the degree to which their “success affected
the“enem;'s will to\reoist and thereby shortened the
war or made possible berter ‘terms of peace".301’“€nlike
naval vessels, prlvateers were prlvately owned ships to
whom the na@;onal welfare came second to their own.
They preyed on victims smaller or less well armed than

~ »

they, preferrlng guile and seamanshlp to guns.

-
<o - Y

. -

. . . .
. . P ‘1 i » o .
< - E . . .
¢ - - -
. - . . .
\ ' < e ‘ k]

‘Sharing risks as well as profits, privateers . N
R
' S, )
represented a close-knit commer01al fraternltw which i
ensured that sick and wounded crewmen were provzded f,: o -

for, as well as w1dows, orphaned ch11dren -or elderly

parents,of men slain at sea.302,-Many of thbse involved

b

in privateering in Atlantic Canada_were linked by

famxly, business, pOlltlcal or SOClal relatlonshlps
which ensured that any economic benefits from their,

business were spread‘througnout the community. Among

the chief benef1c1ar1es of the: prlvateers efforts seem

to»have beén the Customs House and the funtionarieS‘of

a
- - .

-« -~

301Cranwell, op- c1t., p. 18.

BOZMarsden,‘op. C1t., p. 52. ' o :

»




306jbigd, vol. 1, op. cit., p. 407.

137

the Vice-Admiralty unrt whovadmini§tered a "sieve of
legal costs"303 through.which all profits passed,
Nevertheless, for priyateeré who’underthod the complex
system of priee—making and were able toaavpid the legal
pitfalls, profits could be handsome, 1f not "fahulously

large".304 - . <

’, °

'In ‘their attacks on each other's commerce both
; N :
provincial and Amerigan privateers contributed to a

growlng de51re EOr peace. Although American privateers

outnumbered those frOm Nova Scotia and New Brunethk hy
rapprox1mate1y ten‘to one, the seccess of the Brltlsh
blockade meant that most of Amerlca@ ggaborn traifxc'
" was severely restricted after 1813. wBe&waen 18q3 and

" 1814 the tonnage of United States coasaal vessels was

halved 305 and exports plummeted from .$108 mllllonA

dollars in 1807 to §7 mqll1on in 1814.306‘ By the same

/

k) v

303kendall, op. cit.,, p. 285. .
304MacNutt,'oph cit., b,-151:

305mahan, vol. 2, op. cit., p. 206.

=

oy
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v

token, the decline of American shipping reuuced the
number of potential prizes .available to provincial

‘privateers. 'In fact, both Snider and MacNutt-intimate

»

that a fast-5ailing vessel of good capacity could have

made more money in trade after 1813.397

-

After the War of 1812, Fhe pracﬁice of priveteering,
' ' | N
appeared to fall into dlsuse 308The reasdpns for. this are

not really made clear 51nce, throughout tﬁé war, prlv-

@

atee; act1v1t1es were an effectlve auxlilary weapon,’
- /e

,providing "a definite break with piracy/ and an 1mportant

=tep in the development of Jdaw and order at sea" 309

HoweVer, in the changing polltical and’ technologlcal
b}xmate after 1815, guerre de course may have outlived

its usefulness.PriQé{ggriné and the legal system necessary
: L S : . :

‘°3O7Snider, op. cit., p. 144. R i ¢
30?Pr1vateer1ng was flnally rendered legally obsolete
in the United States by the Hague Conventlon of

1907. - - A
309 - . - - - .
Kenda!l, op. cit., p. 291. . B X . .

r

4
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influence which was dimipishing in North, Amcrica. after

\ -~

1815. The development of‘steamships and drmour—c]ad
L]

naval vessels after the war rendered the- tnadltlonql
techniques of prlze making’ not bnly more danqoroua, but

v1rtua1ly obsolete. .

. S
‘Practised by the famous and ;nfamods from the

thirteenth century, privateering had played an important

a9

strategic role throughout its history. But once 1t was
. No longer an expedient and inexpensive weapon of commer-

cial’warfare,<privéteeriﬁ§ lost its ,appeal. Without “the.

S

. ® .'\,. g ’, “
incentive of reasonably 1owfnisk.profits; the pragmotic

entrepreneurs who had supported the system werc no longOI
w*lllng to invest. As guns and shlps became more sophis-.
ticated guerre de course took oe a new meaning, mani-
festlng 1tself in the subnarlne thgeat of the llrSt wor]u
'War. The War of 1812'was both the aeme. :né the end of the
-p;iveﬁeerlng tfhdlf;pn in North America.‘While providinq
the*motLve force foria nuﬁbef ?f'pr;vate fortunes., the
practice of-privateerinq itse{fﬂeQentUaily sqccuebcd'te

-

the fortunes of war. o g
o _ -

.

\1

ot
el
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APPENDIX 1

Ship

1. Caledonian .’

2. Liverpool Packet

N

Sir John Sherbrogdke

Retaliation «

Sir John Sherbrooke
Rattler :
CGrown

Dart

‘Matilda

Retrieve

LETTER OF MARQUE

Size & Type
623 t. Ship

mﬁ t. Schooner

qu.ﬂ.,Wchmhnw:m

71 t, mozoozmh

13
273 t. Brigantine

-

Jebacco mOmn‘

. -
..NM t. Schooner
74 t. Sloop
50 t. Schooner
55 t. Schooner

-

SHIPS REGISTERED ,1812-1815

N

i)
ii)
iii)

iv)

i)

ii)
"t ili)

[N

i)
ii)
iii)

Date of Marque

17 July 1812

20 August 1812
5 February 1813
20 November 1813
11 November

23 November 1812
3 February 1813

25 May 1813
20 December 1813

11 February 1813

Tender for Sir
J. Sherbrooke

e,

14 april 1813

4. May 1813
14 July 1813

11 May 1813

21 May 1813
21 September 1813
8 July 1814

14

35

25

40

40

45

20

NN
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4

Ship
10, Fly

N

11. Weazle

12. Bunker Hill

13. Broke

HaT nwmm:mn,

W15 omonmm

16. toHcmnw:m.

Hﬂ..msmrso:
t
18. Herald

19, Edward

> 4

20. Eleanor
21. Intrepid

22. :mwm

- KA
-

Size & Type

50 t. Schooner

45 t. Schooner

179 t. Schooner .

52 t. mo:OODmm

.

67-t. Sloop .

-123 t, Schooner

143 n.,mnwmoamn

ﬂm@ t. mn:ovnmw
qu n..m:Hn

322 ﬂL Brigantine
192 . t. mnwcmﬁwwum
67 t. rrocmn

38 t. Sloop

i)
ii)

o0 -

owﬂm of Margue Crew Guns
28 May 1813 35 3
6 July 1813 . 35 3
Mm.zmx.HWPu .35 5
17 June 1813 - 15 T3
6 July 1813 -~ 35 5
27 September 1813 35 . -5
9 July 1813 . - 20 5
11 August 1813 60 6
20 August 1812 80 - 12
w.ZOAwacmn 18] .wo 10
2 wmvnmacmn 181 .mo ; 5.
.m September 1813 - 25 10
25 September 1813 - 25. . 9
27 September 1813 25 12
20 October 1813 16 6
29 November 1813 25 2
‘ ] o

Wt
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~l -
ship .
23. Rolla
’ Dolphin
24. Lunenburg
25. Sherbrooke
26. Rover v
27. Ann -
28. Saucy Sixteen
,29. Minerva
30, Snapdragon
31. Saucy Jack
32. Dove )
33. Lively (N.S.)
. 34.
. .
N ’
2 ’
T |

™

Size & Type

132 t. Schooner
\

93 t. Schooner

205 t. Brigantine
85 t. Schooner

57" t. Schooner

Schooner

64 t. Sloop
167 t. mn:oo:mn

100 t. Schooner

wc_nn Schooner

th mmzoo:mm\

General Smyth(N.B.) Cutter -

. i) 18 August 181&
- ii) 29 November 1814

2 ¢

Date of Marque

w June mWHp

Tender for Rolla

27 August 1814

23 mmohmacmn 1814

24 September 1814

No. ‘letter of marque

3 october 18]4
9 November 1 14

14 omomacmnwAwHA

24 Janudry 1815

4 QCHK 1814

No letter of marque

Crew

60

45

15

50

, 20

45

30

45

20
30

$19,000
{Mullins)

3 1
6 .

3 (1)
. tsnider, p.257)

1 2
5 < 10
(Snider, p.250)

4
(Snider, p.225)

9
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35. Fly (N.B.)

36. Brunswicker .(N.B.)

37. Hunter (N.B.)

38, Star (N.B.}

39. Union
40. Telegraph Az.m.v

41. Comet (N.B.

“Sources:
’ 1798-1815.

Size & Type

Schooner

Sloop

-

Schooner

Schooner

prize case files.,.

o4

v

. - N~
»
Date of Margque Crew Guns Prizes
—_— ey . <
No letter of marque - 3
No wmnnmn of marque - -- .ar --
3 . . (Snider, p.225)
&o Hmnnmn of sm:.@F:W/w -- S S -
No letter of marqgue /m . 3
B (Leefe, p. 47)
zoﬂ»mnmmn of marque -~ 1
No letter of marque -- " - S (1)
. : , (Snider, p.255)
No letter of margque --— 14 -—

‘ (6nider, p.192)

a

List of letter Om(amw@:m ships from P.A.C., RGS8, .1V, Vol . 139-40, Letters of Marque
Additional ships referred to in Mullins, Snider and Leefe as contained in
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APPENDIX 2 . ‘PRIVATEERS AND INVESTORS . o, f
Name of Vessel o Bond ~ owners : )
1. Caledonlan 17 July 1812 - £1500 K George Robertson, Greenock, N.S.
Thomas Boag (Magter) John Black - Merchant, Halifax ‘William Forsyth, Greenock, N.S. ‘
. . John Brown - Merchant, Halifax James Hunter, Greenock, N.S. *
JamesgThorn - Merchant, Halifax William, Smith, Liverpool, U.K.
L N . . B . g - John Black, Halifax, N.S. cr
2. Liverpool Packet <" 24 August 1812 - £1500 .. " Enos Collins, Halifax, N. S. .
(Ex. U,S8. Slave ) " Enos,Collins ~ Merchant, Halifax Benjamin Knaut, Liverpool, N.S. )
. Trader Black Joke) John Moody - Merchant, Halifax Johp Barss, James Barss, Liverpool, N.S.
uo:: reeman (Master) Joseph Freeman ~ Liverpool, N.S. . \\ .
J mmc: Barss, Jr. 10. February 1813 - £1500 .m. - Enos Collins, Halifax ’
{Master’) -Joseph Freeman - Merchant, Benjamin Kpaut, Ljverpool, N.S, T
hN . Liverpool, N.S.: John Barss, uwamw mmnmm. Liver h%u. M\ S,
’ \ . John Barss - Merchaht, Liverpool _ .,
: i z.w- ) * . ' )
A . . John Moody - Me¥chant, Halifax . oo
Caleb Seely {(Master) 25 November 1813 ‘ Enos Collins, Halifax -~ N
~ % " Joseph Freeman - Merchant, Benjamin Knaut, Liverpool, N.§.-
N - Liverpool, N.S. : John Barss, James mmnmm. rp<mnc00u N.S.
John Barss - Merchant, rwcanOOH
¢ N.S. ~ . : g
y ‘ ~ John Moody - Merchant, -Halifax
Lewis. Knaut (Master) 20 October Hmup,a €150Q RN : m:Om Collids, zmpummx
_ Enos Co¥dins -~ Merchanty Haljfax Qommuw >prmo:.,:mpummx ’ .
Joseph Allison - Merchant, Halifax : /
\ ' ~ ’ &
3, Sir John Sherbrocke 23 November 1812 - £1500 Zanms sterling Ritchie, st. John, N.B.
Thomas Robson (Master) William Lawson - Merchant, Halifax William Pagan, Wn John, N.B.
L Enos Collins - Merchant, Halifax Robert vmcms. St. Andrews, N.B.

Joseph Allison - Merchant, Halifax E . :

L)
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Name of Vessel .

4.

6.

7.

L J

Retaliation )
(Ex U.S. Schooner -
Revenge e) C. '

Thomas Freeman’ ﬁzmmnmnv

, wo:umapz mwwmatooa

(Master)

Harris Harringtoen
(Master)

N

Sir John Sherbrooke
(Ex. U.S. .Privateer
Thorn). -

Joseph Freeman (Master)

.

Rattler .
{(Ex. U.S. Jebaccao Boat)

cro¥n

-Solomon Jennings (Master)

Dart 4
John Harris ﬁzmmnmnv

“Charles Hill -
William K.,

John ‘Brown

Bona., oL ,

10 February 1813 - £1500
Merchant, Halifax
Reynolds - 'Merchant,
Halifax LT -
27 May 1813 - £1500
John Brown - Merchant, Halifax -
William K. Reynolds - Merchant,
Halifaxk ‘ .
22 December 1813 - £1500
- Merchant, 'Halifax -
William K.~Reynolds - Merchant,
:mpwmmx, . .

15 ‘February 1813 = £1500 .
Enos follins - Merchant, Halifax
Joseph Allison - Merchant, Halifax

Tender for Sir John Sherbrocke

L'

- +

14 April - 1813 - £1500 .
Thomas Smith - Merchant, Halifax
William O° wn,m: - Merchant,
Halifax . :
u May 1813 - £1500 .
* samuel Cunard -’Merchant, Halifax
John Owen - Merchant, Halifax

.

John Roberts, Liverpceol,

'.Owners - . - N
_ Snow Parker, Liverpool, N. S..
Thomas Freeman, r~<mn©00~ N.S.
. s \\,: A
'snow Parker, Liverpool, N.S.

Thomas Freeman, Liverpdol, N.S. .
N.S,

James Gorham, Liverpool, N.S.
Liverpool, N.S.

Snow Parker, »
Liverpool, N.S. .

Thomas Freeman,

Gordon Dewolf, Liverpool, N.S.
Enos Collins, Halifax .
Joseph Freeman, Liverpool, N.S. .

" Joséph Barss, James Barss, and

Benjamin. Kdaut, Liverpool, N.S. o
A..w. - - Q.f .
d , \, 4!\ )
_Samuel Harris, Halifax
Solomen Jennings, Halifax \
Robert Shires, St. John, N.B. S
James Hay, -Jr., St. John, N.B. ' .

James Thorpe Hanford, St. John, N.B.

L™
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Name

of Gmmmmwf(\,

James Ross Azmmnmnv

Matilaa

John Burkett (Master)

wmnnwm<MWu. A

Silas Crane (Master)

10.

<

William Allen (Master) - .

<

William Young Namanwv.

«
'3

Ely

Enoch Stanwoed (Master)

[

Elkanah Clements (Master)

mo:a - . 7. owpners -
15 July 1813 - E1500 _ " Robert Shires, St. John, -N.B.
John Roy - zmno:w:n; Halifax - - James Hay, un., St, John, N,B., :
Samyel.Cunard - Merchant, Halifax Qmsmm HJOva mm:NOna mn. uo:s. N. m.
11 May 1813 .o Richie, Barlie, mOUPJmo:. Burkett, -
- : : . >::muo-m xowmp N.S. &
28 May 1813 - £1500 ( - \silasccrane, Halifax

John Starr - Merchant, Halifax
William Young - Mariner, Falmouth,
N.S.

-

Thomas Leonard, Halifax
Thomas” Leonard ~ Merchant, Halfifax .Starr & m:mz:O:. mmpwmwx .
William Church - Halifax. - . . : o .

~ .

21 September 1813 - £1500

\

9-July 1814 - €1500 . T ~ Thomas -H., Woodward, Halifax - T
‘William K. wm<:o~am ~ Merchant, MWilliam K. Reynolds, Halifax .
"Halifax’ James Coggswell, Halifax .
Elisha DeWelf’ zmno:m:n.,fomnoy. o T .
N.S. ’ -
3 June 1813 - £1500 - . o Israel Harding- Halifax
William Murphy - Trader, Halifax , Enoch Stanweod, Halifax F
John Thomas Hill - Attorney, - TCharles Hill, Halifax .
Halifax T N . Y
6- July 1813 = £1500 - . © - .Charles Hill, Halifax - :
Arthur Brymer - Merchant, Halifax ™ Israel Harding, Halifax
John Thomas Hill - Attorney, e ‘ .
Halifax © e : sl S
P . i .
. &
T, _ b
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Name of Vessel

4

Weazle
George William Anaerson

(Master)

11.

Bunker Hill
({Ex. U.S. Privateer)
James Chadwick (Master)

HN.

o'

13. Broke . .. .
Ex. U.S. Schooner
Juliana Smith)

paniel Waid (Master)

William Smith (Master)

14. Gleaner v
(Ex. U.S. Privateer)
Prince Kinney (Master)-

‘"John Osborne -

Bond .

31 May 1813 - £1500
William Bond - Grocer,
Francis .Muncey - Grocer,

Hal

19. June 1813 - £1500
John Pryor - Halfiax

Henry Yeomans - Merchant, Halifax

6 July 1813 ~ £1500
Wilkliam Rudolph - Merchant
Merchant,

i ° ¢

‘-

1 October 1813 - £1500

Halifax

-owners

' ©

Joseph Hamilton, Halifax
-William Bond, Halifax
Francis Muncey, Halifax .
William O'Bryan, Halifax

. ‘ * '

ifax

John Pryer, Halifax

‘

Phineas Lovett,Jr., }::mvowpm Royal,

, Halifax N.S. : .

Halifax ‘ , ) .

i

P. Lovett,-'Jr., Anmapolis Royal,

‘William Rudolph - Merchant, Halifax N.S.
John Osborne - Merchant Halhifax :
10 July 1813.- £1500 John George Pyke "is the owner on
Kinney Prince - Merchant, Halifax behalf of the Province," Halifax

v

John George Pyke - 3mno:mnn. Halifax' ) .

o

.

15. George 13-August 1813 - £1500 .. .Thomas H., Mason, Halifax :
John Gilchrist (Master) George Haim - Trader) Halifax George Haim, Halifax .
‘ Thomas Smith - Baker, Halifax Thomas Smith, Halifax
. . / Joseph Schofield, Halifax
16. Wolverine - _ 21 >cocmn 1813 - mwmof Joseph’' Barss, Thomas Barss, uo::
(Ex. U.S. Schooner Thomas) John Moody - Merchant; :mwpmmx Barss, . .
Charles William Shea William Rudolph - Merchant, uommnz Freeman m:a mm:umaw: x:mcn.
(Master) T Halifax Liverpool, N.S.
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Name .of Vessel

|
..
2

17.

18.

19,

20.

21,

22.

John Roberts, Jr. a
(Master) .

Shannon

(Ex U.S.
Growler)
Benjamin
(Master)

Privateer

Ellenwood

. »~

- Herald

S e it

“Charles Simonds (Master)

L.
.«. .
-

Edward
James H., Tidmarsh
{Master) e
Eleanor

Alexander Anderson
(Master)

- @ . :
Intrepid - : .
Johrr Lenfesty (Master)

r

Hare , _
James Reid (Master)

30 mmvmmacmﬂ 1813 -

Bond . o : o Owners - .
*10 November 1813 - £1500 QQmmmz,w@ﬁwws\H:oamm Barss, James
John Moody Merchant, Halifax Barss, ' )
William Rudolph - Merchant, . .Joseph . Freeman and Benjamin Knaut,
Halifax : Liverpool, 'N.S.:- N

I3

4 September Hmww ~ £1500 Liverpool, N.S. ’
John Moody - Merchant, Halifax .
William K. wm<=owam Merchant, L ‘

Halifax

-Snow Parker,

-

Hugh. Johnson & Son, St. Qozs, N.B.
Thomas Milledge, St. John, N.B.

i
11 mmvnmaomn 1813 - £1500
Michael Tobin - Merchant, Hal #ax
William kDonald - Merchant, St. upsa.
z-wo ’ , , \

-

'€£1500
William Lawson -*Merchant, Halifax
Michael HOUH: |¢3mnn:m:n. :mppmmx

.Messrs. Belcher and an@:n« Halifax

30 mmvnmscmn 1813 = £1500 . -Messrs, Belcher and Wright, Halifax-
William Lawson - Merchant, Halifax ’ o K .
Michael Tobin - Merchant, Halifax o ‘ . "

22 October 1813 - £1500
James Forman - Merchant, Halifax _ ] .
Henry Yeomans - Merchant, Halifax . . . :

«

. _Peter LeLacheur, Guernsey, U.X.

Noah Desbrow,

30 November 1813 - £1500 . St. John, N.B.
* John Moody - Merchant, Halifax John Clark, St. John, N.B.’
Noah Desbrow - Merchant, St. John,. Hugh Doyle, St. John, N.B.

N.B. ) ” ) s ’ <




) AR . ‘
N . . - ’ «
.. . .4 ... (N ™ . ) .. . s . , - El
‘Name of Vessel +  ° . ;o Bond : : . ~ Owners
23. Rolla _ , pmo June 1814 —.£1500 T Joseph Freeman, Liverpool, N.S.
(Ex. U.S. Privateer) . . , Enos Collins - Merchant, Halifax - James R. DeWolf, Liverpoeol, N.S,
" John Freeman (Master) Joseph Allison - Merchant, Halifax . John Barss, James Barss and _
- - , Benjamin Knaut, Liverpool, N.S.
. » T - R . Enos Collins, :mwwmmx
S S S . Joseph Allison, Halifax
: S ; . . o . : Y
Dolphin , - Tender for Rolla - . . . S . :

24. Lunenburg : ; L o . - | .
Joseph.Falt (Master). 19 August 1814 - £1500. "Henry Moser, Lunenburg,.N.S.

) John Clark - Merchant, Halifax ., Philip Rudolph, Lunenburg, N.S.

[

W. Henry Moser |,3mno:w:w. John N. Oxner, Lunenburg, N.S.
Lunenburg, N.S. ‘ ) Henry EOHFmszmcv. Lunenburg, N.S.
Thomas Chamberlain . 30 November 1814 - €1500 mmyn< rommn. rc:m:ccno. N.S.
. (Master) _ ! John Clark - 3mno:man~‘mmwmmmx ' wkumb»w:aopm:. Lunenburg, N.S.
’ John Pendergest - Merchant, John* N, Oxner, -Lunenburg, N.S.
Halifax . . ) Henry Wollenhaup, Lunenburg, N.S,
. , . /n\ .- m, =
25. Sherbrooke 27 August 1814 - £1500 . . James Cavan, Barbados
i William Torken ‘(Master) John Dougan - Merchant, Halifax . o
: . Garret Miller - Merchant, Halifax : ,
26. Rover ° ’ 24 September 1814 - €1500 .. _Snow .Parker, Liverpool, N.S.
* (Ex. U.S. Privateer " . William K. Reynolds - Merchant, . ’
Armistice) T Halifax . ' .

John Brown (Master) John Browh. - Merchant, :mwwmwxu

27. Ann o o 30 September. 1814 = £750 . John Osborn, . Halifax.
+ Randall McDonald (Master) Samuel Cunard - Merchant, Halifax
T = Frederick Major - Merchant, Halifax ) .

§
' O R .
[ ) - R
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Name of Vessel-

’

28. Saucy Sixteen )
29. ZMmmncm _
Joseph Bartlett (Master).
»/./ ,
30. Snapdragon
(Ex. U.S. Prtvateer)
James Reid (Master)
31. Saucy Jack m, J
Joseph Bartlett (Master)
32. Dove
James’ Harrington (Master)
33. Lively .
Joseph Barlett (Master)
34. General Smyth
35. Fly
36. Brunswicker . )
(Ex. U.S. Revehue Cutter)
\
$7. Hunter

- Joseph Boyle -~ Merchant, Halifax

‘11 Novembeg 1814 - £1500

December,

v
]

cQwners .

Bond - . )

’

No Hmnwmn of mardque . 16 M:<mmnoﬁmn ww<mﬂ©oop..z.m. T
uommvz mmﬁmm..h%@mw@OOH. N.S.
Thomas Barss, Liverpool, N.S.
Andrew Webster, Liverpool, N.S.
Joseph Bartlett, Liverpool, N.S.

3 October ‘1814 /- £750 . oo
John Moody ~ Merchant, Halifax .

Messrs. Curry & Handford, St. John,
z-w. N ¢ - ) ¥

"

John Roy - ‘Merchant, H3jlifax 3
Samuel Cunard - Merchant, Halifax -

16 December 1814 - g1500 .
Joseph Boyle - Merchant, Halifax -
Thomas Barss - Merchant, Liverpool

Joseph Boyle, Halifax.
Thomas mmnmw,.rwcmHUOOM. N.S.
Joseph Bartlett, Liverpool, N.S.

24 January 1815 - £1500 Joseph Cottingham Bates, Liverpool,

John Moody - Merchant, Halifax N.S.
Charles Hill, Jr. - Merchant, < L \
Halifax . :
July, 1814 - Liverpool, N.S. . o
No letter of margue ) Provinde of New Brunswick -

-

No letter of marque St. John's, Newfoundlanag

No letter of marque- Province of New Brunswick

a
v

Hmpm .vnocmsom of New Brunswick:

-
- - - o, -
¢ *

et
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zmam of Vessel" - : Bond ' . PR . . Owners

>
@

38. Star

2taz , b mnw John, N.B.
.~ Caleb Seely (Master): : Lo

‘Mo letter of marque

- v
3 B v o v ¢
a

39, Union . . 20. November 1812, - mwm%o WmOnom Younghusband, mna.uosn- N.B.
: William Ward - xmno:m:h. St. John Samuel ‘Miles, St. John, N.B.
John Atkinson = Merchant, St. John William Rabert Boyd, St. John, N.B.

2 - o , John Atkinsen, St. John, N.B.
40. Telegraph " No letter of marque - * ,Ap ‘Liverpool, N.S, A :
41. Comet ) No Hmnnmn.omuamn@cm. , -, M St. John, N.B. 4
- ) o ° '”.u w ’ ’ b
Y . R @ ’

- ]
a

Séurces: Investors and bondsmen listed in P.A.C., RGS, Hﬁv Vol. L39-40. Letters of Marque 1798--
T 1815. . o . . , . T ,

Vel - o . -

o
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'APPENDIX 3 . u PRIZE CASES AR
vessel +Kmm\ao:m Date Captured ' From To ., " Captor .Qcamam:n.
1. Middlesex Ship/325 © 8 July Liverpool New York Liverpool wmmnonma. .
< (Ship) . . . : Packet . Cost £52,11.10
(Br. Lic.) . _ , : : .
2. Penelope Brigantine/ . 13 August Demarara Halifax - Gen. wa<ﬁ: Cargo Only.
(Snider, , 29] Recapture.: - . . ) . _ Condémned .
P. :225) . . : : ,
3. Factor Ship/291+ -7 mmvnmacmn Oporto . Norfolk Liverpool Cost-£247.15.1
(Snider, p, 15) : T . N Packet Ship Only .
, : 3 , _ : . + Condemned
4. - ! . .
4. Reward - Brigantine/ 10 October . Salem Lisbon Gen. Smyth Corndemned
(Br. Lic) 1182 T : - Cost £968.9.6
S. Union o mnvoo:mw\wom 14 October Philadelphia Kennebunk . Liverpool Droit of
L ‘ . . o7 . Packet . Admiralty
, . : ¥ 4 . . _ Cost £115.4.8
3 R . - R i , ,
6. 'Polly Schooner /85 14 October Charleston Boston . Liverpool Droit of .
. . : ) . Packet Admiralty
‘7.  Four . - Schooner/134 16 October . Waldoboroughs, New York . Liverpool Droit of ,
Brothers - . B o : . Packet - Admiralty
(Snider, p. 19) ‘ )
. . - * . .. ‘ < - i N * '
8. Little Joe  Schooner/78- 17 October - Boston _ "New York Liveérpool Droit of
. o o . . Packet Admiralty
9, Economy Brigantine/ 18 October Alexandria * .Boston , Liverpool ) ‘Droit of ‘,
(Snider, . 80 : .~ Packet Admiralty .
! jo i WNV o , o7 ) a ) c B
. 4 ¢ ’ PR
Fa . ¥ N \.\ ]
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Vessgl

10. Anson
, S

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20..°

»

Edward &
Hiram

New Forge

Lucretia

Julian
m:mmm
mm:mwo?
Eliza- - -
Susan® 7~
Dove

R
Two Friends

Hmmm\emsm
Schooner/97

Schooner /108 .

Schooner/47

Schooner/97

‘'Schooner/89 -

Schaoner/98

mn:Wosmﬂ\How
moﬁoo:mnmmm
Sloop/40
mo:OOmmn\qq

>

Schooner/32

Date Captured

From

19 Octaober

10 November

a5

11 November
P

11 November
13 November
9 December

16 December

Decémber

16

17 December.
17 Ummmacmm/L
17 December

Boston
zm:n:ﬁxmn
New York

Boston

Boston

Portland

Baltimore-

Philadelphia

’

Alexandria

Philadelphia

.,

t.

Baltimore -

" Boston

To

" Baltimore -

Kennebunk

- .

v

" savannah

Albany
20nmowm
Boston
Boston

Boston

Boston

mOmno:‘

Captor
rwcmﬁvoop
Packet
Livérpool
Packet .
rwcmnwooH
Packet

- Liverpool
B mvmﬂwm,‘,.ﬁ

Liverpool . -
Packet -

Liverpool

- packet

[

Liverpool

"Packet -

‘Liverpool

Packet

Liverpool
Packet

Liverpool
Packet

rwcmnvoop.
Packet:

u

re

.uoamam:n

Droit Om

‘Admiralty -

Droit of
Admiralty -

. Droit of’
-Admiralty

broit of

‘Admiralty

Droit of

broit of
Admiralty

Droit of

Admiralty

Droit of
AdmiralIty-

Droit of
Admiralty

Droit of

-Admiralty

Droit of
Admiralty

<

Admiralty .
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[7a] ¢ -
vy - ’
Vessel Type/Tons Date Captured From - ,Hw : OmmﬁOn ... Judgment
21, Columbia Schooner/87 18 .December nwnramsa @Omno:. bm<mnvoow . Droit -of
5 . . Packet Admiralty "
22. Three Schooner/66 18 December wmwnwaﬂﬂm Boston rwcmmmooH Droit of
Priends ' ) - L : Packet Admiralty
(Br. Lic.) T : , o
. 1813 . .
23. Rising Sus  Schooner/75 4 March ° .  Edentown, - Barnstable  sir J. ‘Condemned
A ‘ z.Ov . Sherbrooke
s : . . - b N . - , < ] .
24. Friendship Schooner/115 .wmzmn0: . Oporto Boston . Liverpool Condemned
(Br. Lic.) X \ , o : o ! T \ .
| t ‘- - . ' N ) . / : E )
25. General - Sloop/83 8 March ) Boston . . Albany | Liverpool Condemned -
Green - . . ; f%mﬂxmn , ‘
‘26, Lawry Schooner/104 9 March . Boston New York Liverpool Condemned .
o . | . . , ‘ Packet L
27. Reliance" Sloop/57 10 March * Boston * New York bw<mnboop .nosamamwa _
. - - . . - Packet -
. ‘ ) . . o . . .
28. Bunker' Hill Schooner/29 10 March . Newbury Port New York Liverpool: Condemned -
- - . . Packet . Cost £379.8.6
: . . . ) .. . R ~
29. Humter . Sloop/83 . 11 March Edgartown Boston Retaliation Condemned
30. william Schooner/102 12 March Charleston Lisbon Retaliation Condemned .
Aw“. H‘HOQV - b /r - : . -
’ . L ¢ . i )
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_y .
~

yessel Type/Tons Jpate Captured  fFrom - . To _Captor =~ Judgment . |
31, Swift o Brigantine/ ~ 14 xmmwz _ Savannah . _ vno<wammnm. rwcmnuoow . no:mmssma
) 157 o ’ . _ " ‘Packet - .
32. Nymph Schooner/48 14 March Yorktown, Va. Salem . " Liverpool ‘no:amaqma
] ‘ : Recapture , T o . Packet - -Cost £41.5.0
.33, Red Bigd®  Sloop/56 18 March Murfreess  Boston . Sif J. . Condemned
T . - porough . o Shetbrooke ° ' "
34. ro<w~ Sam o - . , X . . A m»w~u..- Condemned
: : . L . - Sherbrooke Cost £90.18.4
S N ) Matilda © oo
35. Three schooner /40 19 March - ‘Baltimore . Boston Retaliation ' Condemnéd
Brothers U , : o : . . o
36. Victory ~ Brigantine/ 19 March ~Lisbon . .a\wmmmoﬁ . Retaliation Restored -
) Am.ﬂ.. HLPAH- v H Nm . . .. i i ~ - v )
"37. Apollo Sloop/54 * 20 March ~ N« omnoww:m. Boston - Sir J.. . Condemned
: N , Sherbrooke o ]
38. :m~< B mn:oo:mn\wQ © 23 March , New‘Haven Bath - ,8ir J. . Condemned -
: .o . " Sherbroogke
39. mmnmm< _ Sloop/45 - 26 March .. Warren Havanna sir J. . Condemned
o S L Sherbrooke ..
40. Maria Schooner/131 29 March N. Carolina Eastport -~ sir J, Condemned
‘Windsor - * -Sherbrooke
4l1. Betsey Sloop/45 31 March Providence New London Sir J- ~  Condemned.
ot ‘ - ' = : Sherbrooke . T




<mmmmM
42. Fame
43. Union
44. Defiance
45. Lydia
46 . John
47. Belfast
Aw. Frederick -~
Augustus
- (Br. Lic.)
" 49, Consolation-
(Br. Lic,)
©50. Portland
S51. Patty
. 52. Carline
53. Richmond
[N.B. Lic.)

Yype/Tons
Sloop/?

[y

Schooner/95
Sloop/104

Schoomrer/113

N

Brigantine/
131

Date Captured

1 April
- 3 April
4 April

-4 April
5 April
Recapture

v

WQUOﬁWmn\HNA, .7 April

Ship/328

Sloop/71

mnvoo:mN\ma
Schooner/76

Schooner /25
Brigantine/
150

9 ybnww

15 April

16 April
18 April

18 April

[

19 April

]

| % |
Newport

warren
Wiscasset

Warren

New York
Boston
Cadiz-

New York

C

Newburn
Portland

N. Carolina’

New York

-

“To

ey

New York,

Havanna

New York
Havanna

Portland

vm:OUmOOn.

- Newport

Nanticket

.mOmnOb

noza Island

Manchester

-Mass, .

Eastport

o

Captor Judgment ~
Sir J. ) Condemned
mvmncnoOxmﬂ -
Sir J. . Condemned
Sherbrooke
Liverpool’ Condemneq ..
Packet . f/ﬂ%.
Liverpool .Condemned -
Packet . .
Liverpool Condemned
Packet E -
Retaliation mo:am?ama
sir J. .. Restored
‘Sherbrooke Costs @£6(
. rwcmnvoop Condemned
" Packet -
Retalidtion .Condemned
e ' .
Retaliation -Condemned
sir.J,  ‘Condemned
Sherbraoke .
Restored

Retaliation

-

»




oA

54,

ww.

56.

57.

.58,

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

. Vessel

——

Paulina
Sibae
Richmond

Susanna &
Lucy

George
Washinygton
(Br. Lic.)

Columbia

-

San Gabriel
_ )

Paragon
(No case)

Gen. Hodgson

Governor
Plumer

Type/Tons

Schooner /109

Brigantine/
115 ’

-

Schooner/94~

sghooner/117

Schooner/105

$

Brigantine/

98

Brigantine/

, Brigantine/

.
!

Sloop/61
’ .

Schoqner/91

'

From

Date mmmn:nmo
20 April
23 April
\\ ‘\éﬁd
25 April

2 May

3 May

15 May
19 May
Recapture

19 May

Norfalk
Savannah
Cuba

N. «mﬂao:nz

‘Bermuda

Savannah
Havanna

Aberdeen

New York

I3

New York

Boston

Rhode Island

Portsmouth, .
N. Hampshire

-

New Haven

. Boston ,
New York-
N. Brunswick

Martinique

Lisbon

. . [ ‘ ;
o, s hd 2 !
: g, .

/

.\
.annON .Q: ment ) m
Sir J. Cofdemned
m:mncnO@xml, -
.Crown nou%ma:mm

Cagt £234.16.4

Retaliation Condemned

Cost E107.5.0

Liverpool Condemned

Packet Cost £Y3.11.8 ,

z@nmwwmn»o: wmmnowmn -

Sir J. Condemned

Sherbrooke Cost €£€91.,18.4

Sir J. Restored

Sherbrooke .rOOmn E181.10.0 °

sir J. Cost | -

Sherbrooke £3571.18.10 -
£291.16.8

Sir J. Cost - - ;

Sherbrooke £187.1.10

mwm J. Condemned e

Sherbrooke

Cost £58.15.0

/
\

Ve

¢
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Vvessel

64, Joann
{Br.

a
Lica)

Type/Tons

g

.mnﬁoo:mW\pm

’

n

mm.mzmmswacno:. Schooner /65,

-

66. Cuba
67. Betse

68. Nymph
(Br.

»

69. Packe

70. Henry

qu‘mxmwnwaman

72. Union
(Br.

73. Frank

.N‘a, zm“< i

-

Ship/l176 @
(Br. Lic.) . -

Y Sloop/93
" schooner/20
Lic.) ’
t muoov\mo.
.,mmommwamn\mw
,mwoovmvb
Ship/230
Lic.) -
lin Schooner /%1
Q
Sloop/44
P s ..wler.!/r) = ) *
KUY S

-
»

- Y

Date Captured .g%wos

I June ,.wOﬁmOm

4
5 June e - pPortland
6 June . New Haven
6 June S mOmn&ﬂ
11 June - Boston
19 June = —-=——--
Recapture
19 June
; b4 .

o o “ ’
24 Jung ) Boston
mm June -Cadiz”
3 July

S

4 July Baston

vownpwmm
.1m~aoown0cn: wmnmmm<m‘
‘zmn:wam wawwaw
Matilda

- o —  am ae

Passamaquoddy ‘Boston zmnmfmm

+ & Bath

George's m.m New York

~ Kennebeck Retaliation

m:mmam:ﬁ\ - -

nonaﬁa:Md
Cost £73.6.4
Deducted. from

sale of cargo

Condemned
nOmn.mmw.w.m .

no:ama:mn., ,NM
Cost £190.10.0

-

ooaabﬂ_:oa
Cost £40.1.8, °

Restored .
Cost £41.5.0 .

. ,~
Condemned n
Cost £39.16.8 kS

Condemned ™

Condemned s
Cost £51.5.0 .

wwM%OWma .
Condemned .
Cost 64.10.0 .

Condemned -~ . .
Cost wom.um.m

a & 1
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o J .
wn . ,
. —t * 5 N
vessel Type/Tons Date Capturea  From ~ To. e  Captor Judgmeng
75. valeria .. Schooner /96 6 July” R Bath . Providence Retrieve .nvsama:mn ’
Recapture - - £ : s "Cost 45.18.4.
) - . . - ¢ ot . . . . - : .
76. Calson . Schooner/108 6 July 7 Kennébunk . St, ) Weazle . Copdemned .
(Martinique LicC.) / ' Bartholomew's. 3 . ' Cost £64.10.0
qu Rose in '~ . 'Sloop/58 L7 July : Saco . Rhode Island Retaliation dondemned
Bloom v . . e , )
78. Leonidas Sloop/76 7 July .~ Frenchman's Boston . Weazle Condemned
- \~ ’ Bay N ) Lt -
79. Pilgrim " Schogner/22 8 July .,., w0nn~V1a . Eastport . 'Matilda .oo:ama:ma.
80. Wasp _ - mnsoo:mnwwc 9 July - Kennebunk Falmouth Retaliation Condemned
81. Hannah Sloop/ 10 July . Frenchman's -Nantucket  Retrieve " . Condemned M.
E . ’ - J Bay Lo . ’
82. John Adams Brigantine/ 11 July portland St. ‘ Retrieve . Restored
(Bermuda Lic.) 223 . T Bartholomew's HMS Rattler
. * . ' (] . < '
83. Sally - Schooner/34 12 July . § saco " Nantucket Retaliation Condemnét_,
84. Harriet't sloop/38 13 July ‘Penobscot Portland. Matilda Condemned ’
85. mnwm:amzpb. Schooner/98 13 July " Union R, Beverly . Matilda no:aml:ma )
86. Venus Schooner/72 16 July . Rhode Island mnm:nram:am Matilda , no:mmanmn ‘
: | . < Bay. . < S
i . - . ; . .
87. Randolph Sloop/3% 23 July Boston Eastport - Fly " - : |, Condemned

(Br. Lic.)

. - o
N . -
. .
3 . . )
. .
’ ~ ¢
i ..
. . . 5 .



. . - @ o $
.

o ' *
Y] v . . '
b
B 2 * ' e * t .
,9 Vessel. =~ . emmmmamsm . Date Captured ' From To ‘ - annonJ . "~ Judgment
¢ N ' . o - AN . ,. N ) R . . .' B )
-88. Lively -  Schooner/23 24 July: *° Boston " Penobscot Fly . Condemned
-89. Rebecca -Schooner/64 27 July . Penobscot . ‘Marblehéad - Fly =, Condemned
Toa : . . - . ‘ . . . ﬂ\. P 4
90. Polly - .- 8loop/92- Co- ww July ¢ ‘Boston - Frlendship Fly . Condemned
wpr mhmm:am:wv, No Case = . RG m~.HKM - S ol Fly " Cond¥mned -
B \ . : vol, 85 . o . e - . B
92. Mequait Sloop/76 - umw A:H<,. . _Bath -~ .~ portland Dart [ n..no:amszmm
) . ‘.‘- v e v . . .;' -’/ i . - . . _n |l
93. Dolphin Schooner/67 * | 29 July ' Pportland Boston + L Dart e .. Condemned.
94. Mayflower Sloop/19 31 utw%.. z&i York® Boston. - . . Matilda, . Condemned .
95. Freeport . Sloop/58 4 August . nowmvoﬁh Lynn — " Broke ‘ "~ Condemned :
96. Caravan Bridantide/ 4 August Antigua " penobscot  'Retrieve ‘' - Restored -
"~ . lAntiqua Lic.) 174 : : : Coe T
--97. Minerva ~ Sloop/43 . 5 August New- .York . zmﬂbOHn zmﬁwunm. , Condenmned v
. . : o : Co " Cost 96.19.}10
98. Amelia © 8l6op/79Y = 5 August ‘New Haven . N. Brunswick_ Matilaa - 7
(Br. Passport) . - s B * - § . "
99, wWilliam Sloop/40 7 August . Barnstable - (Fishing) . Matilda Condemned
- 100, Mary moroo:mn\mw 7 August Boston Portland .. Broke . Condemned
) B : Recapture. . : . . P _
101. Three’ Schooner/94 7 August Cape Ann Portland Dart .. Condemned
Brothers . . . ’ : .

W
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102.
103.

104.
105.
106.
‘ -HOOQ.
108.
109,
110.

" 111,

2.

113,

114.
115,

vessel.

Lydia -
Alligator

Dwﬁn

pon OGHMOm
{Sherb.

Dolphin

.Diamond
"(Antigua Lic.)

Samuel

John &
Meriam

Industry

L.

£lizabeth

Hero

Minerva

(Barbados Lic.) ¢

Camden

UWUOnm:

Lic.)*

Type/Tons

Schooner/74
Sloop/28
mn:OO:mw\:\r

mnjOOJmn\me
L

mHoov\mu

Brigantine/

Schooner/71

mOfoo:mn&uq

mnroo:mn\wm

mwooo\W

‘'Schooner/84

Schooner/136

Schooner /106

Schooner/49

From

Date Captured
7 August
7 August

9 August

12 August

16 August .

>:crmh

-

16

20 >c©dmm

20 August, -

20-

-

25 Augtist

29 August

ﬁA

30 August

" PRecapture

31 August

1 mmvwmacmn

August -

-Harwich

Barnstable

. Boston’

-

Boston
portland?
‘Antigua
Penobscot

Buckstown

Belfast
Massachusetts
Abandoned

WOMno:

" Barbados

Boston M

-l

.n:mmm&mw

Y

“To

(Fishing) .
(Fishing)
Portland

Halifax

Boston

" Portland

Marblehead

Marblehead

"Boston- |

-

A

xm::mcc:w

Wiscasset

Periobgcot

Saco

Captor

Matilda
Matilda

Broke .

Weazle

Fly

Fly

’

mn0xm,

‘Broke

3

Broke -

Star

D Dart

Weazle

Dart

+ Dart

.

L]

-

Judgment

- Condemned

Condemned

?
Restored
Condemned
Restored

~

Condemned

Condemned

" Condemned

Ship )
ﬁo:amabma

no:amawwm

Restored

xnoaamsbma

nO:amanwa,



o~ - . ’
w
ot )
Vessel Type/Tons Date Captured From To  ° Captor
116, Resolution Sloop/58 o7 mm@nmalmn zmﬂﬁsw.mw Wareham . - Star Ccondemned
\ ~ Vineyard - .
117. Mary. .~ Schooner/37 10 mmbmmacmﬂ. Boston ‘Halifax Wolverine Ship and part
(Br. Lic.) . _ cargo restored
118, Flower Schooner /26 14 September Rochester Manchester  Star - Conaemned
119. San Domingo Ship/197 29 September St. New Haven George Part of cargo -
Bartholomew's . Condemned
120. Swallow Schooner/24 13 October  -.Bath . ~New Haven m:m::o:. Condemned
121. Ann - 120 .20 October Cape Ann St. " Retgieve 2
(No case) ) Bartholomew's
122. Rover Schooner/42 6 November Penobscot nmwn:ma. Shannon Condemned
123. Judith- Schooner/86 7 November Belfast Boston shannon i Condemned -
124. Tom Schooner/101 8 November Kennebunk Marblehead * Sharfnon Condemned
Jr ~ . N ) . . ’ ; . ’
1z5. Financier Schooner/57 13 November Kennebeck , —Baston Shannon ' Condemned
126. Enterprize Schooner/40 8 December mmmmo: v:wwwwmwo:wm Wolverine Condemned
127. Betty. RG 8, IV, - Wolverine * ' ? '
vol. 78 (no case) - .
128, Betsey Sloop/9y8 . 10 December Waldoborough mOmno:. Wwolverinre Condemned
129. Charles - Sloop/75 10 December Kennebeck Boston ‘Wolverine'  Condemned
130. ‘Laura Jane Schooner/73 10 December [ Scarborough Boston Wolverine oo:moaamQ
» N . » . s ; .
/ . -
, -
| ! -
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131.

132, .

133.

134.
135.

136.

137.°

138.

139.
"140.

141.

Date Captured

From

- .
vessel Hmvm\eomw.
jane schooner/?
Polly Schooner/89
(Mullins, p. 63)

Trent .Schooner/69
(Mullins, p. 63)
Enterprize .wovoo:mm\pwc
Rubicon Schooner,/%8 |
Nancy Sloop/49
"Sanders
mmﬁnwoa Sloop/49
Mary Ann mHOOU\»%
Rachel/Richmond

\ :
zw&« Sloop/89
victory " “schooner/52
Aurora

10 December

10 Umomacmn

10 December

16 December

17 December

18 omomacmnH

19 Decembher
22 cmomavmn
RG 8, 1V,

vol. 93

6 ‘January

6 January

'RG 8, 1V,

vol. 101

vam Ann
v

Penobscot

Bristol

,..
v

Boston
Boston

Rhode Island
New York

New York.

1814

Penobscot

Penobscot

Boston

Boston

Boston

Bath
Belfast

New York

Newport

New Bedford

Bostoen

Boston

Captor.

Wolverine

\zo~<wﬁpzﬁ
zop<mnw:m

Shannon
m:m:JOa

.rw<mhboop
Packet

Liverpool
Packet

.Liverpool:

. Packet

‘- Union

>

v

Wolverine
Wolverine

Wolverine

‘ .

Judgment

Condemned

condemned

[
2

Ny

?

Condemned
OOQQma:ma

Condemned

Condemned

»

Condemned

Condemned

no:amajwa

e




J .‘Ao
N . o . o : .
vessel - Type/Tons . Date Captured From To ;- - Ccaptor . Judgment
, wa.\am:.wHOn:mnm Schooner/104 6 January- St. George Salgm Wolverine - * Condemned
143. Hero : mpoov\qw . 13 January - Penobscot Portsmouth Hare - condemned
144, Recovery mnw@m:wW:m\ 15 January Bermuda Castiné& - Hare ; Condemned
145. Falun E Schooner/123 . 21 January. Halifax Gardnér's "Retaliation Restored
. - . . Bay Liverpool )
- o Packet
146. Gustavia Schooner /89 22 January St. ~ Boston Retalidtion Restored ]
. . I . Bartholomew's _Liverpool ‘Cost 356.9.5
e . . 4 Packet
147. Fame Sloop/35 . 14 May Sag Harbor New York Retaliation Condemned
. . f : : - Liverpool
’ ~  Ppacket - .
148. John Sloop/60 18 May Salem Wells . Shannon Condemned
_ Yy ks 7 . -
i . : . %, : .
149, Defiance ’ mo:oo:mn\om. 19 May , Rrospect Bostodn « Shannon Condemned
150. Ann . Sloop/68 " 19 May , Passamaquoddy Boston Shannon ° Condemned .
.Hmw..mmmeJ Sloop/36 ® 19 May " Boston portland Shannon Condenfied
152, Lively Sloop/72 .7 June N. vyarmduth - Boston ‘Shannon .no:oma:mn
153, Bunice Sloop/57 . 10 June . N. Yarmouth wOMno: Sharinon Condemned '

“ .

154, Two Friends Schooner/65 11 June Provincetown Saco Shannon Condemned
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155.

156.

157.

158.

160.

161.

1

162.

‘163,

164,

165,

166.

167.

3

From

- Vessel Type/Tons Date nmmncmma
Vwammnwhm mn:@ozmn\w», 12 June
uw:cm, Sloop/27 14 June
(Br. Navy Pass,) .
Adventure mm:oo:mnxymy 15 June °

* ® (st. Bartholomew Sea Pass) - .
strong Schooner/22 15 June -

' 159. Pour mnwm:am~mm3001mn\mm 15 June
Charles Schooner/21 26 June: ’
Jzovm. wnwam:nw:m\ 29 June <

- (Mullins, p. 64) ?

Defiance Sloop/62 3 uch .
Bee mo:oo:mn\mw 3 July | “
mmnn Schooner/31 ,3 July
Constel- Schooner/31 8 July

lation

Boxer 4 mo:oo:mn\mm 8 July
Nancy Sloop/65 28 July

Boston

New <0nr.
Haiti

Cape Ann

Gloucester

. Bath

Teneriffe

¥

New York. =

A

T

To
Eastport
Newport
Bristol

1

(Fishing)-
(Fishing)

\.V B

London

New Haven

Newbury Port Kennebunk

Newbury Port Eastport

Plymouth

Gloucester

New ‘York

_(Fishing)

(Fishimy)
Providence

“ .

Captor

Retaliation
Liverpool

packet #

hwcmnGOOw
Packet
Shannon
Shannon
woewm.

Rolla

Liverpool

" pPacket

Rolla

Retaliation

Retaliation

Rolla

Lively

u:amam:n

Condemned
L

Condemned’

Restored

no:ana:ma

‘. .no. ndemned

Condemned -

? .-

,no:amazma

?
Condemned

Condemned

Condemned

Condemned
Fees Cost
£74.14.8

L
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, vessel
168. Logan
169. Sukey
170.. Ummmmsnm
171. Victress
HWN. Polly
173, Minerva
174. monm,
175. Uo«m

) qu. m»wm:a :wpp

*177. Planter

P

Type/Tons
Sloop/31

Schooner/44

T

.Sloop/46

Sloop/66

»

Sloop/46

Sloop/43

Mmo:oo:mn\wu

7

mo:ooﬁmn\umu

.

Sloop/18

-

Date Captured

29 July
29 July
3 August

10 August

10 August

11 August

)

16 August

28 August
Recapture

29 »cocWﬁ

®

Sloop/48 Cx._~ 2 September

From

New Haven

2

New Haven’

Chatham

Bridgeport

New Haven

New Jork
mOMno=

New York w

_—New York

cmHnBOCH:

-~

New London

4

New London

(Fishing) -

Zm,i York N;

sz.<0nx

’
P

Bridgegort
Machias-
Provincetown

Newport

(Fishing)

Captor
rw<mm<.

Lively

Lively

’

Liverpoal
Packet

han

Shannon

_Liverpool
Packet

. ) |
Liverpool

Packet

Liverpool
vwnxmn.

Lively
Lively

Lively

.oger

. ucamsm:n

-

~ Cargo only
Condemned
Cost £58.11.9 .

no:amszma
Cost £54.2.6 ~*

Condemned .
Cost £€61.2.6]

Condemneq- ¢
Cost £64.14.3

no:amasmm ) o
n.omw mm,Hlo Q.N 4
Coridemned . ,
Cost £56,14.1 _
ho:ama:ma,

Cost £77.3.6

Condemned .
Cost £59.8.6

* .

Condenined’
‘Cost £60.1.10

Condemned
Cost £59,11.10




~ } . m _ - o /
e ! M , . -
| | , , .
vessel ° Type/Tons Date nmnncnmaﬂf.mwoa . ‘' To .nmmnmw. . Judgment e
.qum Dromo - Schaoner /27 2 September " Yarmouth (Fishing) Lively °  Condemned .
, A - b - ' ’ b3 ‘Oomn mmw.HH-ﬂ.c
179. Betsey. Sloop/38 2- September Nantucket {Fishing) . Lively " .. Condemned
y . . . , Cost £59.11,10
Hmo..H:acwnﬂ< " Schooner/21 10 September :mwwmmx Newbury Port Lively Condemned

Cost €£78.5.2

. (Br, Lic.) . R Jwiﬂ | : .

181. Sand Bird Jebacco Boat/ 10 September Jvmmpwmmx Boston Lunenburg’ Cargo only
(Br. Lic.) - " . : ; Condemned' -
182. Lucy . Schooner/31 15 September 'Newbury Port- (Fishing) Lunenburg Condemned
183. Dove Jebacco Boat/ 21 September salem * (Fishing)  Lunenburg Condemned
- 184, Minerva Schooner/136 26 September Wiscasset. , Boston. | -b::msczno -Condemned ;
185. Fylinda ~ Sloop/40 1 October Black Rock ! - Rhode Island Liverpool - Condemned
) . L : Packet *
Hmﬁ. bolphin . Schooner/28 ,WN October Bostons . Bath . Lunenburg " Condemned ,f
‘'187. ‘Eliza Ann Sloop/50 - 1 .November New York . Newport - Minerva Condemned &Mw\
188. Rachel Brigantine/ 3 November . °~ ' Portland kzwpamﬂmvo: ° Rover Condemned
: - /
- 150 Recapture
189. Ranger ' mo:mﬁbmn\mm 5 November - _ Friendship Bristol . Lunenburg ho:amimma - V
190. Ruth _ Schooner /22 9 November Portland Portsmouth  -Rover no:ama:ma
| ' . P
- .

o e



@ 3 N &
Vo) ’ .
— . -
. | - ¢ .
. 1 * . 4
vessel * Type/Tons Date Captured From . Toe Captor Judgment
191. Three Schooner/25 12 November Kittery (Fishing) Jr::m:UCNQ ,,no:ama:ma
Friends - ’ o . ) o \ : . :
192, Jane ] mwoov\aOM 12 November Boston ° | Harps m»H . Rover - Condemned
193. Cynthia Schooner/90 2 December Rhode Island - New York. - Rolla = .  Condemned
194. Lucia Sloop/? 3 December New York New Bedford Liverpool - ? -
" (Mullips, p. 32) - ’ packet
o Rolla ¥
195, Gleaner mmﬂd’\qc . . 3 December 4 New York ‘IIJMNMWmonQ Liverpool ‘no:amasma
. . ) . Packet '+ . 3
\196. Hope . Sloop/42 4 December Providence New York Llverpool = Condemned
- . . . “ Packet . 3
197. Fox . Sloop/53 5 December Newbury Port Elizabeth Rover - Condemned
> ’ , N. Carolina - " ‘
198. Fair Trader Jebdcco Boat/ 6 December New Bedford _zmt.KOHx . rr&ﬁnvocw © Condemned
. 30 - . _ : , Packet + - Cost £104.0.3
S | ) Rolla
, + ~ T, 8 HmHm , ... ) .
199. Comet . Schooner/7% 13 January New Bedford-. mwwnmvmm: Rolla ~ Condemned.
. . . 9 ; . Oﬁnu\ . .
200. Industry .mpaovxwm 16 January New York ° Sag Harbour Rover = ” Cargo only /
- . '- . < N -0 ) . . N .9 , ’ 2




. [ R . .
¥e) * .
— . ~ ) L)
- . . ’ \ . . t
vessel . ° Type/Tons Date Captured From TS ) OMMnOG‘ Au:amsmwn
201.. Experiment Sloop/96 - 21 January - New’ York «Nantucket ' ﬁcsmzvc«o - " Restored
(Br. Lic.) . ' . o ) L .. Cost £€293.19.6
Ncwm.nwmn Schooner /41 26 January Boston Charleston Rover . Condemried
N » ) . y ¢ .
203. Atlas Schooner /40 9 February . Elizabeth . Newbury Port Dove , Condemned
'..\A%\. ! . ) ’ . - AH H ﬁ < ) ' ’ ~
204. mmbnom . Brigantine/ 16 February. Georgetown New Bedford Dove Condemned

pqw A ‘m.omnowwzm *
1 B Nv ‘ N S . * ) .
‘Sources: List of prizes compiled .from Vice-Admiralty Court ‘recaords on file in P.A.C., RG8, IV, Vals,
73-114. Additional information contained in P.A.C., RGS8, IV, Vol. 115 ((a) 1814 Captures (b)
Costs 1798-1799 (c) Schedule of Prize Causes (d) Miscellaneous Court Records] and.RG8, IV,

Vols., 148-149, Costs 1812-1813. . ~ >

A
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APPENDIX 4 - N

Salvage =

Minerva X

; and Filing & Numbering Exhibits
Filing & Entering Petition for Monition
Monition, Drafting, Etc,

Taking Examinations )

Filing and Entering Allocation

Court Attendance

Commjission of Sale Drafting

Omﬂ&NWMV<m Sentence

Deéree of Delivery '
Taxing Costs | .

Advocate :General's Bill
Do. nmUnOn s Attorney
Marshall's Bill for ocmnoa<
Collector's Bill for*Do.
H:mvmonON s Bill
™ Agent for Captor's Bill

" Decree of Delivery and Bill of Costs !

Adj.

A true statement - Charles Morris,

Source: P,A,C., RG8, 1V, Vol.-

Filing & Entering Affidavit of Prize Master

91 Minerva,

N
BILL OF COURT COSTS

1/8 of appraised cmwcm less registrar's ooaapmmpo:
Cost of certified eopy of settlement (£3-4)

L

Judge . Registrar

Judge Registrar
~ oL

£
£1,10.0 £
£2. 0.0 £

. ©ogl,
£ 1.10 £
£€2. 0.0 £ £1.0.0
€2.0.0 £

£5.0.0 ° . . €1.
£2.0.0

£1.2.3 £
£17.3.4 £8. 1.8 =

’ 8.1.8

. /.
1.0.0 . ‘ wy“ .
11.8 : . )
\,
\

£1.0.0

© £26.16.8 . -

£40. 0.0
. 3.10
£162.13.7
£84.15.6
£ 3. po
£10, -
£13, h
mwwc,wo.u . - x\ .

AN

zmowmnnmn A ‘ - w

Marshall

(Mr. Heaviside charges €11.90,0)

4

£0.11.8

’
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APPENDIX 5 . : . , R

- &

.' .c ) - _\ A . - ry »” . i ——
Sources: . . .// ) ;

Aw - . . . N . -
Jameson records theé Standing Interrogatories of 1756 as found in Anthony

Stikes' (1735-1799) book View of the €onstitufion of the British Colonies (London,

1783). He.refers to later sets of @menpasw being-more 2laborate such as those in
Christopher Robinson's Amiralty Reports, -I. and in meWMOnn..womECHmnw . . o

’ 4

Instrumentorum (London, 1802). . ;I was c:mmww to find a complete list omtacmmnwo:w.w:

any of the documents reviewed. §ince the actual case files seem to supply only the ) : ..

answers, I have tried Bo determine the 34 guestions which captive seamen were

required to answer by the <»om|raawwm~n< Court of mmpummx at this period. A partial+ - T
. — .

4

list of six short questions was found in the file of the sloop wnwm:am:wb..bmwnmumo

the Matilda. Where applicable, the @cmmnmo:m have dmw: used in that . form and m

identified as (F), Jameson's are marked (J)}. Their onwow:mw numerical sequence 'is

+

also indicated.



1. Where were you -born and where ao you live :ozo ~To.what Pringe. or State or
to whom dre you or have you hive been a m:cumon¢. Are you married? - ®Where

ao <ocn family reside?, .- , , . ‘o

Were ybu. present at-the time ~f the taking and mmpupsc nrm <mmmmw
concerning sauﬁ: you are now examined? T :
By what Ship tmnm you nmxmzo. Fn what place latitude or port w:a "in what
year, month and Gay was n:m Vessel  taken ooanmn:psc which you.are now
examined; and-under what' 00wo:nm did the vessel sail? Upon what’ bnmam:nm
were you taken? ‘Were there m:< ot heE vessels in mpc:nw

Did you bglong nc n:m mmpu Ship or Vessel: mn nzm n’?o mzm tom nmxwaw In
"what capacity did you belong to her? What i% the Master's name? Where

doth he live? w:a 0n»£7wo: State of mocmnsam:n is he a w:vuamnv Married.
or single? '

-

- “

"of t:wn Tonnage or Burthen is the Vessel oO:nM?:pzo tﬁpﬁ: you are now -

examined? ,What do you know of her? Where wag she owned at the time of. -her .

» Capture, and of t:mn ooc:nw< or Government :mdm the owners Subjects or
Citizens? : ' .

R ’ : = L
6. _Had you any integest in the Ship or nmnaaq By whom was this owned? - How
Ho:c have you x:Ot: the Shipz "

-
* . P
" 2

mq. What was the Vessgel's, :mamv Was she mqmn Known U< any. other ‘name? Djd she"
: carry any kind of ‘licenc8 or vmuwvoﬂnw Where and when did the voyage -
/Moaam:nmu What was the sargo m:a where was it. loaded? |

4

¢
L 4

8. .+ s+ wWhat- cmnﬂuncwmn monnfém wmap:o and - goods had ’'she’ o: poard at the time
she was taken and mwwnma et 9

Who were the o::mnw of the said Schooner -and Vessel and oooamM001ocn=w:o.

which you are now examine€d, ‘at the time she was taken and seized? How do~
you know they were the owners 6f the said Schooner and Goods at that time?
Of what nation are they by Dirth, and where do they live with their wives _
and nmanupmmw >:n -to t:an vnwnnm or State &ﬂm they mfcuwnnmw.

»

.




(J13),

-
.

'y ¢ i -

-

10, Was there any Uppp of sale amam to. n:m owners of the said mn:oo:mnu In .

m,::mﬂ month or year, and where and: before what witnesses was the same made-

3

and t:msn%pa yQu last see jit, ana what smw become thereaf?

11. In z:mw port or place zmm the lading which was on Uomna n:m.mozoo:mn at
. the time she was taken ahd seized, ‘first put on boarad- the Schooner? In

what month and year Was the lading so put on board? Wwhat were the mmcmnm?

. qualitjes and quantities, and particulars n:manmu Whether were ﬁ:m same
lading -and. put on board the said Schooner in one port, at one jtime, Or in

several UOHnm and places,?

- 2

g ’ ‘ )

12, Who owned the nmnoo and to whom would it go if it were nmmnONmao 4

13, -How many bills om wmopao were signed “for n:m goods seized on board the
said Schooner? Whether were. the same nOpocnmch. and whether were any

bills of lading’ signed which were om a different tenor with those ‘which™

were on board the said Schooner at the time she .was mmwuma and taken? And

what were .the contents Om such On:mn bills of lading, and what are become

thereof? - , - \ . :
v . . ;

14. What bills of lading, invoices, wmnnmnm. or any. instruments in writing, or

papers, have you to. prove:your own property, or’ the property of any other

person, and of whqm in the Schooner and aooam._oo:nmnzpao which you are.
now examined?. Produce the same apd set forth' the particular times when,
and ‘how, and wb what manner, and upon what account, w:a for zswn E

oo:mpamwmnuo: you Uoomam possessed n:@n@Om . .

» ° . P

-

15, z:mhsmn was there m:< mdmnnmn vmnn< mpcamn for the voyage,, zsmnm~: the:
moxoo:mn. oo:nmn;psn wiiich you are :oz.wxwawama‘ was taken and mm»umaw s
‘What is ‘become thereof? hen, where mba between whom was the same made?
What cmnm the content

'
« .

s b e
.

Hm what Umconm, bills of dmap:o. Hmnnmnm.\OH oﬂsmn writings, anyway .

~

.

1,

" concerning whiegh you are now examined, were on board the. said Sehooner at.

the time-of the seizure of the said Schooner? Were any ‘of the papers
thrown overboard by the pgrson, and whom, @nd when, and by whose orders?’

t

< " _t ¢

¢

"

eof? . . : N
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17.

(J17) 18.

- 19.
20.
21.
72,
23s
24.

" 25,

27.
28.

29.

30.

3l.

ot

Was the ship ever taken'as prize before? . :

What loss or damage have you mcmnmw:ma by reason of the seizing and -
taking of the said Schooner concerning which you are now examined? To
what <m~cm\aomm such loss or damages,dmount? And how and after what -

manner do <Oc,nosvcnm such loss. agd damage? Have you received mr< and

-what satisfaction for such the 135ss and damage which you _have mzmnmpsma.

and when and from whom did you receive the same? u

a%WM1MMMw¢MMMmH ang Cargo insured? S . ‘ ~

.

3

Had the Cargo arrived in port mmmmpx..tzmn would have become of it? -

-
» «

, J . ,
Of what country was the Carjo a product?.

In what port was the Cargo }oadea?
c:wucza. - - i . : .
' : - * ‘ [
- . 11
Uya n:m amvoamon x:ot 0m mr% dnrmn vmﬁmnm o: wcmﬂaq N\w

s

Was bulk broken? - - & .

Were there any umwmmscmnm or British Subjects oam board ‘the ship?
Were the m:»n.w.mmzm¢w0cn.@:a papers trué’ and fair?

Did the- amvo:m:n ‘ever mpc: m:< cmvmnmm

.«
»

what was the wzau E-3 vompﬁwOJ at n:m npam of omvﬁcﬂmw Did she make any
attempt to alter course? C ¢ e

« _ @W ) ) .a
Bys whom was the Vessel built? To whom was it sold?

3

. ' p ., . .
Were there any 4juns, mnWmstnM..waaczpnpo:~ Wwarlike or naval stores? -

.
»

- . r
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e

I PN .

7

32, Does the deponent know anything further than what has been said?
. ' . -
ww.b»anzmm:wvm<mnmmwp§c:amﬁno=<o<m . \\ :

-

34, Dia the ship ever enter or attempt to enter any port caamn.oponxmamm.

» . - .
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