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In the new edition of Vol. 111, the author brings his History of
the Navy down to the present time. In the prefaces of the vol-
umes of this history the author has expressed and emphasized his
desire for suggestions, new information, and corrections which
might be utilized in perfecting his work. He has, therefore, care-
fully studied the evidence brought ont at the recent Schley Court
of Inquiry, and while the findings of that Court were for the most
part in accordance with the resuits of his own historical investiga-
tions, he has modified cerrain portions of his narrative. Whatever
opinions may be held regarding any phases of onr recent naval
history, the fact remains that the industry, care, and thoroughness,
which were unanimously praised by newspaper reviewers and
experts in the case of the first two volumes, have been sedulously
applied to the preparation of this new edition of the third volume.

A History of American Privateers.

Uniform with ‘A History of the United States
Navy.” Illustrated. 8vo. Cloth, &3.00. net; post-
age, 24 cents additional.

After several years of research the distingnished historian of
American sea power presents the first comprehensive account of
one of the most plctur"sque and absorbing phases of our maritime
warfare. Mr. Maclay’s romantic tale is accompanied by repro-
ductions of contemporary pictures, portraits, and documents, and
also by illustrations by Mr. George Gibbs.

The Private Journal of William Maclay,

United States Senator from Pennsylvania, 1;89-1791.
With Portrait from Original Miniature. FEdited by
EDGAR S. MacrLay, A, M. Large 8vo. Cloth, $2.25,

During his two years in the Senate William Maclay kept a
Journal of his own, in which he minutely recorded the transac-
tions of each day. This record throws a flood of light on the
doings of our first legislators both in and out of Congress, and is
invaluable to the student of American history as well as to the
general reader.
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INTRODUCTION TO THIRD EDITION.

Ovur war with Spain has not only altered the map of
the world, but it has materially enlarged the history of
the United States navy. Not merely a few chapters,
but an entire volume has been added, substantially
changing the perspective in our naval history. In the
present third edition of this work efforts have been made
to do justice, not only to our wood and iron navies of
the past, but to the later triumphs of our steel fleets.
Many important changes, suggested by experience and
later information, have been made in the text of Volumes
T and II, so that it is believed the record of our navy
from 1775 to 1866 as given in these two volumes is
complete.

As has been said, the war with Spain has substan-
tially enlarged the scope and altered the perspective of
our naval history. From being a self-seeking, self-con-
tained nation we have suddenly awakened to the fact
that we are a world power ; and possibly the most sig-
nificant feature of this evolution is the wonderful mari-
time strength and adaptability for sea fighting we dis-
played in the war against Spain. It is the unexpected
extension of our influence in the polity of the world
that has made the record of our maritime achievements
in the late war of supreme interest ; and it is with this
fact held steadfastly in mind that the present revision
and enlargement of this work has been attempted.

As leading up to the Hispano-American War all
chapters dealing with the decadence and rehabilitation
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of the navy after the civil war have been transferred to
Volume III. These chapters occupy fewer than forty
pages, so that the balance of the volume of some five
hundred pages is devoted to a complete record of the
navy’s doings in the war with Spain and subsequent
incidents of international importance down to April,
1901. A complete preface dealing with the salient fea-
tures of the Spanish war will be found in Volume III.
As the narrative in Volume III has been based solidly
on American and Spanish official reports, it is believed
to be accurate and complete. But what the author
said in the first edition of this work (1894)—namely,
“The study of the United States navy is far from being
complete, and, impressed with this fact, I would gladly
receive information from any reliable source bearing on
our naval history, in order that it may be incorporated

in future editions”—is repeated to-day.
E. 8. M.

New York NAvy YarD,
April, 2501



INTRODUCTION TO SECOND EDITION.

Ix the introduction to the first edition of this work
the author said that he ¢ will gladly receive informa-
tion bearing on our navy from any reliable source, in
order that it may be incorporated in future editions.”
This invitation has been responded to generously, so
that with these additional details it is believed that
this new and substantially enlarged edition is a com-
plete narrative of our navy’s career from the earliest
records down to the intervention of the United States
between Spain and Cuba.

Some of the most important additions are the chap-
ters Cruising after Slavers, Attack on the Wyoming,
and Sea Power in the Civil War. Some of the other
material incorporated is an account of Commander (now
Commodore) Schley’s arctic relief expedition, the sequel
to the sinking of the Monitor, a fuller account of the
Apia disaster, the last appearance of the Merrimac in
Hampton Roads, from material prepared for the author
by Rear-Admiral Thomas Stowell Phelps, the latest
developments in gun and ship building, an outline of
the formation and development of our marine, medical
and pay departments, an explanation of the Cuban com-
plications, an account of the Maine disaster and our
relations with Spain, and a description of the equip-
ment and mobilization of the navy in the winter and
spring of 1898 down to the beginning of war with Spain
on April 21st. There are several new and typical pic-
tures of vessels likely to be prominent in our naval
operations.
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Some interesting additions also have been made to
the account of the Bonkomme Richard-Serapis fight,
to the action between the Constitution and Java, to
the cruise of the Hssez, and to the torpedo warfare in
the civil war, while the account of the tragedy in the
Somers has been enlarged to several pages. Some of
the most important services performed by the supply
steamers Rhode Island and Connecticut and the sloop-
of-war Jamestown have been noted. The list of ships
has been revised and brought down to date, while the
latest developments in naval warfare are recorded. The
arrangement of chapters has been altered so as to end
the War of 1812 with Volume I. The number of pages
in each volume has been greatly increased.

It will be necessary to explain why some of the ma-
terial offered does not appear in this new work. It has
always been the author’s intention to devote a separate
volume to the story of our privateers. This seems
appropriate, not only because they formed a distinct
class of war ships, but because their services were of
so great national importance and their actions in so
many cases were of such remarkable brilliancy and
attended with such ‘‘astounding audacity.” For this
reason the mass of exceedingly valuable and interest-
ing material placed before the author by the descend-
ants of our daring privateersmen does not appear in
the history of the navy proper, but is reserved for a
volume which will be uniform with the ‘‘History of
the Navy,” but will be published separately.

In the preparation of the final chapters of the War
of 1812 the author desires to acknowledge his obliga-
tions to William J. Kyle, of Providence, R. L; to
Robert H. Hope, of Montreal, grandnephew of Captain
Hope, who was first lieutenant in the British' 38-gun
frigate Macedonian when she fought the United
States ; to Richard Watson Gilder for interesting de-
tails of the last cruise of the Constitution in the War
of 1812 ; to Theodore Roosevelt, author of The Naval
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War of 1812 ; to H. Y. Powell, of London ; to Judge
William W. Carruth, of Boston ; to Oliver Ormsby
Page, of Allegheny, Pa., a relative of Captain Benjamin
Page, U. S. N.; to Lieutenant-Commander William
Bainbridge-Hoff, U. S. N.; to Samuel C. Clarke, of
Marietta, Ga.; and to Mrs. Laura W. A. Cook, of
Chicago, daughter of Captain Joel Abbot, U. S. N.
In that part of the history extending from 1815 to
1860 the author is indebted to Joseph A. McCreery, of
New Jersey, for the unpublished private journal of
one of the officers who was in the frigate Pofomac
in the expedition against the Qualla Battoons in
1832 ; to William Elliot Griffis, ‘author of the Life
of Matthew Calbraith Perry ; to Rear-Admiral Henry
Walke, for interesting data on the Mexican War;
to Edward Trenchard, son of Rear-Admiral Stephen
Decatur Trenchard, for the private papers and un-
published journal of his father bearing on the inter-
esting incidents in the China Sea in 1856-°59, and also
on the civil war; to Franklin Eyre, of Philadelphia,
great-grandson of the builder of the first United States
war vessel; to Assistant- Engineer Henry Eckford
Rhoades, who was in the United States war steamer
Juniata in her Polaris-search expedition ; and to S.
C. Bigelow, of San Francisco.

In the chapters bearing on the civil war the author
has received great assistance from Rear-Admiral James
Edward Jouett and Rear-Admiral Thomas Holdup
Stevens. Both of these officers have contributed many
items of interest on the parts they took in the great
strife, and have given their personal experiences in
the famous battle of Mobile Bay. To Rear-Admiral
Thomas Stowell Phelps the author is indebted for val-
uable material on the early naval operations in the
Potomag, the surveying of Hatteras Inlet, and incidents
attendant and consequent to the appearance of the
Merrimac in Hampton Roads. Rear-Admiral Henry
Walke has kindly read and corrected chapters on the
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naval operations of the Western rivers, in which he
participated, besides contributing many items of gen-
eral interest on the navy. The invaluable assistance
of Miss Susan G. Perkins, in laying before the author
the letters and private papers of her brother, Captain
George Hamilton Perkins, bearing on the part he took
in the battles of New Orleans and Mobile Bay, is ac-
knowledged. To Ensign Thomas Tingey Craven, grand-
son of Rear-Admiral Craven, the author is indebted for
items concerning the admiral ; to Madeline Vinton
Dahlgren, widow of Rear-Admiral Dahlgren, for the
private journal and letters written by the admiral dur-
ing the civil war, and especially while he was in com-
mand of the National fleet off Charleston; to Judge
Charles Cowley, of Lowell, Mass., author of Leaves
from the Diary of a Lawyer Afloat and Ashore; to
Frank W. Hackett, of Washington; and to Rear-
Admiral John Henry Russell, for interesting material
bearing on the civil war. The author also desires to
acknowledge the assistance he has received from Lieu-
tenant-Commander Pendleton Gaines Watmough, Rear-
Admiral James Augustin Greer, Rear-Admiral George
Eugene Belknap, Rear-Admiral Edmund R. Colhoun,
Rear-Admiral Alexander Colden Rhind, Rear-Admiral
John G. Walker, Commander Charles 8. Sperry, Lieu-
tenant-Commander Charles Belknap, Lieutenant-Com-
mander Franklin Hanford, and from the able works of
Rear-Admiral Daniel Ammen, Captain Alfred Thayer
Mahan and Prof. James Russell Soley on the civil war.

In the preparation of this enlarged edition the au-
thor acknowledges his obligations to an advance chap-
ter of Captain Alfred Thayer Mahan’s ‘‘ History of the
Royal Navy of Great Britain ”; to Mrs. D. McDougal
Van Voorhis (daughter of Rear-Admiral David Stock-
ton McDougal, U. S. N.) for valuable details of Mc-
Dougal’s gallant fight against the Japanese batteries in
the Straits of Shimonoséki ; to John C. Crowninshield
for interesting items about the prominent part his an-
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cestors took in the formation of the navy ; to the late
Pay Director Augustus H. Gilman, U. 8. N., for his
personal account of various incidents in the civil war;
to William Elliot Griffis for an account of the Wyo-
ming affair ; to Mrs. Truxtun Craven Barnard ; to Com-
modore Winfield Scott Schley, U. 8. N., commanding
the ¢Flying Squadron,” for material bearing on the
Greeley relief expedition; to Lieutenant-Commander
James D. Jerrold Kelley’s ‘‘ History of the Navy”; to
Commander Willard H. Brownson, U. S. N.; to Hun-
ter Davidson, who managed the Confederate torpedo
bureau during the civil war, for his personal account
of those operations; to Medical Director George W.
Woods, U. S. N., Surgeon-General William K. Van
Reypen, U.S.N., and Surgeon James D. Gatewood,
U. 8. N., for interesting data bearing on the rise and
development of the medical department of our navy;
to the Rev. David H. Tribou, chaplain U. 8. N.; to Pay
Director Albert S. Kenny, U. 8. N.; to Chief Engineer
Edward Farmer, U. 8. N.; and to Colonel Charles Hey-
wood, colonel commandant of the Marine Corps, all of
whom have contributed interesting data bearing on
their several departments. E S M

OLD FIELD POINT,

SeraugeTr, Lone Isnanp, N. Y,,
May, 1898.
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INTRODUCTION.

It would be difficult to exaggerate the value of the
services that have been rendered by the United States
navy. The Continental cruisers and privateers—the
latter corresponding to the militia on land—during the
War of the Revolution captured about eight hundred
vessels from the enemy, and, making the moderate
allowance of fifteen men to each craft, we have a total
of twelve thousand prisoners taken on the high seas by
a maritime force which at no time consisted of more
than five thousand men. About five hundred of these
prisoners were soldiers of some of the best English regi-
ments, and had they been captured on land the inci-
dent would have occupied many pages in our histories.
It was by means of our maritime forces that the Ameri-
can armies were supplied with the munitions of war
during that terrible struggle. In our two years of naval
war with France the work was all done by the navy.
About eighty vessels, mostly privateers, carrying over
three thousand men, were captured from the enemy.
Again, the wars with the States of Barbary were brought
to a highly honorable termination by the unaided efforts
of the navy, the United States securing privileges that
had been denied to European powers.

The naval War of 1812 did more to humble the pride
of Great Britain than any other contest. The Revo-
lution was a struggle for independence on land, but
it required a second fight to secure our ‘‘inalienable
rights” on the high seas. Over fifteen hundred vessels
were taken from the English, and more than twenty
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thousand of their seamen were made prisoners. It was
by means of her marine that England had attained her
greatness, and it was on her naval supremacy that she
depended for safety and prosperity. ¢ Our maritime
superiority,” said the London Star, ‘‘is in fact a part
of the law of nations. It is the right of conquerors,
since men associated together in civilization, to give
laws to the conquered.” At the outbreak of the War
of 1812 the British navy was in the zenith of its glory.
It had matched its strength against the combined
navies of the greatest maritime nations of the world,
and had come off a victor. In two hundred actions
between single ships it had been defeated but five
times, and on those occasions the British ship is ad-
mitted to have been of inferior force. But in two
and a half years of naval war with the United States
British commerce was almost annihilated, and in eight-
een naval engagements the royal navy sustained fif-
teen defeats; and this after the London Statesman of
June 10, 1812, had said, ‘‘ America certainly can not
pretend to wage war with us; she has no navy to do
it with.”

The most serious aspect of this war, however, was
not the number of ships engaged, but the astonishing
disparity in losses. In the battle of Trafalgar Nelson’s
100-gun flagship, the Victory, after five hours of fight-
ing, sustained a loss of fifty-seven killed and one hun-
dred and two wounded out of a complement of about
six hundred men and boys. In the action between the
44-gun frigate Constitution and the 38-gun frigate Java,
which lasted less than two hours, the English lost sixty
killed and one hundred and one wounded out of a com-
plement of four hundred and twenty-six, while the
Americans had only nine killed and twenty-five wound-
ed. In the battle of the Nile, in which there were
twelve hours of hard fighting, the 74-gun ship of the
line Bellerophon sustained the greatest loss on the
British side, her casualties being forty-nine killed and
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one hundred and forty-eight wounded out of a comple-
ment of five hundred and eighty-four. In the action
between the 44-gun frigate United Staftes and the 88-
gun frigate Macedonian, which lasted an hour and a
half, the English had thirty-six killed and sixty-eight
wounded out of a complement of fewer than three hun-
dred, while the Americans had only five killed and
seven wounded. In the great naval engagement off
Camperdown the 74-gun ship of the line Monarch sus-
tained the heaviest losses on the side of the British.
She had thirty-six killed and one hundred wounded
out of a complement of five hundred and ninety-three.
In the action between the 18-gun sloops of war Wasp
and Reindeer, which lasted only nineteen minutes, the
English had twenty-five killed and forty-two wounded.
Next to the Monarch, the 64-gun ship of the line Belli-
queux sustained the greatest loss in the Camperdown
engagement, her casualties being twenty-five killed and
seventy-eight wounded out of a complement of four
hundred and eighty-five. In the action between the
44-gun frigate Constitution and the 38-gun frigate Guer-
riére, which lasted only forty minutes, the English lost
fifteen killed and sixty-three wounded out of a comple-
ment of two hundred and sixty-three. The third Eng-
lish vessel at Camperdown in point of casualties was
the 74-gun ship of the line Powerful, which had ten
killed and seventy-eight wounded out of a complement
of five hundred and eighty-four. In the action between
the 18-gun sloops of war Wasp and Frolic the English
had fifteen killed and forty-seven wounded out of a
complement of one hundred and ten, while the Wasp
had only five killed and five wounded. In the action
between the 18-gun sloops of war Hornet and Peacock,
which lasted but eleven minutes, the English had five
killed and thirty-three wounded out of a complement
of one hundred and thirty, while the American loss
was only three men injured.

It will be seen from these figures that the naval War
2
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of 1812, in proportion to the forces engaged and the
losses sustained, was a contest of far greater moment
and disastrous consequences to Great Britain than any
in which she had been engaged, and it is not surprising
that it ‘“spread a degree of gloom over London that was
most painful to observe.” The London Times summed
up the full significance of these actions, when it heard
of the loss of the first frigate, in the following words:
“The loss of a single frigate by us, it is true, is but a
small one; when viewed as a part of the British navy
it is almost nothing; yet under all the circumstances
of the two countries to which the vessels belonged, we
know not any calamity of twenty times its amount that
might have been attended with more serious conse-
quences to the worsted party.” That the ‘‘ Thunderer”
was conscious of the increasing gravity of the war is
seen when it heard of the capture of the second British
frigate, and exclaimed: ‘‘In the name of God, what
was done with this immense superiority of force ! Oh,
what a charm is hereby dissolved! The land spell of
the French is broken [alluding to Napoleon’s disastrous
retreat from Moscow], and so is our sea spell!” In
these naval disasters intelligent Englishmen foresaw
the subversion of their naval supremacy, and they well
knew that if that were lost it meant the reduction of
England to one of the least of the European powers.
Such being the seriousness of the subject from the
English standpoint, we can readily understand why
volume after volume has been written and every art of
figure-juggling resorted to to explain away these de-
feats. One of the most popular methods of accounting
for the British naval disasters of this war is that of
comparing the ships engaged by means of tonnage. By
this method English writers make out that the Ameri-
can frigates were from forty to fifty per cent larger than
their antagonists. But tonnage, as determined in those
days, by no means gives an accurate idea of the force
of war ships. The system of measuring was to declare
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that half of the breadth of the vessel at the broadest
part was to be considered the depth. Three fifths of
the breadth was to be deducted from the length of the
vessel, the remainder to be multiplied by the breadth
and the product to be multiplied by the depth, and
this result was to be divided by ninety-five. This was
an arbitrary rule adopted for the purpose of ascertain-
ing something on which to gauge the collection of rev-
enue, and was designed primarily for merchant craft.
Applied to such vessels, it gave a tolerably accurate
idea of the dimensions, as merchantmen were built on
the same general lines. But when applied to English
and American built frigates the formula is obviously
unfair, as nearly all the British frigates involved in the
War of 1812 were ¢ full-built,” the deck plans bearing
a strong resemblance to a modern canal boat, while the
American frigates were constructed on much finer lines,
their deck plans showing a decided taper from the
broadest part of the deck toward both the bow and the
stern. The deck plan of the British frigate showed that
the extreme breadth of the deck was maintained nearly
the whole distance between the bow and the stern. Be-
sides this, the rake of the stem and stern posts of the
American frigate was greater than those of the British
frigates. From measurements taken at the custom-
house in Baltimore in 1812 it is shown that a merchant
vessel built on the plan of the Macedonian registered
three hundred tons, and was able to carry four hundred
hogsheads of tobacco, while a ship of the same tonnage,
but built more on the lines of the American frigate,
could carry only one hundred hogsheads.

But even if the two vessels were built on the same
general lines, this formula is eminently elastic in the
hands of persons determined on arriving at agreeable
figures rather than the truth. An increase of ten feet
over all, six feet in beam and six feet in hold, would
increase the apparent tonnage of a ship (one hundred
and seventy-six feet long and carrying fifty-five guns)
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fifty per cent, yet it would not admit of more than
four extra guns. Adding ten feet to a frigate’s beam
and ten feet to her hold, although greatly increasing
her tonnage, would not admit of a single additional
gun in her armament. The American 44-gun frigate
of the War of 1812 was from ten to fifteen feet longer
than the British 38-gun frigate, but, owing-to the rake
of the stem and stern posts in the American frigates,
not a single extra gun could be put into the broadside,
there being just fifteen ports to the side in both the
American and the British ship. When the United
States returned to port with her prize, the Macedo-
nian, both ships were measured, and the former was
found to be ten feet longer but to have eight inches less
beam than the English frigate. Here the American frig-
ate apparently has ten more feet of deck, yet her con-
structors were unable to get a single gun more to the
broadside on the gun deck than the Macedonian had,
both ships having fifteen ports to the side.

Another point that English writers discuss is the
heavy metal carried in the American frigates. They
rightly declare that the American frigate was armed
with 24-pounders on the main deck, while the English
ship carried only 18-pounders. At the time of the War
of 1812 24-pounders as the main armament of frigates
was largely experimental, with the weight of experi-
ence and authority against their use. English com-
manders insisted that 24-pounders were too heavy, and
could not be worked as effectually as 18-pounders. Ex-
perience had taught them that 18-pounders were the
medium weights from which the highest possible effi-
ciency could be derived ; and when 24-pounders were
introduced in the American frigates they pronounced
them innovations, contrary to all established rules, and
mirthfully pictured the disasters that would result from
the experiment. In the years preceding the War of
1812 American and British officers frequently exchanged
visits, so that the latter were thoroughly aware of the
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kind of guns the American frigates carried, and they
frequently criticised the 24-pounders. Captain Carden,
of the Macedonian, on more than one occasion met
Captain Decatur in the United States. While dining
one day at the latter’s table he ¢ particularly pointed
out the inefficiency of the 24-pounders on the main deck
of the United States, and said that they could not be
handled with ease and rapidity in battle, and that long
18-pounders would do as much execution and were as
heavy as experience had proved that a frigate ought to
carry.” !

To a limited extent the criticism of the British com-
manders on the overweight of the 24-pounders on the
main deck of the American 44-gun frigates was well
founded. It is a fact that our three frigates of this
class were overweighted, and the experiences of the
first battles in which they were engaged discovered it
to their commanders. In the first actions of the war
the Constitution carried thirty 24-pounders on her main
deck, or fifty-five guns in all, with a total weight in
shot of fourteen hundred and one pounds, while her
opponent, the GQuerriére, carried thirty 18-pounders, or
forty-nine guns in all, with eleven hundred and seventy-
five pounds of metal. Before the close of the war the
Constitution’s armament was reduced to fifty-one guns,
having a total shot weight of twelve hundred and
eighty-seven pounds. These two figures—eleven hun-
dred and seventy-five and twelve hundred and eighty-
seven—probably represent the real difference in the
weight of metal between these frigates. The Constitu-
tion, with her armament reduced to twelve hundred and
eighty-seven pounds, captured an English force of fifty-
five guns with a total shot weight of fifteen hundred
and eight pounds, and with about one third of the loss
and injury to herself. In her action with the Mace-
donian the United States carried fifty-four guns to the

! Mackenzie’s Life of Decatur, p. 157.
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Englishman’s forty-nine, but on returning to port six
of the United States’ guns were landed, as it was found
that their great weight caused the frigate to hecome
hogged or broken-backed. The third of these frigates,
the President, also reduced the number of her guns to
fifty-two, but even this was not sufficient to prevent her
from becoming hogged, and undoubtedly it was the
cause of her being overtaken by a British squadron in
1815.1

'In comparing the weight of metal carried in American ships of war
with that in English ships there are three important considerations to be
kept in mind. First, the actual weight of American shot at this period
was considerably below its nominal value. For instance, the American 32-
pound shot weighed only thirty pounds, and sometimes less, and the 24-
pound shot weighed but twenty-two and a half pounds, ete. In the action
between the Wasp and the Avon it was officially reported that “ the four shot
which struck the Wasp are all thirty-two pounds in weight, being a pound
and three quarters heavier than any belonging to this vessel.” As the
heaviest 32-pound shot in the Wasp was one and three quarters of a pound
underweight, then, inasmuch as there was much irregularity in the weight
of American shot, there must have been many 32-pound shot in the Wasp
of even greater deficiency in weight. Cooper says: “In consequence of the
infancy of the arts in America, both the soldiers and seamen have had to
contend with their enemies . . . under the disadvantage of possessing in-
ferior arms, powder and even shot. . . . Another consequence of this de-
fective casting was a diminution in weight and consequently momentum,
The latter fact having been alluded to in the course of the war, the writer
personally weighed a quantity of shot, both English and American, and
found that the old shot used in the beginning of the War of 1812 were
comparatively lighter than those which had been cast at a later day; but
in no instance was an American shot even then found to be of full weight.
On the other hand, the English shot were uniformly of accurate weight.
Some of the American 32-pound shot weighed but thirty pounds. . . . The
average of the 18-pound shot was about seventeen pounds, but it is under-
stood, as this examination occurred several years after the peace, that the
shot as well as the guns were materially better than they had been pre-
viously to and during the war.” James considers that “it is not worth
inquiring whether or not this alleged trifling variation in weight between
American and British shot does exist.” To those familiar with James’
method of delving into the minutest details and infinitesimal figures
which would in any way diminish the American victory, this “not worth
inquiring ” will seem a practical concession of the point. These various
authorities prove not only that American shot was deficient in weight but
that British shot was uniformly accurate in weight. Theodore Roosevelt,
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Another favorite method of excusing the British
naval disasters of the War of 1812 was by representing
the British ships as being old, worn out and rotten, and

in his Naval War of 1812, has found that on an average the American shot
was about seven per cent below its nominal weight, so that in the compari-
son of all metals in all the actions of this war this amount will be deducted
from the American metal.

Second, American powder and cannon were of inferior quality. The
President, while chasing the Belvidera, lost sixtecn men by the bursting
of a bow chaser and only six men from the enemy’s fire. In many other
actions in this war similar accidents happened to American cannon;
and even in the action of the new Guerriére with the Moorish frigate
off the coast of Africa, in 1815, several of the American crew were killed
by the explosion of a gun. The shot themselves were of such poor qual-
ity that they frequently broke when they struck, thus losing their force.
At times the shot flew to pieces before reaching its mark, thus falling
against the sides of the ship with no more effect than so much grape
or canister. An officer of the Belvidera, speaking of a shot fired from
the President, says: “ This shot, being of bad quality, it split into about
fifty pieces.” .

Third, the Guerriére and the Java were French-built frigates. It will
be remembered that a French 24-pound shot weighed twenty-six English
pounds, and a French 18-pound shot was equal to nineteen and a half Eng-
lish pounds. To show that these ships, beyond a reasonable doubt, carried
their French armaments and shot when engaged with the Constitution, we
have the following evidence: From 1780 to 1812 the English had captured
a great number of French vessels of war whose armaments aggregated sev-
eral thousand cannon, together with several hundred thousand shot. 1t is
not reasonable to suppose that when so many captured French vessels of
war were taken into the English navy these valuable cannon and shot were
thrown aside for old iron. On the contrary, it is more than probable that
the French cannon were retained in the ships that had been built expressly
to receive them. It is still more probable that these captured French ships
were supplied solely with captured French shot, for a 13-pound shot
(French 12) was not cast to fit a 12-pound muzzle, nor was a 26-pound
shot cast to fit a 24-pound muzzle. Although it is possible to fire a 12-
pound shot from a 13-pound bore and a 24-pound shot from a 26-pound
bore, it is not to be presumed that the Lords of the Admiralty supplied
their frigates mounting 26-pound cannon with 24-pound shot, or 13-
pound cannon with 12-pound shot, when they had an enormous quantity
of 26-pound shot and 13-pound shot cast expressly for these guns. espe-
cially when they could not use this shot for English cannon. We have
proof that the Guerriére carried French shot, for an officer of the Consti-
tution actually weighed the shot of both ships, and found that the Consti-
tution’s 24-pound shot were only three pounds heavier than the Guerriére’s
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their crews as deficient in discipline and gunnery, etc.
As a matter of fact, in all these frigate actions the
American ship was older than the English. In the
Constitution-Java and the United States-Macedonian
engagements the English ships were ‘‘new frigates,”
while the American frigates had been built in the pre-
ceding century. Of the Guerriére James said: ‘ Her
hull, from age and length of service, was scarcely sea-
worthy, and such was the general decay in which the
Guerriére at that time was that had the frigate gone
into Portsmouth or Plymouth, she would in all proba-
bility have been disarmed and broken up.” Captain
Dacres, who commanded the Guerriéere, had a different
opinion of his ship. A few months before his capture
by the Constitution, he spoke of the ship in the highest
terms, saying that ‘‘she’d take an antagonist in half the
time the Shannon could” (see page 359), and the Skhan-
non was one of the best frigates in the British service.
A few weeks before meeting the Constitution Captain
Dacres even more forcibly expressed his confidence in
the ability of his ship to capture her, as will be seen in
the following challenge, which he wrote on the register
of the American brig Join Adams : ‘‘Captain Dacres,
commander of his Britannic Majesty’s frigate Guerriére,
presents his compliments to Captain Rodgers, of the
United States frigate President [sister ship to the Con-
stitution], and will be very happy to meet him, or any
other American frigate of equal force to the President,

18-pounders, and that there was nearly the same difference in favor of the
latter’s 32s. If the Guerriére’s 18s were English 18-pounders, the deficiency
of the Constitution’s 24-pounders would have been three pounds, or nearly
twice as much as it was ever claimed to be. Ilow, then, can the discrep-
ancy in these figures be accounted for unless the Guerriére’s shot were
French? If they were, everything is clear. Her 18-pounders in English
measurement, which was the scale used by the officer in question, weighed
nineteen and a half pounds. The Constitution's 24-pounders, allowing
seven per cent for under weight. were about twenty-two and a half pounds,
and thus we get an intelligible “ only three pounds heavier than the Guer-
riére’s 18s,”
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off Sandy Hook, for the purpose of having a social #éfe-
a-téte.”’ That Captain Dacres at the time of the action
had not changed this opinion, is seen in the following:
On the 10th of August, or nine days before this en-
gagement, the Guerriére captured the American brig
Betsey, commanded by Mr. Orne. Mr. Orne was
aboard the Guerriére when that frigate met the Consti-
tution, and says: ‘‘I soon saw from the peculiarity of
her [the Constitution’s] sails, and from her general
appearance, that she was without doubt an American
frigate, and communicated the same to Captain Dacres.
He immediately replied that he thought she came
down too boldly for an American, but soon after added,
‘the better he behaves the more honor we shall gain
by taking him.’”! Even after the action, when Cap-
tain Dacres and his officers had been several days in
the Constitution, thus having an excellent opportunity
of comparing the two ships, he still entertained the
same views, and immediately on landing wrote that
“the loss of the ship is to be ascribed to the early fall
of her mizzenmast.”” This opinion was still more forci-
bly stated by Captain Dacres several months afterward.
In his defense before his court-martial he says: ¢ Not-
withstanding the unlucky issue of this affair, such con-
fidence have I in the exertions of the officers and men
who belong to the Guerriére, and I am so well aware
that the success of my opponent was owing to fortune,
that it is my earnest wish, and would be the happiest
moment of my life, to be once more opposed to the
Constitution with them under my command in a frig-
ate of similar force to the Guerriere.”

But we have even a more explicit contradiction of
James’ statement in reference to the unprepared condi-
tion of the British frigates. Twelve years after the
action between the United States and the Macedonian,
Captain David Hope, who served in the Macedonian

! Coggeshall, History of American Privateers.
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as first lieutenant, wrote to his former commander,
Captain Carden :
. “NEwToN, BY MUSSELBURGH, June 22, 1824

“Drar Sir: I have just received your letter of the
10th inst., in which you mention that Mr. James, in
his naval history, has stated that you knew the ship’s
crew of the Macedonian was, for want of practice, de-
ficient in gunnery. That statement is certainly totally
unfounded, as in no ship in the British service could
there have been more attention paid to the practical
part of gunnery than was done by you to the crew of
the Macedonian. The men were not only well trained,
but the greatest attention was paid to every depart-
ment relating to the guns. There was general exercise
every evening before sunset, a division was exercised
through the day, and frequently fired at a mark. In
fact, everything was done to make the ship in all re-
spects ready to meet the enemy. As to the state of
discipline in the ship, that has been so strongly ex-
pressed by the sentence of the court-martial [three
years before this letter was written], where the evi-
dence was examined upon oath, that any comment of
mine would be unnecessary. As an officer who has
served his country twenty-eight years, and having
been frequently in action with the enemy, in no in-
stance did I ever see men more devoted to the honor
and service of their country than the ship’s company
of the Macedonian. Davip Hopr.”

Captain George Richard Pechell, under date of May
14, 1824, wrote to Captain Carden to the same effect.

The real cause of the British naval disasters of the
War of 1812 was an overweening confidence on the
part of the British officers. English commanders for
twenty years had been waging an easy naval warfare
against France, whose discipline had been destroyed
by the Revolution, in which all rank (which is espe-
cially necessary in ships of war) was obliterated. So far
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had this been carried that the captain was styled ¢ citi-
zen captain,” and the enervating influence of the Revo-
lution was shown in the lack of discipline and order
in French frigates of this period. The English had
also been fighting against Spaniards, many of whom
were so terrified at the sound of guns that they per-
mitted themselves to be shot down like dogs by their
own officers rather than ascend the rigging or perform
their duty. The English sailor was spoiled by his too
easy victories over the French and Spaniards, and when
he came to match his strength with American tars he
was handicapped by an exaggerated notion of his own
prowess.

Intelligent and well-informed Englishmen saw this.
The Edinburgh Review for April, 1840, said: ¢ The
American navy was then in its infancy, almost untried
against civilized enemies, and obnoxious to the unmanly
taunts of too many English party writers. The people
of the United States felt a just and laudable pride when
they saw their marine take its place among the best of
Europe, and even assert its claim to the respect of the
proudest maritime nation in the world.” Hughes, in
his History of England, says (vol. xiv, p. 18): “It is
not to be denied that the American frigates were ma-
nceuvred with such skill as would have done honor to
any officers of the British navy.” Admiral Nelson,
after critically watching the manceuvres of Captain
Dale’s squadron in the Mediterranean, said, ‘‘ There is
in the handling of those transatlantic ships a nucleus
of trouble for the navy of Great Britain.” When Na-
poleon, in 1803, parted with Louisiana, he prophetically
said : ‘I have given to England a maritime rival that
will sooner or later humble her pride.”

In 1812 naval warfare had reached that stage of
development when brute strength and animal courage
had become secondary considerations. Success then
depended more on the higher discipline of the men,
better training at the guns, the intelligent use of im-
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proved weapons, the skillful manipulation of the sails
and the thousand and one little improvements in, about
and all over a ship which only a cultivated intellect
would suggest. These improvements, together with
the indomitable pluck and quick perception that have
ever characterized the American seaman, overwhelmed
the British navy with disaster and consternation. This
was the mainspring of our brilliant successes, and in
this particular our naval officers achieved their highest
triumph.

That a navy having such a brilliant career is with-
out a full and continuous record of its achievements is
the excuse for the present history. While we have
excellent works on portions of our navy’s career, no
continuous narrative from 1775 to the present time is in
existence. Cooper’s history of the navy gives a con-
tinuous although meager narrative to the close of the
Mexican War, but it has been out of print for nearly
half a century.

Since beginning this work, in 1885, I have endeav-
ored to get new light on the subject. By the courtesy
of Admiral Aube, who in 1886 was the French Minister
of the Marine and Colonies, I was permitted to search
the archives of the French Navy Department in Paris,
and there I discovered documents bearing on our
troubles with the Directory in 1798-1801, which up to
that time had not been published. This part of our
national history has been a blank chapter, but the offi-
cial reports of the French commanders concerned in
that war throw a flood of light upon it, and show that
it was one of the most interesting and glorious wars of
our country.

To Edouard Chevalier, captain in the French navy,
and to M. Leingy, chief of the Bureau of Archives of
the Navy Department in Paris, I am greatly indebted
for assistance in prosecuting my researches in Paris. I
must also acknowledge my obligations to Mr. McLane,
at that time the American minister to France, and to
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Henry Vignaud, first secretary of the legation in Paris,
for courtesy and assistance extended to me in my his-
torical researches. T desire to express my great obli-
gations to Edward Augustus Bond, in 1886 the librarian
of the British Museum, who extended to me every
courtesy during the eight months of my researches in
that place. I desire also to extend my thanks to Ros-
siter Johnson, of New York, for valuable suggestions
in the preparation of this work.

‘While I was in England—1885-'86—Sir Provo Wal-
lis, at that time the senior admiral of the royal navy,
who served in the Skannon as second lieutenant dur-
ing her memorable action with the Chesapeake, June 1,
1813, favored me with documents of great value. Some
of the reports of the British commanders concerned in
the War of 1812 were garbled before the public were
allowed to see them, in order to mitigate as much as
possible the humiliation of British defeat. 1In the
documents furnished by Sir Provo it appears that not
only were these documents garbled, but the official
report of Captain Broke, of the Skannon, was a
forgery. That report, as published, is signed ‘“P.
B. V. Broke,” but the following medical certificate
proves that Captain Broke, on the 6th of June, 18183,
and for six days before and for several weeks after-
ward, was absolutely unable ¢‘‘to dictate or write” any
account of the action: ‘“These are to certify that I, the
undersigned, David Rowlands, M. D., F. R. S., late
surgeon of his Majesty’s naval hospital at Halifax, in
Nova Scotia, was there when his Majesty’s ship the
Skannon arrived with her prize, the American frigate
Chesapeake, on Sunday, the 6th of June, 1813. The
former was commanded by the present Captain Wallis,
owing to the dreadful wound which Captain Broke had
received in the action with the enemy a few days pre-
vious. On the 7th of June I was requested by Alexan-
der Jack, the surgeon of the Shannon, to visit Captain
Broke, confined to bed at the commissioner’s house in
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the dockyard, and found him in a very weak state,
with an extensive saber wound on the side of the head,
the brain exposed to view for three inches or more. e
was unable to converse, save in monosyllables, and, I
am sure, totally unable to dictate or write an account
of the action for some time afterward, owing to his
severe wounds, loss of blood and the shock his whole
frame must have experienced by the blow on the head.
I grant this certificate to Captain Wallis, being called
to do so by the death of Mr. Jack, the snrgeon.—D.
Rowlands, M. D.” It appears, then, that this official
report, signed ‘“‘P. B. V. Broke,”” was neither written
nor dictated, nor authorized by that commander, but
was ‘“‘a concoction of Commissioner Woodehouse and
Captains Capel and Byron,” men who saw nothing of
the action, and knew nothing of it until the arrival of
the Skhannon and her prize in Halifax six days after-
ward. Even had these gentlemen shown their ‘‘con-
coction” to the then commanding officer of the Shan-
non, Lieutenant Wallis, before sending it to England,
¢TI wonld have corrected the errors.”!

The published official report of Captain Broke con-
tains this episode: “Mr. Smyth, who commanded in
our foretops, stormed the enemy’s foretop from the
fore yardarm, and destroyed all the Americans remain-
ing in it.” This “storming” is flatly contradicted by
Admiral Wallis, who said: ‘It was mere invention,
Smyth's having stormed her foretop, but he did board
her from our foreyard and slid down on one of her
backstays.” The same published official report records :
““The lieutenants, Johns and Law, of the marines,
bravely boarded at the head of their respective divi-
sions.” To this Sir Provo replies: ‘Neither did the
officers of the marines board, for when I took command
of the quarter-deck I found them there.” The pub-
lished official report goes on to say: ‘ Both ships came

1 Admiral Sir Provo Wallis,
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out of the action in the most beautiful order, their rig-
ging appearing as perfect as if they had been only ex-
changing a salute.” Admiral Wallis thinks otherwise.
He says: ‘‘It was equally erroneous to say that the
ships came out of action as perfect as if they had been
only exchanging a salute, the fact being that our lower
rigging was all cut through, and the masts, conse-
quently, unsupported, so that had any sea been on they
would have gone over the side.”

I made every effort and brought all possible influ-
ence to bear on the Lords of the Admiralty in order to
get permission to peruse the documents bearing on the
War of 1812, but in reply to my application I was in-
formed that ¢ their Lordships express to you their
regrets at not being able to comply with this request,
as the regulations in force preclude all public inspec-
tion of admiralty records after the year 1800.”

Lieutenant Roy C. Smith, U. S. N., has edited my
work from a professional standpoint, but I have not
followed all his suggestions in the matter of technical
phrases. As this history is for the people, I have in
many cases changed the professional terms to a more
“landlubberly >’ phraseology, in order that the descrip-
tions of the battles may be as clear as possible to the
average landsman. The diagrams and maps, also pre-
pared for this work, are not intended for a technical
work, but simply to convey to the mind of the reader
in the plainest possible manner the movements of the
ships and their geographical bearings.

The study of the United States navy is far from be-
ing completed, and, impressed with this fact, T would
gladly receive information from any reliable source
bearing on our navy, in order that it may be incorpo-

rated in future editions.
E. S. M.
New Yorg, July, 1893.
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CHAPTER L

THE UNITED STATES A MARITIME NATION.

THE people of the United States have inherited an
aptitude for the sea from five of the greatest maritime
nations of the world. The Spanish and Portuguese at
the time of the discovery of the New World were the
boldest and most skillful mariners in Furope, and the
State of Maine to-day is populated to an appreciable
extent by descendants of these first explorers who have
contributed not a little to the shipbuilding industry
that for two centuries hasmade the State famous. After
the Spaniards and Portuguese came the French, Dutch
and English, all of whom at some period have main-
tained a high place among the maritime powers of Eu-
rope. The French and Duteh, like the Spaniards and
Portuguese, became assimilated with the English popu-
lation but, in common with the Anglo-Saxons, retained
their skill as sailors.

Not only did the people of the United States inherit
nautical skill from the boldest navigators of the Old
World, but the surroundings and every-day life of
the early colonist were such as to develop this skill
to an extraordinary degree. The first settlements
were made along the coast line, and even those who
came at a late day followed the course of rivers and
lakes as being the easiest means of receiving their sup-
plies and of forwarding their products to the outside
world, so that the maintenance of sailing craft became
an almost necessary condition of existence. KEven be-
tween houses in the same settlement, especially those

that clustered around irregularly formed bays, visits
®@
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were more conveniently made in boats, and it was not
uncommon to see a household embark in a barge on a
peaceful Sabbath morning and row across the quiet
waters of some bay or river to ‘‘attend meeting.”” The
waters along which these settlements were founded
supplied the colonists with an important means of sub-
sistence, so that fishing in boats became a regular oc.
cupation.

The trade between the colonies developed this nau-
tical bent on a larger scale. Owing to the difficulty of
cutting roads through boundless forests and the great
expense of bridging rivers, intercolonial trade was car-
ried on by water, so that from the beginning the colo-
nies were compelled to maintain a commercial marine.
As the settlements grew in number and wealth this
commerce increased proportionately until at the out-
break of the Revolution it had aroused the jealousy ot
England. The colonial legislatures from the first were
fully alive to the importance of this trade and in 1639
New England legislated directly in favor of her fisher-
men and shipwrights, the former being excused from
military duty during the fishing season while the latter
were exempt the year around. When we remember
the dangers surrounding these feeble colonies, both
from a savage foe and from hostile Europeans, we can
more readily understand how great a privilege was
exemption from military service in those days.

As a result of this fostering care shipbuilding soon
became an important industry. The first decked vessel
built in North America was constructed by Schipper
Adrian Block and was launched in the Hudson River
in the summer of 1614, its length being thirty-eight
feet on the keel, forty-four and one half feet over all,
and eleven feet beam. Other small vessels for the In-
dian trade were built about this time in New Amster-
dam (New York). In 1615 the French, Portuguese
and Spaniards had about three hundred vessels in the
Newfoundland fisheries while the English had about
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one hundred and seventy, most of these vessels making
some port in North America their base of supplies. In
1632, twelve years after the landing of the Pilgrims,
‘a vessel of one hundred tons, and in the next year
another of double that measurement, were launched
in Mystic River, Massachusetts.”

We may form some idea of the great interest taken
by the early settlers in shipbuilding from the following
extract from a letter written in 1641 by a New England
colonist to friends in England : ‘“Besides many boats,
shallocks, hoys, lighters, pinnaces, we are in a way of
building ships of a hundred, two hundred, three hun-
dred, four hundred tons. Five of them are already at
sea, many more in hand at this present, we being much
encouraged herein by reason of the plenty and excel-
lence of our timber for that purpose, and seeing all the
materials will be had there in a short time.” Many of
these vessels were built by Hugh Peters, who some
years later was executed in England for high treason.
By 1676 Massachusetts alone had built seven hundred
and thirty vessels, varying from six tons to two hun-
dred and fifty tons, and in 1690 the Falkland, the first
ship of the line built in America, was launched in the
Piscataqua. In 1713 Massachusetts employed three
thousand four hundred and ninety-three seamen, and
four hundred and ninety-two vessels with a total of
twenty-five thousand four hundred and six tons. And
in the following year the first schooner built in Amer-
ica was launched, its builder being Henry Robinson of
Cape Ann.

Many circumstances contributed to make the inter-
colonial commerce assume the character of an armed
trade. On looking over the map of North America of
the period from 1630 to 1660, it will be seen that the
region about the St. Lawrence was occupied by the
French, who had settled there as early as 1527, the
present New England States were held by the Eng-
lish, New Netherlands (New York) by the Dutch,

it
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New Sweden (Delaware) by the Swedes, Virginia and
Maryland by the English, while South Carolina and
Georgia were claimed by the French, and Florida by
the Spaniards. Thus an English vessel bound from
Massachusetts to Virginia, skirting along the coasts of
New Netherlands and New Sweden, frequently fell in
with outward and inward bound ships of those colo-
nies as well as with those of France and Spain. The
parent states, while at war and sometimes when at
peace, encouraged their colonies in the New World
to attack, harass, and in every way check the growth
of their neighbors, and this rendered it necessary for
vessels engaged in the coasting trade to be well armed,
while their crews were as carefully instructed in the
use of firearms as in the handling of the sails.

This armed trade was further necessitated by the
boldness and number of the buccaneers who infested
the coast of North America and the West India Islands .
in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries and even
at the beginning of the nineteenth century. As early
as 1631 the Colony of Plymouth built a bark of thirty
tons, which was named the Blessing of the Bay, for
the special object of defending its coasts against pi-
rates. By the close of the seventeenth century piracy
had assumed alarming proportions, and the exploits of
Captain William Kidd finally compelled England to
take vigorous measures against it, and for a time the
freebooters were suppressed. But after the peace of
1713 they began their depredations again, and in 1717 a
piratical craft called the Whidah, of twenty-three guns,
manned by one hundred and thirty men under the com-
mand of Samuel Bellamy, cruised off the coast of New
England with impunity until she was wrecked with
her prizes on Cape Cod, where all on board perished
except six, who were seized and executed in Boston.
About 1718 William Rhett routed a gang of pirates
who had been established near the mouth of Cape Fear
River, North Carolina. Two sloops were seized and
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their crews were exterminated. In 1723 an English
sloop of war brought into Rhode Island twenty-five
pirates.

Whale-fishing also tended to develop the seaman-
ship of the colonists. This industry was established
early in the seventeenth century and increased rap-
idly ; before the Revolution Massachusetts alone had
three hundred vessels engaged in it. Owing to the
great distance these vessels sailed from home and their
frequent meetings with hostile ships, they were heav-
ily armed and their crews were carefully instructed in
the use of firearms. The fate of Oldham in the sloop
Gallop, which was captured by the Narragansett In-
dians, taught the early mariner that even the savages
must be guarded against.

Such were the peculiar conditions of early life in
the North American colonies that tended to develop
the maritime spirit of the American people. It is not
strange, therefore, that the colonial seaman was a skill-
ful mariner and a dangerous foe, and it was largely
owing to this that after the independence of the United
States was established the Lords of the Admiralty, in
their eagerness to secure American seamen, “violated
the laws of nations in order to impress our sailors
into their service. Many of the best colonial families
entered their sons in the royal navy where they attained
high rank, some of them being numbered among Eng-
land’s greatest naval heroes. Washington, at the age
of fifteen, ‘‘urged so pressingly to be permitted to enter
the British navy, that the place of a midshipman was
obtained for him.”*

It was not long before the American colonist began
to assert himself on the high seas. The first attempt
was made in 1613 when Samuel Argal commanded an
expedition of eleven vessels, mounting in all fourteen
light guns, from Virginia against a French settlement

% 1 Marshall’s Life of Washington, vol. ii., p. 2.
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in Nova Scotia. As the French were without artillery
the place wasreduced with little difficulty. On return-
ing to Virginia, Argal was sent against Acadia a second
time with only three vessels, but better equipped than
his first command, and he laid waste all the French
settlements.

Entering New Amsterdam (New York) on his return,
he obtained the surrender of that place, claiming that
it rightfully belonged to England by virtue of its having
been first discovered by an Englishman, but as he had
no means of making good his conquest the Dutch re-
turned to their old allegiance immediately after his
departure. Returning to Virginia, Argal lost one of
his ships in a storm, another was driven to the Azores
and made its way to England, and the third regained
the Chesapeake. These expeditions were undertaken
while the two countries concerned were at peace, and
the prisoners taken narrowly escaped being executed
as pirates. This fact, together with the statement that
pirates of that day often began their enterprises with
prayer, reveals a singularly unsettled condition of af-
fairs, and shows how necessary it was that the early
mariner should be self-reliant and capable of fighting
his own battles. In 1645 a vessel built in Massachu-
setts gained wide celebrity by beating off a rover of
Barbary near the Canary Islands after an all-day fight.
In 1648 the settlements of Hartford and New Haven
employed a vessel of ten guns to cruise in Long Island
Sound so as to guard against the encroachments of the
Dutech, and from 1665 Connecticut kept a small cruiser
oft \Vatch Hill to intercept the Narragansett Indians
in their threatened attempts against the Montauks,
who were allies of the settlers.

The ease and impunity with which the French and
Indians made their incursions on the English settle-
ments aroused the latter to a realization of the danger
threatening them from the north. The New England
colonists, being nearest to the Canadas, were the heav-
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iest sufferers from these inroads, and were the first to
take effective measures against the French. On the 28th
of April, 1690, ‘“seven or eight hundred men in eight
small vessels” were sent by Massachusetts against
Port Royal, Nova Scotia, the command of the expe-
dition being given to Sir William Phipps, a New Eng-
lander. Port Royal was taken before a blow could be
struck in its defense. The squadron then destroyed
a French fort at the mouth of the St. John River,
and on the 30th of May it returned to Boston in tri-
umph.

Elated with this success, the colonists determined
to send an expedition against Quebec, and on the 9th of
August, 1690, a fleet of ‘‘ thirty-two vessels, the largest
numbering forty-four guns,”! carrying two thousand
men and provisions for four months, sailed from Nan-
tucket. A land force under the command of Captain
Church was to reach the point of attack by Lake
Champlain. Sir William Phipps and John Walley
were made general and lieutenant-general of the naval
forces. It was not until the 6th of October that the
fleet approached Quebeec, the expedition under Cap-
tain Church in the meantime having found the route
impracticable, returned. On the 8th of October Sir
William Phipps landed fourteen hundred men about
two miles below the town, and on the following day the
ships opened a heavy cannonade, but they did little
injury owing to the great height of the land batteries.
After several days of ineffective cannonading the fleet
put back to Boston, but on the return passage it met
with heavy weather, in which two of the vessels found-
ered while several were carried to the West Indies.
One ship was wrecked in the St. Lawrence, and, says
Palfrey, ¢ the number of men lost in the expedition by
disease and casualties was estimated at two hundred,
though only thirty fell by the hands of the enemy

! Palfrey’s History of New England, vol. iv., p. 51.
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before Quebec. The money sacrificed by Massachusetts
was reckoned at fifty thousand pounds.”

In 1706 four Spanish ships of war appeared before
Charleston, South Carolina, and demanded the sur-
render of that place. Lieutenant-Colonel Rhett was
commissioned vice-admiral for the emergency. and
hoisting his flag on a galley called the Crown got under
way with several armed vessels to engage the enemy,
but the Spaniards, not waiting for a battle, beat a
hasty retreat. In May, 1707, twenty-three transports
and whaleboats, convoyed by the Deplford, Captain
Stuckley, and the galley Province, Captain Southack,
made an unsuccessful attempt against Port Royal,
and two years later another expedition against that
place proved disastrous. On the 18th of September,
1710, however, a fleet of thirty-six vessels of war and
transports, under the command of Captain Nicholson,
sailed from Boston for a third attack on Port Royal,
which place had been returned to France by treaty.
The expedition arrived before the town on the 26th of
September, and on the 1st of October the forts were
carried by storm. In honor of the reigning Queen
of England the name of the town was changed to
Annapolis.

Flushed with victory, Nicholson went to England
where he urged more extensive operations for the follow-
ing year, and as a result of his efforts a fleet of fifteen
vessels of war and forty transports, under the command
of Vice-Admiral Sir Hovenden Walker, appeared in
Boston Harbor on the 24th of June, 1711, where it took
aboard seven thousand well-appointed troops, regulars
and provincials, and on the 30th of July made sail for
Quebec. On the night of the 22d of August, while
ascending St. Lawrence River in a fog, eight ships with
eight hundred and eighty-four men were lost. A council
of war then decided unanimously to give up the ex-
pedition, upon which the royal ships sailed for Eng-
land while the colonial vessels made their way to Bos-
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ton. This disaster plunged the New Ingland prov-
inces heavily in debt, and so checked their maritime
enterprise that not for thirty years did they again
venture on any considerable undertaking.

In 1745 they determined to make another attack on
the French, and a fleet of fourteen war vessels with
eighty or ninety transports was collected in Nantasket
Roads, Boston Harbor. The troops were commanded
by Colonel William Pepperel while the fleet was placed
under the orders of Captain Edward Tyng. The ships
sailed in several divisions which were to rendezvous at
Cape Canso, Nova Scotia, and then invest Louisburg.
This fortress was the strongest in the New World. For
twenty-five years the French had been strengthening
its defenses, until at this time it was called the second
Dunkirk. Bancroft says: ¢ Its walls raised on a neck
of land on the south side of the harbor, forty feet
thick at the base, and from twenty to thirty feet high,
all swept from the bastions, surrounded by a ditch
eighty feet wide, were furnished with one hundred and
one cannon, seventy-six swivels and six mortars; its
garrison was composed of more than sixteen hundred
men ; the harbor was defended by an island battery
of thirty 22-pounders and a royal battery on the shore,
having thirty large cannon, a moat and bastion; all so
perfect that it was thought two hundred men could
have defended it against five thousand.”

In less than two months from the time the Governor
of Massachusetts broached the enterprise to the Gen-
eral Court a squadron had sailed to blockade Louisburg.
On the 24th of March the three thousand men from
Massachusetts embarked, and after a week’s voyage
arrived at Cape Canso, where they found the three
hundred and four men from New Hampshire, while ten
days later five hundred and sixteen men from Connect-
icut arrived ; but the expedition was detained by ice
until the last of April. In the meantime Admiral
Warren, having received orders to give all possible as-
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sistance to the colonies, joined the force at Cape Canso
with five ships of sixty guns each and six frigates.
On the 30th of
April the expedi-
> o tion  sailed from
Fars Cape Canso and on
the following day
appeared  before

Porsmouth Louisburg.  The
s Capo Cod colonists were des-
? titute of siege guns,
and with a view of

supplying this deficiency four
hundred men were landed to

o “|l capture some heavy cannon in
5 iy “%»| an outwork called the Grand
%07 Battery. In thenight the French

retired from this battery to their
main fortifications, thus ena-
bling the colonists to secure the
guns without bloodshed.

The investment was soon completed and maintained
with no interruption until the 15th of June, whenthe
French, learning of the capture of the long-expected
64-gun relief ship Vigilant with her stores and troops,
sent out a flag of truce. On the 17th the fortress with
six hundred regular troops and thirteen hundred militia
was surrendered. The French flag was kept flying at
the fort some days after the surrender, by means of
which two richly laden Indiamen and one South Sea
whaler, valued at three million dollars, were decoyed
under the guns and captured. On the return of the
expedition to Massachusetts the 20-gun galley Skirley,
Captain Rouse, secured eight prizes, two of which were
taken only after an obstinate resistance. For this serv-
ice Captain Rouse received a commission in the royal
navy. The French attempted to retaliate on the Eng-
lish colonists by sending a powerful fleet to devastate

Charleston
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their coasts, but the first division of this fleet was scat-
tered by a storm and the second was defeated by a
British squadron under Admiral Anson and Admiral
Warren.

During this war the English colonies sent out between
three and four hundred privateers. In 1749 five hundred
and four vessels cleared from the port of Boston and four
hundred and eighty-nine entered, not counting coasters
and fishing craft. At Philadelphia in the same year
there were two hundred and ninety-one clearances and
three hundred and three entries. The shipping of New
York was about the same as Philadelphia, while that
of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, had one hundred and
twenty-one clearances and seventy-three entries besides
two hundred coasting vessels. In the following year,
1750, a vessel built of live oak arrived in Charleston,
South Carolina. The qualities of this wood were found
to be so much superior to those of the white oak, which
was in general use up to that time, that vessels were
afterward constructed of live oak in preference to the
wood formerly used.



CHAPTER II

THE DEVELOPMENT OF NAVAL WARFARE.

AT the outbreak of the American Revolution, in
1775, the science of naval warfare had reached a well-
defined period of development and was in condition to
enter upon another. In the first period, or from the
earliest records down to the successful introduction of
cannon in ships in the sixteenth century, weapons
throwing a projectile with sufficient force to penetrate
the side of a ship had not been invented, so that the
only way of injuring the enemy was by ramming,
boarding, or by throwing missiles from a height suffi-
cient to overtop the bulwarks and reach the men ex-
posed on the deck. Therefore shipwrights of this first
period raised the decks of war vessels to as great
height as safety would permit. As the weight of
these decks made the ship topheavy, not a few were
capsized in moderately smooth water, and to overcome
this difficulty the constructors invented towers or cas-
tles, which were erected in the bow and stern, and not
only enabled the men to fight from a greater height
but diminished the danger of capsizing ; for with cas-
tles it was not necessary to build the decks so high.
Although not a vestige of the tower or castle remains
in the modern ship the name ‘‘castle” or ‘‘forecastle”
is still retained. The masts also were topped with a
parapet from which archers and spearmen could hurl
their missiles over the enemy’s bnlwarks.

The implements of offense and defense of the first
period were: espringalds, haubergeons, bacinets, bows,

jacks, doublets, targets, pavises, lances and firing bar-
a9
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rels. These weapons were improved, until in 1337 we
find the cannon-pavoir or stone shot thrower, basilisks,
port-pieces, stock-fowlers, sakers and the bombard.
The last was a large instrument of hammered iron made
of bars welded together, throwing a stone shot weighing
from one hundred and forty to one hundred and ninety-
five pounds. But none of these weapons were capable
of penetrating the side of a ship.

These circumstances caused a race among the naval
constructors for ships with high sides, each endeavor-
ing to outstrip the other in the height of the castles
and parapet masts. The different classes of ships in
this first period of naval history were: cogs, which
were swift-sailing vessels of two hundred and fifty tons,
carrying one hundred and thirty seamen besides sol-

The Great Harry.

diers ; barges, which carried from sixty to eighty men;
balingers, which bore some resemblance to the modern
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barge; caraks, which were used chiefly in the navies of
Portugal, Spain, Holland and France; crayers or trans-
ports of sixty tons or less; doggers and lodeships of
thirty men each, used chiefly as fishing and pilot boats;
and fluves or two-masted transports. Of the lesser
craft there were galleys, galiots, hoc-boats or store-
boats, lynes, persours, pikards and espinaces. The
best specimen of this school of naval architecture of
which we have a record is the Great Harry, built in
1488.

The gradual improvement in cannon with sufficient
power to penetrate the side of a ship rendered these

The Sovereign of the Seas.

high decks, castles and towers not only useless but
objectionable, and this brought about a new style in
naval construction which began the second era in ship-
building. In the same ratio that cannon were improved
the towers and castles were lowered, until at the out-
break of the American Revolution the frigate had those
graceful lines which were not improved, except in minor
details, down to the introduction of ironclad ships,
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1855-1865 ; and that again marks a third era in naval
construction. But the introduction of cannon in ships
was slow, owing to imperfect castings and the unwill-
ingness of the Admiralty to depart from the traditions
of the service. The cannon first used were unwieldy,
and dangerous alike to friend and foe, one discharge
being considered sufficient, the rest of the battle being
fought on the old tactics. The invention of brass can-
non in 1535 did much to hasten this evolution in ship-
building.

The Henry Grace de Dieu, a ship of one thousand
tons built in 1512, marks the dividing line between the
first and second eras in naval architecture. In this
curious craft were combined the towers, castles, lofty
decks and parapet masts of the old school with the
numerous ordnance of the new, her armament consisting
of fourteen guns on the lower deck, twelve on the main
deck, eighteen on the quarter-deck and poop, eighteen
on the lofty forecastle and ten in the stern ports.
This distribution of her cannon shows that her build-
ers adhered to the idea of placing the heaviest batteries
on the highest decks, where
they could be fired over
the bulwarks and upon the
decks of .the enemy, and in
spite of frequent disasters
from thus making the ship
topheavy, English ship-
wrights clung to their tra- _
ditions with characteristic
tenacity.  Raleigh notes
that a vessel of six hundred tons, the Mary Rose,
sank at Spithead because of ‘“a little sway in casting
the ship about.”

‘When the Sovereign of the Seas was built, 1637, the
second period of naval construction was well under way.
In this craft, which for many years was regarded as the
‘“‘ goodliest shippe in all the worlde,” the forecastle was

The frigate in 1800.
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entirely done away with and the after tower was much
reduced, while the arrangement of her armament was
the reverse of that of the Henry Grace de Dieu, the
heaviest and greatest number of guns being on the
lower decks while the lighter calibers were placed on
the upper decks. Her armament consisted of thirty
cannon (60-pounders) and demi-cannon (32-pounders)
in the lower tier, thirty culverins (18-pounders) and
demi-culverins (10-pounders) in the middle tier, twenty-
six sakers (5-pounders) in the third tier, twelve light
guns in her forecastle, fourteen murthering pieces on
the two half decks, ten chase guns forward, ten chase
guns aft, besides ‘“many loopholes in the cabin for
musquet shots.”

From this time there was a diminution in the num-
ber of calibers. The Sovereign of the Seas carried nine
or ten different calibers varying from 60-pounders to
1-pound swivels, which in the excitement of battle
occasioned great delay and confusion in loading. At
the close of the eighteenth century frigates of her ton-
nage carried only two principal calibers and the num-
ber and weight of the guns also were reduced to one
third, so that while the Sovereign of the Seas carried
one hundred and thirty-two cannon, ranging from
60-pounders down, a ship of the same size in 1775
carried only forty-eight guns, 18-pounders and 12-
pounders at the most. Masts also, which hitherto had
been made of a single stick, were divided into two and
finally three separate spars.

Such, in brief, was the progress of naval construc-
tion down to the close of the eighteenth century. The
war ship at that period was the result of centuries of
experiments, and a well-ordered frigate had come to be
a little community in itself, isolated for the time being
from the rest of mankind and governed by its own code
of laws. The ship’s company was a human machine in
which each man was a part, all moving with exact pre-
cision at the will of the commander. The crew was
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divided into little companies, each having a well-defined
work to do. One set of men was appointed to reef, furl
and take in the topgallant sails, topsails, topgallant,
royal and topmast studding sails ; and this in turn was
divided into three sections, one for each mast, and were
known as foretopmen, maintopmen and mizzentopmen;
each having two captains, one for the port watch and
one for the starboard watch.

Another set of men had charge of the fore and main
courses and lower studding sails whose duty it was to
set and furl the jib, flying jib and spanker. Other men
had charge of all ropes in the after part of the ship,
while the ‘‘scavengers’ swept the decks. Then came
that institution peculiar to sea life known as the “boy.”
He was employed chiefly as a servant to officers and
messes, but in time of battle he was called a ‘‘powder-
monkey,” for then he was required to bring ammunition
from the passing scuttles to the guns. The captain of a
frigate usually had both a steward and a boy who acted
as his servants, while the lieutenants, purser, surgeon
and sailing master were entitled to one boy each. The
lieutenants of the marines were waited on by marines.
Omne boy was allotted to the gunner, boatswain and a
few others as a special favor, while a man and a boy
were appointed to a certain number of midshipmen.

The entire crew was divided into two watches called
the port and starboard watches, each watch being com-
manded by one of the boatswain’s mates whose silver
whistle, by which orders were given, could be heard
amid the roar of a hundred cannon or the thunder of
the heaviest storm ; but the captain, first lieutenant,
surgeon, purser, gunner, carpenter, armorer, the stew-
ards and boys were excused from the watches except
in cases of danger. These watches took turns in being
on duty, alternating every four hours except between
four and eight o’clock in the afternoon, when the
watches were only two hours long, so as to reverse the
order every twenty-four hours.
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The same system was observed at the meals. The
ship’s company was divided into messes: the captain
had his table in his cabin; the lieutenants, purser, sur-
geon, sailing masters and the two lieutenants of the
marines, composing the ward room officers, had their
table in the ward room, and the midshipmen in the
steerage. The seamen were divided into messes of
eight men, each mess being waited on by a boy. Every
mess was served by itself, and it was a privilege that
tended much toward good fellowship to oust any mem-
ber of a mess who was not agreeable to the others,
and if such men did not find congenial messmates
elsewhere they were put into a mess reserved espe-
cially for such disagreeable fellows. The meals were
served either on the berth deck or the gun deck
where large platforms were provided which, when
placed on casks or suspended from the deck above,
made comfortable tables, about thirty inches high, the
men sitting on benches.

The fare consisted of hard tack and fresh beef
while in port (but salt pork and beef when at sea), pea-
soup and burgoo or, as the seamen sportively called
it, ¢“skillagallee,” which was oatmeal boiled to the con-
sistency of hasty pudding. Cocoa sometimes was given
in place of burgoo,and once a week flour and raisins
were served with which the men made “plum duff.”
The cook of each mess drew these provisions, prepared
them for the mess and washed the kids ; he also drew
a gill of rum mixed with two gills of water for each
man, which was known as grog and was served out at
noon. At four o’clock in the afternoon a half-pint of
wine was served, the boys receiving only half rations
of grog but were allowed pay for the rest.

Just before the British frigate Jave sailed from
England on the cruise in which she was captured by
the Constitution, 1812, a landsman was brought aboard
by the press-gang, and toward evening he asked where
his bed was—a very natural and proper inquiry for a
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landlubber to make. But the unfeeling boatswain told
him to stick a knife in the softest plank in the ship
and use that for a bed. When, however, the watch to
which he was assigned came to ‘‘turn in” the ‘‘ green-
horn” found that the crew slept in hammocks strung
on the berth deck, and that during the day the ¢“beds”
were rolled up, carried to the main deck and stowed
away in nettings over the bulwarks, where they af-
forded additional protection to the men from the
enemy’s sharpshooters in the tops. Each hammock
had its number, and on the bulwarks a corresponding
number was marked so the men knew exactly where
to place them. FKEvery evening when the ship was at
sea the drummer beat to quarters, all hands hurried
to their stations and eight men and a boy were placed
at each gun, one of the men being known as the cap-
tain of the gun, while another loaded and sponged and
others seized the side and train tackle-falls which ran
the gun in and out of the port. The boys of the ship
took stations near the magazine, each boy knowing
which gun he was to supply.

There were thirty or forty marines in every frigate.
These soldiers, who were called marines simply because
they were serving in a ship instead of on land, per-
formed the police duty in the ship, standing guard at
the gangway when in port and acting as sentinels at
the cabin and ward room doors and at the ship’s galley
during cooking hours. It was the policy of command-
ers to engender as much ‘‘ coolness’’ as possible between
the sailors and the marines so as to diminish the chance
of collusion between them. They slept, messed and
worked separately, the marines considering themselves
two or three degrees better than the seamen,while the
latter regarded the marines with supreme contempt as
being no better than landlubbers, and anybody making
a particularly stupid remark was told to ‘“Go tell it to
the marines.”

At night the marines were stationed at the great
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guns as sentinels, and in time of battle they were placed
in the tops where it was their duty to pick off the enemy
with their muskets. In case of close quarters they
were expected to board the enemy, assisted by two or
three seamen from each gun, the latter being armed
with pistols, cutlasses and boarding pikes. These
were known as the ‘‘boarders,”” and when they were
called for, just so many men and no more ran from
each gun to the critical point. Beating to quarters
was practiced every day in well-ordered frigates, so
that the men became wonderfully proficient in execut-
ing orders, and in the presence of the enemy these
exercises were supplemented by bringing up ammuni-
tion and piling it along the deck for immediate use,
while small arms, boarding pikes and cutlasses were
stacked around the masts and other convenient places.
The cockpit and the steerage were cleared for the re-
ception of the wounded and the surgeon and his as-
sistants spread out their instruments, while the decks
above were sanded to make them less slippery when
blood should begin to flow.

Such was the complicated machinery of the frigate
at the close of the eighteenth century, and it seemed at
that time as if there waslittle left for American ingenu-
ity to improve upon. The general lines of the ship
remained the same down to the introduction of iron in
shipbuilding, and the armaments underwent no radical
change until the American civil war, while the system
of managing the ship’s company is practically the same
to-day as it was a hundred years ago. But the Ameri-
can commander and shipwright made improvements
here and there in the details of the frigate which, when
taken as a whole, accomplished amazing results in the
French War and in the War of 1812.

The first thing to which they turned their attention
was the condition of the crew. Impressment was sel-
dom resorted to. The Massachusetts State government
attempted to coerce sailors to serve in the Alliance in
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1779, when that ship was commissioned to convey Lafay-
ette to France, but in deference to the wishes of the
French patriot the authorities filled out the crew by
other means. By this system of impressment, as prac-
ticed in England, men were seized in the streets or wher-
ever found by the press-gangs and hurried off to a
cruel service without having time even to make neces-
sary arrangements for leaving their families. The
Americans endeavored to secure a sufficient number of
seamen by making their service attractive, and well-
known results have shown the wisdom of what in those
days seemed a rash innovation.

After the men were enlisted the American command-
er did much toward improving their condition. In the
days of the Henry Grace de Diew naval warfare was
waged on the principle that the more men crowded
into a ship the better. The regular complement of the
Henry Grace de Dieu, which ship was about the size
of an American 36-gun frigate, was seven hundred, but
when an enemy was expected this number was still
further increased. The Mary Rose, a vessel of only
six hundred tons, carried a crew of five or six hundred
men. At the close of the eighteenth century this over-
crowding had been reduced so that ships of the tonnage
of the Henry Grace de Diew were manned by only
three hundred men and those of the Mary Rose by
only one hundred and eighty men.

At the time of the American Revolution, however,
the sanitary condition of war ships, in spite of the re-
duction made in the number of the crew, was very
imperfect. In fact the greatest danger on an extended
voyage was not so much the perils of the sea or attacks
from the enemy as scurvy, smallpox and other dis-
eases. It sometimes happened that nearly an entire
ship’s company was carried off while in mid-ocean by
these dreadful scourges, and one of the great achieve-
ments of Captain David Porter in his cruise of seventeen

months in the Pacific was the perfect health in which he
5
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kept the three hundred and more men who were for so
long a time confined on the decks of the little Essex.
We can better understand this when it is borne in mind
that this occurred in days when the only means of
preserving meat was by salting, and when the many
modern improvements in the art of keeping food whole-
some were unknown. That the expedients resorted to
by Captain Porter to keep his crew in good health were
unusual in his day is seen by the minute description of
them in his Journal.

That the Americans were entitled to the credit of
having begun a reform in the matter of impressment
of seamen is shown in Captain Edward P. Brenton’s
History of the British Navy,when he says: ‘“On the
subject of impressment I will, however, venture to say
as one well entitled to speak from experience, that
Great Britain must, as she values her welfare, be the
first to abandon this unjust practice. Let us not be
compelled to abandon it by America. Let us relinquish
it as a willing and cheerful sacrifice to the just and
indisputable rights of man.” The brutality of the
British service at this period, although not equaling
that of some Continental navies, was, to the American
mind, almost beyond belief. Flogging for petty of-
fenses in many ships was of almost daily occurrence,
and severer punishments, such as flogging through the
fleet, were inflicted with frequency according to the
disposition of the commander. While a detailed de-
scription of the last-named punishment may be revolt-
ing, it is necessary in order to convey some idea of the
condition of the seamen of that day and the great im-
provements that have been made.

We have a well-authenticated instance of flogging
through the fleet as late as 1811, which occurred in the
British 38-gun frigate Macedonian, Captain John S.
Carden, afterward captured by the United States. A
midshipman named Gale, who was reputed to be a
“rascally, unprincipled fellow,” found his handker-
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chief in the possession of one of the crew. Gale charged
the man with stealing it although the latter insisted

that he had found it under his hammock, which was
quite possible since the midshipmen frequently passed
through the berth deck on inspection and on other
duties. The case was reported, a court-martial was
convened and the seaman was sentenced to receive three
hundred lashes through the fleet and imprisonment for
one year. On the day appointed the prisoner was
taken into the ship’s launch. This boat had been
rigged for the occasion with poles and grating to which
the prisoner, stripped to the waist, was ‘‘sized up” or
bound at his wrists and ankles to the grating with spun
yarn. The ship’s surgeon took his place in the launch
to determine when nature had reached the extreme
limit of endurance, and a boat from every ship in the
fleet; each containing one or two officers and two ma-
rines fully armed, attended and was connected by a
towline to the prisoner’s boat.
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Having completed these preliminaries the ¢rew of
the victim’s ship manned the yards and rigging to get
a better view of the proceedings, for the punishment
was intended to be a warning to them. At the word
from the officer in charge the boatswain, with coat off
and sleeves rolled up, carefully spread the nine cords
of the cat with the fingers of his left hand, then threw
the instrument over his right shoulder and brought it
down with all his strength on the bare back of the
prisoner. The flesh crept and reddened. Lash followed
lash with nothing to break the dreadful silence save
the swish of the nine cords cutting through the air and
striking on human flesh, and the cries of the agonized
prisoner. In order that the blows might be delivered
with undiminished vigor to the end the boatswain, on
the completion of one dozen lashes, handed the cat to
one of his mates who stood beside him, and they in
turn delivered one dozen lashes each.

The first sixty lashes were inflicted alongside the
Macedonian, in conformity with the custom of giving
the greatest number by the prisoner’s ship so that his
gory back might strike terror in the crews of the other
ships. By this time his back had been lacerated beyond
deseription, the flesh resembling ‘‘roasted meat, burned
nearly black before a scorching fire.” His shirt now was
thrown over his wounds, the boatswain and his mates
returned to their ship, all hands were piped down, the
drummer beat the Rogue’s March and the procession of
boats moved on to the next ship. Here the yards and
rigging were manned by the crew and the boatswain
with his mates descended into the prisoner’s launch, cat
in hand. Removing the shirt he exposed the ghastly
spectacle to his shipmates aloft, and he and his mates
then delivered one, two, or three dozen lashes, according
to the number of ships in the fleet. This scene was to be
repeated at the side of every ship in the fleet until the
three hundred lashes were delivered, but the attending
surgeon at the end of two hundred and twenty blows
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pronounced the prisoner unfit to receive any more.
Galled, bruised and agonized as he was, the prisoner
begged them to deliver the remaining eighty blows so
that he would not again be compelled to pass through
the degrading ordeal. His request was denied, he
was taken aboard his ship, his wounds were dressed,
and when partially healed—for human flesh could never
fully recover from such horrible laceration—Captain
Carden, Shylock-like, determined to have the whole
pound of flesh, and the remaining eighty were delivered
before the year of imprisonment was begun. Thus the
mangled wretch was ruined for life, broken in spirit,
all sense of self-respect gone, ever to be a crawling,
servile, cringing slave to the beck of his fellow-seamen,
ready with sullen alacrity to obey their slightest wish.

This case was neither one of exceptional severity nor
one of rare occurrence. \When the United States 32-
gun frigate Hssex, Captain Smith, was in England,
shortly before the War of 1812, a deserter from an
English vessel of war sought refuge in her. A British
lieutenant came aboard and made a formal demand for
the man. On being sent below to get his clothes the
deserter deliberately walked to the carpenter’s bench
on the gun deck and seizing an axe, with one blow cut
off his left hand. Picking up the severed member with
his right hand he returned to the quarter-deck and
flung it at the feet of his captors, saying that he would
cut off his left foot before he would again serve in a
British man-of-war. Horrified at the spectacle the
English officer left the Hssex without his prisoner.

It was a peculiar feature of the brutal punishment
of flogging that officers and men who at first sickened
and fainted at the sight of it gradually grew indifferent,
and in some instances acquired a craving for the bloody
ordeal and took a fiendish delight in superintending it.
The first lieutenant of the Macedonian, David Hope,
was one of these. He took the exquisite delight of a
connoisseur in the art of flogging, being especially fond
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of seeing the tender flesh of boys lacerated and torn, and
with the nice sense of propriety that comes to experts
he ordered that boys should handle the cat when boys
were to be flogged. Captain Tord William Fitzroy was
of the same school, but he urged as his excuse that
discipline required it. e insisted that the men must
be cowed, and when punishments grew slack he hunted
up old charges in order that discipline might not be
impaired through want of the application of the lash.

Flogging was practiced in the American service at
this time but not to the extent to which it was carried
in the British and in Continental navies. The articles
of war of the American navy in 1812 and prior to that
declare that ‘“not more than twelve lashes shall be
given for a crime,” and although there were cases where
American commanders exceeded this limit, the in-
stances were rare and the punishment inflicted was in-
significant when compared with the cruelty of the
British service.

In manceuvring their ships and in gunnery also the
Americans made great improvements. Kven as late as
1812 the English commander had much to learn from
the American. Sir Howard Douglas in his work on
Naval Gunnery says: ‘‘The United States commanders
so circumspectly and cautiously adapted their tactics
to the superior powers of their armaments that, even
when opposed to very inferior numbers and quality of
ordnance, they would neither approach nor permit us
to join in close battle until they had gained some de-
cisive advantage from the superior faculties of their
long guns in distant cannonade and from the intrepid,
uncircumspect and often very exposed approach of an
assailant, who had been long accustomed to contemn
all maneuvring, and who only considered how to rush
soonest into a yardarm action. Such unquestionably
was the character of these proceedings [the naval
actions of the War of 1812]. The uncircumspect gal-
lantry of our commanders led our ships unguardedly
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into snares which wary caution had spread.” The im-
putation in this extract that American commanders
object.d to fighting at close quarters is not borne out
by facts. The Americans undoubtedly availed them-
selves to the utmost of their superior seamanship and
gunnery, and allowed no advantage to escape their
quick perception, but when anything was to be gained
by coming to close quarters they were the first to seize
the opportunity.

The skill with which American commanders manaeu-
vred their vessels was one of the most notable fea-
tures of the War of 1812. The manner in which they
tacked, luffed, gave their ships stern board and raked
during the excitement and confusion of battle was
astonishing. In raking especially they were remark-
ably proficient. By this manceuvre the ship was laid
at right angles across the bow or stern of an opponent
so that the entire broadside swept or raked the enemy’s
deck from end to end without his being able to bring
a gun to bear in return, except a few bow or stern
chasers.

American seamen, besides performing the ordinary
duties of a war ship, were constantly exercised at the
great guns. James says: ‘ Highly to the credit of the
naval administration of the United States, the crews
of their ships were taught the practical rules of gun-
nery, and ten shot, with the necessary powder, were
allowed to be expended in play to make one hit in
earnest ; while the British seamen, except in particu-
lar cases, scarcely did so once in a year, and some
ships could be named on board of which not a shot
had been fired in this manner upward of three years.”
The superiority of American gunnery at this period

“is well known. In speaking of the action between the
Enterprise and the Bozer the London Times of Octo-
ber 22, 1813, said : ¢ What we regret to perceive stated,
and trust will be found much exaggerated, is that the
Bozxer was literally cut to pieces in sails, rigging, spars
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and hull; whilst the Enrferprise, her antagonist, was
in a situation to commence a similar action immediately
afterward. The fact seems to be but too clearly estab-
lished, that the Americans have some superior mode of
firing ; and we can not be too anxiously employed in
discovering to what circumstance that superiority is
owing.” Again, Sir Edward Codrington, writing to
Lady Codrington in 1814 of the Peacock—Epervier fight,
said : ‘It seems that the Peacock, American sloop of
war, has taken our Epervier. But the worst part of
our story is that our sloop was cut to pieces and the
other scarcely scratched.” In many cases the Ameri-
can sailors formed a strong attachment for their guns,
speaking to them and treating them almost as if they
were endowed with life, and the frigate was never in
perfect order until the ‘‘ pets’ had received their usunal
cleaning and polishing. The men gave each gun a
name, which was engraved on a copper plate and at-
tached to its carriage or fastened over its port. Some
of the most popular of these names were: ¢ Brother
Jonathan,” ¢ Raging Eagle,” ¢ Polly,” ¢ Spitfire,”
“Nancy,” “Jumping Billy,” ‘‘Yankee Protection,”
“Mad Anthony,” ¢ Liberty Forever,” ‘Sweetheart,”
¢ America,” ¢ Defiance,” ¢ United Tars,” ‘‘ Liberty or
Death,” ¢ Bunker Hill,” ¢ Willful Murder,” etc.

In other ways the Americans trained their crews to
be prepared for any emergency. Captain Porter when
at sea frequently sounded the alarm of ‘Fire!”—an
enemy more dreaded by sailors than all the other perils
of the sea—at all hours of the night to accustom the
men to face danger, and as a further test he caused
smoke and flame to ascend from the main hold. At
first there was some confusion among the crew, but
the delinquents were promptly punished and soon the
alarm ‘‘Fire!” had no terror for the men, and they
went with their cutlasses and blankets to their quarters
in perfect self-possession.

While the early American commanders made many
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improvements in the science of naval warfare, as they
found it toward the close of the eighteenth century, it
is a curious fact that every departure from established
theories was hooted at by the English press as unfair,
illegitimate or ridiculous. It is interesting to note,
however, that the Admiralty almost invariably followed
the lead of the Americans in this respect, and toward
the close of the War of 1812 paid us the compliment of
building a frigate exactly on the plan of the American
44-gun ships—which in the early part of the war they
had ridiculed as being ‘‘bundles of pine boards with a
gridiron flag floating over them ”"—as will be seen from
the following notice in the London Times of March
17, 1814: ““Sir G. Collier was to sail yesterday from
Portsmouth for the American station in the Leander,
54. This ship has been built and fitted out exactly
upon the plan of the large American frigates.”” Shortly
after the War of 1812, when the Constitution was
being fitted at Boston for a cruise in the Mediterra-
nean, she was visited by a distinguished officer of the
royal navy. On returning to her quarter-deck, after
having made a thorough inspection of the frigate, he
remarked : ‘*This is one of the finest frigates, if not
the very finest, I ever put my foot aboard of ; but, as T
must find fault, I’1l just say that your wheel is one of
the clumsiest things I ever saw, and it is unworthy of
the vessel.” The American commander replied : “ That
wheel, sir, is the only thing English in the ship. When
this ship captured the Jawva, in 1812, our wheel was
knocked into splinters by a shot from the Englishman.
After the engagement the Java’s wheel was fitted, and,
although we think it as ugly as you do, yet we keep it
as a trophy.”

Among other things of which English writers ‘‘ac-
cused” the Americans was the wearing of strips of steel
in the sailors’ caps, to prevent saber cuts from penetrat-
ing. Tt is true that some of the American crews in this
war were supplied with stout leather caps crossed with
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two strips of iron, covered with bearskin, designed to
protect the head. The crew of the Siren in 1814 was
provided with such caps, and strips of bearskin with
the fur still attached were used to fasten them on, and
coming down each side of the face they bore some re-
semblance to false whiskers and gave the men a ferocious
appearance. But it seems a little out of place to put
thisin the form of an ‘‘accusation,’’ when we remember
that Vice-Admiral John Benbow, master of the British
fleet under Admiral Russell in the battles of Barfleur
and la Hogue, had his entire body incased in metal,
from which we may infer that the British officer of that
period generally protected himself in the same manner.
Or coming down to the present time, we find England’s
choicest cavalry not only wearing a helmet made of
steel but having the body incased in the same metal.
How much more excuse there was for seamen to wear
armor than soldiers is clearly shown by Sir Richard
Hawkins, who said: ‘“On shore it is only the bullet
that hurteth, but in a ship I have seen the splinters kill
and hurt many at once,” and he cites an instance where
a dozen were hurt by splinters, ‘‘the most part where-
of,” he added, ‘‘would have been excused if they had
been armored.”

Another improvement in naval warfare of which
English writers seriously ‘‘accused” the early Ameri-
can commander was the invention of fine sheet-lead car-
tridges which could be handled with more safety and
with greater rapidity in action than the old paper or
flannel cartridge of the British service. This gave the
Americans an advantage equal almost to one gun to
three, for as a sheet-lead cartridge seldom left a particle
of itself in the gun there was no time lost in sponging
and worming the gun after firing, which was always
necessary when paper or flannel cartridges were used.
Again, the Americans were ‘‘accused” of inventing
chain and bar shot and a new kind of grapeshot and
canister, which played such havoc with British rigging
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in the War of 1812. The grapeshot in 1812 was formed
by seven or eight balls attached to an iron and tied in
a cloth, which were scattered by the explosion of the
powder, while the canister shot was made by filling a
powder canister with balls each as large as two or three
musket balls. But the fact that these improvements
were afterward introduced into the British navy only
too well attests the wisdom of the American command-
ers in first using them.



CHAPTER IIL

THE OUTBREAK OF THE REVOLUTION.

ArLTHoUGH open hostilities between the American
colonies and Great Britain began with the battle of
Lexington, April 19, 1775, it was not until late in
that year that the Continental Congress became suffi-
ciently organized to take serious measures in defense of
its claims, and it was not until October that attention
was given to the formation of a naval force. On the
5th of October, 1775, news was received that two Brit-
ish transports, laden with arms and ammunition, had
sailed from England for Quebec, and as the Conti-
nental army stood in great need of such supplies, Con-
gress determined to make an effort to capture them.
On the 13th of October, Silas Deane, John Adams
and John Langdon (Christopher Gadsden afterward
taking the place of John Adams) were appointed a
committee with authority to fit out two swift-sailing
vessels, one to carry ten carriage guns and a propor-
tionate number of swivels, with eighty-five men, and
the other to carry fourteen guns, to cruise ‘‘eastward”
for the purpose of intercepting these or any other
storeships. This was the first official step toward the
formation of a national American navy. During the
Revolution the affairs of the navy were managed by
various committees which were known as the ¢ Marine
Committee,” ‘“Marine Board,” ete. Subordinate to
these were the ‘‘ Continental Naval Board,” ¢ Board of
Admiralty,” ete. The powers and functions of these

committees were changed many times during the war,
‘ €%
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so that it would be tedious as well as unprofitable to
follow them.

On the 30th of October, 1775, it was decided to fit
out two more vessels, one of twenty and the other of
thirty-six guns, and Stephen Hopkins, Joseph Hewis
and Richard Henry Lee were added to the first Naval
Committee, and all matters pertaining to the marine
were referred to them, Congress reserving the final de-
cision. Congress also held the power of appointing the
commissioned officers as low as third lieutenant, while
the Naval Committee selected all subordinate officers.

Down to November, 1775, Congress had not gone so
far as to consider a permanent separation from England,
and orders had been issued to all armed forces both on
land and on sea carefully to refrain from acts of vio-
lence which could be construed as open rebellion. But
British cruisers were not so hesitant in beginning hos-
tilities, and several merchantmen which had cleared
from port according to all the requirements of the acts
of Parliament were captured as lawful prizes. The
flourishing town of Falmouth (now Portland) was ruth-
lessly laid in ashes, while several other settlements were
attacked and the people compelled to abandon their
homes late in the winter.

But these barbarities produced a far different effect
from that which their perpetrators anticipated. The
colonial device of a rattlesnake and the motto “Don’t
tread on me’’ could not have been in better keeping
with the spirit of the people, for these depredations,
instead of overawing the colonists, only served to
arouse that indomitable resistance which endured the
sufferings of a seven years’ struggle against a powerful
adversary. Seeing that the royalists did not hesitate
to resort to extreme measures, the Continental Con-
gress, on the 25th of November, 1775, authorized the
capture of any armed vessel employed against the
colonies, or any tender or transport engaged in carry-
ing munitions of war to the British army or navy.
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Congress soon realized the great advantage to be
derived from a naval establishment, and on the 13th of
December, at the suggestion of the Naval Committee,
ordered the construction of five ships of thirty-two guns
each, five of twenty-eight guns, and three of twenty-
four guns, to be completed by the following April.
The expense of building these vessels was estimated at
£866,666.66, and they were to be built in the following
States : One in New Hampshire, two in Massachusetts,
one in Connecticut, two in Rhode Island, two in New
York, one in Maryland, and the others at such places
as the committee should designate. The names of
these ships were : Hancock, Randolph, Raleigh, War-
ren, Washington, Congress, Effingham, Providence,
Trumbull, Virginia, Boston, Delaware and Montgom-
ery. Other laws were soon passed for the purchase
and equipment of vessels suitable for cruisers. On
the 22d of the same month the Naval Committee laid
before Congress the following list of officers, which
was approved: Esek Hopkins, commander in chief;
Dudley Saltonstall, Abraham Whipple, Nicholas Bid-
dle, John Burroughs Hopkins, captains; John Paul
Jones, Rhodes Arnold, —— Stansbury, Hoysted Hack-
er, Jonathan Pitcher, first lieutenants; Benjamin Sea-
bury, Joseph Olney, Elisha Warner, Thomas Weaver,
—— M'Dougall, second lieutenants; John Fanning,
Ezekiel Burroughs, Daniel Vaughan, third lieutenants.!
The pay of the officers and petty officers was fixed as
follows: Commander in chief, $125 a month. Officers

1The following vessels, purchased in 1775, formed the nucleus for the
navy of the Revolution, but none of them were built for war purposes;
they were such merchantmen as could be secured in the emergency, and
were pierced for guns and altered as much as circumstances would allow:
the 24-gun ship Alfred, the 20-gun ship Columbus, the 16-gun brig Lez-
ington, the 16-gun brig Renrisal, the 14-gun brig Cabot, the 14-gun brig
Andrea Doria, the 14-gun brig Hamden, the 12-gun brig Providence, the
10-gun sloop Independence, the 10-gun sloop Sachem, the 10-gun sloop
Hornet, the 8-gun schooner Fly, the 8-gun schooner Wasp and the 4-gun
sloop Mosqualo.
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of a ship of twenty guns and upward: captain, $60 ;
lieutenant, $30; master, $30; surgeon, $25; chaplain,
$20 ; midshipman, $12; gunner, $15; seaman, $8. Of-
ficers of a ship of ten to twenty guns: captain, $48;
lieutenant, $24; master, $24; surgeon, $21.66; mid-
shipman, §12; gunner, $13; seaman, $8. The pay of
the following was the same in any class of cruisers:
armorer, $15; sailmaker, $12; yeoman, $9; quarter-
master, 89 ; quarter gunner, $8; coxswain, §9; cook,
812. Commanders were allowed $4 and $5 a week for
rations; and lieutenants, captains of marines, surgeons
and chaplains, $4 when on shore. Prize money coming
to the officers and seamen of the Continental navy was
divided in shares: captains, 6; first lieutenant, 5; sec-
ond lieutenant, 4 ; surgeon, 4 ; master, 3; steward, 2;
mate, 1}; gunner, 14 ; boatswain, 1{; gunner’s mate,
1% ; sergeant, 14 ; privates, 1.

On the 9th of November, 1775, Congress resolved :
“That two battalions of marines be raised, to be en-
listed and commissioned to serve for and during the
present war between Great Britain and the colonies,
and to be considered as a part of the Continental army
before Boston ; particular care to be taken that no
persons be appointed or enlisted into said battalions
but such as are good seamen or so acquainted with
maritime affairs as to be able to serve with advantage
at sea when required.” On the 30th of November these
battalions were ordered to be recruited independently
of the army before Boston.

On the 5th of September, 1776, the Marine Com-
mittee decided that the uniform for the officers of the
navy should be as follows: Captains, a coat of blue
cloth with red lapels, slashed cuffs, a stand-up collar,
flat yellow buttons, blue breeches and a red waistcoat
with yellow lace. The uniform for lieutenants consist-
ed of a blue coat with red lapels, a round cuff faced, a
stand-up collar, yellow buttons, blue breeches and a
plain red waistcoat. Masters were to have a blue coat
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with lapels, round cuffs, blue breeches and a red waist-
coat ; while the midshipmen had a blue coat with lapels,
a round cuff faced with red, a stand-up collar, with red
at the buttons and button holes, blue breeches and a
red waistcoat. The marines were to have a green coat
faced with white, round cuffs, slashed sleeves and pock-
ets, with buttons around the cuff, a silver epaulet on
the right shoulder, skirts turned back, buttons to suit
the facings, white waistcoat and breeches edged with
green, black gaiters and garters. The men were to
have green shirts ‘‘if they can be procured.” In April
the Massachusetts Council decided that the officers of
the State cruisers should have a uniform of ‘‘green
and white and that they furnish themselves accord-
ingly, and that the colors be a white tlag with a pine
tree and the inscription ‘An Appeal to Heaven.”” It is
doubtful, however, if many of these prescribed uniforms
were worn by the officers, as their pay was meager and
Congress found great difficulty in supplying even the
most necessary armaments and ammunition.

The first naval effort of the Revolution was com-
manded by Captain Esek Hopkins, who is deseribed as
““a most experienced and venerable sea captain.” At
nine o’clock on a clear, frosty morning early in Janu-
ary, 1776, this officer stepped into his barge at the foot
of Walnut Street, Philadelphia, where a squadron of
eight cruisers had been collected, and amid the dis-
charge of artillery and the cheers of the multitude he
made his way through the floating ice to his flagship,
the Alfred. When he gained the deck Captain Dud-
ley Saltonstall gave the signal, and First Lieutenant
John Paul Jones hoisted a yellow silk flag bearing the
device of a pine tree and a rattlesnake, with the motto
“Don’t tread on me.” This was the first flag hoisted
on an American man-of-war. The ¢ grand Union flag,”
or flag having the thirteen American stripes with the
English union jack in the field, was also displayed.
The destination of this squadron was kept secret, but
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it was not until the 17th of February that the ships
got to sea, as they were detained six weeks by the ice
off Reedy Island. This squadron comprised the fol-
lowing vessels: The 24-gun ship Alfred (flagship), Cap-
tain Dudley Saltonstall; the 20-gun ship Columbus,
Captain Abraham Whipple; the 14-gun brig Andrea
Doria, Captain Nicholas Biddle; the 14-gun brig
Cabat, Captain John Burroughs Hopkins; the 12-gun
brig Providence, the 10-gun sloop Hornet, the 8-gun
schooner Wasp, and the 8-gun schooner #'ly. The
first of these vessels, the Alfred, had been a merchant
ship called the Black Prince, and arrived from Lon-
don only a few weeks before under the command of
John Barry, afterward a captain in the navy. She was
a small vessel, but was considered a stout ship of her
class, and was named the Alfred after Alfred the Great,
who was commonly regarded as the founder of the
British navy. She was armed with twenty 9-pounders,
and carried a few guns on her quarter-deck and fore-
castle. The Columbus, originally the merchant ship
Sally, was named after the discoverer of America, and
the Cabot after Sebastian Cabot, who discovered the
northern part of the continent. The Andrea Doria
was named after the great Genoese admiral of that
name,. while ‘“the Providence,” wrote John Adams,
“was named for the town where she was purchased,
the residence of Governor Hopkins and his brother
Esek, whom we appointed the first captain.”

These vessels.were to rendezvous at Cape Henlopen,
but on the night of the 19th the Hornef and the #ly
were separated from the squadron and they did not
again join it. Seeing nothing of Lord Dunmore’s ships,
which had been devastating the coast, and learning
that a quantity of military supplies were stored in the
town of New Providence, which was feebly garrisoned,
Captain Hopkins determined to make an attack on the
place and if possible seize the stores. Arriving at

Abaco he sent three hundred men in two of the ves-
6
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sels to New Providence with the view of surprising
the garrison, but off that port it was found that the
place was fully prepared
< <Y | for theattack. The ves-
sels were then re-en-
*° forced by the Providence
and the Wasp, a body of

troops was landed, cov-
(\%;;m ered by the guns of the
squadron, and the fort

was carried by storm under the
GapeHenlooen | lead of Captain Nicholas of the

?%,,, marines.  After holding the
\ 1 reral  days Captai
s place severa ays Captain

Hopkins sailed away with near-
ly eighty cannon, fifteen bar-
rels of gunpowder and a large
quantity of stores, besides Gov-
ernor Brown and several of the
more prominent inhabitants of

Py
“’;?'?g“o% the island, to be held as hos-
Qe%;f\%/@ tages for the
»%;o ; ﬁgggg;ggclg;;%ge wglfare of cer-
o z tain  Ameri-
s o <7 | cans who were
&0 o in the hands
= of the ene-

my. Govern-
or Brown aft-
erward was exchanged for Lord Stirling. On arriv-
ing off the eastern end of Long Island, April 4th, the
squadron captured the 6-gun tender Zfawke, com-
manded by a son of Captain Wallace, and on the fol-
lowing day it took the 12-gun bomb-brig Bolfon, Lieu-
tenant Edward Sneyd.

A little after midnight, April 6th, a stranger came
into the squadron and the Cabof immediately ranged
alongside and hailed. This was answered with a broad-

Scene of the naval operations of 1776.



1776. THE ESCAPE OF THE GLASGOW. 41

side, upon which the Cabof opened fire and for several
minutes kept up a close cannonading. ¢ The Cabot
was disabled at the second broadside, the captain being
dangerously wounded, while the master and several
men were killed. The enemy’s whole fire was then
directed at us [in the Alfred]. An unlucky shot
having carried away our wheel block and ropes, the
ship broached to and gave the enemy an opportunity
of raking us with several broadsides before we were
again in a condition to steer the ship and return their
fire. The second lieutenant of the marines was killed.”!
The stranger proved too heavy for the Cabof, and the
latter withdrew from the unequal contest. By this
time the Alfred had closed, and the Providence, having
secured a position off the enemy’s lee quarter, opened
an effective fire. After an hour’s cannonading, during
which the American vessels suffered considerably, the
Alfred lost her wheel and became unmanageable, and
the stranger, finding her antagonists too numerous,
seized the opportunity to withdraw. She afterward
was known to be the 20-gun ship Glasgow, Captain
Tyringham Howe, manned by a crew of one hundred
and fifty men and boys, of whom she lost one killed
and three wounded.®* The Continental Gazette, in its
issue of May 29, 1776, said : ‘“Just before the Glasgow
came into the harbor it was plainly perceived by the
holes in her sails that she had standing, and by the
hanging of her yards, that she had been treated in a
very rough manner.” The Cabot had four killed and
seven wounded, Elisha Hinman, afterward -captain,
being among the latter. The Alf7red had six killed and
six wounded, and the Columbus one wounded, making
a total loss to the Americans of ten killed and fourteen
wounded.

The escape of the Glasgow was not due to any lack

! Log book of the Alfred.
2 Schomberg s History of the Bntlsh Navy, vol. i, p. 427.
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of spirit on the part of the Americans but to the want
of experienced officers, organization and discipline.
Captain Howe of the Glasgow, however, made a gallant
defense and won the well-deserved commendation of
his senior officer. In June, Captain Hopkins’ conduct
was inquired into by Congress, and it was decided that
his instructions, which ‘“directed him to annoy the
enemy’s ships upon the coasts of the Southern States,”
had been exceeded. On the 16th of October, 1776, a
vote of censure was passed upon him, and three days
later he was ordered to take ‘‘command of the fleet
formerly put under his care,” but afterward his name
was dropped from the list of officers, and on the 2d of
January, 1777, he was formally dismissed from the
service. The affair with the Glasgow for a time had
an unfortunate effect on the seamen. Many of the sail-
ors became discouraged with the prospects which the
navy offered them and enlisted in the army, so that
it was difficult to fill out the crews. The rank of com-
mander in chief of the navy was intended to corre-
spond with the rank that Washington held in the
army, but from the time of the dismissal of Captain
Hopkins no commander in chief of the navy was ap-
pointed, that rank afterward being merged in the office
of the President.

On the 23d of March, 1776, Congress took more de-
cisive measures against England. ILetters of marque
were issued, and thenceforth all public and private
cruisers of the colonies were authorized to capture any
vessel, armed or unarmed, sailing under the British
flag.

After the squadron under Captain Hopkins had left
the Delaware the Lezington, Captain John Barry,
while cruising off the Capes of Virginia, April 17th, fell
in with the Hdward, Lieutenant Boucher, an armed
tender of the Liverpool, mounting from six to eight
guns and carrying thirty-five men. After a spirited
action of an hour’s duration the Fdward surrendered,
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having sustained serious injuries and a severe loss in
killed or wounded. The Lexingion mounted sixteen
long 4-pounders, and out of a crew of seventy lost two
killed and two wounded. In the following October the
Lexington, under the command of Captain William
Hallock, while returning from the West Indies laden
with powder and military stores, was captured by the
British 32-gun frigate Pearl. Owing to a high sea it
was impossible to transfer the prisoners to the frigate,
and the Pearl, after taking out four or five men, placed
a prize crew aboard the Lexingfon with orders to fol-
low. As night came on, dark and boisterous, the
American prisoners, seventy-five in all, seized the op-
portunity, when the British prize officers went below
for a moment, to rise on their captors, recovered pos-
session of the vessel, changed her course and ran into
Baltimore with the British prize crew as prisoners.
Richard Dale, afterward celebrated in the Bonfomme
Richard-Serapis fight, was a master’s mate in the Lez-
ington during this cruise. The British prize officer, an
acting lieutenant, was dismissed from the royal navy.
On the 9th of May the 8-gun schooner Wasp, while
cruising under the command of Captain Charles Alex-
ander, captured the enemy’s bark Belsey. A week
afterward the Andrea Doria, Captain Nicholas Biddle,
put to sea, and, cruising between the Delaware and the
Penobscot, in the course of four months captured ten
vessels, which with one exception were sent into port.
Two of the prizes were transports conveying four
hundred Highlanders. One was recaptured by the
frigate Cerberus, while the other was seized by the
soldiers aboard, but the latter was again captured.
When Captain Biddle returned to port he had only five
of his own crew aboard, the others having been put in
charge of prizes. The Cabot, Captain Elisha Hinman,
got to sea toward the latter part of May and cruised off
the northeast coast until the 5th of October, during
which time she captured seven vessels and sent them
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into port. Soon after the return of Captain Esek Hop-
king’ expedition from New Providence, the Columbus,
Captain Abraham Whipple, got to sea and cruised
northward until August, securing in that time four
prizes.

At the time the Continental Congress formally de-
clared the United States independent of Great Britain,
July 4, 1776, England had in commission one hundred
and twelve vessels of war, carrying three thousand
seven hundred and fourteen guns; and of this force,
seventy-eight men of war, mounting two thousand and
seventy-eight guns, were stationed on the coast of North
America.! The American navy at the same time con-
sisted of twenty-five cruisers, mounting four hundred
and twenty-two guns; but only six of these vessels
were built for war purposes, the others being mer-
chantmen purchased and fitted out for the occasion.?

1 Schomberg’s History of the British Navy, vol. iv, pp. 319-321.

2 On the 3d of October Congress ordered another cruiser and two cutters,
and in November it authorized the construction of three 74-gun ships of
the line, a sloop of war and a packet. None of the ships of the line were
ever in the American service. In January, 1777, another frigate and a
sloop of war were ordered, besides which eight prizes were fitted for the
service. Including the vessels purchased in 1775 and the cruisers ordered
by the law of December 13, 1775, the navy at the Declaration of Inde-
pendence counsisted of the following vessels: the 24-gun ship Alfred, the
20-gun ship Columbus, the 16-gun brig Lexington, the 16-gun brig Reprisal,
the 14-gun brig Cabot, the 14-gun brig Andrea Doria, the 14-gun brig
Hamden, the 12-gun brig Providence, the 10-gun sloop Independence, the
10-gun sloop Sachem, the 10-gun sloop Hornet, the 8-gun schooner ¥7y, the
8-gun schooner Wasp, the 4-gun sloop Mosquito, the 32-gun ship Hancock,
the 32-gun ship Randolph, the 32-gun ship Raleigh, the 32-gun ship War-
ren, the 32-gun ship Washington, the 28-gun ship Congress, the 28-gun ship
Effinghaim, the 28-gun ship Providence, the 28-gun ship Trumbull, the 28-
gun ship Virginia, the 24-gun ship Bosfon, the 24-gun ship Delaware, the
24-gun ship Montgomery, the 10-gun cutter Rewvenge, the 10-gun cutter
Surprise and the 10-gun cutter Dolphin.

Of these vessels the Washington, Effingham, Virginia, Congress, Dela-
ware and Montgomery never got to sea, being destroyed when the British
seized Philadelphia and New York. The Virginia, while ‘attempting to
get an offing, ran aground in Chesapeake Bay and was there captured by a



776. CAPTURE OF THE BRITISH CRUISER RACEIORSE. 45

Comparative forces in 1776.
. American navy: 25 vessels, mounting 422 guns.
British navy: 78 ¢ ‘ 2,078 “

Two days after the Declaration of Independence
the 10-gun sloop Sackem, Captain Isaiah Robinson, en-
gaged a British letter of marque of six guns, and after
some loss to both vessels the enemy struck. On return-
ing to port the Sackem was sent to the West Indies
with dispatches, while Captain Robinson was trans-
ferred to the command of the Andrea Doria, and in
December he sailed in this brig for St. Eustatius, to
transport arms and ammunition for the American army.
At this port he received a salute from the Dutch gov-
ernor, which was the first ever given to the new flag
by a foreign power. The governor soon afterward
was removed for his indiscretion. When off the west-
ern end of Porto Rico on his return passage Captain
Robinson discovered an English brig bearing down on
him. The vessels soon closed, and after a desperate
fight of two hours the enemy surrendered, the prize
proving to be the British brig Racekorse, Lieutenant
Jones. The Andrea Doria’s loss was four killed and
eight wounded, while that of the Racehorse was con-
siderably greater, Lieutenant Jones being mortally
wounded. The Racehorse had been sent out for the
express purpose of taking her captor. Captain Rob-
inson resumed his course for the Delaware, where he

British squadron. This left the Americans with a seagoing force of twenty-
five vessels, aggregating four hundred and twenty-two guns.

By a resolution of October 10, 1776, Congress declared that the num-
ber of captains in the navy should be twenty-four, and that they should
rank in the following order: James Nicholson, John Manly, Heetor McNiel,
Dadley Saltonstall, Nicholas Biddle, Thomas Tompson, John Barry,
Thomas Read, Thomas Grennall, Charles Alexander, Lambert Wickes,
Abraham Whipple, John Burroughs Hopkins, John Hodge, William Hal-
lock, Hoysted Hacker, [saiah Robinson, John Paul Jones, James Josiah,
Elisha Hinman, Joseph Olney, James Robinson, John Young and Elisha
Warner. On the 17th of September, 1779, Samuel Nicholson and John Nich-
olson, brothers of James Nicholson, were appointed captains in the navy.
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arrived with his prize in safety. The Andrea Doria
was burned shortly afterward to prevent her falling
into the hands of the British. In October the Wasp,
under’ command of Lieutenant J. Baldwin, made a
short cruise during which she took three prizes.

The name of John Paul Jones has been already
noticed in the list of officers as a first lieutenant in the
American navy, in which capacity he sailed in the
squadron under Captain Isek Hopkins to New Provi-
dence. Returning from that service he was made
commander of the 12-gun brig Providence, and was
employed in conveying troops from Rhode Island to
New York. He was frequently chased and several
times under fire, but always escaped by skillful sea-
manship. At one time he covered the retreat of a brig
that was coming from the West Indies laden with mili-
tary supplies for Washington’s army, which was hotly
pursued by the British frigate Cerberus, but Lieutenant
Jones drew the enemy off in chase of himself, so that
the brig escaped. On the 10th of October, 1776, he was
promoted to the rank of captain and was ordered to
cruise between Boston and the Delaware.

On the 1st of September, 1776, while he was engaged
in this service off Bermuda, five sails were made out to
the windward, and he immediately beat up to recon-
noiter. Selecting what he took to be a large merchant
ship, Captain Jones was fast closing when he suddenl<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>