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PLATE I 

Merchant frigate at anchor. Painting by Joseph Vernet, "Le golfe de Bandol," 
1756, Musée de la Marine, Paris, Photo RMN. (See fig. 8, p. 43.) 



PLATEE 

Model of the 60-gun Achilles that was present at Restigouche, dated 1757. Science Museum, London/Science & 
Society Picture Library. (See fig. 25, p. 90.) 



1 View of the port of Bordeaux, from which the Machault expedition set sail in 1760. Painting by Joseph 
Vernet, Musée de la Marine, Paris, Photo RMN. 



Two Hundred Years ago 
in Chaleur Bay 

On April 10, 1760, six French merchant vessels—five ships and an 
escort frigate—left Bordeaux (Fig. 1) for Canada. Chartered* by the 
King, the six sailing ships were transporting supplies, munitions and 
some 400 soldiers to a colony in which the main settlement, Quebec 
City, had fallen into enemy hands eight months earlier. Led by 
François Chénard de la Giraudais, captaining the frigate Machault— 
named after the Minister of the navy, Machault d'Arnouville—the ex­
pedition left Gironde and first attempted to evade the British Royal 
Navy ships that were blockading the French coast. On April 12 and 
17, the British navy stopped two of the convoy's ships, the Soleil and 
the Aurore, and escorted them back to Great Britain. A third vessel, 
the Fidélité, suffered a more tragic fate, sinking not far from the 
Azores on April 30. Upon entering the Gulf of St. Lawrence in mid-
May, the three other vessels in the expedition, the Machault, Bienfaisant 
and Marquis-de-Malause, seized a British sailing ship and learned 
that British ships were ahead of them in the St. Lawrence River. 

The small French fleet then decided to take refuge in Chaleur Bay 
(Fig. 2); they sailed for the Bay, seizing six or seven small British 
ships along the way. The need to restock drinking water and biscuit 

* An asterisk after a word indicates that it is explained in the Glossary of naval 
architecture and sailing terms. 
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supplies, and the presumed presence of a number of enemy men-of-
war along the Atlantic coast, probably explain this decision. The 
French ships soon found themselves trapped by five ships of the 
British Royal Navy that had sailed at full speed from the port of 
Louisbourg. There were three third-rate ships: the 74-gun Fame, the 
70-gun Dorsetshire, and the 60-gun Achilles; and two frigates, the 
32-gun Repulse and the 30-gun Scarborough? After a two-week 
siege and a five-hour battle, the Machault was scuttled on July 8, 
while the other two French ships burned. The five attacking British 
vessels then sailed back to their North American home port. 

From 1967 to 1972, a team of archaeologists working for Parks 
Canada conducted research in the estuary of the Restigouche River. 
Their underwater work turned up remains of sailing ships and a vast 
quantity of objects that had been there since 1760. They discovered 
not only the hull of the Machault, a 24-gun frigate that had be­
longed to private Canadian interests during its final campaign, but 
also tools, weapons, articles of clothing and an impressive quantity 
of wineglasses, earthenware and even china. This maritime archaeo-' 
logical exercise provided a wealth of information about trade at the 
end of the French regime and about naval architecture in the 18th 
century. Before describing the vessels that participated in these events, 
and the Machault it is particular, it is important to talk about New 
France at war, and the origins and campaigns of the Machault. An 
account of the vicissitudes of the siege and the Battle of Restigouche, 

1 The French expedition included the following vessels: the Bienfaisant, 320 
tons*, Captain Jean Gramon; the Marquis-de-Malause, 354 tons, Captain 
Antoine Lartigue; the Fidélité, 450 tons, Captain Louis Kanon, called Kanon 
le jeune; the Soleil, 350 tons, Captain Paulin Clemenceau; and the Aurore, 
450 tons, Captain François Demortier. The 500-ton Machault, armed with 20 
12-pounders and 8 6-pounders, carried a crew of 100 men and a correspond­
ing number of small arms. The captains of the British men-of-war were, for 
the 74-gun Fame, Captain John Byron; the 70-gun Dorsetshire, John Campbell; 
the 60-gun Achilles, Samuel Barrington; the 32-gun Repulse, John Carter 
Allen, and the 20-gun Scarborough, John Stott. Jean de Maupassant. Les 
armateurs bordelais au XVIIIe siècle, Les deux expéditions de Pierre Desclaux 
au Canada (Bordeaux, 1915), pp. 29, 35. 
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2 Map of the eastern part of New France, showing Chaleur Bay and Restigouche. National Archives of 
Canada, Nicolas Bellin, 1744, C40030. 



and the strategies and tactics used, completes the overview of the 
conflict that took place in Chaleur Bay in 1760. After learning more 
about sailing ships by examining naval architecture, this study looks 
at the men who sailed these boats, the characteristics and constraints 
of the sailor's life in the age of sail and how these affected the 
Restigouche combatants. 
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North American Conflict 
and Naval Weaponry 

in the Atlantic 

A Country at War 
Seeds of conflict and declaration of war 
Although the Seven Years' War between Great Britain and France 
was officially declared in May and June 1756, it was preceded by 
numerous war-like incidents in North America and on the Atlantic. 
In 1755, Great Britain began attacking French commercial vessels, 
and seized some 300 of them. Skirmishes between French soldiers 
and American settlers in the Ohio Valley in 1754 underscored the 
fragility of the peace accords that France and Great Britain had signed 
in 1748, despite the creation of a commission to set the borders 
between New France and New England. The death of a French officer 
named Jumonville at the hands of George Washington's men, and 
the capture of Fort Necessity by the French, revived the conflicts. 
When the British Admiral Boscawen captured the Alcide and the 
Lys, and the troops they were carrying to Canada on June 8, 1755, it 
lit a powder keg on the ocean. These events were the result, in North 
America at least, of a rivalry dating back to 1690 and the first Anglo-
American incursion into the heart of New France, right up to the 
walls of Quebec City. 

The European wars of the League of Augsburg (1689-97), Spanish 
Succession (1702-11) and Austrian Succession (1744-48) were car­
ried over into North America. They gave rise to numerous back-
and-forth border raids, a few successful invasions and territorial 
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grabs, most of them at the expense of New France. The surrender of 
the French possessions in Newfoundland, Hudson Bay and most of 
Acadia by the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713 profoundly affected thou­
sands of French colonists. Many were forced to move to île Royale 
(Cape Breton) and île Saint-Jean (Prince Edward Island), while oth­
ers decided to accept British rule and remain on their land on the 
baie Française (Nova Scotia). The accelerated demographic growth 
of the British colonies and their need for a land base clashed with 
the French search for an ever expanding economic space made nec­
essary by their harvest economy. Ill-defined borders gave rise to 
clashes and the only definitive solution to the perpetual competition 
appeared to be the elimination of one of the colonial rivals. 

British setbacks 
Although its population was some twenty times greater than that of 
its rival, the British colony was beset by serious difficulties at the 
start of the Seven Years' War. In fact the first three years from 1755 
to 1757 were disastrous. Three campaigns launched in 1755 to cap­
ture French posts in Ohio, and on Lake Champlain and Lake Ontario 
were fiascos. In 1756, the French dug in at Carillon (Ticonderoga), at 
the same time they captured Oswego on Lake Ontario. The follow­
ing year, General Montcalm took Fort William Henry on Lake George, 
while a British fleet sailing toward Louisbourg was scattered by a 
storm. Faced with a politically unified New France, the 13 American 
colonies had to contend with strongly divergent political and eco­
nomic interests. Not all the colonies experienced the same problems 
with New France, so some were less eager to engage in combat. The 
incompetence of certain military leaders, and in particular, the lack 
of efficient supply methods, also explain the failures and setbacks 
the British forces experienced. 

In Canada, much of the French colony's strength resided in the 
weakness of its adversary. From 1755-57, eight battalions' of land 
forces also landed at Louisbourg and Quebec City, with a few hun­
dred soldiers in naval franches.* Placed under a unified command, 
the 8000 to 10 000 soldiers in New France, supported by some 14 000 
militia men, were well armed and well equipped. Transporting all 
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the necessary troops to Canada required the services of a number of 
vessels. The large number undoubtedly facilitated their passage on a 
sea closely patrolled by the British Royal Navy. While more ocean 
travel and longer campaigns put a strain on the French naval vessels, 
the military activities in New France were extracting more and more 
from the economy. 

French failures 
In 1758, the tide shifted in favour of the British colony. New, more 
energetic leaders took power in Great Britain and changes followed. 
The British Royal Navy blockaded the coast of France, made several 
raids, and monitored the traffic to New France. This was an effec­
tive tactic: since the French warships were preoccupied with defend­
ing France's ports, fewer made the trip across the North Atlantic. 
This in turn created a greater reliance on merchant ships to assist 
New France. At the same time, changes were made to the supply 
system in British North America, with many boats being built for 
service on the lakes and rivers of the American continent. The deci­
sion to launch a multi-pronged attack on the borders of New France 
led, in 1758, to the fall of Louisbourg and the capture of Fort 
Frontenac on the Great Lakes. Only Carillon escaped the British 
offensive on Lake Champlain, and the Canadians built up a supply 
of small boats there. The year 1758 also saw the last major dispatch 
of French Royal Navy vessels to North America. The capture of 
Louisbourg also led to the destruction of some dozen French frigates 
and vessels stationed in this port. 

The year 1759 was decisive for the fate of the French colony in 
North America. Some twenty British warships and a hundred British 
transport vessels arrived in the St. Lawrence River, and, after a two 
month siege, Quebec City surrendered on September 18. The planned 
British offensive against Montréal to the west encountered too much 
resistance and, despite the capture of Fort Saint Frédéric and Fort 
Niagara, the onset of winter thwarted its main objective. New France 
had now lost most of its territory and was caught in a vice between 
Jacques-Cartier River and Lake Ontario. The British army encircled 
Canada completely. The colony was also suffering material deprivations. 
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The occupation of the government of Quebec and the siege of the 
town caused the loss of hundreds of houses. 

Food shortage 
The military vise was also closing on a land besieged by hunger. In 
November 1759, the Chevalier de Levis declared that, "A lack of 
munitions and supplies means that no expedition or enterprise can 
be undertaken this winter, we will be lucky to survive, we will end 
up eating most or all of our cattle and horses."2 The four years of 
war that New France had just experienced were not the sole cause of 
its difficulties in the fall of 1759. Agricultural production of the 
previous decade has seen poor harvests in the colony from 1751-53 
and again from 1756-58. This was due in part because of bad weather 
and the farming methods used, which exhausted the soil and pro­
duced crops of mediocre quality. Poor harvests one year naturally 
meant fewer seeds for the following year. 

The authorities introduced rationing in Canada in 1757. The ag­
ricultural production was very poor, and the demand for supplies 
had increased considerably since 1755. Canada's population had 
grown by some 5000 with the arrival, since the beginning of the 
war, of battalions of land forces and new navy troops. There were 
also some 2000 Acadians transplanted from their ancestral lands since 
Major Lawrence had burned down the homes in Grand-Pré, and 
about 2000 Amerindians taking part in the military operations. Feed­
ing these thousands of new mouths with a declining agricultural pro­
duction meant using the livestock and, in 1759, Governor Vaudreuil 
commandeered from the government of Trois-Rivières, "All cattle, 
except those required to pull a plow for every two by two farms."3 

The inhabitants put all their energies into the war and killed their 
cattle and horses, their most useful agricultural instruments, to feed 
their fellow citizens. Inevitably agriculture declined and hunger took hold. 

2 Doughty, Arthur G., ed. An historical Journal of the campaigns in North 
America for the years 1757, 1758 and 1760, by Captain John Knox, Letter 
from the Chevalier de Levis quoted at the end of the Journal of John Knox, 
Vol. 3, pp. 355-56. 

3 Frégault, Guy. La guerre de la Conquête (Montréal: Fides, 1955), p. 330. 

8 



War profiteers 
The shortage created by clearly insufficient agricultural production 
was exacerbated by an artificial shortage created by certain politi­
cians and a few war profiteers. In October 1756, Joseph Cadet was 
given responsibility for supplying the Canadian troops under condi­
tions that, for all practical purposes, gave him a stranglehold on 
commercial activities. Cadet did not have to pay duties on imported 
flour and it was forbidden to export provisions until the commis­
sary* had a two-year supply, provided either by imports from France 
or local supply. This gave Cadet a fairly broad power to requisition, 
and thus to fix purchase prices, which in the long run inevitably 
reduced Canadian agricultural production. What was the point of 
growing and producing more, just to supply Cadet's storehouses with 
the surplus and be paid in money of little value? At that time, 
Montcalm even accused Cadet of diverting supplies to the Antilles. 
Since the commissary received 23 sols for every military ration in 
the forts, and only 9 sols for each ration in the towns, he preferred 
to supply the forts generously to the detriment of the towns. With 
the complicity of local men, not having to pay labour or transport, 
Cadet could indulge in these abuses. 

Cadet's commercial manipulations, the shortfalls in agricultural pro­
duction and the increases in the population help explain why the colony 
was on the brink of starvation in the winter of 1759. Help was needed. 
In December 1759, General Amherst wrote, "Even without another 
blow, Canada must fall, or its inhabitants die of hunger."4 Could the 
Canadians disprove this gloomy prediction and hope for help to change 
the course of events? The colony sent two appeals for help to France. 
The first was a private initiative. On October 26, 1759, Joseph Cadet 
wrote to a friend in Bordeaux, Pierre Desclaux. It was Desclaux who, in 
1759, raised an expedition of twenty sailing ships for New France, and 
outfitted eight of them himself. 

A colony at bay 
In October 1759, Joseph Cadet ordered only provisions, in impres­
sive quantities. Cadet asked for flour, salt provisions, vegetables, 

4 Frégault, Guy, ibid., p. 358. 
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seasonings, butter and spirits. The biggest order was for flour, 50000 
barrels of 180 pounds each. That represented an encumbrance of 
6250 tons,* a little more than all the barrels that had been sent to 
Canada in 1758 and 1759, when the St. Lawrence River was still 
under French control. The total encumbrance of the order, if Desclaux 
sent all the provisions requested, would be 10 840 tons, 672 of it in 
spirits. The spirits represented six percent of the cargo. The average 
tonnage of vessels sent to Canada between 1755 and 1760 was 
220 tons. It would thus take some 50 ships to fill Cadet's order. In 
1759, only twenty or so ships had arrived in Canada, carrying 6000 tons 
of merchandise. This represented 80 days' worth of supplies. Under 
the circumstances, Cadet's large order in Octoher 1759 still only 
met the Canadians' needs on a very temporary basis. 

The political and military authorities, represented by Vaudreuil 
and Levis, also made appeals to the mother country. They charged 
the commander of the artillery, François Le Mercier, with carrying 
them to the Court personally. They demanded a fleet capable of 
transporting 4000 troops, 50 000 quarts of flour, 20 000 quarts of 
lard, 24 cannons, goods for trading and clothing for the soldiers. 
This fleet required an escort of five or six warships. The provisions 
requested were similar in quantity and kind to those that Cadet had 
ordered. Le Mercier even suggested that the King charge some mer­
chants with sending the assistance in return for payment on commis­
sion. The 4000 troops requested represented eight battalions, as many 
as had been sent to Quebec City in 1755, 1756 and 1757. Asking for 
an escort of five or six warships, after the very recent and bitter 
defeat of a large French fleet off the coast of Brittany, and when 
only two frigates had gone to Canada in 1759, was undoubtedly 
asking a lot. 

The French authorities were taken aback by the Canadian requests, 
which they estimated would cost eight million. That was scarcely 
130 livres per inhabitant, but in December 1759, Minister Berryer 
had obtained only 30 million for the entire navy, and 21 million of 
that was for obligations that had already been contracted. The Canadian 
requests had to be analysed from that budgetary perspective. In a 
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report presented at Court in January 1759, Bougainville, a member 
of the general staff of the army serving in Canada, argued that in 
order to re-establish a fragile balance between the enemy forces in 
North America, France would have to send at least 10 000 soldiers 
with equipment aboard 100 sailing ships. Sending such a fleet was 
already unthinkable in early 1759 because of the navigation hazards 
and, "Canada must be treated like a desperately ill soul that one treats 
with cordials while waiting for him to perish, or for some crisis to 
save him [,..]."3 The lack of funds, the pessimistic intelligence from 
officers serving in New France, the events of 1759 and the fall of 
Quebec City, none of these were likely to make the minister attempt 
the impossible. Louis XV responded to the requests in 1760 by send­
ing five commercial vessels escorted by the merchant frigate Machault. 

The campaigns of the Machault 
French privateering 
The Machaulfs first sortie or campaign was in early 1758. Its commis­
sion, drafted on July 17, 1757, was that it was "outfitting* for 
privateering." Its first crew, whose term ended on December 24, 1757, 
was hired "To privateer for 3 months at sea for shares."6 The Machaulfs 
mission as a privateer* was firmly established. In a period of conflict, 
France considered privateering a perfectly legitimate activity, one en­
couraged by the King. Even before the declaration of war in 1756, 
Louis XV promised to pay a bonus of 100 to 300 livres for every can­
non taken, and 30 to 50 livres for every prisoner captured. The rewards 
varied with the calibre of the cannons and the tonnage of the vessels 
attacked. Added to the bonuses for any captures made were the commit­
ments made to encourage the construction of privateer's frigates. In 
November 1755, the King promised the shipowners of Bayonne that he 
would buy all the privateers they built if privateering was not author­
ized, or as soon as it ceased. This promise certainly encouraged the 
construction of the Machault in the dockyards of Bayonne. 

5 Casgrain, H.R. Collection des manuscrits de Levis, Lettres et pièces militaires, 
instructions, ordres, mémoires, plans de campagne et de défenses 1756-1760 
(Québec City: Imprimerie J.L.Demers, 1891), Vol. 4, pp. 81-82. 

6 France. Archives communales de Bayonne, registre de l'Amirauté, No. 37. 
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The Bayonnais frigate was not the only private sailing ship to 
bear the name Machault during this period. From 1756 until the 
beginning of 1758, the British navy boarded four French vessels of 
between 30 and 350 tons known respectively as the Machault of 
Nantes, Cherbourg, Granville and Dunkirk. With the exception of 
the 30-ton sailing ship, they all carried about a dozen cannons, and 
three of these vessels were privateers. The Machault of Bayonne 
was apparently a replacement, but almost never became a privateer, 
because a month after its first commission ended, the King revised 
his policy and prohibited individuals from privateering. Fortunately, 
this prohibition did not affect all the French privateers. The King 
excepted a dozen, including the Machault. The Bayonnais privateer 
thus took to the sea and on March 15, 1758, at latitude 46° 30' north 
by longitude 3° west, it captured the Pembroke, a 300-ton British 
slave ship. Sailing from Liverpool to Guinea, the vessel had a crew 
of 45 and 16 cannons. It was the only capture the Machault made 
during that campaign. The sale of the slave ship and its tackle brought 
in 24 000 livres for the Bayonnais privateers, but the sale price of 
the cargo is not known. The owners of the Machault had spent 373 
000 livres outfitting it. It was quite obvious that the benefits of the 
operation were a meagre return on that investment. 

The convoys of 1759 
The King's prohibitions and the apparent unprofitability of this first 
campaign led its owners to sell the Machault on October 28, 1758. 
Jean Lano Guéhéneuc, the Bayonnais correspondent for the Bordeaux 
merchant Pierre Desclaux, bought it for the sum of 180 100 livres. It 
had cost 179 600 livres to build the year before. The two merchants 
were in fact acting for Joseph Cadet, the commissary for Canada. He 
had asked his Bordelais correspondents, Desclaux and La Tuillière, 
to procure four frigates or privateers to protect the merchant ships he 
was having come to Quebec City in 1759. In addition to acquiring 
the escort ships he needed, Joseph Cadet also hired a commander for 
the expedition whom he could trust. On July 11, 1758, in Quebec 
City, he engaged the services of frigate lieutenant Jacques Kanon. He 
was paid 200 livres a month, was given 50 tons of freight in the 
expedition's ships, and the use of the frigate of his choice. 
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He chose the Machault. Jacques Kanon took charge of the frigate 
in Bayonne and sailed it to Bordeaux, where the supply ships of the 
Canadian commissary were gathered. Escorting some dozen boats, 
including the Bienfaisant and the Chézine, the Machault sailed out 
of the Bordeaux River on March 10, 1759, accompanied by another 
frigate, the Maréchal-de-Senneterre and, in mid-May docked in 
Quebec City. The crossing went smoothly; the expedition easily 
avoided the British fleet of Rear-Admiral Philipp Durell. The crew 
was apparently spared the illnesses that had ravaged the crews of 
vessels sailing to Canada in previous years. Only two or three sailors 
from the Machault spent time in the hospital at Quebec City during 
May and June 1759. The frigate also managed to capture two British 
sailing ships during the crossing; these were sold in Quebec City. 

Cadet's merchant fleet arrived only a few days before the British 
troops that laid siege to Quebec in 1759 sailed up the river. While 
most of its crew helped man the artillery on the ramparts of Quebec 
City, the Machault sailed up the river as far as Trois-Rivières. Dur­
ing the entire siege of Quebec City, it served as a storehouse for 
provisions and munitions. In November 1759, Governor Vaudreuil 
praised Jacques Kanon, commander of the Machault : "This gentle­
man is one of the finest naval officers I have ever known; there is 
nothing that can daunt his enthusiasm in the service of his King."7 

He demonstrated that enthusiasm on the evening of November 24 
by setting sail for France. It was not an easy departure, since the 
French ships had to pass by Quebec City and face the full power of 
the British artillery. On December 23, after having captured an en­
emy vessel, Kanon and the Machault finally arrived in Brest. He 
brought Canada's pleas for help to the King. The King authorized 
the expedition of 1760. The third and final campaign of the Machault 
had begun. 

Trade with Bordeaux 
As in 1759, the 1760 expedition originated in Bordeaux. In fact, 
between 1749-55 about 180 ships left Bordeaux for Louisbourg and 

7 France. Archives nationales, Colonies, C'A, Vol. 104, Fol. 115v-l 16, Vaudreuil 
to the Minister, Montréal, 8-11-1759. 
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Quebec City. This represents roughly half of the vessels from the six 
major French ports destined for Canada during this period. The 
Bordelais sailing ships were of the same tonnage as the vessels from 
the other French ports, around 175 tons. After 1755, two-thirds of 
the outfitting was done in Bordeaux, and the average tonnage of the 
Bordelais vessels increased some 50 tons in comparison to the ton­
nage at the other ports. According to several historians, the close 
relations that existed between some Bordelais merchants and the 
clique that controlled the economy of New France explains Bordeaux's 
preeminence in France-Canada trade and, consequently, the origin 
of the expedition of 1760. As plausible as this explanation is, it does 
not seem completely satisfactory. 

Canada needed salt provisions and flour, and it called on Bordeaux, 
as the best supplied region of France because of its commercial net­
work and its agricultural backcountry. Large vessels were needed to 
transport this flour, and Bordeaux had them in large numbers for 
trading heavy and bulky products with the Antilles. The drop in 
traffic to the islands, indicated by France's trade balance with its 
colonies with the beginning of the Seven Years' War, freed up some 
large vessels and allowed Bordeaux to ship deadweight cargo* to 
Canada. Large cash advances were needed to outfit these vessels. 
The outfitters had to be in good financial shape, which is why Gradis, 
Jauge and Desclaux, among others, were chosen. Bonds of friend­
ship may have come into play, but they were not the only factor in 
the Bordeaux-Canada trade relations. 

Chartering vessels 
Given the full background, it is easier to understand the 1760 expe­
dition of six vessels of good capacity from Bordeaux to Canada. The 
2000 tons authorized by the King in 1760 were thus distributed 
among six vessels outfitted at Bordeaux by three separate companies 
or groups of individuals, but all with some connection to Joseph Cadet, 
the commissary for Canada. As a rule, the commercial outfitter had 
to find the ships for an expedition, refit* them as necessary and rig 
them for the voyage. The outfitter was responsible for hiring the 
ship's crew and, especially for gathering the merchandise to be trans-
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ported. The outfitter assumed the expenses of these activities and 
advanced the necessary money. The outfitter acquired the money 
through bottomry* loans, at interest rates that varied with the desti­
nation and the hazards of the voyage.8 

The outfitter usually owned or leased the commercial vessels in 
the expedition. He would load them with his own merchandise or 
charge rent or freight to others wanting to use the vessels. The freight 
was calculated on the tonnage and was normally paid on delivery of 
the merchandise. Insurance covered the outfitters for the possible 
loss of the ships and the merchandise; it could not guarantee the 
freight or the anticipated profits. During the Seven Years' War, the 
insurance rates, which had never been more than ten percent, climbed 
to prohibitive levels of fifty to sixty percent. The rent on vessels 
sailing to Canada was sometimes as high as 600 to 800 livres a ton. 
In 1760, it was set at 450 livres, 250 of which was payable before 
departure. The orders then went through the King who paid the 
freight. Given the growing perils of transatlantic navigation and the 
prohibitive cost of charters,* French merchants lost all interest in the 
Canadian trade as early as 1757. Throughout the war, the King char­
tered most of the commercial vessels sailing to Canada. Since the 
French Royal Navy did not have enough ships to transport all the 
soldiers, munitions and supplies that the King sent, the State had to 
use commercial vessels. 

Even though the rents paid by the king were attractive to outfit­
ters, the organization of the 1760 expedition caused some problems. 
As a result of poor harvests in Guyenne and the consequent prohibi­
tion on exporting flour, the outfitters found it extremely difficult to 
obtain the flour that the King wanted to ship to Canada. The most 
crucial problem, however, was finding the crews needed to man the 
expedition's ships. With the exception of the Machaidt, which re­
quired over 150 sailors, each vessel required about forty crew mem­
bers. Problems arose with the Machaidt, because the crew refused 

8 Cavignac, Jean. Jean Pellet commerçant du gros 1694-1772 (Paris: S.E.V.P.E.N., 
1967). Suggested reading to gain an understanding of the organization of com­
merce of the period. 
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to re-sign until they were paid for the 1759 campaign to Canada. 
The sailors then threatened to seized the frigate and the minister 
intervened with the Bordeaux court of justice, asking it not to hon­
our the crew's requests. The Desclaux-Bethmann group, which outfitted 
the Machault in 1759, was replaced by the group of Ravesies and 
Cassan in 1760. Did this change in outfitters give the sailors the 
confidence to sign up again? As difficult as it is to document, the 
hypothesis seems plausible. 

The cargo of 1760 
Once the material and financial problems were resolved, the outfit­
ters shipped the merchandise out on the six chartered vessels. Ac­
cording to the records of the historians Maupassant and Beattie, the 
cargo included 6500 barrels of flour and 3400 quintals, or 1700 bar­
rels of meat; these authors did not mention spirits. These provisions 
alone represented an encumbrance of some 1000 tons, or half of the 
authorized tonnage. Added to that was 200 tons of blankets and hard­
ware for the Amerindians. The cargo also included 10 500 pairs of 
shoes, 2400 rifles, 6000 4- to 12- pound cannon balls, 500 6- to 12-
pound bombs, 15 000 rounds of powder, and so on. It is impossible 
to calculate the encumbrance of all this cargo exactly and to know 
whether all 2000 tons of merchandise was sent. The outfitters also 
unloaded 1104 barrels of flour from the Soleil, Fidélité and Machault. 
The withdrawal of this flour represented an encumbrance of some 
140 tons at least, which reduced the shipment to Canada by that 
much. According to a letter from the minister of the navy, there was 
a total of 2189 tons of cargo gathered at Bordeaux. 

The manifests for the Soleil and the Aurore9 establish the encum­
brance of these two vessels exactly. The cargo on board each of 
these vessels represented 84 percent of the total encumbrance of their 
holds (Table 1). The six vessels had a total tonnage of 2424 tons, 
and 84 percent of the encumbrance of all six vessels would mean 
that the cargo occupied roughly the entire 2000 tons authorized. The 

9 London, Public Records Office (PRO), HCA 32, Bundle 165, Papers of the 
Aurore, and Bundle 243 for the Soleil. 
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