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Foreword

The amphibious is the oldest form of aggressive warfare known
to civilized man. Owing to the fiasco at Gallipoli in World War
I, amphibious warfare received a bad name; but owing largely
to the efforts of the United States Navy and Marine Corps, it was
revived, streamlined, and modernized for World War II. And as
all of us are now familiar with one or more of the colossal “land-
ings” in North Africa, Sicily, Normandy, the Gilberts, Marshalls,
New Guinea, the Philippines and Okinawa, it is interesting to
se¢ how such things were done in the eighteenth century.

Dr. Smelser has written a lively account of what is perhaps the
most successful amphibious landing in history, between King
Agamemnon’s at Troy and General Eisenhower’s in Normandy.
The year 1759, England’s Annus Mirabilis, was marked by a series
of brilliant campaigns in different parts of the world; so many
that, as Horace Walpole wrote, “The very bells of London were
worn threadbare pealing out victories.” Consequently the British
operation against Martinique and Guadeloupe has been overlooked.

One is astonished to find that almost all the elements of a
modern amphibious operation were there in 1759, although in a
primitive or attenuated form. There was naval gunfire support,
here rather ineffective against shore batteries; underwater obstacles
of up-ended palm logs; flatbottomed landing craft (the LCP of
the era) holding sixty-three men, propelled by twelve oars, and
requiring about three hours to debark the troops from sailing
transports; other landing craft (LCM), constructed on the cata-
maran principle, for lightering the field artillery ashore; and of
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course a horrible foul-up on the landing beaches. No D-day could
be set, owing to the uncertainties of sailing navigation; the expe-
dition departed from England about three weeks late (Mr. Pitt
writing daily to General Hopson inquiring why he had not got
off, and the General always wanting a few more men and sup-
plies); and it took the flect seven weeks and three days to reach
its staging point at Barbados.

After an initial check at Martinique, Captain Moore and Gen-
eral Hopson withdrew their troops in good order and took a
whack at Guadeloupe. There they established a beachhead very
quickly but were thwarted for three months by the local French
defenders retiring to the jungle and the mountains.  General Hop-
son and many hundreds of British soldiers and sailors died of
tropical fever; and the next in command, General John Barring-
ton, was beginning to consider the painful alternatives of losing
his entire force to discase, or retreating altogether, when the in-
habitants of Guadeloupe came to his rescue by surrendering the
islind. A few days later, a relief French naval force showed up
and landed reinforcements, much to the embarrassment of the
defeated and dispirited inhabitants.  Such was amphibious war-
fare in the days of slow communications and incompetent physi-
cians,

Altogether, this was one of the gayest and most gallant opera-
tions of a war which brought England glory, territory—and a
colonial revolution.

Samuer Erior Morison
sambridge, Massachusetts



Acknowledgments

It is common knowledge that a great debate developed in the
Anglo-American world during the latter part of the Seven Years’
War on the question whether to keep Canada or Guadeloupe
when the peace treaty was written. It is commonly known how
the British acquired Canada. But almost no one knows the de-
tails of the acquisition of Guadeloupe, nor even the purpose of
the campaign, nor the price paid in treasure, blood, and energy,
for the place. Standard historians have been almost silent on the
subject, except for Lawrence H. Gipson’s The British Empire be-
fore the American Revolution, Volume VIII: The Great War for
the Empire—The Culmination, recently published. It is the pur-
pose of the present study to make known the details of the cam-
paign among the islands in 1759.

To the foregoing remarks on the obscurity of the campaign
one important exception must be made. It is difficult to believe
that any better introduction to the history of the time and place
and circumstances could be written than has been written by
Richard Pares in his War and Trade in the West Indies, 1739-1763
(Oxford, 1936). He has painted a grand panorama of which this
monograph is only a magnified detail; any reader who is also
acquainted with Mr. Pares’s excellent study will quickly see what
a great debt this work owes to his.

This specific campaign has been separately (and briefly) de-
scribed in English by a military historian and by a naval historian,
each emphasizing his special interest. The present essay explains
it as an amphibious operation, in as much detail as complete under-
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standing demands. French scholars have presented it as a com-
bined and naval operation but never in more than a few pages.
These facts seem to justify offering a relatively long story of a
little war.  Guadeloupe, a relatively unimportant place in our age
(exeept in strategic considerations) seemed to many men of the
cighteenth  century equally important with Canada, and they
governed their politics accordingly. 1 think their attitude, and the
events it caused, are worth studying for their own sake.

A word on emphasis and methodology might be useful to the
reader. The most difficult problem of methodology T met was posed
by the voluminous French court-martial record---about forty thous-
and words—in the Archives Nationales, Marine ¢t Colonics, B* 2.
French process admitted hearsay to the record apparently without
exception-—“oui dire” oceurring on almost every folio page.  Cross
expumination was not practiced.  Fvery deponent was naturally
anxious to record his own good conduct and superior judgment
and to pin any guilt for the defeat elsewhere.  Rather than a
trial or inquest in the Anglo-American sense, the inquiry was a
duel of reputation versus reputation, using sworn depositions as
weapons, at a distance of twelve months.  Although the resulting
accumulation of unverificd (and perhaps spiteful) hearsay may
have been of use to the responsible ministers in Paris in a way not
obvious to the historian, they are plainly not so weighty by the
historian’s criteria as the less self-conscious documents on the Brit-
ish side. Hence the narrative that follows is a narrative of events
as scen, in most cases, through British eyes, and the French records
appear as details incidental to what French witnesses were trying
to prove, or as facts where agreement approached unanimity.

Librarians have been very good to me. 1 wish to mention
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brary, the University of Chicago Library, the St. Louis University
Library, the Washington University Library, and the University
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and the Archives Nationales, were very helpful.
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I.

The Contentious Empires

1. The age of power

Before the founding of the United States, the five western-
most kingdoms of Europe were drawn irresistibly to the new
world of the Americas. From the late Middle Ages they had
been in a state of almost chronic contention over religion and
over the merits and territorial claims of their several royal fami-
lies. The revelations of Columbus and his immediate successors
made America’s affairs immediately the business of European gov-
ernments and, in time, complicated the existing struggles by add-
ing a new imperialism as an ingredient of the quarrels.

Although the British people came late in the new field, by the
seventeenth century they too were deeply involved in the race
for dominion and profit in the new world. As decades passed,
a sort of elimination tournament brought two nations ever closer
to a final contest: Great Britain and France* At the beginning
of the eighteenth century it was clear that Spain, Portugal, and
the Netherlands had failed to continue their imperial growth and
were hardly able to defend what they had, because of a lack of
industrial and naval strength? Thus the rivalry of Great Britain
and France became the most conspicuous fact of international
relations in the first half of the eighteenth century.* The empires

1.John R. Sccley, The Expansion of England (London, 1891), 98-107.

2.Charles M. Andrews, The Colonial DPeriod of American History (New
Haven, 1934-38), IV, 5-7.

3. Walter L. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 1740-1763 (New York, 1940),
251.
4.Charles M. Andrews, “Anglo-French Commercial Rivalry, 1700-1750," dmeri-
can Historical Review, 20 (1914-15), 539-556, 761-780.
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of the rivals were alike only in external appearance. Actually
they were much different. The British empire had been built
piecemeal by the expansion of a relatively free society and became
a collection of thirty-one relatively well-to-do free provinces, while
the French empire was unskillfully but minutely regulated from
France.?

Because religion was no longer the moving force of politics,
and liberalism had not yet become its dynamo, the age of Anglo-
French imperial rivalry was an age of power politics, pure and
simple. The coexistence of national states competing for territory,
for power, and for treasure, brought almost continuous war be-
tween powers unable to reduce each other to permanent inferiority.
In that deadlock they sought a “balance of power,” which is to
say they hoped to reform the anarchy of international society by
balancing the competitive ambitions of the members. But the
many wars brought no steady balance; after all, the notion of
preserving a balance of power could easily be used as a cover for
aggression.®

Personally, the policy makers of Europe saw no benefit to them
in permanent peace. The continental nobility provided both the
diplomatic corps and the military leaders. They had an ancient
tradition of personal advancement and fame achieved in warfare.
Their monarchs also found victory in battle useful to add luster
to crowns. As Walter L. Dorn well said, the recent tendency
of historians to minimize war leads them to forget that “war it-
self became a basic ingredient of European civilization.”

Unlike the continental nobility, the British aristocracy was not
a self-conscious military aristocracy separate from the other social
clements of national leadership. On the contrary, the landed lords
and the merchant princes were closely allied by marriage, by social
imitation, and by investment.® This was an alliance of agriculture
and commerce, with commerce being the dynamic partner. Com-

5.Dorn, Competition for Empire, 257-267; Lawrence H. Gipson, The Brit-
ish Empire before the American Revolution (Caldwell, Idaho, and New York,
1936- ), I, 3-4, 8, 8n. Of the British colonies, twenty-one had representative
governments.

6.Dorn, Competition for Empire, 1-3.

2. 15d., 5, 12, 8.1%id., 8.
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merce generally favors peace, but Britain was at once commercial
and warlike, for commercial men were willing to accept war as
part of policy if they were excluded from a field of great promise
by some unfriendly foreign government.®

In the British Parliament the businessmen, unlike their French
commercial rivals, could force the direction of national policy,'
and they did so in the eighteenth century. French and British
imperial competition was therefore a struggle of the French aristo-
cratic and dynastic ambitions, centered on the goals of glory, splen-
dor, and dynastic security, against the British desire to expand the
sources of supply, and to find markets to which their productive
and growing factories could send their products.

The policy of the British leaders was strengthened by the theory
that a nation could only increase its commerce at the expense of
the commerce of another nation.* If the idea is correct, a nation’s
prosperity is best measured by the poverty of its rivals. Jean Col-
bert, the seventeenth-century French statesman, thought the same,*
but the belief did not appear to govern French policy in the follow-
ing century. Nevertheless, to some observers, even in France,
every nation seemed to get rich by war (except the losers).*

Britain and France, poised in precarious balance in the
eighteenth century, found themselves pursuing very similar policies
for different reasons, the British seeking commercial gain for its
own sake, the French hunting profits as a means to strengthen
France for reasons of dynastic grandeur, and to fulfill the ambi-
tions of an aristocracy, in short, to get power for power’s sake.
In both states politics and economic policy were fused* and di-
rected toward empire.

2. The economics of colonialism

The French and British colonies were closely woven into
the fabric of their national economies. Much of the prosperity

9. Secley, Expansion of England, 109-118.

10. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 6-7. 11. 1bid., 8-9.

12. Arthur J. Grant, “The Government of Louis XIV,” in Cambridge Modern
History (London, 1902-29), V, 6-7.

13. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 10.

14.16id., 9.
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of both nations was derived from their colonies, and their mer-
chants and politicians knew it.*® The French had a real fear that
British competition would be made worse at any time by military
action,'® while the British colonists and traders were persuaded
to tolerate some degree of governmental control by fear that other-
wise France would win out. They saw the French as the prime
military power of the world, with a population thrice as great
as their own, and a dangerous business competitor in many places
because of subsidies, fine workmanship, and low labor costs. If
the day should ever come when they could weave wool as well
as they raised sugar cane, cured codfish, and made hats, England’s
basic industry would collapse.!™ The interests of France and
Britain collided in four remote quarters of the world, North
America, the West Indies, Africa, and India. They were militant
rivals in several essential commodities, among them Negroes, sugar,
and furs. When “special interests” asked the help of their govern-
ments, war could easily follow.'®

A competition most provocative of complaints occurred in the
West Indies where the provision and lumber trade of North
America and the slave trade of West Africa converged to support
rival sugar plantations. The French sugar islands showed greater
profits than did the British, largely, it was thought, because of
a lively illegal trafhc between British North America and the
French West Indies, a trade which seemed a very natural arrange-
ment to those concerned in it*®* The French West Indies were
“the richest colonies in the world.”® Their golden age began at
the end of the seventeenth century when French planters switched
to sugar cane and began to undersell the British West Indies, just
as the British had previously undersold the original sugar planters
of the new world, in Brazil. The British West Indian nabobs
would have foundered except for the steady expansion of the
English domestic market which they monopolized by act of Par-
liament.?

15. 1bid., 252-257. 16. Gipson, British Empire, 1V, 6-8.
17.15id., T1I, 288-289.

18. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 251-252.,

19. I5id., 268-272. 20.1bid., 115.

21. Gipson, British Empire, 11, 288-290.
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There was no question whether the British would let their
Caribbean colonies fail. They must survive. Jamaica alone bought
almost as much of English manufactures as Virginia and Mary-
land combined, and more than any two other colonies of the
empire.?® It was thought that the illegal trade with North America
which was carried on by the French islands was a positive danger
to a great asset, and complaints were numerous® that Americans
refused to buy British molasses while consuming a large quantity
of French molasses. If the French continued to produce a greater
quantity of sugar and to corner the continental European market,
as they had done by the aid of their government and the help of
Yankee smugglers, the British West Indies might be ruined.?*
It was alleged that the close connection of New England skippers
and French planters was deliberately fostered by the French govern-
ment, in order to hurt the British sugar industry.?® Plainly the
economic interests of British colonists in North America and in
the Caribbean were not the same. The French sugar growers
had a cheaper supply of labor, greater resources of soil, and a
large annual supply of molasses which was barred from France
in order to protect the brandy makers but which found a ready
market in British North America. From the buyers they received
food for their slaves, lumber, and other necessaries?® ‘This trade
could hardly be broken up by the British government except by
severe restrictive action. Such severity seemed, in the 1750’s,
politically unfeasible.

French competition also brought the slave trade to a crisis. By
the 1750’s the British slavers seemed to face bankruptcy. If they
abandoned their West African stations, the West Indies would
have a desperate labor shortage since the life expectancy of a West
Indian slave was but seven years. From the British point of
view the trouble with the West Indian slave traffic was that the
French government subsidized their slave traders, and by various
aids and credits made it easier for planters to buy land and slaves.
Because of government help and a greater volume of sales the

22.1bid., ), 63-64. Jamaica's governor was the second best paid overseas
official. 1bid., 11, 228, 229n.

23.16dd., 11, 299-301. 24. 1bid., 11, 257.

25.1bid., 111, 6x. 26. 1bid., 11, 291-293.
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French were able to outbid the British on keenly competitive
sections of the African coast and, conversely, by unified policy were
able to drive purchase prices down wherever the British did not
appear. A reorganization of the British trade, by Parliamentary
action in 1750, staved off ruin but did not give superiority over
the French. The admission of all traders to a regulated com-
pany on payment of a forty shilling fee merely marshaled them
in a united front and made them strong enough to compete on
more nearly equal terms.?”

Another grievance of British subjects was French supremacy
in the European hat trade. During the War of the Spanish Suc-
cession the French controlled the beaver catch of Hudson Bay,
and their hat makers were never outdone after that. Because of
better workmanship French makers sold hats of beaver felt to all
of Europe and British hatters were idle. The Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany, which exploited northern Canada, did not suffer since it
reexported its bales of pelts to France at a higher price than British
buyers could pay. Only the hatters suffered. The British fur
traders generally did better than their French competitors in
America because they could offer higher prices and had more of
the goods the Indian trappers wanted®®*—particularly rum, like as
not made in Rhode Island from French West Indian molasses.

Fish dealers were also pained by French competition. By the
Treaty of Utrecht the French could use the northern shores of
Newfoundland to cure their cod by drying. This was an advantage
because that coast is less humid than the southern side where the
British fishers dried their catch. British cod, poorly cured, lost
ground in the world market.®®

In another area Anglo-French feelings were heated. The British
East India Company had factories from St. Helena to Borneo, from
which its officials uneasily watched the rising power and prosperity
of French far eastern trade. The officers of the East India Com-
pany do not seem to have intended to found an empire, but in the
end they and their rivals came to strife in efforts to eliminate each
other as dangerous competitors.%°

27.1bid., 1, 294-295, 327, 329-334.
28. Ib{d., III, 240-243, 2420., 247-248; V, 63.
20.16id., 111, 250-251. 30.1bdd., V, 260, 296-297.
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3. The North American impasse

The idea that the French were trying to encircle Britain’s
American colonies was strongly believed by the middle of the
eighteenth century. “Encirclement” was not an official policy of
the French government but was made in America where local
administrators, in an astonishingly swift advance, had linked the
St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the Mississippi River system
within 110 years of the founding of Jamestown. This linkage was
practically complete at a time when Georgia had not yet been
founded. While responsible Englishmen were worried about en-
circlement by their rivals, the French feared that the British would
divide Canada and Louisiana and conquer each separately.3!
Knowing that Canada was a drain and not a fountain of wealth,??
the French motive for defending Canada and underwriting its
continuous deficits was political. They hoped the maintenance
of Canada as an outpost of France would distract Britain from
affairs on the continent of Europe, and when they found it dif-
ficult to feed their Canadian garrison, they went so far as to en-
courage a trade in provisions from New England to Cape Breton
Island

The precise boundaries of French and British America had been
long disputed. Each side made demands impossible for the other
to accept and during forty years of assertion the disagreements had
hardened beyond the possibility of reasonable compromise®*
While the French were setting up their western chain of posts
some English officials thought of doing the same. Said Governor
Alexander Spotswood of Virginia, in 1716, “We should attempt
to make some settlements on the lakes, and at the same time
possess ourselves of those passes of the great mountains, which
are necessary to preserve a communication with such settlements.”*

31. Douglas S. Freeman, George Washington, A Biography (New York, 1948-

1954), 1, 270.
32. Gipson, “The American Revolution as an Aftermath of the Great War
for Empire,” Political Science Quarterly, 65 (1950), 9o.
33. Gipson, British Empire, V, 33.
34. George M. Wrong, The Conguest of New France (New Haven, 1921).
35. Albert P. Brigham, Geographic Influences in American History (Boston,

1904), 89.
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This would have divided Canada and Louisiana, but, lacking such
posts (except for Oswego) the British leaned heavily on an alliance
with the Iroquois to shield them from French forays. By mid-
century that alliance had weakened. The Iroquois were beginning
to compare the disunity of the British colonies with the unity
of French policy and were uneasy.*® In 1754 an attempt at an
Albany congress of representatives of the northern colonies to re-
pair this Anglo-Iroquois bond by founding a colonial union failed,*”
although the Iroquois were somewhat mollified by attention to
certain of their specific grievances.

This new world maneuvering reflected a feeling in Europe that
the balance of power depended for stability upon a balance of
colonial power. To the French it seemed that Britain was deter-
mined to upset the balance. The upper valley of the Ohio River
was a point of collision and British interest in that region seemed
indicative of “vast designs on the whole of America.”?8

4. To war
France and Britain were at war in over 50 of 126 years after
1689, a period sometimes called “The Second Hundred Years
War” Of course, not all of these wars had identical causes, but
their results, before 1815, may be stated generally as the temporary
reestablishment of a delicate and easily disturbed balance of power.
In this violent relationship the British seem generally to have been
guided in their diplomacy by two principles, first, opposition to
French domination of the continent of Europe as a danger to the
security of the British Isles, and, second, opposition to the consolida-
tion of the French and Spanish empires, which would put in
hazard Britain’s overseas possessions.®
The indecisive War of the League of Augsburg (1689-1699)—
known in America as King William’s War—was shortly followed
by the War of the Spanish Succession (1701-1714)—Queen Anne’s

36. Gipson, British Empire, V, 110.

37.1bd., V, 113-142.

38.Max Savelle, “The American Balance of Power and European Diplomacy,
1713-1778,” in Richard B. Morris, ed., The Era of the American Revolution:
Studies Inscribed to Evarts Boutell Greene (New York, 1939), 157-62.

39. Gipson, “The Art of Preserving an Empire,” William and Mary Quarterly,
3d ser, 2 (1945), 407. ‘
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War. These wars were fought to prevent the expansion of con-
tinental France, and to prevent the union of the French and Span-
ish crowns on one head. The problems were temporarily solved
by the Treaty of Utrecht which established a three-fold balance,
separating the crowns of France and Spain, guaranteeing the un-
happily vague American territorial boundaries as of the reign of
the English King Charles II, and establishing a legal but very
limited British trade with Spanish America. The balance soon
began to teeter dangerously as the legal trade was used as a cur-
tain for illegal trade* For the next thirty-five years European
foreign offices concentrated on attempts to frustrate real or fancied
disturbances of the balance by colonial expansion, an expansion of
Europe which could hardly be prevented under the circumstances.
Great Britain was seen to be the most dynamic and the most
dangerous to the balance, and in time British leaders deliberately
upset the balance, bringing on the war with Spain called the War
of Jenkins’ Ear (1739)*" which was soon merged with the War of
the Austrian Succession (1744-1748)—King George’s War. The eco-
nomic clashes of the rival empires, and the parallel dynastic rival-
ries which are usefully revealed by the “double names” of this
series of wars, effectively make clear the way in which dynastic
and economic ambitions were intertwined in the making of
policy.** When the War of the Austrian Succession came to an
end, its Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle marked only the peace of ex-
haustion.

Vital issues were left still unsettled. None of the economic
pressures of the bitter rivalry had been relaxed, few of the essential
political difficulties had been resolved so far as overseas affairs
were concerned. After 1748 a common French simile was “béte
comme la paix.”** It is only fair to say that each side wished
for peace, but they wished for more than peace with honor; they
wanted peace with prestige and profits. When prestige seemed
necessarily to require domination of North America there was no

40. Savelle, “The American Balance of Power,” 141-143.
41.1bid., 143-157.

42. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 122.

43. Freeman, Washington, 1, 27o0.
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restraining the warriors.** The best that can be said of the situa-
tion after 1748 was that war was not quite inevitable. Com-
missioners met at Paris to negotiate but, again, impossible pro-
posals were made and peace was not made*®

The tensions mounted. Jamaica merchants had profited sixty
thousand pounds per annum from legal trade with Spanish
America, plus an untold amount from illegal trade with Spaniards
anxious to escape the excessive mark-ups of Spanish legal monopo-
lists. After 1748 all of that business was lost except the slave
trade, and its troubles have already been described. When the
Jamaicans complained, their government took them seriously.*
War almost started on the west coast of Africa in 1752 when a
British naval officer ordered a French squadron away from Ana-
maboe on the Gold Coast, but the war was postponed when the
French chose to obey.*” In the West Indies the question of the
so-called “neutral islands” caused dissatisfactions. St. Lucia, St.
Vincent, Dominica, and Tobago had been declared “neutral,” al-
though the commissions of the governors of the British colony of
Barbados traditionally included jurisdiction over all of them but
Tobago. The actual settlers, although few, were mostly French.
British officials found the status of the “neutral” islands intolerable
because they were dens of smugglers and, in war, could be priva-
teer bases.*® In North America both powers were closing in on
the headwaters of the Ohio. The governor of Canada formally
claimed the area in 1749, and, at the same time, the British crown
chartered a land company with a tentative grant there. In 1752
the Canadians began to fortify the region and Virginia sent a
promising young militia officer, George Washington, to protest.
In 1754 Washington was sent back with an armed force. There
was a border skirmish, a wilderness siege, a French victory, and
another world war had started. That it had started in North
America is an accident. It might just as easily have started at,
say, Anamaboe or St. Lucia.

44. Gipson, British Empire, V, 350-351.

45.1bid., V, 351-352; Gipson, “A French Project of Victory Short of a Decla-
ration of War, 1755,” Canadian Historical Review, 25 (1945), 361-371.

46. Gipson, British Empire, 11, 231, 234. 47.1bid., 1, 342.

48.15id., 11, 260; Dorn, Competition for Empire, 272.



II.

Design for Fighting

1. The purposes of the campaign

Until 1758 the Seven Years’ War went against Britain and
her allies. The great Frederick had held his own—more or less—
against Austrian, French, Russian, Swedish, and Saxon soldiery
who lacked only ability to combine their strength in order to
annihilate his armies and to gut Prussia. But the British record
was not so good. In America the frontier affairs involving Fort
Duquesne, Braddock’s destruction, the repulses at Niagara, Crown
Point, and Louisbourg, the losses of Oswego and Fort William
Henry—none of these things was the sort to be commemorated
on a regimental flag. In the Mediterranean a British squadron
came off second best, Minorca lay in the shadow of the lazily
flapping lily flag of France, and Admiral John Byng was shot—
rightly or wrongly—for the disgrace. On the continent the Duke
of Cumberland’s convention of Kloster Seven had surrendered
Hanover to the French. Through 1758 the only bright days were
those which saw the unusual activities of Robert Clive, “Hero
of Arcot,” William Pitt’s “heaven-born general,” who distinguished
himself by barely credible military feats at Calcutta and Plassey;
also, in America, the ex-physician General John Forbes put on
his dogged march to Fort Duquesne and changed its name to
Fort Pitt, while, farther north, Louisbourg was captured on the
second try.

The British bungling, from 1754 to 1758, is usually and perhaps
unfairly attributed to the incompetence of Thomas Pelham Holles,
Duke of Newcastle, who was so preoccupied with parliament-
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bribing and with administrative detail that he had no time for a
war even if he had known how to direct one. William Pitt,
“this amazing constellation of success” with the eye which “would
cut a diamond,” the boy patriot of Walpole’s day, was Newecastle’s
opposite number. Honest and self-confident (or vain), precise
and able (or extravagant), he led the opposition to Newcastle’s
conduct of the disaster and ultimately won the support of public
opinion for his ideas, or, rather, the opinion of that portion of the
public which counted. But Newcastle controlled Parliament while
Pitt was leading public opinion. Neither could move without the
other. They joined forces in 1757. As Professor Dorn said, “Pitt
had become inevitable.” Together they produced what was one
of the most successful governments in English history.

Pitt had said, “I know that I can save England, and that no
one else can.” The English believed it. And it was probably
true. In the end, Pitt’s policies, or the men he chose, brought a
brilliant procession of victories: Fort Duquesne, Louisbourg, Goree,
Guadeloupe, Quebec, Quiberon, Martinique, Montreal, Havana,
Manila. There were other victories in India at Masulipatam,
Wanderwash, and Pondicherry, but they probably could have been
won by Clive no matter what government ruled at home.

This book is concerned with one of these Pitt-motivated vic-
tories: Guadeloupe.

The West Indian actions of 1759 were fought for a new kind
of objective in the Seven Years’ War. Earlier captains had sought
to destroy commerce in those waters, but the conquest of terri-
tory was the aim of this expedition. Yet conquest of territory was
not the ultimate end. Rather, this was an eccentric attack,® a
large raid for the purpose of acquiring a definite place and holding
it as a permanent diversion and annoyance. Pitt wanted Minorca

1. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 345, 346. By moving his cross-section date
to the end of 1758, Lawrence Henry Gipson can quite properly begin his discus-
sion of the subject with the sentence “As the year 1758 came to its close, the
British at home and overseas could look at the balance sheet of successes and
reverses with a good deal of satisfaction.” Gipson, British Empire, VII, 287. But
the situation early in 1758 was not at all cheering.

2.0n raids, eccentric attacks, and true invasions, see Appendix, Topic 1. An
analysis of these problems will also be found in Sir Julian Corbet, England in
the Seven Years’ War (London, 1907), I, 206-209.
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back under the Union Jack for reason of long-range imperial
policy, the Mediterranean Sea being the “old womb of Empire.”
Under the circumstances it seemed easier to retrieve Minorca by
conquering Martinique (or Guadeloupe) than by a direct attack
on the Mediterranean island® As the territorial balance sheet
stood at this stage of the war, Britain would have to give back Louis-
bourg at the table of any possible peace meeting in order to own
Minorca once more. But Martinique (or Guadeloupe) would
make excellent trading stock and, once it was British, it ought
to be possible to trade it for Minorca and keep Louisbourg as a
permanently valuable skeleton key to the St. Lawrence gateway.*
Martinique would be sorely wanted by the French: it was an in-
valuable French base for developing the line of passage to the
St. Lawrence and Mississippi valleys, its capture would give the
British the best possible defense of a most valuable seaborne trade
for the duration of the war, and the loss of its wealth would be
a painful blow to an important French financial plexus. (At least
1400 English merchantmen were taken in the West Indies in this
war, most of them by privateers based on Martinique.)®

Once started on this line of policy, the British took all of the
French Windward Islands and annexed all of the ownerless “neu-

3.The anonymous compiler of the frequently inaccurate Historische-geogra-
phische Beschreibung der in diesem Krieg von der Englandern eroberten  fran-
zosischen Antillischen Inseln (Stutgart, 1762)—hereafter cited as Antillischen
Inseln—has on pages 56-57 an unsupported account of the genesis of the plan
to conquer Martinique: Captain Molyneaux Shuldham, taken captive by the
French, was carried into Martinique where he was allowed to move freely.
Observing the fortifications he devised a plan which he communicated to Moore,
naval commander on that station, who packed Shuldham home to Pitt after
an exchange of prisoners. The only scrap of evidence to support this is the
fact that he was taken in the Warwick, 60, near Martinique, by three French
men-of-war, in 1756, and was returned in a cartel in 1758.

J. K. Laughton in his excellent article on Shuldham in the Dictionary of
National Biography makes no mention of this interesting, if true, origin of the
plan to take the French island. Of course Captain Shuldham was a naval officer
and would pick up what intelligence he could while a prisoner; it would be
mere routine to consult bim when laying the plan for the attack on Martinique.

On Shuldham, see note on page 34.

4. Professor Dorn thought Pitt wanted the island for outright annexation.
Having read Beckford’s and Newecastle’s memoranda I am forced to disagree. Dorn,
Competition for Empire, 362.

5. Corbett, England in the Seven Years War, I, 375-376; J. K. Eyre, Jr., “The
Naval History of Martinique,” U. S. Naval Institute, Proceedings, 68 (Aug. 1942),
I1I5-1124.
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tral” islands in those waters.® Ordinarily the British West Indian
nabobs wanted no more sugar competition in the empire, but
the war had entered the stage of collecting chips to cash at the
treaty board, and Pitt’s West Indian friend, William Beckford,
London merchant and M.P., was the one who suggested the de-
sirability of a Martinique-for-Minorca deal.” It might be thought
that Pitt would wait until all of Canada was conquered but he
knew that to attack in two places at once would disorganize the
defense of the French empire. Holding Louisbourg as he did,
Pitt thought the conquest of Canada could be postponed indefinite-
ly without loss. Further, he did not think the annexation of
Canada was a necessary part of the future peace; what he wished
in America was a good military frontier.® This would not neces-

sarily include Canada.

2. The force and its matériel

On 17 August 1758 London heard of the fall of Louisbourg.
How could this advantage be exploited?" In a game of skill and
chance, which is a cold-blooded description of war, one needs
occasionally to look at the score and reform one’s policy. Pitt
did so. France was almost beaten off the seas, and a strong French
faction wished to concentrate their war effort on land—that is,
in Germany. Pitt and Newcastle knew this attitude because they
had spies in or very near the French ministry. The land forces
of England and her continental allies were in fairly good condition

6. The “neutral” islands were left outside the jurisdiction of any nation by
the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle, 1748. Dominica, to the north of Martinique, and
St. Lucia, to the south, were “neutral” islands, although the alleged neutrality
was only a public fiction, since the inhabitants usually acknowledged Louis XV.

7. Professor Dorn thought the expedition may have been in the nature of a
favor to Beckford, since the French West Indies “were inconvenient rivals of
bis own estates.”” Competition for Empire, 348. Beckford, who owned much
property in Jamaica and who knew the West Indies well, was in Pitts confidence.
He told Pitt of the wealth of the French islands, of their need to import food,
and of their political discontents. He may also have provided the topographical
and meteorological information needed for planning. A. von Ruville, Willium
Pigz (London, 1907), I, 221-224.

8.Richard Pares, War and Trade in the West Indies (Oxford, 1936), 185-186.
The war had started in the Leeward Islands in 1755 when, the governor of Marti-
nique having taken possession of the so-called “neutral” island of St. Lucia, the
British commander on the Leeward Islands station, Thomas Frankland, ordered
his ship commanders “to take & detain all such French ships as they shoud [sie]
meet with.” Frankland to Clevland, Nov. 4, 1755, Admiralty x/306.
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and position. From the sea, Richard, Earl Howe and Lieutenant
General Thomas Bligh had captured, destroyed, and abandoned
Cherbourg, an expensive job, but a great stimulant to the morale
of the invasion-fearing public. Late in August Newcastle said he
opposed sending men for such purposes as the Cherbourg raid but
thought instead three thousand men could well be assigned to
America to repair losses there.. He thought—his thinking had been
a pastime frequently dangerous to England—Louisbourg’s fall
would cause France to sue for peace, and England’s financial
tension would require her to accept some sort of peace, perhaps
a trade of Louisbourg for Minorca and for a non-French Flanders.
Therefore he wanted to destroy Louisbourg while there was time
for it. But, he complained, the King and others wanted to keep
the Canadian bastion and conquer the whole of Canada. To his
surprise he learned in the first week of September that Pitt and John
Clevland, Secretary of the Admiralty, were working on a plan to
conquer Martinique. He hesitantly admitted this would wound
French trade but he was continually worried. Petitions for the
retention of Louisbourg were coming in, and the northern in-
dustrialists, of whom he stood in awe, wanted the Canadian fort
for two reasons: Louisbourg was the focal point of North Atlantic
privateer infection, and Canada promised to develop into a market
for the midlands’ “cheap tin trays.” A better judge of military
matters than Newcastle also disliked Pitt’s plan. Over at the
Admiralty George, Lord Anson had his doubts. To win Anson,
Pitt gave up all projects except two that Anson approved: that
against French Africa, and the foray against Martinique.?

This miasma of skepticism undoubtedly floated in through the
doors of the London clubs, for that Boswell of the the capital’s
waggle-tongues, Horace Walpole, wrote, “Martinico is the general
notion; a place the strongest in the world with a garrison of ten
thousand men. Others now talk of Guadeloupe, almost as strong
and of much less consequence. Of both, everybody that knows,
despairs.”®

9. Corbett, England in the Seven Years’ War, 1, 371-374.

10. Horace Walpole, Lezters, Peter Cunningham, ed. (London, 18s7-s9), III,
182; cited in Gertrude Selwyn Kimball, ed., Correspondence of William Pirt,
When Secretary of State (New York, 1906), I, xlvixlvii. Hereafter noted as
Pitt, Correspondence. ‘
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The small professional army of the empire during the years
of Pitt’s tenure as “His Majesty’s Principall Secretary at State”
was reorganized and strengthened.”* As soon as Pitt took office
he began to reform the establishment. In November and Decem-
ber of 1756 fifteen regiments had been reinforced by adding a
second battalion to each. In 1758 Pitt formed ten of these battalions
into new regiments.?

The manpower of the armed forces of the empire in 1758,
including thirty thousand American provincials, fifty-two thousand
continental allies, and twenty thousand dock artificers, consisted of
more than a quarter of a million men, a third of whom were serv-
ing with the Royal Navy. The soldiers were dispersed in India,
the West Indies, North America, Gibraltar, and the British Isles.
Fifty-five thousand of them were on the home establishment
(including artillerymen). Any men Pitt could use for his cam-
paign against the French West Indies would have to come from
the West Indian garrison (two thousand men) or from the home
establishment. But the British force in the West Indies was
hardly a trustworthy unit. Because of the idea that garrisons were
immovable, the Thirty-eighth Foot had been in the Leeward Is-
lands, unrelieved for sixty years. It was in miserable condition,
only about forty percent effective, ragged, hatless, barefoot, with-
out cartouches and swordless™® How much Pitt knew about
this ragged regiment is unrecorded, but he never counted on it
for more than incidental assistance. The Leeward Islands expedi-
tionary force had the help of a detachment from the Thirty-eighth
and a few local volunteers but most of the work was done by
Englishmen unused to the tropics.

11. Chapter Il of Dorn’s Competition for Empire gives an excellent account
of eighteenth-century military thought and practice.

12. The regiments which were strengthened are shown in the following list,
with the new regimental numbers of 1758 shown in parentheses. The informa-
tion is from Sir John Fortescue, History of the British Army (London, 1899-1930), '
1, 299-300, 299n.-300n. Hereafter cited as Fortescue, British Armsy.

3d (61st) xg9th (66th) 32d
4th (62d) 20th (67th) 33d
8th (63d) 23d (68th) 34th
11th (64th) 24th (69th) 36th
12th (65th) 31st (7oth) 37th

13. Fortescue, British Army, 11, 42, 565; Gentleman’s Magazine, 28 (x758),
254.
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In his selection of a commander of the land forces Pitt was
overruled by the King. Pitt wanted John Barrington, colonel of
the new Sixty-fourth Regiment, to head the army of the tropics.**
When Pitt carried a list of names to the King, Major General Pere-
grine Thomas Hopson was selected, probably because the King
distrusted younger men.!® According to Walpole this choice was
“not consonant to Mr. Pitt’s practice, who, considering that our
ancient officers had grown old on a very small portion of ex-
perience, which by no means compensated for the decay of fire
and vigour, chose to trust his plans to the alertness and hopes of
younger men.”’® Hopson accepted the post much as St. Joan ac-
cepted the stake and faggots—as a martyrdom for God, for King,
and for country. Pitt got Barrington, with local rank overseas as a
major general, for second-in-command.*™ As will be made plain,
the presence of Barrington in the force can only be ‘explained as
part of the standing luck of the British Army.

General Hopson had been commander at Louisbourg when it
was restored to the French by the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. He
was governor of Nova Scotia in the years 1752-1753 and was pro-
moted major general in 1757.® Old but inexperienced, thorough
rather than active, he was appointed to command the land forces
of the expedition to the West Indies in October, 1758.

For commander of the naval forces Pitt and his king agreed
to appoint the senior officer on the Leeward Islands station, Captain
John Moore, whose chief impress on history before 1758 had been
made as a member of the court-martial which tried Admiral Byng.
Along with Augustus Keppel and another captain he had peti-
tioned the throne to show mercy toward Byng.** Moore, born in
1718, was the third son of Henry Moore, D.D,, rector of Malpas,

14. Walpole observed, perhaps truthfully, that Pitt also wished to use Major
General John Moyston, groom of the bedchamber, but Moyston declined because
he was not fitted for the job. Horace Walpole, Memoirs of the Reign of King
George the Second, Lord Holland, ed. (London, 1846), III, 170, 170n. Hereafter
cited as Walpole, Memoirs.

15. Corbett, England in the Seven Years War, 1, 376-377.

16. Walpole, Memoirs, 1II, 171.

17. Corbett, England in the Seven Years’ War, 1, 376-377.

18. Pitt, Correspondence, 1, 24n., in which the editor cited Akins' edition of
Nova Scotia Documents, 671.

19. Walpole, Memoirs, 11, 318.
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in Cheshire, a younger son of Henry, third earl of Drogheda.
After a grammar school education he probably entered active
service with the Royal Navy aboard the Dizmond, under Anson,
in 1731. He learned seamanship and war under Anson and Ed-
ward Hawke, good masters of those arts. His first command was
the Diamond, in 1743. His main distinction in the service before
the insular campaign of 1759 was under Hawke in the action of
14 October 1747, when his energy as commander of the Devon-
shire caused him to be chosen to take dispatches to London. Moore
commanded the William and Mary yacht during the peace, and
when the Seven Years’ War began he was posted to the Devon-
shire again in time to serve on the court which tried Byng. From
the Devonshire he was moved to the Cambridge, and then made
commodore?® and commander in chief on the Leeward Islands
station.?!

Hopson’s secret orders were issued in seven parts on 16 October
1758. (1) He was to go to Portsmouth to take over command
of the Third, Sixty-first, Sixty-fourth, and Sixty-fifth regiments,
and from there, in transports convoyed by Captain Robert Hughes,
sail to Plymouth where the transports of the Fourth and Sixty-
third regiments would join the squadron. The whole fleet would
then sail to Barbados to meet Commodore Moore, who would
assume command of the naval forces. (2) The combined force
would then attack Martinique. (3) If the attack were successful,
Martinique was to be garrisoned and Hopson was to inform the
government what supplies he needed. (4) He should enlist any
acclimated men he could get from the islands, since they would
be useful for irregular warfare and for plantation destruction. He
should also secure men from the Thirty-cighth Regiment if the
regiment could spare the detachment. He must not stay at Bar-
bados to await these men but should have them join the invading
force at Martinique. (5) If the expedition succeeded, and the
men could be spared, one thousand were to be drafted from the
regiments®® and sent under convoy to Major General Jeffrey Am-

20.0n the title “commodore,” see Appendix, Topic 2.

21. Moore died loaded with honors—Admiral, Baronet, Knight of the Bath—
in February 1479.

22.0n cighteenth-century military drafts, see Appendix, Topic 3.
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herst, the commander in chief in North America who was to com-
mand the invasion of Canada. If the expedition should fail and
the force could not strike elsewhere—a question left to the dis-
cretion of the co-commanders—two thousand men should be sent
to Ambherst and the rest brought home under convoy. (6) Hopson
should cooperate with Moore, even to the extent of giving him
men to work the ships—Moore would have reciprocal orders.
Hopson’s orders should be communicated to Moore, who in turn
was to communicate his orders to Hopson. (%) “. .. from time
to time, and as you shall have opportunity, send constant accounts
of your proceedings” to one of the principal secretaries of state,
who would send any other information the government would wish
Hopson to have® Two or three days later Hopson and his of-
ficers were given authority to impress carriage, hospital supplies,
and other stores into the service.*

The orders to Moore were similar.®® Joint instructions were
sent to the governors of Barbados and the Leeward Islands, calling
upon them to assist Hopson with native troops if possible, and to
grant aid, provisions, refreshment, and animals to the expedition-
ary forces. Notice was given to the governor of the Leeward Is-
lands that Hopson would detach men from the Thirty-eighth Regi-
ment, if consistent with the safety of the islands.?®

Hopson was provided with a small but adequate staff. The
Reverend John Tathan served as Hopson’s chaplain. Hopson had
at least two aides-de-camp: a captain who left the Indies for Lon-
don on 30 January 1759 with the first good news the government
received of this expedition, and a Benjamin Tribe, rank not given.
Captain Robert Skene and a Captain Cunningham served the
force as deputy adjutant general and deputy quartermaster gen-

23. Colonial Office 5/215, 61-80. Information from Colonial Office papers,
throughout, is derived from transcripts in the Library of Congress.

24. Colonel H. C. Wylly, History of the Manchester Regiment (London, 1933),
1, 8-9. This is a history of the Sixty-third.

25. Colonial Office 5/215, 95-114.

26. Pitt, Correspondence, 1, 366-370. Part of the expeditionary force was com-
posed of men and ships lately returned from an unsuccessful coastal descent at
Lunaire Bay. Ruville, William Pin, II, 224, 224n., citing Berlin archives now
inaccessible, if still extant.
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eral respectively. They ranked during the expedition as lieutenant
colonels. Heading a small group of surgeons was “the physician.”*”
The officer commanding the artillery detachment from Woolwich
arsenal®® was Major Samue] Cleaveland; the chief engineer officer
was Lieutenant Colonel William Cunninghame; one of his subal-
terns, or “practitioners” as they were called, was Robert Beatson, the
author of one of the best sources for a study of this expedition.

There were, of course, line officers to command units in the
field. The six complete regiments were commanded as follows:
the Third, by Lieutenant Colonel Cyrus Trapaud, the Fourth, by
Lieutenant Colonel Byam Crump, the Sixty-first, by Lieutenant
Colonel John Barlow, the Sixty-third, by Lieutenant Colonel Peter
Debrissay, the Sixty-fourth, by Major Thomas Ball (vice Colonel
Barrington), and the Sixty-fifth, by Colonel Robert Armiger. The
detachment from the Thirty-eighth which eventually joined in the
expedition after it arrived in the West Indies was headed by its
local commander, Major Robert Melville.?® The second battalion
of the Forty-second Regiment, now called the Black Watch, re-
inforced the expedition after it arrived in the West Indies, and
was placed under one of Hopson’s officers, a captain who was bre-
vetted major for the campaign.®

These eight units® functioned as five on the field, the six com-
plete regiments being organized in three brigades, and the Scots
and the Thirty-eighth apparently fought independently. The bri-
gades were under brigadier generals3? The Third and Sixty-third
regiments formed the First Brigade under command of Trapaud.
The Fourth and Sixtyfourth regiments were formed into the
Second Brigade, commanded until 13 March 1759 by Lieutenant
Colonel George Haldane, late of the Third Guards Regiment and

27.Only the physicians were accorded the title of “Doctor.” The surgeons
were Mister This and Mister That.

28.On the organization of the artillery, see Appendix, Topic 4.

29. On Melville, see note on pp. 65-66.

30.For a list of the regiments which took part in this campaign on the
British side, with numbers, names, owners, officer commanding in the West
Indies, and brigade of which a part, see Appendix, Topic 5.

31.For a statement of comparable military strength in modern terms, sec

Appendix, Topic 6.
32.0n the ranks in the infantry regiments, see Appendix, Topic 7.
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governor-elect of Jamaica, who departed for his post during the
campaign. After the departure of Haldane the Second Brigade
was commanded by Lieutenant Colonel J. Clavering of the Second
Guards Regiment, and, still later, by Byam Crump for a time. The
Sixty-first and Sixty-fifth regiments made up the Third Brigade,
which took orders from Brigadier General Armiger. The Forty-
second’s battalion fought independently. Whether the detachment
of the Thirty-eighth was brigaded with other troops is not clear.
Several hundred Marines from the fleet occasionally saw action
ashore with the army, at which times they were commanded by a
Colonel (or Lieutenant Colonel) Rycaut.3?

Hopson had difficulty in organizing this officer corps. Major
General George Boscawen was asked to serve as a brigadier but de-
clined.®* Perhaps he thought such service would be a step down
in rank. William, Viscount Barrington, Pitt’s cabinet colleague,
who held the war portfolio, honorably protested against the eleva-
tion of his brother, saying in part, “how earnestly I have wish’d
to prevent the perilous honour which has happen'd to fall to my
brother’s lot.”®® But Colonel Armiger offered the chief difficulty.

33.In the squadron commanded by Commodore Hughes, who convoyed the
soldiers to the West Indies, there were eight hundred Marines who, it was
claimed, were intended to be formed into a battalion to land with the troops
and fight in the line under command of a lieutenant colonel and a major, “ex-
pressly appointed by the King for this Service.” At Barbados Moore was said
to have refused to allow this arrangement “and did, in effect, take away all
Command from the Licutenant-Colonel and Major of Marines.” Richard Gardiner,
Account of the Expedition to the West Indies, against Martinico (Birmingham,
1762), 2. Hereafter cited as, Gardiner, The West Indies.

Gardiner, as will be seen hercafter, was not above distorting the story for
purposes of his own. Actually, Moore’s orders mentioned that Colonel Rycaut
and Major Campbell would command the Marines ashore “if it shall be found
necessary to land them.”—Admiralty, 2/1331. And Rycaut did command Marines
ashore in combat, at Fort Louis, Grand Terre, in February. John Moore, “Jour-
nal,” Admiral’s journals, Admiralty 50/22.

Moore’s “Journal” covers events laconically and adds little of value to a study
of the operation except a precise chronology. It tells what orders were issued,
and when, but rarely why; rarely does it speak of results, and never of strategical
considerations. It is almost exclusively confined to nautical detail.

34. Hopson to Ligonier, 22 October 1758, Colonial Office 1ro/1. One lieu-
tenant, two sergeants, and forty men of Boscawen's regiment were drafted into
Hopson’s force (into the Sixty-third) at Plymouth before embarkation. Wylly,
History of the Manchester Regiment, 1, 8.

35. Viscount Barrington to Newecastle, 9 May 1759, Newcastle papers, Add.
MSS. 32801, folio 63, British Museum. Information from the Newecastle papers
is from transcripts in the Library of Congress.
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From Gosport, on 22 October 1758, he wrote the following self-
pitiful letter to the harrassed Hopson, who had much more im-
portant business to attend to:

Sir,

Brigadier Barrington tells me that he is to be a major-general. I
have served many years longer than him, and seen more service, and
if I am not to have equal promotion with him (except I misbehave)
I shall be so severely mortified as not to be able to answer for my
brooking spirits, and sooner than that should be my situation, and the
service suffer, I beg leave to retire to any corner of the world, and there
wait my dejected fate.38

Perhaps startled by this open show of professional jealousy
Hopson hurriedly wrote a letter to John, Viscount Ligonier®?
(then first soldier of the empire) asking him to intervene, and
sent copies of these letters to Pitt3® To Ligonier he said he had
lost one brigadier by Boscawen’s refusal to serve. The resignation
of Armiger would make the whole project almost impossible. He
was to have had one major general and three brigadiers. “I sub-
mit to your lordship the now distress’d situation of my command
with one major-general and one brigadier, only, and without a
colonel.” After much expression of anxiety he concluded, “I have
already represented the inconvenience of losing one brigadier, and
am very likely to lose two.”®® Ligonier was officially commander
in chief of the British army but he was seventy-eight years of age
and, if Hopson had but stopped to think, it must have been per-
fectly obvious to him that Pitt was the man who produced the
military show. Pitt rebuked Hopson for referring the affair to
the venerable hero and settled the tea-pot tornado, either by
speaking to his sulky Achilles or by correspondence not preserved,
in such a satisfactory manner that Armiger served through the
whole campaign without another written complaint—nor did he
particularly distinguish himself. '

36. Colonial Office 110/1.

. 37.% . . when Cumberland fell into disgrace after the convention of Closter-
seven Ligonier succeeded him as commander-in-chief (without the rank of captain-
general held by Cumberland) from 24 Oct. 1757 . . . He left the office r July
1759. Ligonier was born in 1680. Henry Manners Chichester, “John Ligonier,”
Dictionary of National Biography.

38. Hopson to Pitt, 22 October 1758, Colonial Office 110/1.
39. Hopson to Ligonier, 22 October 1758, Colonial Office rro/x.
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In November orders were sent to the officer commanding seven
newly raised companies of the Forty-second Foot to sail under
convoy for the West Indies to join Hopson’s army. These men
were seven of ten new companies making up the second battalion
of the Royal Highlanders, or Black Watch* They had but five
months’ training before they sailed,*" yet fought as well as any
of the troops under Hopson and Barrington and came out with
relatively fewer casualties. The explanation of this hardiness is
probably that only extremely rugged individuals survived a High-
land childhood in the eighteenth century. A few more details
of the organization remained to be completed, e.g., bringing the
debentures up to date, so that the soldiers would be only about
three months behind in their pay when they sailed,** and ordering
space reserved in the transports for ten women per company.*®
The army was thereupon ready to place itself in the hands of the
navy for delivery overseas.

In 1758 the Royal Navy had 310 ships in commission. Of these,
110 were line of battle ships,** which can be roughly described as
ships mounting fifty guns or more. For the expedition the Ad-
miralty organized a small fleet to be commanded by Captain
Robert Hughes until it reached Barbados, where Commodore
Moore would assume command. The battleships were: the Nor-
folk, 74 guns, Captain Robert Hughes, 600 men; the Panther, 6o,
Captain Molyneaux Shuldham, 420; the Lyon, 60, Captain Sir Wil-
liam Trelawney, 400; the Sz. George, go, Captain Clark Gayton,
750; the Burford, 64, Captain James Gambier, 520; the Winchester,
50, Captain Edward Le Cras, 350; the Berwick, 64, Captain Wil-
liam Harman, 480; and the Rippon, 60, Captain Edward Jekyll, 430.
The smaller ships were: the Rerown frigate, 30, Captain George
Mackenzie;*® and four bomb ketches: the Kingfisher, 2 mortars,
Commander Sabine Deacon;*® the Falcon, 2 mortars, Commander

40. Colonial Office 5/215; C. R. B. Knight, Historical Records of the Buffs
(London, 1935), II, 194 ff. Hercafter cited as Knight, The Buffs.

41. Archibald Forbes, The ‘“Black Warch” (New York, 1897), 59.

42. Wylly, History of th