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ABSTRACT '

The topic of this thesis 1s the corsairs of Santo Domingo
and their role on the island betwégn 1718 and 1779. Far from
constituting a series of minor, isclated incidents, it 1s
claimed that Dominican corsairs were well-organized,
profit-making entrépreneurs whose ventures made a perceptible
impact on the isiand's economy during the time period
mentioned. It is suggested that privateering was a convenient
and even vital alternq}ive to thg failing mercantilistic policy
‘of the Spanish crown which theoretically stopped contraband but

_ o ‘
“which in reality provided the island with needed goods.

-

The thesis first_examiﬁesAthe colonial situation of the
time, one in which Spain had a rigid ‘but untenable policy
whereby she prohibited inter-éélonial or Eoreign trade in the
Indies. At the same time the crown expected the colonies to rely
on imports sent directly from the Peninsula on annual crown
fleets. Santo Dominge in particular suffered fyom the

iinadequacies of colonial policy and by the beginning of the
Fighteenth century, she was in particularly difficult  ‘A/'
circumstances. The island haarno lure of raw matefials, gold
or silver and its dwindling population relied on agricultural

, subsistence for Jts livelihood. It is from these circumstances
that the need for and riée of corsair'activities emerged.

The cfficial éerspective regarding privateers 1is seen.as
fldctuéting throughout the fime éeriod according tc Spanish

conditions of war or peaceé.” It i1s demonstrated that the

.



.

legislation which provided for and guidéd the licensing of
cotsairs changed’in aécordance with the’éqlitical situation.
Invariably, privateers were encouraged in periods of war.whereas
in peaceful times their activities were mogé often than not a
source of embarrassment to the crown. Hence, official policy
controlled them more strictly at those times. -

iThe significance_of theicoréairs is indicated by an
in-depth study of these men, their .expeditions, -and the naturé
and value of their prizes. A further description ¢f three
individual privatedrs adds substance to the claim that these
men were successful entrepfeneurs who brought considerable
benefits to the island'while at the same time compensating
themse}veé with éubstantial rewards.

The corsairs are viewed as contributing to the resurgence
of Santo Domingo not only by providing goods which were either
unobtainable or extremely expensive but also by develoéing one
of the few activities which was viabie to the 1sland 1n the
eighteenth century. Privateefing represented an economic niche
which included the outfitting and equipping of expeditions and
the subsequent marketing of the.cargoes. They thus provided
revenue for the island and employment for its residents.
Finally, corsair invelvement in 1egi£imate ventures of
mercantile transport is 1llustrated which indicates that their
activities extended into other,§pheres of the island s economic

life.



O

CONTENTS _ v

Table o0of CONtENES v ecoccsssaceem

PR EEEREE I I A R 1
List of tébles...........'........................... 11 )
List 0f 1llUSEYratiONS.eeseeaesosesosossassansnornavsnalll
ACKNOWLEAJEMENES . s s e vveaassotsnesssssssasssasesesssss 1V
4 . _ X
Methodological NOLE.sewsseessssssssssssesnssassansese V -~
INErOdUCELON c vttt sesenossnetoeassacassansasasanassss 1
- ,
,



I

.

Table of Contents

Chapter 1: Spain ana the Caribbean .

Chapter 2: Spain and Santo'Domingo:

{he Corsair and Crown Pol

. ) . ‘ -
Chapter 3: The Dominican Corsairs:
Their Expeditions and Pri

]

LR

icy..

Zes, ..

Chapter 4: Privateers meet their .Prey:
Three Biographical Sketches,..

Chapter 3: Conclusion: The Corsairs
© and Santo Domingn........

Appendix I : Corsairs and their Prizes, 1720-1774.

Appendix'II~: Corsairs and their Pri

zes,

« e

~

LR B A

.

Miscellaneous information 1720-1774:..

bt ]

r

Appendix LII: Armadores and Captains, of Dominican
1720-1774 0eveenes

Corsair Expeditions,

Appendix IV : Provisions to Gutfit Corsairs,
) 17A0=175 3. ittt iinintcinrseeavnnonnannses

Biblidgraphy....[......:...............a.....L........

~

Gl S A Y e ittt it nsnnsoensoonomeseeennsanaeasoannnnenas

Page
3

3¢
61
100

130
165
181
187

192

. 154 .

157



List of Tables

Table | ‘page
I. Corsair‘IAcidents, 1720-1774 v eevevenassasahd
If. -, Corsair vessel TYPESeeeenrosencssassonsonsnall
III. Corsair Crew Sizes...:.........T............73
v, Prize VesSel TYDeS.ceeesssesseaassonsosssnesld
V. - . érizé Flags......:......:.....J..ﬁ..;......c77
vI. Prize CaArgO.ecmessssoavenas 3.................80
VII. value of a French sloop, 1743.......... veeaaB4

CVIEII. Distribution of the wvalue of,

’ a Dutch prize, 1747..:......................93
IX. Supply ships for Santo Domingo, 174}—1764...%2%-



Figure

o F

. -
List of Illustrations

' .
Haiti y Republica Dominicéna
[Reproduced from Frank Moya Pons,
Manual de Historia Dominicana

" (Santiago, R.D., 1980)]....ciiuunnnnn.

Repoblacion Espanola de la Colonia
[Reproduced from Frank Moya Pons,
Manual de Historia Dominicana

(Santiago, ReD.y 198007 cvovrsreecnnnanns

Santo Domingo, 18th, century
(Reproduced from Archives of
the Indies,Seville, Spain)..c..iiseivess

. /. ) -
Le Golfe de Mexigue et les Provinces
Iles que l'environe.... Ste.
Domingue, 1717. (Reprcduced from

_ Archives of the Indies, Seville

SPAIN) it i i it itas ettt aat e taerenntaansea

A Packet Boat, 1771 (Reproddced ,
trom Archives of the Indies, Séville,

BPAiN) teiiiieie st ittt

t

3

.. 164

.. 165

.. 16h

B X

RV SRR PSS



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

L]

The research for this thesis was done in the Archives
of the Indies. Seville, Spain over several -extended periods

between 1983 and 1985 and the assistance of the archivists and

other staff of -this institution was appreciated. My thanké go
te Jacques A. Barbier, who as my supervisor, put ‘in many -hours
of advice, reading and guidance well -beyond and above the call
of -most ékaduate supervisors. I am also grateful to Professor

s A ’
Mark A. Burkholder whose reading of the thesis encouraged me
. >

and provided usuful suggestions for its fina& format, Joan M.

Barbier who carefully prepared all the tables_and appendices

and Lynda deForest Craig who gave reassurance at crucial
! ]

moments. Finally, I want to thank all the many members of my
. - .
family who typed, listened and cooked and above all, my husband

Richard without whose patience and moral support, this thesis

would not have been written.



’ . T

Methodological Note

This thesis is largely based on primary sources f?und'in

the Archives of the Indies‘(Seville, Spain}, althbugh secohdary.'

works were also consulted. Useful ianrhation was drawn from
all documentary series which refer to the island of S$anto
Domingo. As regards Chapter Two, particular use was made of
those containing crown legislation and directives. The core
of the thesis, however, consists of statistical information
extracted from the court records concerning vessels declared

<

to be valid prizes.

The Spanish crown reguired meticulous accounts of all

important legal proceedings 1in her_overseas colonies.
Accordingly, these records are unusually complet and
trustworthy, but they report only a part of the activi:?:§-of
Dominican corsairs. <TCaptures rejected by the courts and the
abuses. committed by privatéers on the high seas are not
represented.

Tﬂe dafa - culled from the court proceedings consists of
information on 159 captures made between 1720 and 1774, which
were subsequently declaréd de baggena presa (valid prize) By the
tribunals. Each of those 159 is termed (in this thesis) an
"incident”. This material is presented in Appendices I and II.

Appendix I is a compilation of quantifiable information.

It contains data which by itts nature and completeness could

be counted and presented in statistical form. Tables I to VIII,
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. Chapter Three were each drawn iﬁdividually from the information

~inlAppendix I, and conétitute'the base for that chapter.

The information in Agpeﬁdix II complements that presénted
iﬁaAﬁpendix‘I. It was not, however, used in the cénstruction of
the tables because the data was not sufficiently complete to
present ag a set of §£étistics. Nonetheless‘historiané
interested in particular inciaents of privateering may find the
Appendix useful. '

Appendix III consists of three separate lists of the names
of individuals involved {; Dominican privateering activities
from 1720 to 1764. These names were taken from the third coclumn
‘in' Appendix I and placed in Appendix III under the sépara;e
headings of. Armador, Captain ana”Unspecified. They appear in
alphabetical order with the number of corsair iﬁcidents in which
each man was involved.. The appendaix excludesthe privateering
expeditions of Lorenzo Daniel in 1774 for which there is
information in Appendices I ana II. The excluded expeditions
are so late in the period stuaiéd.and of such magnitude, that
leaving them out_;éemed the wisest choice.

Finally, Appendix IV contains information on provisioné tor
outfitting corsair e&peditions from 1740 to 1753, LikehTable IX
in Chapter Five, it was compiled separately from the above three

4 .
appendices. No tables were drawn from it, although reference to

the material is made in Chapter Three. ) -



Introduction -
S
This thesis focuses on the ¢orsairs of Santo Domingoc in

*

the eighteenth century. It covers the.yéars from 1718 when the
spgﬁish monarchy instituted privateers as a reaction to growing
foreign commercial presence in the Indies through tq/€}79, by
which time, Bourbon economic reforms and changing crown
legislatioh nc longer_actively encouraged privateering. Chapter
ong Examines the historiographical literature for the beginning
of this time period in Spanish America ana then discusses the
conditions which led to- the r;se ot privateering on the
island. The following two chapters, firstly exaﬁine how crown
policy controllea the corsairs anga secondly, look at the
procedures for privateering expeditions and prize
cis;r%bution. Chapter Four 1includes biographical.sketches of
three Dominican corsairs, men who were repre§entative on

/
privateerinyg activities during particular periods of the

-

eighteenth century. In the final chapter, there is a discussion
of the corsairs' socio-economic impact on Santo Domingo. Indeed,
whéreas at the beginning of the century, the island was poor and
sparsely pSpulated, by 1750, its economic situation had improvea
-substantially. Evidence suggests that the privateers, with the _

sales of the carygo from their prizes and their independent

. . i A .
business ventures, contributed significantly to the island's

recovery.



Two conclusions may be drawn from the present research,
First, far from being a small group of unemployed ddventurers,
the Dominic;n corsairs were highly organized and successful
* entrepreneurs. Their activities fed upcn the island’s limited
economic opportunities but also represented a solution té the
problem of obtaining basic ﬁrovisions which the Peninsula\gfuld
" not supply. As such, the privateers are one example among ﬁ;ny
of eighteenth-century cclonials developing alternatives to
failed crown policies.

Secondly, it is suggested that the crown ' s encouragement
of the corsairs was not merely an aggressive respénse to the
introduction of European-contfaband to her colonies.‘Rather,
it wasla means of taking advantagé of foreign ships who provided
supplies for the Indies while at the same time, punishing those
nations who threatened Spanish commerciél.intérests.
Consequently; it is postulated that it was not the crown’s
intention to eradicate contraband trade altogether and that in

I3

fact, the corsairs were the tool by which the crown effectively

-

managed to keep her colénies supplied.
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Chapter .1: Spain and the Caribbean
— —
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Spain was in an economically. and politicallz unenviablg
position at Qhe beginning of the eighteenth century. The country
sufferea from seve;e unemsioyment, yet many of_ her estates were
untilled and there was little industry,‘Almost her entire budget
was dgevoted to wartime expenses and conseguently, the ‘crown
was 1in se&ere debt. With perlems such as these, the Spanish
monarchy was unable to fpcus'on its overseas coignies except
as suppliers of silver, which helped to finance its wars.l

. It might be reasonable to assume that the advent of the
new Bdurbon "dynasty would provide an opportunity to rectify
this situation. In fact, it may -well have in Spain 1itself as
institutional and intellectual ‘innovations built upon natural
growth dating from the late seventeenth.cgntury. In the colonies,
however, matters were more ambfgu0us. Indeed the Spanish'crown
was so concerned with re—establishing'afsignificant presence
on Ehe Italian peninsula, that until. the ena of the Wwar of
Austrian Succession in 1748, it éontinuall} sacrificed colonial
interests to Eurcopean advantage.

"This did not mean that the crown Qas without a coloniatl
policy or that the Indies were moribund. Rather, it took
aavantage of a ready accommodation to the status guo "and
surrendered the main responsibilitylfor the defence of tﬁe indies
into the hands of the colonial population itself. Understandably,
" Spanish Amerrzzﬁs showed a lively interest in assuming that
responsibility. |

>
¢

One of the more interesting and little known colonial
. -
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reactions qaring the eighteenth century was active privateering
among the Spanish West Incian population which the crown, in
fact, encouraged. The anti-Spanish exploits of mea_such as Drake,
Morgan ana the filibusters are well-knoyn. During most of the
eighteentﬁ century, however, Spanish corsairs were the scourge
of the Antilles, with Dutch,'English, French and Danish véssels
#S their prizes, ) |

Santé bomingo (the corsairs of_thch are the subject of
this thesis) was one of the‘most active privateering bases.
Althoggh other Caribbean borts, such as Havana, may well have
been hore important, the case of Santo Domingc 1is particularly
interesting because of its relative importance to the colony.
- Indeed, although Santo Dominyo had‘been the centre of Spanish
American colonization in the sixteenth century, the island was a
peripheral zone bf the‘early eighteenth. For this reason then,
such an inherently marginal activity as privateering could play a
disproporticnate role in the economy.

Why aid the Spanish crown encouraye privateefing? In times
of war, this behaviour is perfectly comprehensible since all
Western nations cia the same. During peace time, the matter
is more problematical as corsairs could pro&oke violent
international reactions. Ostensibly, privateéring was a means of

discouraging contraband, which was unacceptable to Spain on

mercantilistic principles, Indeed, the crown's legislation

described the corsairs as its yuardacostas, the vessels chai?ed

with suppressing illicit trading in the Indies, and in times of
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peace. this task was the only legal line for privateering

activities.
It is important, however, to understand that this was only
a pretext. As will be shown, mercantilism did not in fact prevail

in Spain's relationship with its colonies. The guardacostas

were meant toc punish those foreign powers who conspired to

.deprive Spain of her profits from colonialism and tc help those
. _ h . ;
islands ‘which were left uncared for by the inefficient Spanish

system of trace. They coulada not, however’, truly repress

contraband.

The Failure of Mercantilism

That the tenets of mercantilism dic not, in faét, describe
the relationship between Spain and . the Indies may seem
surprising. The elaborate and highly restrictive system of trade
started under the Catholic Kings .and perfected by Philip II
certainly lends itself to a mercantilisﬁic interpretation.
Whatever the reality might have been in its ;nitial conception,
however, the situation in the coloﬁies had slowly been changing
from the third decade of the sixteenth‘cedtury. With thatfchange,
Spanish America's role as supplier of silver to Spain also
altered, )

Several historians have characterized the situation in
the Indies during the seventeenth %entury as one of crisis and

depression. Woodrow Borah's thesis concentrates on the dwindling

native population. Over the course of- the sixteenth century
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the number of Indians declined'to the extent that commercial
agriculture.in New Spain-was severely affected and there was not
enough available labour for the silver mines. Thus, Borah evolved
a model of grpwing.depression which he and his colleagués uéed
to déscribe New Spain’s seventeenth cenfury eXperience.? This
.model was subsequently generalised, and extended to'ghe entire
empire by other historians.

For his‘part, Earl J. Hamilton studied the volume of.imports
of precicus metals to Spain during the seventeenth century. He
discovered that by the third decade, the amount of silver from
America was steadily decreasing. Hamilton concluded that the
colonies .were in a crisis situation as they were nco 1oﬁger
sending the same annual volume of silver as they had done in
preceding décades.3

Finally, Pierre and Huguette Chaunu in their multi-volume
wofk on trans-atlantic trade between Sevillevand the colonies
discovered that overseas commerce was seriously affected during
the seventeenth ceptyry. Their’?gsearch concentrated on the
number oflships sgiling back and forth from the colonies and
concluded that the fall off in numbers as of 1620 was due to a
lack of economic growth in Spanish America.4

More reéently however, scholars have realized that‘sbme
areas of the Indies, far from being in a depressed situation,
were in fact, gradually becohing economically self-sufficient.

Peter Bakewell provides one'example of this in his study of
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the seventeenth.eentury mining communlty in Zacatecas (Mexico)..
He agrees that there was a decllne in 31lver productlon at the
beginning of the eentury but this was due to factors unrelatea
to colonial eecio-econdmic conditions. Nonetheless, by ehe end
of .the century the Zacatecas mines were qQnce more prosperlng
and thege was an increase in commerc1al activity, populatlon
ana in the extension of‘the city of Zacatecas 1tself 5

The speclflc example of Zacatecas can be ‘related to a new
mcdel of the ‘Indies' economic experience during the course of
tne seventeenth century. This stemmed from a g:ow;ng rejecgion
of the treditional.system JE colonial control and 'expressed
itself in a gradual development of economic independence from
the peninsulav 6 The point is elegantly made by Jochn Lynch who
depicts'the situation in Spanish America at this time as one
of economic yrowth end-social cnange. He strongly rejects Borah's’
depression tneery and alﬁhough he'recognises frecm Hamilton's
research that thére.wes a decline in silver exports torépain,
"he does not aecept his ‘conclusions.

Lynch states .that the decrease in silver exports was in
fact due to a re;direction of *the netals} Instead of sending
silver back to Spain, the Indies wefe retaininé it for their
own adminpistrative, Oefensive'end economic purposes. With this
?5 mind it follows that peninsular consumer goods were no longer
i such demand and theee was a cdrresponding decline in

trans-atlantic trade. -Furthermore, Lynch ‘points out that the

colonies were developing ties with each other at this time and’
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there was tf®ading outside éf the crown's fleet system; In o;her
words, there was a shifting balancé of power from the.traditiOnSl
6ne—to;one in which the colonies needed Spain less and less. /
This. balance of power which Spain had attefpted to_h&ld'in
place for the preceding two centufies was based, iﬁ‘theory, 6q
strict mercéntilism. The crown stimulated the extraction of
precicus métals from the colonies but forbade their expcrt_'
to any other na}ion.-Furthermore, she prohibited inter—célonialr
trade and the development of industry. The Inaies were expected
to rely Eémplétely on the annual f1eets from Spain for their
mgnufactured needs. Tﬁe Ingies trade then, was designed to

proviae precious metals for the crown in- exchange for luxury

yoods,. For :he-éYstem to work etfectively, it was necessary for
. N N . i ' .

e

Spain tq have a developed industry to supply her overseas

possessions. At the beginning of the eighteenth century_howevér,

-she had neither a sufficient deygree of industrialization nor the

" political strength to enforce her rules of trade.

- 'Perhaps even more basic than the above, was the practical

aspect of the trade's operation. This was of course, the fleet

.System which transported all éﬁwgo to both sides of the

Atlanﬁic. Without this, Spaiﬁ's desire to exploit her colonies
was doomed. A study by Pierré Chaunu demonstrates tge immense
difficulties in keepiny. the fleets running as the colonial period
progteslsecl.8

Chaunu studied the problem of accurately calculating the

amount ot fooa ang water necessary forrsa trans-atlantic trip
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when it was v1rtually 1mp0551b1e to know how long the voyage
would take. - By looklng at the duratlon of spec1f1c -voyages,
Chaunu discovered that the difference betweeni;he shortest -and
longest out901ng trip varied by as nmuch as a }actor of two.

e more, the homecomlng trip by neture of the route and
mete ological éonditions'among Oother reasons, took ﬁuch

longer|. Prov151ons weighed down small shmps substantlally yet

“\\large Shlps carrylng not much more crew encpuntered other

i céannlences. These related to speed of travel, time spent
in loadlng and unloading the cargo and increased taxes.

Chaunu points out that the convoy system accounted for

85%~95% of all the ships and cargo involved in the Indies trade.?

Yet the very nature of the system which was desi for security

and self-support reasons was also a hindran to/ the effective

running of the. trade. Travelling in convo eant that trips

.took ;onger and there were often delays in the'preparations

and carrying out of a journey overseas and back. "Les temps

morts", as Chaunu describes it, was another neyative factor ;n'

the convoys, for in every journey of twe years to the Indies,
some- 18.5 months were lost in waiting for the ships to assemble,
to be loaded ana so on.l0 Finally, the historian comments on
the high percentagé of losses in ships and crew due "to

hurricanes, enemy attacks, disease_ and - .starvation. On an Indies

tfip lasting two years, Chaunu calculated a 158-25% crew

-

mortality rate, and this could increase to 35% if the trip lastea

three years.ll

10 .~
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Ceaunu's feseafch then,rshows how the Spanish fleet sfétem
was. untenable if the crown expected a Successful mercantlllstlc_
relatlonshxp with her colon1es. ThlS fa1lure coupled with
1nternal polltlcal and economic penlnsular problems laid the door>
.open for a situation in whlch the colon1es 1ncrea51ngly began to
‘depend on themselves. This chenge began in the seventeenth'
century and extended into the following century. |

Notwithstanding, not all areas of the Indiesvwefe able
to develop solutions to their economic problems and_i; mhstr
be understood that difficulties in Spain aid affect the entire
fndibs to varying degrees. Some afeas, hotably the Caribbean
islaeds, amongy themvSanto:ﬁomingo,.suffered.more'than_oéhers:;
.Having no developea industry of.their own, Spain's Weet‘IEQian
islands should have relied entirély on Andalusianecommeree..Yee
in the first twqrdeeades of the eighteenth century, ships eoﬁina“
from Spain almost qisappeared from Caribbean waters.

As a resd%t, theee colonies had no choice but,to,deéehq
on foreign contrebandistsf These included the French Qho we;e
the main purveyors of gocods until the siyning of the_Treaty
6f Utrecht in 1713 and the Epglish‘who, through tﬁe,terms ef
the 1713 treaty, 6btaiﬁed the-cbveted Asieeto thch was . the -
license to supply slaves to the Inaies. Hence, duriné'the firet
quertef of the'centufy, other Eurobean nat;ons'tpbk advaetqge
of Spain's inability to send pr()V lsions Vio her
colonies, Forelgners controlled 5/6 of the trade between Spaln-

and America and most of the shlps were foreiygn made and hanned 12
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Due to these_forefgn intrusions, Spain was losing her
foothold in the .Caribbean and by 1713, some of the areas
ostensibly under her control passed to other hands. England
governed the islands of antigua, Barbados, Jamaica, Providence,
San,Ahdrgs, Bahia, Corn, Bahamas, the Central Americaﬁ coast from-
CaSO Camaron, (Honduras) to Bocas del Toro.(Panamaf and British
Guyana. France's territories .included the islands of Martinique,
Guad;lupe; Saint pomingue and French Guiana. For their part,
benmé:k haé-held part of the Virgin Islands and the Dutch owned
Cufacao; some minor islands and part of Guiana as well. The
remaining areas were under Spanish control but they were poorly
pbpulated with large areas of undefended coastline.l3

Bourbon Attempts at Reform -

In view of thisjgenérél situation, Spanish eccnomists of

the eaglytgighpéehth'céntury realized that important reforms
. . " o - _' ‘A'
were necessary 1if the crown wanted to retain her overseas

-

boésessiong. JeéYonimo -Uztariz and Bernardo de Ulloca were the
two best'knoWhTSpaﬁish'econo;;sts of the Eirst half of the
ceﬁkufy.tiﬂighbugh_they'were fundamentally mercantilists, they
agreéd that Spaniéh colonial policy of that time was unfeasible.
Uztariz-stréséea the-ihbortancé of dec;tasing taxes on Spain's
exports to ghe-Indies so as to control the colonies growing
dependence on. foreign merchants. He believed it was vital to

étrengthen industry on the Peninsula so as to send Spanish

products rather than imported manufactured goods overseas.
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Ulloa advocated r!&sundin the fleet system to the Indies. To

increase the efficiency of the Carrera de Indias, Ulloa explained

it must be re-organized throughout to ensure annual sailings to
the colonies. Both econpmists were aware that Spain needed the

Indies and they knew her raw materials were.of prime~ importance

to the Spanish economy.14 \

-

During the Second decade of the century, Philip V initiated

reform in his colonjal policy. Three important changes in

particular took place between 1717 and 1728. Firstly, in 1717

the Casa/de- Contratacion, the organ which organized and governed

the Indies *trade, moved from Seville to Cadiz. THis was partly

. .
because the large ships of the eighteenth century could no longer

navigate the Guadalguivir. Soon after, th® Consulado followed

suit and was transferred from its'traditionar seat 1in Seville

to Cadiz. /? K
A .
Three years later in 1720, the crown published a lengthy

document: the Proyecto para Galeones vy Flotas del Peru y Nueva

Espana vy para Navios de 3E§istro y Aviso. Thé Proyecto was a
statute which re-organiz€d the Indies trade while at the samé
timg returned to tﬁe archaic system of fleets and galleons which
had virtually been abandoned since the veginning of the
Century. In it were measures designed to stimulate commerce and

increase the crown's revenues from the colonies. The overlying

theme in the Proyecto was that the Carrera de Indias be run as

an institution which would once more benefit both sides of the

Atlantic.

o
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The methods to dq this, as. laid out in the £first half- of
the stifute were not entirely successful because the basic
structure. of the fleet system :emained essentially the same. In
the first four chapters, there were arfangementg for,the frequent
and efficient dispatching oé ships, strict timetables and
regulationé for the ships éo and from the Indies and the rulings
which ordered that only Spanish constructed ships be included in
the fleets.

» .
The second half of the document was more innqvative as

?E focused on customs regulations, the duties of the Treasury
officials.and the ﬁanner in which ships were to be loadea. It
—-— .
p;ovided details on.cargo tax rates which were reduced so as
to sEimulate_an increase in the volume of overseas
tradé. Moreover, the rates were not only lowered put the method
by which gbods were ;hibpeq also changea. From 17207 ltems were
taxea by volume rather than quantity. This encouraged ;he export
of "high quality yoods rather thép bulk goods. In‘this way, mass
goods production in the Indies was proteétéd'bgcausé'low cost
Titems were not sent from Spain. Finally, customs'officials wefe
not permitted to bpén any paékages. This was designed to
encourage high quality mapufacturing but amounted to l%galizing
coptraband in that French sand English Eextiles and metals could

\.
now be shipped directly to the colonies.l>

-

The thirga change took blECe in 1728 when the crown,
following the Dutch and English tradition, created the first of

its charte¥8d companies in the Inaies. This was the Compania de
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Guipuzcoa or Caracas Company which woula be later followed by the

- \ .
less successful Barcelona Company. designea to supply the islands

of Santo-Domingo, Puerto Rico and tMtlargarita. In the case of
the Caracas Company 1t was meant to increase the export of cocoa
to Spain’ ana regularize annual ships bringing supplies to the
Peninsula. The companies were part of the Bourbon plan of‘a
restricted and centralized trade nétﬁork in the Indies. As ships
would travel between Spain and the colonies more often, it was
further assumed that the amount of contraband would decline.
Moreover, the Company provided a coastyguard fleet to stop foreign

ships trading with the local merchants. This was the first time

that a formal patrol had been created in the Indies ana it became

a guideline for subsequent guardacosta patrols in the Spanish

Caribbean.l®

The innovations of the first decades of the eighteenth

century reconsidered and attempted to reform S$pain's political

»

economy which had remained unaltered for centuries. In the three-
examples abave, ‘there was a prevailing interest in developing
and utili;ing the colonies more effeqtively: Above all, the
economists of the time believea it was c¢rucial to change the
~tax ana customs structure, In aoing this, the aim was to
re;ac;ivate the Spanish economy and Eéreign trade at tﬁe same
iime. What became eVideng théVer, was that the Hapsburg
pol}tiéal and economic structures remained firﬁly in place

through the first half of the century. As a result, chanyge in

colonial/policy had only limited deygrees of success.



16
Unfortunate&y, none of the Beurbon reforms outlined above
made an impact on Santo Domingo. The reason these reforms failed
on the island was due, in, part, to the fact that Spain’s wars
affected the Caribbean for much of the first half of the
eighteenth century. Hence, it is not surprising that thef
socio-economic situation on the island was’'desolate:
...the rural greas were depopulated, the
cities in a ruined aﬁd miserable state, the
agriculture was in. decline, trade dead and
the public spirii SO di%?ouragéd; that entire
familieé were leaving the island with each'.
passing moment, with the hope of finding a /
happier future in the neighbouring

Antilles or Tierra Firme...17

A more important point which contribuﬁed to the isolation
of Santo Domingo from Spain and the failure of the early Bourbon
reforms was the geographical location of the island: It did not
lie on any of the direct routes for the fleets or galleons
sailiné from Spain and consequently, could not benefit ffom
reforms instituted early on 1in the Bourbon era. Santo Domingo’s
location, combined with the lack of anything but the most basic
"peninsular supplies from 1720 on, 1increased the 1island’s
poverty. When most of these provisions did arrive, they were
extremely e#pensive. The Seville a&d_Cadiz merchants realized
that what the cblonies needed most besides‘ﬁoodstdffs_were low

cost goods, like wax, paper, nails, buttons and so on. Since
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there was very little profit to be made on these, the_merchanis
and_Eheir contacts in the House of Trade cbrrespondingly made
every effort to delay in sailings to the In;ieg. Thus, colonial
residents were even ﬁore in need of the ships' cargoes when
they arrived ana were willing to pay much more-than the.
peninsular value of the goods.

Spain would have had more incentiQe to sﬁéply Santo-Domingo
if, as in the case of the Mexican and Peruvian mining: regions,
the island had provided something truly prized by t':he crown,
Santo Domingo however, had long lost its importance to Spain. It
was among the first areas to be discovered and her native
populatlon was correspondingly quxckly dec1mated by European
disease. Moreover, the Spaniards haa been unaple toc establish
thriving comﬁunities on the island as New World immigrants
preferred instead to move' on in their search tor yola andg
silver. Thus, the 1islana became merely a base tor turther
exploration,:-The desire for mineral wealth, which was quickly
exhausted en Santo Domingo, drove the Spaniaras to settle on
other 1islands and the mainland. As a result, Santo Domingo was
soon bereft of her native population and it was not reﬁlaced by
an adequate Spanish one.

By the ena ot the seventeenth century, the Dominican
popu%épion was sc small that the crown was forced to send
families ftrom - the -poverty—stricken Canaryzlslah% re-populate
the co_lony.lB The island's few towns besides the capital were in

a sorry state and earthquakes 1in 1701 ana 1751 caused further .
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destruction. Subsistence agriculture and livestock raising were
the only livelihood on the islénd.-Moreover, by 1697, French
settlements populated the most fertile half of the island. With
the signing of the Treaty 6f Ryswick, Spain recognized French

»

~occupation on the western halef the island from Cabo Rosa
~on the north to Punta,  de la ngf; on the south shore. Spain
did not howéver formally cede the territory unéil the end of
the eighteenth century. In the mean£ime, the Frenéﬁ established
a large and prosperous-population_which supported itself Dby
yrowing tropical products for the European market. In conclusion,
one cannot but hélp comparing this prosperous commercially-
oriented colony to the Spénish half of the island so somberly
describea b? ﬁoreéu de St. Mery: |

ce.lt must be regarded with great sadness

that the first colony of the New Worla,
- ‘ has failen'into such an abandoned state

. in which she has been languishinyg for such
a long time.:.19

¢

The Growth of Contraband Trade in Santo Domingo -

[

The fact that Spain was unable to provide Santo Domingo
with the manufactured items she neededa, and the fact that the

few that dia arrive via other Spanish colonies came on the rare

navios de registro, left the island no other option. She relied
on contrabana from foreign merchant ships. By the eighteenth

century, it increasingly became the response to Spain's
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unfeasible colonial policy. Contrébandrin 5antc Domingo was:
»...thé answef to the monopoly 'and taxes
established by the crown..Besides, Eor the
residénts of Santo Domiﬁgo, there dia not
appear to be any other way to optain suppiies
other than by illicit means, for the
isélation of the city from Atlantic
havigation routes preveﬁted European
mahﬁfactured yoods from arriving along‘normal
channels...Santo Domingo..~had no other
choice but...to continue her contacts with
foreigners alony the rivers on the south
shore of the island ana...with the French
across the borders,, .20

Consequently, Dominican merchants relied on English, French,
and Dutch ships travelling to.their own colbnies to provide
the Spanish island with textiles, paper, wax, tlour, hardware,

wine, aguardiente, oil, vinegyar, cheese, and ham.
There were two important factors which made contraband
particularly viablg~;or Santo Domingo. One was qeoyraphical, in
that the island's location was very tempting tor foreign merchant

ships. Foreigyn traders were well aware of the colony's needs and

2

tound it convenient to sell their cargyo to the islana's
merchants. The second was a political ?ne, as the terms of the
Treaty of Utrecht made contraband easier to hide -on foreign

ships and as a result, more accessible to Dominicans.
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Most foreign ships in the Caribbean sailed close to Santo
Domingo en route to thelr destination. This was especially true
6f ships bound for Jamaica. As the prevailing trade wina in
~the Antilles 1is easterly, the.most common course for English
ships was to position themselves in the corréct latituade before
rgaching the Caribbegn islands. Then, they wéuld run down with
the wind to Jamaica, passing both Puerto Rico and Santo Domingo.
On the return trip, there were two choices, both of which brought
Engliéh ships close to Spanish coagts; One route was through
the_windward Passage between Cuba andgd Saint Domingue-ana the
other was to sail through the Gulf'Passage pést Havana and
throuyh the Gult of Florida. Commerce between North America and
the English o; French islands was even more tempting for
contrabanadists: the route to ana from the North American ports
was throuygh the Winaward Passage to Jamaica or past Puerto Rico
to the other 1slands. During the eighteenth century, any shibs
using these routes past Santo Domingo could use the excu;e of
needing water or wood to come into the Macoriz river or the small
outlying islands of Beata or Saona. Once anchored, they sola
their wares to the Dominicans,?2l
The signingkoﬁ the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713 gave the
English consiaerable commercial advantages in the Indies. Through
the South Sea Company, she received the Aslento which gave
England the sole license to provide slaves ftor the Indies. Spain

granted England the Asiento for the next thirty years toyether

with land and port ftacilities tor the “refreshment" of the
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slaves. Aside from the Asiento, England also received permission

to send 500 tons of merchandise on a Navio de Permiso to the

Indies each ‘year. These goods were to be solda at the fairé iﬁ
Veracruz and Portobelo.22

The South Sea Company ffs a semi—offiéial.DOAy: itg-
privileges were granted under a formal treaty between Englandg. ana
Spain ana it had the public backing aﬁd sqbpo?t‘of Londgon.,
Nonetﬁeless, for the most part, it was under little or no
government supervision. Its directors in Englahd-anq their
representatives in the Spanish colonies.operateq indepéndently

of the English crown. Spain always distrusted the Asiento and the

Navio de Permiso as sources of contrabana.'Hen¢e, the Spanish-
Crown at times impeded slave trading and delayed licenses for the
annual ships. In the years trom 1713-1739, only eighﬁ Navio de
Permiso voyayges took place.23 The crown receivea other complaints
as ;ell. English ships often illegally carried Spanish passenyers
and, takiny advantage of the situation in the colonies, tth
reputedly mage a business of capturing Indians and selling them
as s%aves to the English possessions.

The English denied all accusations ana insisted that their
profits were only moderate and not what they "had expectea them
to be. They complained that the Spanish crown demandea too high
a percentage of the annual ship ana balked at the ruling that
the ship's cargo had to be sola before the Spanish ships

arrived, As for the Asiento, the Compdny prbtested that private

merchants undercut their prices but proviged inferior quality
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slaves. 24

It i; aebatable to what deyree the English remonstrances
were valid because ;t is clear that the Asiento was in féct
a succegsful mechanisﬁ for intraducing contraband into the
. Spanish EoloniES. Behiﬁd the.legalitg of the Asiento, the éngiish
_bf&hdht Egropéan géods to Sénto Domingo using Jamaica as their
base in the Indies. One  scholar estimates the value of illegal
goods brdughtfin;o Spanish America:'under the Asiento at
£5.000.000 iﬁ the perioa from 1700-1739.25 Bribery was a way of
l;fé.'Spanish ofﬁiéials and soldiers.alike were not above
participéting ih the busines_s.26 Supplies and clothing which were
allegedly necessary for the slaves were carried on Asiento ships
only to be sold léter to the island's merchants. Furthermore,
when the Asiento ships stopped in:Santo Domingo or along the
coasts to tradge with. the Dominicans, they merely haa to sho;
their slaves as proof of their_right.to drdp anchor. In other
words, “"the slave trade was only a blinad which served to give'thé
appearance of legality to the system".27 It is no wonder then
that the’company directors refused to open the account books to
the Spanish crown for inspection, despite the fact that the
latter waé one of the chief stockholders in the‘Eirm.

The annual ships also contributed to illicit commerce. Both

the Prince William in 1730 and the Royal Caroline in 1733

returned to Englana with considerable profits from the sale of
contraband qgoods. It'appears that the former carriea E200.00

whlile the latter arrived with E150.00 aboard. These ships
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transported basic goods needed in . the Indges which the company s
American representatfvés distributed through the hinterland from

New épain to Chile. In exchange for the illegal goods, the

¥

Spanish sold the English such local products as cacao, tobacco,
sugar, cochineal, indigo, Hides,,wool, balsalm and éuiﬁiné. These
items were gaken chk‘po Europe and dist}ibuted to London,
Amsterdam, Hamburg and even Cadiz. The end result was that Spain
no longer held a monopoly over her colanies’ p;oducé and a
decline in-the market vaiue for thése followed.28

Throughouﬁ the 1720°s ana l73b'5, contraband proyided_
manufactured goods.for the co}oniesAana.tﬁe Spanish monarchy
became increasingly aware that foreign powefé were replacing it

as supplier to the Indies. Furthermore, between 1720-1739, there

were only four fairs 1in Portobelo. All of these were failures

because Tierra Firme was overrun with contraband merchandise and
did not need items sent from Spain.- Moreover, the Enélish wares
were consriderably cheaper than the Spanish equivaients éb thefe
was little incentive for the colonies té purchése anything. By
1737, Spanish commercial exports to the ind@es nad dropped‘frdm

249

15,000 tons annually to only 4,000. The merchant’ houses in

Seville and Cadiz protested as they saw their profits dwindling

and the crown watched its revenues from the Indies trade shrink

from one year to the next.

Spain s Reaction to Illicit Trade . = - o ‘ rj'

Ostensibly, Spain’'s answer to the problem of contraband
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in the Caribbean was the.licensing of corsairs who patrolled
the colonial coastline énd stopped any foreign vessel suspected
of carrying illicit cargo. It has Dbeen suggested that the
development of this system was one of "punishment rather than
prevention”.30 gpain was unable to put an end to illicit commerce
because it was too firmly entrenched in the area. As a reéult,
she evélved a system which severely punished traders in illicit
commerce as well as the inﬁocent merchants of the nations which
protected them. ‘

‘As-wlll be seen during the coursé of this thesis,‘this
system of Spanish punishment was conducted on rather abritrary
terms. Although there weré detailed statutes which laid out
the methods of seizing foreiyn vessels and witholdihg their
cargo, it will become evident that the dgecision of déclaring
a pgize as valid was affectea by international politics. In
times of war, there were more bona-fiaqe prizes'while in peacefgl
years‘it frequently was difficult fog Spanish authorities,to
retain capturea ships. In other weords Spanish crown aggression
towaras foreign ships in Caribbean waters was in direct relation
to international provocation.

Nevertheless, there 1s no doubt that the tcorsairs did have
an efféct on illicit tradé in the West Indies. From the late
1720's foreiyn §hips were under increasing attack from Spanish
privateers. Th;se corsairshnot‘only investigated ships anchored
near Spanish shores’ but proceeded to stop and search ships at

sea, vessels which were sailing legally from one port to another.
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Theg-became soAactive that the ingernationél-cohmgnity began
to put pressure on the Spanigh crown to control” them anq
reprisals against Spanish ships began in the 1730's. England’
oeménded the sum of E£95,000 as compensation for depredations
Causéd by the corsairéras well as ;ums owed to tgem from the
Asiento. Spa;n agreed’ to pay the'éméunﬁléugéeséed. However by
June 1739 the payment was ‘averdue and Caribbean ﬁrivateers
continued to attack Eﬁgiish ships. In the mést famous incident,an
English-cqptgin named'Jéﬁkins érrived back in London with an
account of his sh;p having been attackea and his ear brutally cut

off by the privateer Faudino,3l
| The case of Jenkins; corsairs enforcing searches on the
high seas ana, above all, the threat to English commercial trade
in the West Indies, were major reasons for England declaring
wér on Spain in October 1739. Although there were other factors
involvea, the war of Jenkin's E;r was certainly due”in larye
part‘to the corsairs of the Spanish West Inaies. Both countries
tervently wantea to protect their territories and traae in the
.Caribbean  and thus, the war became, "...the first European war
.to'be fought expressly for West Indian enas."32
The War of Jenkin's Ear, which extended into the War ot
Austrian "Succession lasting until 1748, cemonstrated that the
corsairs were, as historians suggest, sucéegsfully‘punishing
foreign contraband tradergﬁfbriﬁateers benefited the crown fn
other ways as well, FirstlnyQiSria's probiem ot supplies was

rgely solved ana, what was more, withodt any Einancial

-
T
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" autlay. By allowing the corsairs to take foreign ships and

permitting the prizes' cargo to be publicly auctioned, Spain was

letting contraband enter her colonies freely. Secondly, captured

s%}ps and their artillery were frequently added to Spanish fleets

which improved colonial naval defense. Finally, the taxes paid on

prizes by privateers prov;aed some crown revenue which otherwise
would not have been ggneratéé. In other words, the crown through
licensingicorsairs;.developed a technique which both utilizea and
profited from contraband trade in the West Indies,

What Spain aid not foresee were the diplomatic complications
the corsairé would cause. The decade of ;ar iasting from

1739-1748 was an English reaction agadnst their own vessels

beiny seized and colonies threatened by Spanish privateers. The

boay of legislation that the crown developed to organize and
control c¢orsair activities in the Indies was both affectea and
influenced by internatﬁonal relations throughout the century.
Policy for the corsairs was a delicate issue ana the crown had to
be flexible and sensitive to political change. This then, is the

subject of the followinyg chapter.

>
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Bf the begihning of the eighteenth céntqry, the Caribbean

was a c%ﬁ%rabandist*s haven. English, French, and Dutch merchant
ships §nchorea in Spanish ports and sold to the residents of
Santo Domingo, Cuba and fuerto Rico such basic and variead
supplies as flour, wine, textiles and hardware. In return, the
Spanish célonies farea much better than if they had rdlied oﬂ
crown ships and their infrequent trips from Cadiz. Dealing
locally avoideo_the'paying of Eaxes, ovet—priced peninsular goods
and long months of waftihg for supplies which might never arrive.
The crown réalizéd';here was a dilemma. Early in the
‘century, it was clearly impossible to send the colonies éll the

'

items they needed, Yet to allow foreign or inter-colonial trade
was tantamount to endorsing her colonies' economic independence,
The solution was to fina a formulr whereby the overseas dominions
coula obtain the suppliés they so desperately needed but one,
which at the same time, would control ancd perhaps eradicate
contraband trade. To provide‘ﬁéeded supplies from qpmestip
sources over the lony term, the crown ultimately resorted to a

variety of expeaients, including a chartered company ana mail

boats.” Admittedly, the results were disappointing.

-
promotionrof corsairs. These individuals were given permission to

Qver the short term, howevery, the answer lay.in the

. t . 3 .
arm and ocutfit ships at thelr own expense, and crulised the
Caribbean in the crown's ndme, nominally stopping all ships
engaged in 1illicit trade. In fact, of course, even vessels which

were 1nvolvea in legal activities became the privateers' prey.
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This amounted to altering the function of an‘already existing
institution. InN Ehe seventeenth century, Spain encouraged her
corsairs to stop foreign pirates from raiding the colonies and
this was essentially a defensive reaction. By the eighteenth
u;;ntury, however, she de01deo that the corealgs mission was to
stop contraband trade and punish. foreigners for.their predatory
commerclal practices. In short, Spain now passed to the
offensive,! - ’ - .

The solution to the problem of contraband appeared
stralghtforward at first. England and- Holland ware well aware
" that Spain prohibited any trade w1th her: overseas pOSSGSSlonS
and could not justifiably complain about most . of the- techniques
sheiuseo to enforce her laws. Noneehelees, the eighteenth century .
privateers became; in fact, a oifficult'issue for the peninsular
auéhorities.

The reason foé this islclear.'Indeed, the corsairs were
beneficialrto the orown only as loog as they adherea to the
legislation governing their 6ctivities.‘0nce tﬁey,deviated froﬁ
‘the rules for their operation, they were-a liability to Madrid
and an embarrassment.to the crown for gnder.such.circumstances:
foreigners werec able to gein redress from'Spanish'courtS; Such”
aifficulties did not normally arise in tlme of war. As far as
the international community was concerned,‘Spain was merely
protecting her ‘colonies ‘from ford&tyn aggyression or carrying

out legitimate reprisals. In reallty however, by taking enemy

shlps, Spain was wquipping the Caribbean islands with provisions
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she coula not sena ﬁerself. Nonetheless during periods of peace
it was not easy to account for privateers who continued attacking
foreign ships since it was sometimes aiffiCUlt to prove that
the corsairs' prizes had actually been involvea in illicit
trading. Nonetheless, these attacks had to continue as the
supply problem remained acute even in peacetime,’

Tﬁé crux of the problem in the elghteenth century then,
was that although the corsairs brought great benefits to the
colonies, conversely they often threatened Spain's dipleomatic
;elations. The c¢rown's position was difficult as the
intérnaf?onal pdlitical atmosphere from one decade to another
uictated Ehe varying degree of acceptability of the corsairs. On
the other hand, for these ambitious entrepreneuré cruising the
Cari5bean, international politics meant nothing. Once holding a
license, the goal was to capture ships, pay otf their capital
investment and crew and make a healthy profit themselves.

‘ This chapter will endeavour to describe the complex etfect
of the corgairs' activities down to 1763. It will show how the

’

crown's position fluctuated continuously during the century. AS

g

: . . S . .
will become evident, she devised specitic legislation and
policies which promoted the corsairs when they were an asset and

3

discouragea them when their exploits were less acceptable.;

The Janus-Faced Crown

»

It was during the 1720's that,Spaid/;;rported to control

contrabancg trade by creating a squadron ot "ships to protect

3

~
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her colonial coasts from foreign intruders. In colonial papers

they were referred to as guardacostas but crown legislattion
called them corsarios and they were more popularly known, by
that name. In the mid 1720's Jose Patino who was -then Intendente

General de  la Marina and President of the Casa aqde la

Contratacion, founded a group of guard%costas to patrol the

Caribbean céasté.2 At the same time, thé Governor éf Santo
Domingo published a decree (Bandos) in the capital of the island
prohiéiting traoé between the city's_merchadts and foreign
ships. As well, the fifSt licenses to residents of Santo Domingo.
were granted and men. like Jose and Pedro Campuzano began
capturing ships in large numberg;§‘

The leand‘ceftainlj needed the foreign ships' supplies
but the local government was not always cons}stent about how
to most effectivelf acquire ‘them. Only a year after. Governor
Francisco de la Rocha's proclamation, the crown attorney (Fiscal)
of the Audiencia, accused the Governor of colluding with the
local resideﬁts as they opeﬁly traded with two Dutch frigates
anchorea in Macoriz. For his parﬁ, the Governor accuseq a‘Judge
(0idor) ot the Audiencia of supporting the Campuzano bFothers
when 1t was evident that their actions were no£ -all legal.d
The members ot the co%onial goyern%ent clearly had daouble
standards otJbehaviour and ambiguous\feeLingg but the

Audiencia's attitude was most likely a reflection of Madria's

ambiguity on the subject andfher-lacg of legislation specifically

girected towaijs the Dominican authorities.>
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If the colonial government was not consistentlin-its views,
this is partially explained by crown policy. In times of war,
Royal Cedulas arrived from Madrid promoting the licensing of
residents who wanted to go on corsair expeditions. In March 1727,
the Governor of Saﬁto_Domingo received an order to stop all
English ships safling near the 1island and confiscate their
cafgo. Six months later, Philip V ordergd that privateer licenses
be granted freely and asslstance given to these mén. In June
‘1728, vet another Cedula arr}ved encouraginé corsalr expeditions
and advising the Audiencia to pronounce their verdicts on
captured ships promptly so that éhe corsairé would not be held
back.6 ’

.

Yet once hostilities between Spain and England ended, the
attitude towards the corsairs 1n Santo Domingo changed. Ip 1729
an order 1ssued from SevilI# to the Governors of the Indies
stated that no more ships were to be taken after June 1728 except
those that were clearly invoived in contraband trade. All other
ships were to be returned to their captains immediately along
with financial compensation for damages and delays. This order
however, did not convince the English.. They continued to complaln
of unjust seizures of ships afte% peace was re:established and
in September 1730, the commander of the English squadron in the
Caribbean wrote a bitter letter to Governor de la Rocha:

I had hoped that with the peace agreement

between our two lords, the Kinags of Spain

and- England, that this would ond the
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reprisals gﬁd.piracies com ittéd bf the
subjects of the Catholi& Kin:\against those
of my Majegty ...I hope that your Excellency \\_
will make alllthe necéssary efforts to impede
these éctipngﬁand to maintain the honour of
the Spanish nation...for the Spaniards are
known to be the thieves of the whole world...
they are pirates and enemies and {(commit) the
most villainous crimes on the pretext of

' protecting the#r toagts;..7 |

In fact ;he animositg between the two nations due to the
continuea selzure of‘ships py Caribbean corsairs forced the
Marques de }a'Paz, Jose Patino, to siyn yet another agreement
with the Eng}ish'ambassador to Spain, Benjamin Keene, Spain
promised to finish paying all the damages incurred to ships
taken after the signing of the Treaty of Seville in 1729 and
further, G that the colonial governors ﬁould forbia corsairs from
‘taking'ény English éhips travélling legally between their own
colonies. The colonial governors were to control the issuing

of corsair licenses more carefully and ensure that the corsairs

followed the QOrdenanzas. For her part, England promised to

prohibit and stop any illicit trade by her ships’ along the coasts
of the Indies. Obviously however, this English commitment was not.

honoured. . i
v

—

Nonethel ss ten months later, ‘Patino issued'another“ﬁ?der

to the colon1 s stating privateers_must be controlled more-

’ * -
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closely and have sufficient financial backing before receiving

a license. ‘Any man whose behaviour was not in keeping with the

Ordenanzas del Corso would be removed from the service and

reported to Madrid. The Spanish crown would not tolerate anything

iWhich might challenge her peace with England and as a result,

K . . | .
privateers were officially perscona non grata between 1729 - 1739,

aléﬂbugh the reality Qas rather different. In 1739 however, the
political atmosphere cganged once more and Spain opénly
encouraged the licensing and arming of expeditions. This orderly
alternation then, between encouragement in times of war and
foreign-induced limitations in times of peace was to characterize
crown attitudes over the entire course of the eigﬁteenth
century.8 |

With a general impression of how the crown’'s actions varied

during the course of the eighteenth century, it Is now possible

to examine some specific areas of policy with-regard to its
legislation on corsairs. There are three areas worth drscussing

1n some detail. Firstly, there were the Ordenanzas del Corso

which wefe the governing statutes controliing privateers and
which during the course of the century, were re-written and
amended several times. -Secondly, the;e was the licensing of
co;éaigs and 1t will emerge that the eligibility for and
receiving of a license varied from one decade to another.-Lastly,

the decision to. consider a captured prize as valid or not also

varied, depending on the date of the seizure.
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Jhe\Ordenanzas.del Corso

The Ordenanzas of the eighteenth century were all based
C

. *
on the criginal Ordenanzas del Corso of 1674 to control piracy

in the Indies. Although thése were re-written and adaptéd to
circumstances in 1718, 1754, 1762 ana 1779, the basic content
of the documents did not change. Rather, the emphasis‘aﬁd details"
of certain sections altered depending on the time period in
wﬁich they were.written., Furthermore, the preamble for many
of'the eighteenth century corsairs®' licenses is a copy of the
1674 legislation followed by the pertinent amendments.
Consequently, an examination of the 1674 (Ordenanzas is necessary
before any further discyssion of privateer legislation 1is
possible.

The Ordenanzas el Corso, dated Madrid, February 22, 1674

were the crown regulations to be followed by:

...those who reside in the Indies...who

arming ships on their own account...sail

alony these caasts 1in seath of foreiyn

ships which engage in piracy and hostility

against our nation...
Two of the nineteen sections aeal with the granting of licenses
anag how a ship was to be outfittea. The backer or armador of
the expeaition had to prove he had funds to pay tor the
expeajtion ana guarantee his responsib%lity for it. In return, ﬁe
received civil ana criminal jurisdigtion over the sailors and

soldiers in his employ. As for the crew, they were hot to be

~
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taken from any of the crown fleets or galleons or from any
c&lonial garrison. Nevertheless, colonial officials were
éxpected to assist the armador and supply his ship wifh
provisions at any port of call. If more crew was ' needed after
the expedition set out, the captain could take on rmen at any port
in the Indies having first advised the officialé there, The crew
of a corsair was to receive the same'consideraﬁions and
exemptions as any man serving on a crown ship ana those showing
themselves to be exemplary in battle, were to be glven extra
wages. Contracts to serve on a corsair were for a fixed period of
time and once signed on to a particular expedition, the men were
not allowed to break contract.

Capturea ships were taken to the port where the corsair
haa been armed unless another Spanish port was closer. QOnce

there, the Governor, District magistrate (Corregidor) or other

person in authority was responsiblé for the sentencing ot the
ship anda preparation of a report to be sent back to S$pain. The
value of the prizes was ‘to be distributed by the treagury
ofticials. One third ot the prize's value covered the corsair's
provisions, one third went to the cost ot the ship and artillery
and the final third went to the armador ana his crew. The crown
aic not demand any duties from fhe prize so that the corsairs
could support themselves adequately- ana finance more expeditions.

Prisoners were not to be sent bagk to Spain but handed
over to the colonial authorities for ﬁﬁnishment. If there was

any attempt by the pirate ship to produce false documents, the



40
- ship ana cargo were to be guarded and the prisoneﬁf taken into
.custody until the Audiencia decided on the ship's sentence.
Lastly, these regulations were not to be disobeyed in any way
and the officials of the Indies were to follow the Ordenanzas
precisely and punctually so as not to impede the .gorsair or
crew. 9

The main difference between the Qrdenanzas of 1674 and 1718
Qas that in 1674, the crown encouraged corsairs 1n every way
pbssible whereas the 1718 legislation outlined a much more
onerous set of procedures. In the original Ordenanzas, it was
not aifficult to receive a license anda the proceedinygs for
declaring a prize valid were uncomplicated. The crown did not
‘demand any duties or taxes from ships capturea by corsairs. In
fact, there was considerable idealism about how the system was

to work.

By 1718, the tone of the Qrdenanzas had chanygea. Philip

V realized there was considerable fraud among the corsairs ana
colonial oEficials alike. Declaring a ship a valid prize had
become an arﬁitrary decision. As a result, the Ordenanzas of
1718 were considerably more detailea as regards the téking and
sentencing of a ship and it outlined punishment in cases where
legislation had not been followed.

sefore receiving a license, the armador had to supply the
colonial authorities with complete information on his ship and

artillery and provide the names of his captain and crew. Once

sighting a possible prize, the corsair ccould not contemplate
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takind it unless it was an enemy ship carrying alien cargo,
Spanish produce or unacceptable documentation. On pain of_ death,
no corsair was to stop either a Spanish or allied ship. Moreover,
it was forbidden to unload any of its prizes' caryo at sea.

None of the above details appeared in the 1674 legislation. .
Neither was there any detail on the procedures once a ship had
been captured. In 1718 however, the (QOrdenanzas stated that the
cargo from a seized ship was to be guarded fastidiously until
the Audiencia pronounced its sentence, To avoiﬁ any theft, three
keys wefe*ﬂecessary to unlbck the Royal Warehouse whe}e_the

I
ships' cargb:was stored, One was given to thé Intendente, one
to the armadecr, and the last ta the captain of the féreign ship.
‘Kbargo which might spoil before the court proceedings were
completed was-sold through public ‘auction and the proceeas
deposited in the Royal Ttreasury until the sentence was decided.

The distribution of the value of the prize differed from

the 1674 Oroenénzas as well and in this'fégard, the 1718
N . \

legislation remalned essentlally the norm for thé rest of the

century. Two-thiggs went to the armador and the other thirc went

‘

to the officials & d crew of the corsair. Before thls money  was
- o
orities discountéd the experises incurred

distributed, the a

from the unloa e prize, the guarding of the ship and the

costs of the court progceedings. Finally, "the crown took 8% of the-

value of the prize whic nown' as the Almojarifazyo tax;

Lastly, although the-autho}ﬁties were to encourage corsair

. expeditions, they were expected t&\Qgﬂzéaré of the controversies

/
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and fraudulence connected with'the capturing of prizes. The
Ordenanzas stated that the authoriti?s-were to help the armadores
outfit thei;,axpeditions and assist in enlisting the crew. They
were expected to keep the court proceedings on captured ships
brief.and above all, consult Madrid ié any difficulties arose
which the Audiencia could not solve.l0

By the 1730's there was rampant illegal trading between
Spanish and Eéreign merchants along the coasts of Santo Domingo
and the other Spanish islands in the Caribbean. As a,reSulp,
there were several amendments to the 1718 Qrdenanzas related
to what was considered a valid prize. In May £734, a Royal Cedula
ordered that any foreign ships gither anchored or sailing 1in
“suspicious aregs“ were to be taken as valid prizes. Furthermore,
if ships in the above situation were stopped ana Spanishlproduce
found aboard, this would be conclusive evidence that the ship
had been trading with the colonies. Thgse'changes in the
legislation howeve;; only complicateé the issue considerably. As
will bé seen in the sections below, it was often aifficult to
prove whe;her a ship had been anchqreé or carrying produce from
a Spanish colony. Bitter law suits.between corsairs and prize

owners ensued as well as a souring of aiplomatic relations,

particularly between Spain.and England.ll

, If the Ordenanzas of 1718 controlled the,corsairs'

activities more than those of 1674, the purpose of the new

. . 3 B
Ordenanzas in 1754 was to curtail privateeriny freedom even

more. By then, the corsairs were ﬁeemingf}.stopping any and every
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vulnerable foreign ship, raiding it ana considering it a valid
prize rega;dless of the circumstances. As a résult, the new
legislation clearly stated the areas of safe'passage for foreign
ships and the manner in which the corsair was to behave when he
confronted a foreign vessel. Any vioience, extortion or threats
would be severely punished. Punishment was also due if it Qas
discoverea that the prize or corsair ﬁaptains haa been
introducing merchanaise into the colonies ciancestinely. To avoid
partisan decisions by the Audiencia, copies of the court hearings
were to be sent to Spaiq where a falr sentence woula be decided
upon and sent back to the Indies. Finally, in an effort to reduce

the number of prizes taken, the duties owed to the crown

increased after 1756. Aside from the Almojarifazgo tax which the

authorities had not been too careful about collecting, the crown
also expected a\ﬁurther 5% of the total value of each prize after
February 1756.12

As one miyht expect, the war of 1761-1762 between Spain
and England had an effect on the Caribbean corsairs. As 1n other
times of war, they were an asset and legislation towards them

became favourable once more. IA the Ordenanzas of 1762, all

duties owed to the crown were abolished in order to encourage
expeditions against the enemy. Hére, as in the other Ordenanzas
of the eighteenth century, crown pblicy towards the corsairs
was a reflection of Spain's diplomatic relations and
international politics. And, as will be seen, ‘the granting of
licenses to corsairs and the means by which a priée was declared

valid was yet another extension of this theme.l3

-«
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L]
Licenses for Corsairs: The qgate dictated the ease with which

they were granted.

During the 1739-1748 period of war against ‘the English
in the Caribbean, the court at Madrjd promoted the licensing
of colonial corsairs to such a degree that the strict rggulations

contained in the QOrdenanzas were often overlooked. In 1739,

the crown declared thaé anyone who wished to mount an expedition
against the Engliéh was to be issued a license. To that effect,
it appears that even fishermen outﬁiﬁted their boats. These
successfully captured four'Eng}ish sloops at the beginning of

the war.l4

A much more startlingxdeparture from the Ordenanzas was
the acceptance by the coloni?l government of foreign corsairs
who acted on behalf of Santo Domingo. During the 1740's, the
most noteworthy example was Martin Hixiart, a French captain
whose ship was outfitteda in Martinique but whose armador was
a resident of a.Spanish colony. In July and October 1745, Hixiart
sﬁccessfully seized an English packet boat and a frigate ého
brought them into the port of Santo Domingo. The residents
yreeted the ships enthusiasticélly and Governor Zorilla
immediately declared them to be valid prizes. The reason-ﬁor this
gquick decision was that ;ﬁide from their cargoesg of loggood,
ivory, wax and some gold, the ships were carrying hundredé'pf
black slaves. Betw@en the two prizes, there were a total of 425
slaves who were soid for a "moderate price" to the eager

Dominicans.
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Ferdinand VI was understandably concerned when word arrived

that a French corsair had sold his prizes and cargo to the
Dominicans. Did this action not actually constitute commerce
between a Spanish colony ana a foreign.nation? Granted, the
slaves were needed on the islana but how did the local
authorities also justify the' sales of the logwood and ivory?

Furthermore, although the corsair was French and therefore

exempt from Spanish taxes, was it fair that the crown lose out on

the Almojarifazgo tax? The Council of the Indies was unable to
give sound advice to the King because there was ih tact, no
precgdent for this particular situation. Consequently, rather
than reprimanaing the Audiencia, the crown turned a blind but
ot .

disapprovind_gyé on the event. - T

In 1747, Hixiart once ayain brouyht two slave ships into
Santo Dominqp. The following year angther French corsair, armed
at St. Louls, captured an English frigyate with 30,000 pesos
worth of cargo. In both of_these cases, the crown did not like
the situation but realized. that the islana gfeatly.bepefited
from the foreign carygo. What was more, the corsairs had p;ouided
the islana with slaves and other items at no cost to the court
in Madrid. ‘ -

Governor ZOri%la received a letter in October 1747 which
approved of the Hixiart expeditions both for bringing such
valuable caryo to Santo Domingo and because his men héd'SPent

their share from the prize on the -islanu betore leaving it. The

sale of the slaves was already having an effect on the cocoa
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plantations and the crown commended ZOrilla for his efforts.

Finally, as if to justify Hikia;t further, mention was made of

the damages caused to the enemy in the losses of their ships. In

response, Zorilla wrote in reference to the French privateer's
. . . '

prizes: . g;ﬁij
Such priz€§ are considerea...of great

necessity for the provisions and defense

they offer\..(and) for the sale of supplies

ana other thlngs needed on this island in

\ a time éf wér:..they give yreat benefit

to the residents -of the island...for many

years no Register (ship) has come from Spain

and so with these the island is helped.l>

A similar situation rose during the war in 1761-1762. The

’

-

French corsair this time was Augusto Buenaventura de Messendern,

a Lieutenant from Saint Domingue who commanded the brig, El -

Emprehendedor, outfitted in Martinigue against the English. He

arrived in Santo Domingo in October 1761 having seized an English
packet boat off Puerto Rico. The Dominican govefnment's
acquisition of Messendern's ship and prize however, were quite

different from Hixiart's case sixteen years earlier.

Wwhereas Hixiart profited from his association with the

island, Messendern did rot. First, the authorities embarygoed
his ship and prize on the pretence that they were carrying
contrabana. Then they imprisoned the Frenchman ana part of his

——cd «
crew and dismantlea his ship to equip their own. After three

r
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months,_the Treasury officials returned the sh1p (buﬁ not ips
cargo) to Messendern and- he was free to go. Insteac, EhelFfench
-eorsair applied for and reéeived a license ﬁo sail'ﬁnder a
Span;sﬂ‘flag'and he chose e well—known-captainiof tﬁat time,

Lorenzo Daniel, to command his'vessel. From that date.on, it

.
Sy

-woula appear that Megsendern's experlence was one of nanlpulatlon-

and decelt by the Domlnlcan authorltles.'

_It appears that Messendern captured:numérous Dutch and

English ships from 1761-1763 which were’ re-armed as Spanish

)

warships'dr corsairs. In- one two-month period, hlS prizes.

totallea more than 30, 000 pesos and the number of active corsairs
A

on the islana grew from one to seven. Yet Messendern received

_scent rewards. Either_the.loca; autﬁorities undervalued the cargo
from hie pri;es‘or left the decision so long that the proaece
rqtted and wes'wof;hless.’lnfohe instance, they arbitrarily
eeized itemslcodsidered necessary as war supplies rather than
Jfirst putting them. up for publlc aucplon Any efforts to retrieve
‘what ‘was owea to thls French corsair were futile, and in the
end he returned penniless to San Luls de Cayos.-ACcording to
his calculetiohs,.Messendern believed the Dominicans owed him
Y6,495 piesos..16 ‘

ff the crawn andga its }epreeentatives endorsed corsailrs
durinq periods of war, they were anything but su;pdrtive apring
the peacetul decade of 1750-176U0. This ten year span was marked
by a serious discussion of how, by 1748, the corsairs had

overstepped the bounogaries ot legality and had become .an
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..embaerSSment to the érown..There then followed a reconsideration
of the duties and expéctations of the Caribbean privateers. Two
reports from thig;period.reflect the atmosphere botﬁ in Spain aﬁd
in SantO‘DOmingo\ano show a marked change in to whom and how
corsailr licenses wefe to be granted. The first was from Governor
_Francisco Rubio to the Marques ce_Ensenada and is dated September
1751. The second was written a year later in September 1752 and
. . -
was a report from D. Jose .de Carvajal y Lancaster to the King.
From the latter-report, Fh%Fe emerged a new set of Ordenanzas in
1754 which contained stricter legislation for the granting of
licenses and organizatiOnlof expeditions in the years to come.
The main poiqt in Rubio's report was the bad effect the corsairs
o were having'on the foreign community. He stressed the importance
of. only issuing licenses to accredited persons who had gufficient
financial backing to mount properly organized expeditions. If the
correct men were chosen in the initial phase, Rubio believed that
the cruél ana corrupt bethTour of the corsairs could be
cdnfrolleo. This‘point is reminiscent of Patifo who, twenty years
earlier, haa recommended that corsair 1Hcenses be controlled and
issuéd with care. Nonetheless, Rubio pointed out the aifficulty
of assessiny whether a’ licensed captaih‘would‘actually comply
;Ith.the regulations for, as the Governor wrote:
| ...rare is the time that they will carry
out their mission for no maéter how honest
"rprudent is their conduct...at sea they

become the most terrible of pirates...taking

~as prizes (ships) at every encounter...l?
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Carvajal y Lancaster's report was similar to Rubio's but

he stressed the need to control contraband more effectively. The
initial ‘reason for promoting corsairs in the earlier part of
the century had been to control contraband in the Caribbean. By
1750 however, Carvajal y Lancaster explained that they were-
no longer serving the crown's interests, The corsairs were
pirates who aiﬁively pursued all ships regardless of their
nationality, route or cargo. He recommeﬁded that a new force to
patrol the colonies be createa and the corsairs disbanded. A

specific land patrol would be oryanized and the Windward Fleet

(Armada de Barlovento) would become responsible for protecting

the coastal waters. -

e’

Carvajal y Lancaster portrayed the corsairs as desperate
and unpleasant individuals in his report. He ayreed with Rubio

that men in aire financial neeg would not be reliable once they

- \'\.‘
were at sea. Yét he stressea that only men, in duch difficult

circumstances would in fact, contemplate the Btofession. He

explaingd: .
To become a corgair is to expect to support
oneself, as one does in any other occupation

— - : ’
-+ .0ON€ Or tWO Or more (men) put their capital
togefher} orgyanize an expedition and then
yo out...after this miserable qgroup havg'
saileoiuﬁder harsh conditions for many days
‘and see that their supplies are diminishing
with haste they become more and more

»

J
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desperate to find a prize. And when they
finally do, are they likely to observe. the
legislation from the crown? w}ll tq?y declare
to the court any evidence which could
threaten receiving the fruits of their
prize? I think myself, that it 1is to expect
too much from such persons and such
circumstances..;la.
Both Rubio and Cafvaja} y Lancaster spoké ip very different
tones than had been heard ten years before. Whereas in the war
years, licenses ﬁad been granted to such financially insecure.
individuals as fishermen andg even to foreigners, the peaceful
agecade of 1750 produceq.fegiSISEhon which seriously curbea the
Caribbean corsairs. .

)

Fluctuating legislation: Was every captured ship a valid prize?

Throughout the colonial period, 3he Spanish concept of
possession was that any item produced in the colonies was
forevermoqe Spanish. Consequently, any merchandise believed
to be Spanish in oriygin and found aboard a foreign ship was
automatically considered to be contraband,l9 Tﬁis situation
immensely distressed the other European colonial powers. Not
only were their ships stopped on the ﬁigm seas but thén they
were carefully searched for any caryo, which' although it had

been purchased legally, migh£ then be identified as Spanish.
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Yet how could the Spanish colonial authorities prove that
a.certain-cargoritem on a foreign ship was actualfy Spanish
in origin? Many commonly found articles such as cacao, logwooca
ana livestock could be fou on any of the Caribbean islands.
' Méreover, it was conceivable:Zor a foreign vessel to be carrying
cargo which was originally Spanish but then purchased through
the Asiento. Finélly, there were instances of Dominican ships
salllng with cargoes of cacao, logf/pd and skins to other islands
in the Caribbean to trade them for urgently needed. fTéE£5 Any
of the above was a viable explanation fér finding "Spénish"
cargo on a foreign ship. Besides, it was in Dominican interests

to declare a ship a valid prize whenever possible because the

island was always in neea of/supplies. Thus, it was a delicate

e 4
lssue indeeQ'and one which, as will be so often”seen in this-

thesis, was manipulatea depending on the date when the Spanish'

captured the ship.
An example of the Dominican authorities working a situation
to their advéntage was the case of the: Dutch pingue, Jorqe

Cornelius Calf, taken 1in 1724 by Benito Socorras., The prlvateer

‘céptured the-ship of f Santo Domingo on its return voyage from
Curacao to Amsterdéh with a cargo of cacac, tabacco, la;wood,
cot£on, skins and sugar. The court proceedings which followed
after the ship arrived in Santo Domingo took years to compléte as
the Dominicans wer; determined to keep tNg ship but they had

no concrete proof that it had been involved in any illegal

activity. For one thing, Socorras had seized the ship at sea. Not

w v

iy
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having been anchored or sailing near the shore, the'autﬁqrities
could not prove that the pinque had been trading with' Spanish
merchants. For énother; she had been travelling'directly from
a Dutch colony back to Amsterdam so neither her route nor her
destination could be queried. The only other possibility was:
to prove thét the pingue was carrying illegally acquired Spanish
goods and it took until 1738 to decide on this verdict.

The defense for the Cornelius Calf stated that what was

important was not where the caryo originated but whether it
haa been lega;iy traded and.sold. Witnesses explained that all
the cargo fortlhe ship had come to Curacao by legitim;té means
and been loadeq directly on the pingue. The Dominican authorities

however, did not believe this and they went on to fhow that the

Cornelius Calf's caryo had been br?yght 1llicitly to. Curacao
' ~

from Caracas, Rio de la Hacha and other parts of Tierra Firme,

According to the authorities, none of the cargo originated in
Curacao and experts examining thHe cacao and skins recognized
them as Venezuelan. Nonetheless, in teading the lengthy court
heariny, the witnesses for both sides were, in fact, unsure of
their statements ‘and although the Spanish eventually won the
case, it was not clear that the outcome was altogether fair.Z20
{

By 1750, the Spanish were no longer able to claim captured
ships as prizes so easily. IH 1752, Gb#ernor Rubio receivea an
order to advise the crown of anyy complaints 'by the English

ambassador regarding the taking of ships after the sigdiﬁg of

the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. In September 1753, a list arrived
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in Madrid from the ambassador of six English ships seizea by
Dominican privateers. In the court hearings which followed, only
one of the six was declared a valid prize. In several cases, the

circumstances were similar to the Cornelius Calf in that the

English ship_had been-stopped at sea or had been travelling
between English colonies.‘The Spanlsh authorities however,
decided that in these cases, corsairs had acted illegally. The
corsairs paid the court costs and the damages incurred to the
anlish. The English were then freed and given permigsion to
sell their cargo to the residents of the island.

One of the six ships was the sloop Industria which the
English claimed had been taken enroute to Jamaica; The evehts in
this case were mysterious as the Dominican authorities had no
" knowledge of the §loop but were concerned about a corsair, Tomas
Rendon who haa disappeared about the same time, The Spanish
bécame conéinced that the crew of the Industriauhad murdered
Rendon but they were unable to prove 1it., Correspondence travelled
back ana forth between the Governors of Santo Domingo ana
Jamaica but néither the sloop nor the pr{vatée; ever
reappeared, 2l -

| Although English ships continued to attack!Spanish colonies
in the Caribbeeaﬁ during this decade, the Spanish crown did not

. encourage - reprisals. In the spring of 1751, Engligh corsairs

‘attacked N.S. de las Tres Fuentes oft Santo Domingo and there

was friction between the English and Spanish corsairs near
-

Havana. Several months later, the English secized various
' o
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" Dominican boats off the coast of the island of Saona. To make
matters more difficult fo; the privateers, they were not
receiving the value of their prizes until the crown accepted the
cveolonial sentence. As of 1752, n® captured cargo was released
for auction, except perishable goods, unleggaﬁergission was
received from Madrid. An order!to thfg effect was repeated in
1756 so it would seem that the cgorsairs- had problems both in
retaining their prizes and in receiving profits from them
throughout the decade.22

Throughout this chapter, the subject has been crown policy
towards the corsairs and how it fluctuated during periods of war
and peace. Ample evidence has been given to demonstraté that the

popularity of corsairs and the nged for them varied from one

decade to the next in the eighteenth century. The QOrdenanzas del

Corso were the clearest example of this but the attitudes of the
colonial authorities, the distribution of privateering licenses
and the terms by which a corsair was considered valid or not also
demcnstrated 'how the same events evoked different reactions at
different times. The first two chapters of this thesis have
provided important background and general information on the
topic at hand. The following two chapters will discuss the

Deminican corsairs in depth. Chapter Three examines the mechanics



... of eighteenth cen&gif corsair expeditions out of Santo Domingo

1)

- -

and Chapter Four studies the careers of threé Dominican

of the time period.
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Chapter 3: The Dominican Corsairs: 'Their Expeditions

and Prizes
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Given the vagaries of war and seafaring, each corsair
exéedition was a unique experience. Since privateers, unlike
pirates, operated under the protéction of the law, however, a
statutory framework stereotyped their activities to a much
greater degree than would otherwise have been the case. Thus, it
1s gossible to describe the "typical" voyage, withgut pretending
that the legal id?al which it represented constituted a
behavioral norm. &o;etheless, despite thé distance between
statute and reality, the legal obligations which corsairs assumed

.
impliea a series of highly-procedural steps, which have lgft
" extensive traces of their activities in colonial and metropolitan
archives. This documentation permits modern historians tb 5ut
flesh on the bare bones of.law, and allows’ them Fo-be certain
that.the ideal had more than a passiny reéemblance to reality.

.In what follows, corsair expeditions are examifed from
‘"the time an armador applied for a license tokghe moment when
he paid off his crew with their share of the prizé‘s cargo.
Rather than drawing on evidence from one particular éxpedifion,
and in order to yive a more complete picture of ‘'the period, the
material for the chapter comes from a variety of voyages
organized between 1720 and 1775. As seen in Table I below, there
is a certain uneveness éf privateer activites during the time

period. This is best explained by comparing the frequency of

corsair incidents with the historical periods of peace and war in
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whiéh they occurred. Logically, there were more expeditions and
prizes during the decade of war from 1739-1748 and in 1761-1762.
The period- before 1739 was éenerally peaceful, marked by twau,
single years of hostilities bééweén the Spanish and English in
1718 and 1727. Hence, thére were fewer expeditions and prizes.
Lastly, the years following 1763 were once more peaceful and -the
unusually high proportion of incidents is due to one particular
corsair's effﬁrts (Lorenzo Daniel) in 1774. For that reason,
Table I, which shows ;hé number of prizes taken between 1720-1774
demonstrates that corsair activities are best understocod by the
periad in which they happened rather than by studying them in
isolatéd vyears. With that in miﬁd,.the tables in this chapter
which refer to specific aspects of corsair expeditions and prizes

-

will do so in terms of historical periods of war and peace.
; -
The éhapter concentrates on the granting of licenses,
corsair ships and their crew, ‘the prizes themselves; their size,
cargo and site of capture, the legal proceedings for a prize once
she was brought into Santo Domingo, what happened to -both the
corsairs and the prisoners while.tﬁe government determined thé
sentence and finally, the cénsequences of the tribunal's decision
to consider a prize as legitimqte or not, The material for this
chapter comes from the data in Appendices I and II which compile
information on I'SY corsair expeditions and their prizes. The
first appendix contains information from which tables were drawn

to form an integral part of the chapter. The second appendix

has information which, although it compliments and expands on

1
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Table I. Corsair Incidents

Years Number of Incidents
1763-1774 24
1761-1762 16
1749-1760 16
1739-1748 | 85
1720-1739 . 18
Tot§l ) 159
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the material fdund in the first appendix, was not in itself

complete enough to make any conclusions in tabular form.

-

-

Licenses, for Corsairs

~

. . A . A
‘To organize a corsalr expedition, an armador had to obtain -

-

a license. The initial QOrdenanzas del Corso of 1674 specified

that the King was the only authority entitled to do so but,
of coyrsg, this was impractical for the Indgies. Accordingly,

the crown decreed';hat colonial governors could grant licenses

to appropriate individuals.! In the case of Santo Domingo, the
, . _

Governor granted a licensé for three to six month periods once

' the armador had provided certain information. This included

proof of his éolvency, the name of the ship he wanted to use
with details of its armament and number of crew needed, the

name and credentials of the captain to command the ship and

lastly, an understanding that he would not take a ship belonging

to a nation at peace with Spain unless it were ‘involvea in
illicit trade. ﬂ 3 ' -

In the preceding chabter the_document'ipself was diécugsed;
It was shown that it'gas lengthy ana that its format did nog
change substantially over the course of the eighteenth century.
Often it includea the 1674 Ordenanzas in the preamble anu then
specific permission Eof the armador to outfit his expedgition. An

example of such a license was that granted for three months to

Manuel Ignacio de Orbaiz, a resident of Santo bomingo by Govérno;

{

i



Alfonse de Castro on ianuéry 15,- 1740.
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permission to:

undertake corsair activities along the coasts

and waters coasts and waters of these Indies

and for the said time, may take all and
any ships belonging to pirates-and enemies
of the crown, whether they be merchant on
wa; ships. Permission'is granted to search
inlets, rivers and‘bays where merchant ships
might be trading, and once apprehending
them their catgo is to be registered and
the ship brought to this port or that which
is closest so that fthe Egvernor and Treasury
offgcials can proceed as per the Royal
Decrees, I.ask order and require thaf
wherever the said Joseph Antonié (the captain
of the ship) should arrive, he is to be given
all honours, liberties, priyileges and
considerations which he might ﬁqed,and aék

for in the Royal name of His Majesty ....2

66

Orbaiz was given

There was no particular time of the year when more licenses were
. Fid

requested or distributed although, during war years, the crown

encourageéd the €overnor to grant more licenses. Furthermore, it

was possible to hold several licenses at

once from various

yovernments over a short period of time. In June and July 1720,

*
Benito Socorras received licenses from the Governors of Cartagena

-~



~

dand Santiago de Cuba to outfit expeditions. Soon after, he

bbtained'a license from the Governor of Barbacoa, Cuba and one

- from the Governor of Santo Domingo.3

Flndlng suff1c1ent financial backing to“ obtaln a llcense
was the main dlfflculty for the armador. Although the crown’

supported'corsairs on the whole, colonial'oﬁﬁicials%diqqqo;

always beliebe_they were an asset to the island. Local;mercﬁants'

found it easier and cheaper to deal directly with foreign
- ! * * ‘ - .
trade;s. The corsailrs, by bringing in captured cargo and thus

-making contraband a legal commodlty, not only lnpreaseo the
sale price of the cargo,‘but alsoc discourayed queign'trade:s

from coming to the island. As a result, it. is not surprising

to read that the Governor of Santo Domingo made it difficult

for the Campuzano brothers to "find baékers-fdr their expeditions

in the late 1720's. The Campuzanos LomplaLned to the crown that-

the Governor only accepted the backlng of a selected three or

I4
four merchants of the city. Understandably, the merchants were

-

not likely candiadates to finance -corsair expditions and so the

Governorg, had virtually cut off support. to all the armadores.

In April 1728, the Fiscal of the Council of the Indies wrote .

from Madrid that the governor must grant licenses more freely
to those men who had the support of ani financtially secure
resident of the island. 4 With this, the crown 'was clearly

encouraginyg the corsairs_of Santo Domingo and ended the letteF by

praising them for their yogd work.

.&7.

-
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'%He §ocumentatioq on ‘corsair activities allows the
:compilagion of'ﬁzﬁubslantiai list of armadores and captains which
.'argfi; Appéndix?ikl. There are six armadé;és whose names appear
most frequently in ‘the Dominican documents. As one might suspect,
' those iﬁdividuals who financed the majority of expeditiong did
so. during the war Qears from 1739-1748. These were: Silvestre
firpo,.Domingo Herrera; Fran9{§Fo Ayala and Gonzalo Castrg. Jose
. . e

Campuzano was‘ﬂﬁffvg_in the pre-1739 period and he follows in
ordér'of importance, Einally, there 1s Antonio Serrano who

financed many of thg expéditions during the war of;1761—l762.

It is- not so egasy to conclude who the most %ctive captains
were . ﬁanf of them only appear once or twice in the documentation
as'cpmmanders of corsairs, Perhéps they then moved on to other
.
jobs having led an expedition as an interim occupation. Or
perhaps they received a corsair license from another Spanish
colony and $O disappear 'from the Dominican papers. Others were

| . ‘captains fOr a while and then became armadores while still other
captains commanded one ship while financing another. Nonetheless,
- it seems that the names of Dieyo de Sanchez Toro in the 1740's
and Lorenzo Daniel in the 1750-1775 period, were most often
cited as privateer captains.
- There are some qifficulties 1in ascertaining the roles all
these individuals played in corsair actiwities. Many of the
names in the documentation do not indicate whether the men weré
armadores or captains of an expedition. While some deductions

P

could be made, there is a considerable list of unspecified rames
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in Appendix III. For example, -while it is clear that Manuel

Lechuga was a prominent saptain in the 1740°s, the documentation
.

only mentions him in that speci#ic role twice. Thus, though it

is possible to identify the names of Dominicans involved in

- i

privateering, this 1is not always the case with the actual roleid)

—

they played. ‘ (/

Qutfitting an Expedition
. A

With a license in hand, the armador prepared for the
y SRR

exﬁeditioﬁ. The_ship he used was either owned entirely by him,
i 4

in part with another financier or with the Captain he chose to
lead the expedition. Throughout the eighteenth century, the most
commen typé of ship used by Dominican corsairg was a sloop, as
seen below in Table II. This was é'fast sidglejmastéd ship with
$ one deck. Schooners were also used to a leéser extent.‘The

corsairs did not use bigger two and three masted vessels like

LY

frigates, brigs and packet-boats too often. Benito Socorras used

-

oné in the capture of a prize off Saona in 1720 but this was a

rare instance.'During the War pf?JenkiHsﬁ Ear, piraguas, a type

-
e

-t

of cance, were uséad” ﬁ?esumabgy for.local: patrols of the "island

and there are'referenc%f to other sm:}‘ vessels. All the ships, -
however, tendpd to carry suff{ci?nt rms to engage 1in gunhery
combat with their prizes.5

The ships themgelve; often héd a curious and mixed history.
Governor Azlor discovered in 1761 thaé the corsair La. Fortuna,

armed in Cayos de San Luis with a French license waw actﬁally

- 2 .
: SR yﬁ%&- '
. B ' o0

B -
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the same sloop as the Spanish San Antonio bought by Lorenzo
Daﬁiel in Jamaica. Daniel outfitted his ship withbépanish and
Frenchfcrew and then traﬁeiled with licenses from both countries
at the same time although neither country was aware of the
other s license. When he found odt, Azlor informed the Saint
Domingue and Daniel 's license was cancelled immediately;6 Cnce
the.éolonial autharities declared a prize valid, the privateers
often outfitted it as another corsair, especialiy if it was a
bigger and faster ship than their own. Such was the case with
the Bedford, a packetboat from Philadelphia displacing 120
tons. Spanish corsairs éaptured éhe ship and she was sold in
public auction in Martinique to Santiago and Cesar Mendez 1in
ﬁugdst 1761. The following month, the Mendez brothers armed the
ship in Sénto Domingo with 14 cannons, and 166 crew. She sailed
.under the command of Ventura de Messendern, a lieutenant from
Saint Domingue.7 The authorities however, were not always advised
when a corsair exchanged one ship forlanother. During one of
Lorenzo baniel's expeditions in thé 1770 s, he captured a
Bermudian sloop near Puerto Rico which was larger, faster and
better armed than his own. In the battle ®o take the éloop,
1
Daniel s ship was wrecked and many of his crew drowned.
Unconcerned, Daniel simply took the sloop as his, found more crew
1n Puegko Rico and continued the expedition. He arrived back 1in
Santo Domingo and no-one noticed the difference for some time.8
v
Appendix I Hdoes not provide enough data on the size of a
\\eorsair crew to make any precisé statements. Notwlthstanding,

'
-
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TabljRTI. Corsair Vessel Types

Type Number of Incidents
Frigate (a) 2
Brig (b) .° 1
Packet Boat (c¢) 3
Schooner (d) 5
Sloop (e) . 38
Galley 1
Barge 5 )
Total 55
@

(a) Three-masted, ship-rigged vessels, usually with two gun

’\\\ decks

{b) Small two-masted, ship-riyged vessel.
(c) similar to either a frigyate or, more often,*a brig.
(d} Two-masted vessel with fore-and-aft rigging.

{e) Small one-masted vessel.
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the information given in Table IIi/f;ables one to make some

comments on crew sizes and how they changed over time. The'number
of crew aboard a corsair varied but usually there were bétween
50 and 60 men. In the 1720's, expeditions were smaller and there
were sometimes only 20 men aboard but from 1720 on, there was
a minimum of 40 crew. In 1741, the sloop Triton carried 115
men which was unusﬁal, bu; in the 1760's there were often more
than 70 on board. Since the men received no salary, but rather
a p;eﬁdetermined share of any prize takeﬁ\\it was an aévantage
if the crew was small, 'On the other hanﬁ,lJ%ter 1740 when crews
were often larger, the prize caryo was more valuable.

. The armador contracﬁéd his men for/a specific period of

<
time and during a long expedition there ight be a turnovér

of crew. Jeronimo Monje boarded Benito Socorras' corsair, San

Francisco Javier in Puerto Rico in August. 1723. Joseph de Aleman ,

y Moliero, notary, boarded the Francisco Javier in Santiago

de Cuba in Deécember 1723 and Francisco Exmeresildo got on the

ship at Puerto de Principe in April 1724.% The crew were_not

always trained soldiers or sailors but rather men i; search
of work and qovénture. Jose del Rosario, age 23, was a
stonecutter Erdm Havana whé'found w;rk on a corsair operatinq out
of Puerto Rico in the 1740's, Jeroniﬁo de la Cand?laria was a
black cricllo from Havana, a talilor by profeésion and he worked
on a Cuban caorsair during the same time per%pd. Both these men
were éaptured from their respéctive ships and sold as slaves.
’ 4

They eventually turned up in wa York and Philadelphia trying to

yet back to the closest Spaniéh,port.
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Often corsair crew members were asked in a court testimomy

"why they had cheosen this particular professioh; More often than

not, they wegig‘simply reply'thatAthey had to earn their living
. s 1 0 - \._.--’
and ‘this was what wds javailable, This comment "1s surely a
reflection of the unemployment problem in the Spanish West Indies
by the eighteenth century. At the same time however, the lack
. » . ) .
of job opportunities was precisely the reason for the success
Oof such entrepreneurial activities as privateering,

Once the armador had‘chosen his shiq and crew, he stocked
the sh&p with pfoQisidﬁs Edr the expedit;on. This was no small
jJob! In Appendix IV there is information on the many ltems
armaddres needed for their ships and the costs they entailed.
Between April and December 1740, Domingo Herrera, one of that
decade's impprtant armadores, bouyght the following for his
corsair: 462 lbs. of gunpowder, 300 lbé. of shot, over 300 lbs.
of cannon wick, {?0 lbs. of cannon balls, 15 muskets apd 501bs.
of .cord.ll . These were the items most commonly purchased but
there are also r@ferences to.such thinys, as lances and machetes,
Lastly, the armador purchased the Ffood gtuffs, spare pieces of
riyging, candles, wine and any necessary tools for repairs at
sea. Although he attempted to coutfit the ship with all the
?ossible thiwes h? needed, the crew often raided a p;ize for

supplies the moment it was captured. The.crew of Domig%o§5anchezf

El Rosario went #poard the English Caesar three times after

capturing it in the fall of 1748, They fook clothing from the

Crew iﬁ well as cheese, oil, gunpowder, and mus ets, 12
' s

- \
- » ’/“ .

-~
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The Corsalrs' Prizes

nationality, place of capture and cargo.

Dominican corsairs captufed.merchant ana warships throughout
the eighteenth bentury. Certain aspects of'the‘expeditions
éhaqged over time: the average corsair ship became 'bigger because
all vessel types became largerﬁafer th§£20urse of the century.
Hence, crews became bigger as well. On the whole hbwever, one is
able to generalize about privateer vessels. The saﬁe is true of

the prizes and particularly so as regards thelr size,

Not only were sloops the most common ship'used_by the

corsairs, they were also the vessel type privateers captured most

‘often., Of 159 ships taken from }720%17341 85 were sloops. Looking

at Appendix I, it 1is interesting to see that sﬁoops were

]

LOHSlSt ntly taken more often than any other type of vessel,

Schooners were also popular prizes just as , they were frequently

-

used as corsairs. Navios and friygyates, the largest ships were
rarely captured. They appear as prizes during the War of Jenkins'
Ear and'it can safely be assumed that in most of.these cases thef
were waréhips. The onlj other two frigates taxken in the period

were in 1724 ana 1730 so one can not conclude that later

e

expeditions always took larger ships. Indeed, the prey of the

privateer did not th@nge substantlally ove5 tlme. The breakdown

of shipg captured then is as follows-

i -
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Table IV. Prize Vessel Type

Type Number of Incidents-. Percentage
Frigate or Ship 12 e ' 9.7
Brig . ‘ S . - 4.0

—Packet Boat 9 o 143
,Schooner', 36 | 29.2

"éi?op ‘ 51 41,4
Other - ) (/—_lg 8.1
Total

123 100.0

v

Fl

RV 7 '
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Over, half the shipsfnﬁfe captured during the decade 1739
to.174é when Spain was at war with England. Of the 149 for which
there is information, 79 wére taken at this.time.13 Conseduently,
looking aE the nationality of the prizes, it 1s no surprise
to see thaﬁ most of them are English‘andvpgtch. 0f the 149
entries, 39% are English and 44% are putch. gy comparison, the
French and Danish entrieé are few, Over the whoie périod only

11%' of the prizes were French and nearly all of -the Danish ships

date fr Lorenzo Daniel expeditions in 1774. .

’

Ships were taken from all over the Caribbean. At times,
-~ .
privateers took prizes in the-outlying lesger'Antillesxand Turks
Islands north of Santo Domingo but in jeneral, the most patrolled
Q_~ e i \ ) :
areas throuygyh the whdle time period were those close to home., As
a result, a study of the prizes shows tﬁat most of them were
taken in the waters around Santo Domingo and Puerto Rico. During
the 17349-1748 peripc, many corsairs ventured to Tierra Firme
ana'took vessels near Caracas, Curacao and Céro. On either side
of the war .however, expeditions south were infrequent and were
reserved for only the most ambitious of cursa;rs: the Campuzano
brothers in the 1720's and Lorenzo Daniel in the 1750-1760
decade. For the other pridateeré, there was c¢nough to keephthem
busy aroudndg Santg Domingo and perhaps the extra expense ot
mounting a longer‘expedition was not worth the risk of coming.
back empty-handed.

- For many of ,the prizes of the War of Jenkins's Ear, cargo

lists are not available. Nevertheless, in examininyg the caryo



Table V. Prize Flag \

. Period

r

\l130-1739 1739-1748 1749-1760 1761-1762 1763-1774

Flag
English ~ 9 30 2 9 8
Dg;ch ’ 8 o 40 10 4 3
French "0 8 3 . 0 6
Danish 0 1 0 a 1 7‘



) B .79
.aboard the remaining prize& for the whole period, more than any

-

other item, black slaves figure in the registers. Somgtimes
corsairs céptﬁred ships carrying only five or six slaves gut
often prizes arr&%ed in.Santo Domingo with literally hundreds
of slaves aboard. In 1729, the Campuzanos  three corsair ships
captured two Engli{g ships with a total of 189 slaves. In 1730,
Manuel_Marocho took an Englfé% frigate'with 176 slaves aboard. In
two;separate expeditions in 1745 a ship armed by Martin Hixiart
took two English frigates with 25 slaves and two years 1a;§r
Silvestre Firpo’'s vessel took a 22 cannon frigate carrying 192

14
slaves.

These élayes were extremely necessary for tﬁe island because
as discussed f; Chaptér 1, the major>pr051em in Santo Domingo
at the beginning of the century was its lack of working
population. Throughout th% period running from 1720-1774, slaves
arrived on the island and made a major impact on the economy. As.
the island was in guch dire need of a labour force, the value
of - these prizes Qas higher than those carrylng other cargo
"i1tems. The corsairs who took ships with slaves were sure to have

their prize declared valid very quickly and receive a
i .

considerable sum of money as their share. The lecal authorities

valued the two Campuzano ships. at over 35,000 pesos and Manucl

Marocho ‘s at 20,347 pesos. Nearly twenty years‘iaﬁer Firpo’ s ship

was also worth upwards of 30,000 pesos.15

.
-

Black slaves were not thé-oniy commodity needed on the

island at this time. The corsairs provided the local inhabitants

Ry
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with various other items that were also in great demand, From
1720-1775, the eight most commq#:items taken off the prizes

were: slaves, textiles, skins, aguardiente, cacao, sugar and
Ny .

wood. An exception to this information as tabulated below is the

cargo from Lorenzo Daniel's expeditians in 1774, For some unknown

reason the items aboard the prizes at this timeTwere completely

different. For one thing there do not appear to have been any

slaves aboard although this may be a faul%’ of the documentation,

Instead, there were large amounts of wood, tobacco and skins. Ag
well, the reyisters list other items like bricks, iron and metal

cookingy pots.

There were of course other items that the islanders needed
and obtained in lesser quantities from the prizes,.Some of thése
were: cheese, flour, sait, treacle, salted meat, dyewood; wine,
beer and coffee. Ivory was on many ot.the prizes during the
1740's and small amounts of gold and silver appeared on the
registers sporadically throughout thé time period.
ey -

2gal Procedures for Prizes

~

Once the corsairs stopped a ship- anda decided its® cargo

. . j
Or documents were suspicious, they escortea it into the(nearest
Spanish port. Attention then focused on whether the captured

vessel was a buena (ygood) or a mala" (bad) prize. The 'Reales

‘Cedulas of 1734 ana 1738 adviseda the colonial governors to search

any foreign ship, especially Dutch or English ones, for Spanish

produce or contraband.li There—was nothing the crown feared
. . .t : .
more than her colonies becoming self-sufficied® by .acquiring

L
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Table VI. Prize Cargo, 1720-1770

-

Item ' . Percentage
1. Slaves ' . 18.2
il‘Textiles . 11.4
3. Skins ) 7.4
4. Aguardiente . 6.7
5. Cocoa 6.0
6. Suygar . ‘ . 4.0
Wooa ’ 4.0
wWax : 4.0

Note: This table does not include Lorenzo Daniels's expeditions

.in 1774, Information on the caryo from those prizes is

in Appendix I.

[REX
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basic commodities via contraband rather than from épanish flag
vessels., |

The point of the lengthy legal proceedings then, was \to
ascertain if the ship had either 1) been anchored .in Spé ish

Y

waters or 2) been travelling on a route that did not 1eéd
dirgctly to her destination. Either of these two situations coﬁld
imSiy that the ship had been selling contraband to the colonies
or else acquiring Spénish goodg for her government. Such charges,
however, were not always easy to prove. Perhaps the ship had
dropped anchor o&ly long enough to send men ashore far water
or wood. Or perhaps the weather had been bad.and ghe §hip had
been plown_off course. Most difficult_g&rall to prove was Qhether
certa'll-'n caryo such as caca%oi 1ogv;ooéi was.; actuallys from a
Spanish colony or in fact ffqm Curacéo or Jamaica where'tﬁey were
also cultivated. | |

All these coumplex. issues became the subject of the legal

hearinys carried out by the Intendants, Governors or. Miristros

de la Marina and the form of these did not chanyge much over

the century.l® The first step was a visit to-the captured ship
. -

when she arrivea 1n the harbour. The Trea§dry ofticlals went

% )
aboard to examine the caryo and seal or -lock it da that neither

the ship's crew or the corsairs would haye access to it. At
times, the cargo was unlcoaded and store?)in the Royal warehqgieg.-

A Fiscal and a Guardamayor assisted the officials and a‘notary

wrote down details of the caryo and the ship: its fittings,(/;

1 i -

rigginy, number ot cannon and. sC on.
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Following this, there was a period-of questioning‘éf both
thé créw of the privateer and the captured ship. Standard.
.q&é%tions were put to both-group;. Spaniards were asked where
they had taken the ship, what:its_cargo was, 1f thgrelﬁad been
any slaves on the ship, if;thege had ‘been gny'resisﬁancé by the
foreigh créew and whether the captain of the corsair had treated
the prisoners well as they proéeeded to Santo Domingo. Thé'
gquestions to the prisoners.pertained to their porf-of départure
and destination, what they had been'doing when the corséirs_
discovered them and why. Curiopsl; enough, the foreiéners would
often blurt out that they had in fact been trading’with Spaniards
and mention where and, with whom._l7 They would say‘that they did
not knoQ that it was"ilxégal toc trade with the Spanish
~_golonies. They were also asked about the cargo on theif ship ahd_
~1f théy héd had any slaves éﬁoard. Finaliy, every witneés gavé. “’“‘\#k
his name, age, and place of birth. ' o
' After the testimonies, the Fiscal wusually had enough
ev;dgnce to state whether the ship was a validrprize or not. If
it was Aot, the cargo'and ship were returned.and the ship
continued its tfip. More often however, the ship was declared
é&gﬂé and the next step of examining the cargo and placing a o
value on it took placg. The government namégitwo men to estimate l Jr¢
the value of the ship’'s cargc. One of these men was usually an
Alferez {Subaltern). Then, there. were another two men, often'a'

master carpenter and master caulker, Qho:placed a value on the

ship ipself. The procedure was very detailed as each and evéfy
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part of the prize received a value. A summary of this is

illustrated below for the French sloop taken by Joseph_ Antonig’

‘Bautista in 1743.18

_ Although the Ordenanzds stressed how, important it was to
comp1e£é the legal proceedings as’quickly as* possible, tﬁese
seldom took less than a couple of montﬁs to complete and often
up to a year or 1ongeg.19 A% early.in the century as 1728,‘the
crown told the Audienéiq,of Santo Domingo to compléte the céses

on prizes immediately or the corsairs would be unable to continue

their service to the crown.20 The delays were due to a varilety

'of reasons. Sometimes there was a backlog of cases and at othei'

times there was a complication in the case requiring further

invesfigation. After 1752, 1t meant waiting for the sentence to °

be'approved by Madrid before the ship and cargo were put_hp for
auction.21 At the worst, there migh£ be an appeal by the foreign

nation contesting the sentence which inevitably meant an even

Longeruwait. Wwhat happened to both the corsalrs and prisoners

*

then, while they waited for the court’s sentence?

.

‘Waiting for the Sentence ora Prize. -

Many of tpe corsafrs experienged considerable financial
difficulty while waiting for a verdibt on :a particular prize.
Manuel Lechuga took a Dutch sloop, La Mistela, off the coast bf
Caracas in 1748. Due to the controversy over the ship’s sentence
.however. the crown d;d not resclve the case until 1756} When the
Shiplwas finally declaréd Qggﬁg,.LEChuga received his share of

T

<
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Table VII. Value of a French Sloop, 1743 (in Pesos}.

—~—

Item o value

30 Mules : 23 each
514 Ppunds.blackberrieé” . .8. each
6 slaves _ '\ 130-150 each
2°'Dinghies ' i 4 each
Ship's hull, pumb, masts, cance 650 total
Main sail d 140 °
Fore sail h 15 ~
Top sail ’ " 17.5

2 anchors with cables N 50
10 Iron and wooden water barréls ’ 24

it
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5,200 pesos.22 In the meantime, the corsair presumably had to pay
\Pis crew out of Kis savings so as not to.tarnish-hﬁs name as
a worthy cabtain. J?ﬁpphlAntonio Salazar must have found himself
in even more aifficult circumstances as he wrote to Madria . in

1764. His ship N. $. Concepcion had been responsible for the

ture of six- ships. He did not know the verdict on any of the

ships, ajlthough two ©of them had been sent out on "missions of

service the King" The other four were sitting in the harbour
slowly rotting.23 The deterioration of a ship and her carygo

affected the corsairs directly for the less they were worth by

the end of the court case, the less the corsair could expect to

~
.

receive from his expedition. The most extreme example of a

pendiny case was that of ten prizes taken 1751-1752 by Domingo

Sanchez' sloop N. S. Popa, which haa not beéen resdglved b
P pa, : Y

September 1771.2%4 To make matters more difficult, the armador
‘ . - AR LALLELE A

was theoretically responsible for the expensed op A__captured
. . . . e Y
ship's upkeep and prisoners' care while the case was In progress.

.

..In fact, he was only supposed to cover these expenses 1if the
cauﬁt decided the ship was not a ualiﬁ prize. Otherwise, the

easury Officials aeductea the amoint from the wvalue og the
prfze before the armador received hils share. Nevertheless, there
are examples ot armadores payiny tor the prisoners' and ships'
upkeep before the court announced the sentence. Lorenzo Daniel
paid1430 pesos to cover the perioa from April to June 1762 while

the ‘case of his prize, the English hbrig, Nancy was in court.

These expenses includea fooa and water for the prisonc?s and a



'
iy
o

R e T

87

RS

M . “ s .
watchman and candles to yuard the prize. During\the unloading of )

the ship's cargo, costs. included the wages, foofl and aguar&iente . g

for the men and extra refreshments for the Treasury Officials.

Then there were the fees of the men who aﬁpraised the cdrgo, the

notary, the Guardama&oriand lastly, a mysterious 100 pesos for

gratificaciones,?25 \

With these sorts of costs, it was not unusual for “the
L

™

-

armador to take prisoners to his house. There were not often more
" than ten officers and crew to be providéd for ana one can assume
that the éare was the most‘basic. It was public knowledge that
Jése Campuzaﬁo took home same of the prisoners from his prize in
1728 wh;le awaiting the cqurt's verdict,.2® a- more detailed
example’ is that of the prisoners from the English Bonito taken
by Juan Beltrand's brig, EIl Dichdéo in 1751, Beltrana first
took the prisoners to lgis own house but after a ﬁew days, he
.moved theh t& a friena's house named Dieyon Felipe; After several
moré days however, the prisoners' scandalous behaviour brouyht
compléints Erdm the whole neiyhbourood ana a notary went to
Felipe's hone to investigate. There he met a woman who took
caré of the house and she gave a vivid account of the prisoners’'
Eights-with each other and their threats to. thd neighbors. One
nijht the woman had arrived to finada "blood running over-the
'floof_énd out of thé front -door as Ehey trieda to kill a youny

black girl”ffﬁig notary was -horrified and made other arrangements

tor the men for the duration of the legal hearing.?27
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The captﬁréd captains often fared better than theilr crew

especially if the Audiencia permitted them to sell some of jtheir

cargo. Tﬁé Governor gave permission on the pretense that thefcase
?

might take a long while to be- resolved and in the meantime, some
PR )

of the cargo might be ruined. In actual fact it is more likely, .

that as the island was always in"desperate need of provisions,

a chance was not to be missed to obtain them. In Decemberhljﬁa,

‘ -

Edward Sparks received a license from the Dominican government
to sell some of his cargo while the case of his ship Caesar was
in court because "the city needs supplies”. He sold 72 barrels
of flour weighing 12,650 lbs, 30 small barrels of‘butter, beer,
cider, chéese, and soap.28 In June 1751, three months after John
Macleave’'s Bonito had béén in the harbour of Santo Domingo the
Governor was persuaded to let the English captain sell his
perishable cargo: |
...and realizing that the captured cargo 1is of natural
and perishable kind and the cost of keeping piés aﬁd
sheep fed h;gh when it would be more useful to sell
them publiclya..agd considering the great need of
things ocur people need in these times when supplies
are not to be found anywhere...we believe you should
order all these thinagas to be sold by public

auction...29

. . . .
As a result, Macleave sold the animals to the local residents !

e e e
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as well as the salt rfeat, bugter and flour from the Bonito.

The Verdict on a Prize

¢ when the legal proceedings were over, the sentence on the

prize dictated one of two possibilities. The court decided that

based on the evidence, the ship was either buena or nala. If

she was mala, the authorities returned the ship, cargo and crew

to the captain., The armador paid the expenses and sometimes

-

the court costs depending on the case. If he was unable to_pay'

d b

P ' 5 .
“these, they became.the Audiencia's responsibility. The estimate

cf the expenses incurred varied tremendously depending on whose

calculations they were based, the foreiyn captain's or the :

armador's. Macleave and the crew of the Bonito'\remained in Santo
t . - E . . -

Dominygo for 26 nths awaiting ‘their seftence Which eventually
- f S N i N

fell in tavour of the English. During this time, the ship sank

Y

.- in a ‘storm in the harbour and unfortunately, theeofficidls in

-

charge of the case had not noted thd details of the ship's size

‘very carefdlly.;Thus when it came to repayinyg Macleave the
- ) r

English captain demanded more than 16,000 pesos. The Audiencia

simply refused to pays such an exorbitapt‘amquntf'especiakll_when

-

the man had made. a considgerable profit from selling his cargo to |

-

the islanders. Finally, the Audiencia agreeed,éo pa{ Macleave
5,200 pesos and the case endea, 30 ’ .

}f the.éﬁurt declared the prize Qggﬁg,‘the procgdure was
straightforward as loég is there ;as ﬁo aapeai to the sentence.

An appeal meant months or even years of delay. To begin with, the
vood .o . :

Spaniéﬁ ministers stalled by saying‘lhat Ehey had not yet

»

S
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received copies of the case from Santg Domingo. Often, they'

waited for the captain rather' than his ambassador to make the

appeal and this took timg if the .captain was in jail.or out of
funds.rThen, the Consejo did not allow new evidence in a-court
appéallaqd this acted against the claimants. If the Consejo dia
decide that for diplomatic ééaspns, it was pest.to return the
ship, a Cedula was issued accordingly. Nonetheless, the colonial
authorities could protest that the Cedula was foryed or that the
value of the ship could only be restored at the port where the
court case had taken place. This meant a lony and cdstly trip
ané by this time, the ship and cargo might have been‘sold. Thus,
it was virtually impossible to jet back tﬁe original value of
the caféo. As a consequence, clafmants usuallynturngd to their
own”governmeggs'where they might receive a more gffiéient and
c;mplete solution to their problem.3}

In most cases themn, when a prize was consldered valid,
there'wé}e no appeals.rtf the armador wanted to keep'the'ship
hecause it was laryger or in better condition thah'his own, he
dia so éfter paying the requirea dauties for it. Othe;Qise, both
the ship ana her carygo were put up for public auction. The buyers
were most often bfficials, merchantg or other corsaifs. In the

case of the Dutch pinyue, Cornelius Calf in 1725, Subaltern

. .

Nicolas Guridi and Serygeant Diego Garcia bbuyht some’ of the
suyar, hats, cloth and silk. The biygest buyer however, was
Robert Gilbreth who acted in the name of Samuel Colet, the

representative for the Asiento of the South Sea Company in Santo

Tl bt i - =



Domingo. He paid cash for the rest of the pingque's carge of’
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skins, tobacco, brazilwood, and barrels of lemon and orange

peel.32 The money from this and all auctions was ‘then deposited
in the Treasury. The Treasury Officials deducted various amounts
from the sales before the armador and his crew réceived their

share.

First, there were the expenses of having looﬁyh after the
prisoners,rthe ship, the aﬁchofage fees and various officials’
wayes. Tﬂen therg‘was the amount demanded by the crown. This'l
sum yaried depending on how positive the crown felt towards

'prlvateering aceivities, In 1674, no duties to the crown were

mentioned in the Ordenanzas. By 1718, the crown wanted 8%,'the

.

almorjarifazyo tax from all prizés. And-in 1733, the crown
demanded not only the 8% of the prize's value but another 5% as
well, ‘At the beyginning of the Wwar of Jenkin's Ear,. the crown

reduced iks dues to the_almojarifazgo ‘alones, ana by 1745,

declared that no duties were to be paid for the duration of the .

war. Nonetheless, corsairs were obliged to pay rax the profit

from the sale of the prize's cargo.

After 1748 with peace restored, prizes continued ‘to be

.

exempt from duties and taxes. When the crown discovered however,

that nothing had bheen paid’ on, the profits from the sale of the

.

cargqnbelonging to the Du;ch Princiﬁe de'Ofange, }ﬁrenforced
strict COntrol_once}more{wIn a Royal Cedula aated February 1756 °
.and then —n thevordenanzas‘of'l762h Madria stéted that both
Fhe B% and 5% were due from each an; eve:& prize. éy this latq;

» -

)
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date of course, Spain was at war again with England. Governor

Azlor wrote from Santo Dominyo requesting that' the privateers
Y ,

f : . . . * . . ) ' .
be~freed from paying any duties as decreed ‘during the previous
war of the 1740's. In fact it is not really clear to whay extent
the crown's decisi%? to free corsairs of paying duties during war

periods was carried out. There 1is evidence that some

N e ———

almojarifazyo was paid on prizes throughout the 1740's., After the
war, individual armadores maage appeals made to the crown by
individual armadores to be reimbursed for money they haa paid in
\{:;abxes GJ}ing the war. What is certain, is that all armadores'here
exﬁected to pay some sort cof tax to .the crowﬁ throughout the
perioda 1720-1774 but the type of tax and the amount Jaried
ftepending on the crown's desire to extract this sum,33
After the officials deaucteq all Ehe expenses, taxes, andq
N duties from the total value of the prize, they div{ded the rest
proportionately between the armador énduhis crew. The acmador
receiveojhalf the -amount, The-other,half went-to the Captaiq
of the shif who, yot three shares,.the Lieutenant who feceivgn
two shares, the officials (pilot,’quarterﬁasﬁér, cafpenter,

doctor, etc.) with their one and a halt shares andg fimally the

rest of the ‘crew who received one share each. An example of
this breakdown is the aistribution of the, cargo value, from a

Duﬁch.scﬁooner captured by Diego de\ToEo;s El Vitoyue in 1747. 4
) L . _ _ '

1In the'distributiop of the cargo from a French sloop in 1743,
the armador, Manuel Iynacio Orbiz ana the captain, Joseph antonio

Bautista fared better. The value Gf'the prize was 2,360 peéos

-
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after all the deductions. The armador received 1,171 reales
and because there were only 12 cfew qboard, each of these
‘:gcéived 97 pesos as his share. 35 \\~/~
The last step of all was‘tS determine the fate of the
prisoners from the prize. It is not entirely clear what happened
to the prisoners 1in every case. In 1724, the Fiscal of Sante
Domingo, D. duaﬁ Carrillo Moreno, suygested an extreme plan. He
was determined to rid the island of illicit commerce and believed
that the éaptains of the prizes should be executedv?nd the crews
complained to the Céown about Carr{lio's plan and indeed it seems

that the'death penalty was never enforced. Nonetheless, prisoners

often dia serve 'gn the ships returning to Spain. Once they.

arrived, the Intendent® de Marina decided what to do with
them. During the wars with England, prisoners remained in jail
and their éxPenses_were recordea to bill the English once. peace
-qu'cestorea.36
This chapter yave an overview of corsair expeaitions and

the procedure for claiming a prize during the period'in this

thesis. In. conclusion, it can be said that although there were

some points of difference over the time period in terms of

dumbers uf_éhips-taken and ‘their .caryo, it is more useful to be

. aware of the many éimilarities;among‘lath century corsair

expeditions: In géneral,_armadores butfiﬁted sloops with 50-6Q -

men and captured English or Dutch sloops in the waters around

Santo Domingo and Puerto Rico. They carried black slaves and

serve-dn'Spanish galleys., Four years later, the Goverﬁor_
i { . '
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Table VIII. Distribution of the Value of a Dutch' Prize, 1747

Value of the Prize:
ltinus 8% Almojarifazge

Expenses

%o vbe Distributea

Share of the armador

#

Crew's Share

534.0
67.0

19.5

411.0

205.5 pesos

205.5 pesos

pesos
pesos [
pesocs . - . 4.

\

pesos

{74 shares)

T
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other_basic commodities desperately needed to supply the island.

During periods of ?ar, therg were always more expeditions
and prizes.

Finally, the legal proceedinys to declare a prize valid
or not were lengthy and their outcome de'pended more often on
the politicalratmosphere.of the time® than on the actual details
of the prize's‘capture. Likewise, the 2§{sairs' share ocf the
prize varied depending on the different duties owed to the crown
which changéd from decade to decade. ﬁith th;s general impression
in mind then, it is now possible to éxamine the sbecific details

of three prominent Dominican corsairs of this pericd.

v
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“POOTNOTES ~
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AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 309. Expe&iente}sopfegla presa

de la fragata por D.Jose Campuzano, 1728. ﬁe%%lucion de
S.M. Madrid, 4 -Mayo 1728. o

R N .“. -
AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 2§ﬁw Testimonio de Autos sobre el

>

apresafitento qug_hizo el Capitan Joseph Antonio Bautista, »7

con la lancha rnombrada la galera Victoria, a la nacion
. - 3
francesa de una balandra cargéda de mulas y otros efectos.
Santo Domingo, 1743. -

AGI, Contadufia, ieg 1064 Ramo 6. Testimpnioc de los

T

patentes, certificaciones y oOtros instrumentos de servicios

especiafgs executadas por mar y tierra por el Capitan de -+

Mar y Guetra, D. Benito de Socorras. s.f.

AGI, Santo bomingo, leg. 309. Expedighﬁe sobre la ksesa..por

D. Jose Campuzano. Memorial de D. Pedro y D. Jose Campuzano,

!

1728. e - '

See Appendix I faz referencés to artillery aboard corsairs.
AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 1098. Carta del Governador de
Santo Domiqgo, D. Manuel Azlor; 20 Julio, 1761° & -
AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 984.‘Ipforme del Goverpador de
Santo Domi®go, D. Joseph Solano, 24 Mayo, 1774.

AGI, Santd quingo,gleg?-986. Informc‘del fis;qlmdeiéantom

Domingo con Testimonio de Autos del infeliz estado en que

halleo los asuntes del corso a su arrivo a dicha Isla. 26

Abril, 1779. ' .
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_ AGI, Escribania de Camara, leg. 9B. Testimonio de Autos

sobre el apreéamiento que hizo el Capitan D. Benito de

.Sbcorras, del pingue nombrado Jorge Cornelius cCalf su

Capitan Nicolas Vqﬁdermeer, Teniente dé los estades de
Holanda segundc por los diches y el Sr. Fiscél de S5.M. que
se declaro por de comiso por €sta Real Audiencia y
chancelacion a donde fueron por apelacion de la
determinacion del Sr. Presidente. Santo Dohingo, 1725.

AGI, Santo Domingo, lég. 1072. Testimonio de Autcs SPrado
sobre la entrada de la balandra inglesa (Polly) y conducido

pdt clatro espanoles. Santo Domingo, 11 Noviembre 1748.

See Appendix IV.

AGI, Santomﬁdmingo, leg. }072. Declaracion del Capitan
. -

Edward Sparks, Queno del EEEEE- Santo Domingo, 11 Noviembre

1748. This;%ehaviour made it difficult and embarrassing for

the crown when it was decided) as in gFE case of the Cesar,

that the ship was not a valid prize and had to be returned

to the English. Since none of the Spanish crew <could or
i .

~was prépared to give testimony as to what exactly and how

much had. been taken of the ship before reaching Santo
Domingo, ﬁhe English never received wha£‘had been aboard
as she sailed to Jamaica.

Informafion on the pr}zes is not always complete. In
Appendix I, there are '123 entries with information on t;:

type of ship the prize was but there are more entries,

namely 149, which give the prize’'s nationality.
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15.
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19.

20,

21.

22.

23.
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‘See Appendix I for information on the years 1729, 1730,

1745,

AGI,Santo Dominge, leg 652. Real Cedula, San Iidefonso, 9
Agosto 1738. -See also: AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 2167. Carta
del Governador de ‘la Havana, D. Juan Fganciéco de Guemes
y Horcasitas, 6 Junio.l1739,

Ordenanzas del Corso, (1718) Capitulo 2. Ordenanzas del

Corso. (1765) Capitulos 3, 4.

See "Observations" in Appendix II for exampies of this.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 264. Testimonio de Autos sobre el
apresamiento gue hizo el Capitan Joseph Antonio Bautista...

Santo Domingo, 1743.

Crdenanzas del Corso, (1718) Capitulo 15. Ordenanzas del

Corso, (1762) Capitulo 34.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 309. Expediente sobr¥® la presa
por...D. Jose Campuzano. Real Cedula al Governador de Santo
bomingo. 6 Junio, 1%28.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 283:fTestimonio de Autos sobre la
aprehension de la goleta francesa La Laureona, gue con el
corsaric de su comando apreso a sotaﬁento de esta pderto,
Lorenzo Danrelu.Santo Domingo, 175%2.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 920t Consulta.del Consejo de
Indias. Madrid, 30 Julio 175%6.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 97%5. Testimonio de.Autos sobre la
venta de los barcos y cargazones, presas del corsario del

cargo de Diego Serrano, su armader, D. Juan Antonio



24.

.25,

26,

27.

28,
29.

30,

31.

32,

"Septiembre, 1771.
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Salazar, 1764.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 1071. Informe, Madrid 11

. a

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 975. Testimonio de Autos sobre la

aprehensicn del bergantin ingles nombrado El.-Nancy. Santo

Domingo, 1761-1763. :
B S~
AGI, -Santo Domingc, leg. 236. Consulta del Consejo de

Indias, 22 Noviembre §728.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 275 Testimonio de Autos del

articulé fontrovertido entre partes, la una D. Domingo
Cevalles, armadecr vy la otra, Juan Miciave (sic), Capitan,
pfisionero; sobre alimentos vy litié (sic) expensas. Santo
Domingo, 1751, Cuaderno 5.

AGI, Séntb Domihgo leg. 1072. Declaracion del Capitan’Edward
Sparks... Santo Domingo, 11 Noviembre 1748.

AGI, Santo Dbmingo; leg. é%é. Testimonid de Autos...entre
Domingp Cevallos...y...Juan Miclave. 1?513

AGI. Santo DSmihgo, iég 266. Carta del Oidor de la Audiencia
de SantB-Dom;ngo, D. Antonio de la Vvilla Urrutia Salcedo

a D. Julian Arriqaf Santo Domingo, 20 Julio 1755.

R. Pares, War and Trade in the West Indies, "1739-1763.

-

-

{Oxford, 1936) pp. 24-39.
Agl,.EsétIgania de Camara, leg. 9B Testmonlic de Autos sobre
el apresaﬁiento qué'hizo,el Capitap D. Benito ae éocorras...
Santo Démingo, 172S.IAGI3 Santo Dcmingo, leg. 1098.

Consulta del Consejq de Indias. Madridi 1 Septiembre 1728. "

-~ -
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34.
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36.
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Crdenanzas del Coxso,- (1674). Capitulo 12. Ordenanzas del

Corso, (1718). Cépitulo 3. Ordenanzas del Coso, (1762).

Capitulo 46. See also: AGI, Santoc Domingo, leg. 920.

-

Consulfé del Consejo de‘Indias, Madrid, 21 Julio 1755; AGI,

Santo Domingoc leg. 1058. Extracto d; Consulta del Consejo
de Indias, Madrid, 1 Septiembre, 1763; and AGI, Indiferente
General, leg. 6547 Real Cedula a los ~ Governadores ée las
Indias. éug; Retiro, 7 ?ebréro, 1756.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 265. Testimonio de Autos obrados
éobre.xa_entrada en este puerto de la goleta apresada a 1la
nacion gﬁlandesa por el Capitan Diego de Toro que lo es de

>

la balaﬁdfa, El Vitogque. Santo Domingo, 1747.

EAGi, Santo Domingo, leg. 264. Testimonio de Autos sobre el

%aresamiento gue hizo el Capitan Joseph“Antonio Bautista...
Santo Domingo 1743. .

AGI, Santo Domingo, lgg. 258. Carta del Fiscal de 1la
Audiencia de Santo Domingé, D. Juan Carillo Moreno. Agosto,
1724. See also:.AGI, Santc Domingo, leg. 944. Carta del
Governador de Santo deingo, D. Manuel Azlor a D. Julian
Arriaga. 25 Marzo, 1771; and AGI, Caracas, leg 924. Asiento
por el cual la ;oncede S.M. permisoc para que pueda navegar

dos navios cada ano de 40 o 50 canones con registro de

Caracas con las calidades y condiciones que se expresa.

“Madrid, 25 Septiembre 1728.
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A description of corsair .gctivities would be incomplete
¥t

without touching upon the biographies of some of the leadiﬁg

~

fprlvateerlng captains. The sc1entxf1c advantages of 1nst1tut10na1

e
"

and gqguantitative approaches to histopy are’ ev1dent. Nonethekess,
¥

- .

‘the'flavourﬂof the times, like the gpént of the events, ‘is often
best communicated by the life experiegces faithfully detailed

in the archival documentation. In that respect, the careers

of the.tﬁree Dominican privategers discugsed beléw are
particula;fy signific;npg Th;ir experiences typify corsair
methods and official ‘attritudes at Eifie:ent times i: .the
éighteenth century, and allow one, to prov1de‘the human dimension

of *a business’ characterlzed by its face to “face contact.

These particular privateers were qhosen far several reasons.

Firstly, they each represent a different time period of the

4

thesis so that togethgm. lhey cover the time span from 1720-1779.
~Secondly, they.wErélhot all equally successful as regards the
number or value of pf};es ;aptured. In faq?, by looking at
tAppendix III it is clear that there were “dther corsairs gho
backed or commanded as many or more exppditiéﬁs as.'the three men
below. This is, however, a good explénation for having selecteh
téese men since the w1$h to describe- a.“typical" corsai;
ouéweigped that of po;trayiﬁé only the most ~famous .

Jose Campuzanc Polanco was active in the early 1700's. He
and his brother Pedro financed many successful expeditions while
at the same time, attqininq<posipiong-of‘}écal autho?ity. Domi%go

.Cevallos' chreer unfolded in the 1750's, a decade of armistice

.

e
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between England and Spain. His activities demonstrate the point
. .

that corsair expeditions continued in peace as in times of war,

»~ "while the details of his career show how privateering was

atfected by the crown's changing attitudes,’ Lorenzo Daniel was bf

u

farmthe most .important of the Dominican .corsairs in the latter
part of the century. His actjivities lay to rest any notion of

e N

> Spanish colonial corsair expeditions as being small and

N\ - -
inconsgquential. Finally, the" three mep were, characteristic of

the Dominican corsairs tn all ‘time periods in that they were

b

eéSeanally entrgpreneurs. They did not limit themselves to
searching for prizes, but rather used every opportunity to

o . ' | A
participate in whatever venture came their way. *
. / ' n
L - Y "‘" '/ »

~Jose Campuzano Polanco

La
=i

- o

// : »"Campuzano Polanco was one of the most energetic corsairs
of the early part of the eighteenth century. Between 1718-1730,
he engaged in some twenty-seven diffé;ént campaigns and took

"bver:fifty ships. He was well known for "his bravery and for

his kﬁbwledge»bf the coasts and waters around. Santo Domingo
. . i F

and Tierra Firme, Campuzanc was born into a respectable family
R . ] . h

v « *

) onlthe is%éﬁd aréund 1680 and wa§ ‘a soldier in the garrison
of Santo Domihgb early &n his career. His father 'was a civil
servant in the island governmenf, his brother a Lieutenant
Colonel in LénVegé'énd_one of his other relgtions waé a Dominican
‘p5iest on the i;land. By-thewmid41720's, Caméuzano was a

T Lieutenant Colonel himself. and also an:alderman fRegidor) of
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Santo Domingo.l .
It was possibly ‘the Campuzano family's social status and

. : ~ . R -

financial background” which helped Jose mount his first

expeditions in 1718. During this war with the EngliSh,‘Campuzano‘

sent out two ships. He held a license from the government of

"Santo Domingo and captured various ships until He lost his own to

the enemy. Undaunted, he immediately outfitted.; 20 cahnén‘
frigate and securing a license from the Viceroy of New Spa;n, thé
Marques de Valero, continued to take English ships. Betweén 1756
and 1727, Jose and his brother Pedrc captured more than twentyn
English and Dutch shlps. By 1730 Jose commanded three ships

which cruised the waters from Santo Domingo tg the coast of

Tierra Firme taking English, French and Dutch ships with cargoes

of slaves, flour, sugar, cottoq, salt méét and small amounté of
yold and silver,2

The corsair did not, however, always collect his share
of prizes very easily. During Campuzano's career, there were
three specific incidents which demonstrate how the local
yovernment manipulated events to their advantage when for
diplomatic .reasons, it was not coﬁvenl nt for him to keep a
partlcul;r prize. The cases in point were: Campuzano s attempt to
take a Dutuh trxgate off Venezuela in the early 1720's, his
capture of six' English ships near the island of St. Croix-in 1727
and finally, his seizhre of the'English frigate ElkPOEadO of £

Santo Domingo in 1729.

In the case of the Dutch frigate, Campuzano arrived near

.
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Caracas with_the .intention of taking on a cargo of cacao and

séiling tﬁ.Veracruz. Ihe'interim,Govefnor, AntoAio Abreuy,
immediately.despatchgq’Campuiano Lolpuerto Cabello_to caéture
3“36 cannon Dutch frigate, which was'threaténing the area.
tampuzano"spent more thén 2,000 pesos in aémsh_ammun{tion and
§qPDlies'to*outfit the shi§ and sailed to-Pgéfto-Qabello where
- he_ ekpected ﬁo find the 150 men promised to him by Abreu. The
cdrsair ‘did not im fact find the men and being undermanned,
was onlyrable ts.capture the frigaie!s skiff. Campuzano brought
Ehe'skiff ipfé Guayra, the closest port and it was initially

.

‘declared a valid prize.vA o : -
_Nonetheless,-within_a‘shorﬂ‘time, the Governor reverseé
his decision believing that Cgmpuzano had had a personal interest
in :the géods aboard tﬁe Dutch ;hip.VConsequently, the authorities
eﬁpargpea the %hip and. its caryo aﬁd imprisoned the corsair
during thé court procedur;;: Campuzano was let out of jail after
the case put‘he was condemned to ten years hard labour. This
chéfge, howéver, must.haﬁe been reversed when the new Governor
of Caracés heard Campuzéno{s abpeal because by 1726, the corsair
was once again active in Santo Domingo, 3
In March 1727, Campuzano c&pturec six English ships off
the islana‘of St..Croix:thch belongea to an illegal population
there., There @as ample eviGéAce to prove the validity of the

prizes. For one .thing, Spain and England were at war and for

L4

another, the ships carried cargoes of dyewood from Spanish

territory. Nonebheless, by August of the same year the Governor
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of Santo Domingo had not yet declared the ships legal prizes

and so Campuzand appealed to the authorities in Madrid. The

crown took Campuzanc's side and in June 17.28, a Royal,cédu1a>

ordered the Dominican Governor to assist the corsairs in their
expeditions since they were a great. service to the crown. In

the specific case of the Campuzano brothers, the colonial

‘government was to complete court proceedings on their prizes

immediately.4

4,

.an alderman in Santo Domingo and he held a license tor cutfit

two sloops as corsairs, In June of that year, the most

controversiallprize of his career sailed into the harbour of

santo Domingo. This was the English‘frigate, El Dorado, éarrying'

a .cargo of sugar and aguardiente. When it arrived, the Governor,

.

Francisco de la Rocha Ferrer, 'declared the ship a Valid prize
but deposited the cargo in the Royal warehouses of the city.

Campuzano protesteda to the crown and- wrote that the Governor

.

‘wés maliciously attempting to destroy the corsairs on the

. islana. By delaying the distribution of the profit from the

1

ships and cargo, the armadores ran out of. funds, .their crews felt
cheated and no more expeditions were being organized. Campuzanc
pointed out tve success of de la Rocha's plan as many of the

armadores and sailors haa left the island and:gone to’ Santo

© Marta, Cartagena and Portobelo where the authorities encouraged

corsairs. The crown however, dia not pursue the issue of the

Governor's hostile attitudes possibly because it.recognized the
P ;
: ‘ - %

In 1728, Jose Campuzano was both a Lieutenant Coldnel and_j'
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animosity between Campuzano and de la Rocha. Instead, the Fiscal
responded that the Governor was not supporting more expeditions

. . = . . )
"because the. corsalrs put thé&mselves in overly dangerous®

-2
51tuat10ns in thelf interests to ser:ve the crown.

A more truthful explanatxon mlght have focused on the date

of El Dorado's® capture. Negotlatlons for peace between England o

.

and’ Spain began in March 1728 and - -Campuzano took the Dorado two

I'

months later .in June. The crown decided that all:ships taken

after June 22 were to be returned to -their captains except those

- that had been ttading illicitly. Campuzano assured the crown

i

:that he had sexzed the ship on June 20 and hls pllot test1f1ed

that the sh1p had been carrying contraband The. English, however,.

disputed the date of the ship s\gapture and denied that she

haa been carrying any illegal cargo

between the lines of the res ®. to Campuzano one could see

that the Fiscal supported cminican authotitiea. By the

spring of 1728, not only werertne corsairs no }dnger needed,

they were actually posing a threat to peace between the two

'
-

nations.

While appeals for- the release of the Dorado to the corsairs
went back and forth to‘Spaln, the ship and her cargo deteriorated
in the harbdut Qf'Sante pomingo. For more than a year the ship
'rema;néd anchored’ in the harbour by which point it was close
to sinkiny. Aé for the cargo,wthe‘sugar on beoard was taken off-
and debosited'in the Royal warehouses but by Novemberil728,
it was beginniny to. melt .due to the damp conditions. During

-
.

)So, if one cared to read

LN

R



official had dared question Campuzano's behaviour towards the

_Fiscal as he came out of mass for not releaSLng her husband - who,=

: 107 -

all this time, the cost of maintaining the ship (two or three

men had -to pump water¥out of the ship daily}, looking”affafl
the prisoners and péying for the protection ofrthé cargd,;fell

to Campuzano. Finally in May 1730, two years after the_Ddraddi

‘had arrived in Santo Domingo, Campuzano received-2{000n9é50§;'

.

from the Treasury Officials. to compen;ate him'fd:ihiﬁ”
expenditures. Nonetheless, it was not until July 1733 tﬁat the
crown ordered the Audiencia to release the Dorado's>cargd'to the
corsair. Since by then it was worthless, Campuzano was;reimb;ksedi“"ﬁ'n
for the losses and damages to the prize dating froh thevqéylotf 

its capture some five years before.5

The abcve descrlptlon suggests that Campukanoc was a muchv‘

mal1gned person, cgntinually frustrated in his exploits as~a"ﬁ‘ s

.privatéer. The documentation, however, makes it -clear .that he

was a cruel and fearless character. In 1728, a Consulta the

Consejo de Indias in Madrid describea Campuzano' s .recent

activities which included maltreating the crew from one of his

prizes at his home while awaiting the verdict on a ship..No PR

foreign prisoners andlthe corsair actually threatened a Fiscal. of.
the Audlenc1a if any actlon was taken against him. Ev1dence shows

that hlS wife also a menace. In one 1nstance she accosted a

at that time, was. in ]all for kllllng the ‘crew from two French

barges he had seized. Campuzano s wlfe then went on and wrote

"indecorous" letters to both.the Archbishop and'the Govefnpf of
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e the island on her husband s behalf.6 -

- AT - . S o

On land, Campuzano thneatened off1c1als. At sea he

TR

tlmldated dther saxlons “When he led’ the expedltlon which

=

. captured the Doradb,»Campuzano had tworsloops under hls command.

Bt .t I -

- One of~these tqok a Dutch sloop near Puerto RlCO carrying

c - - a -

= donkeys—'plgs and chlckens. Campuzano ordereﬁ hls men to take

. el -
-~ - -

. ‘,:_,” the.éhlckens and* plg&.on board as prov1510ns and then to burn

-
"

the Dutch ship. On the same.expedltlon, he also tock two English

ﬂ~vessels. One ‘was’ taken “for no apparent reason after 1eav1ng

f n

'Jfﬂ Barbados w1th a full cargoq After capturlng 1t Campuzano left

v

- the Captaln and seven saxlors to die on the lsland of Bequla,

'ff_?*fr near St Vlncent When the Marques del Patifio recelved news of
. '_1thisxin'Madrld 'he‘meedlately sent an order to Governor de la
S - L2 :

ROCha ln Santo Domlngo to control, "...these wild corsarios...who

~ -

11ve recklessly, g;vlng-orders freely to their men as they see

] flt. s '.'_7 RER " S

L : In May 1730 daﬁhdzano left Santo Domingo with his two
;i Ti&”*' shrps,,N S Poga'and the Maria ‘and captured the English brlg.
;;iif;ifz.gannah, silllng from Philadelphia to Jamaica. Campuzano attacked

_ﬁf“'f;h¢h§fsh;p.qff gﬁé north coast of Santo Domingo and in his

- j:“:__udesc:iétioh df the_éntounter, Captain William Annis gives a vivid
L 7d;t:§&é§U£é hf the cérsa%r: ﬂj)
dr'“ - N - After 50 or §0 shots, the sloop” told us to

) i e J.;end our, ,skiff or else they would continue

-, ?ZA‘“‘EZ:;}irrng;onu;e- By then, the second sloop was

ii S »Hclgse to us, and the Cabtaln shouted ‘ n

- " . - o

oty A
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forn

. .
to us to tell him where we had come from

"

b

-\ind what téefnaturagof our ~cargo was.

nswering, I then sent our skiff to pick
up the Spanish captain:-Polanqo and the
Lieutenants of *each of the sléops. They
came aboard with fourteen sailors. They
‘took hold of all our weapons and then shouted
to theiY¥ ships, "Bueha preéa“. One of them
put a pistol to my éuartermaster's head
and said, "Where is your silwer?;If you
don't tell me, I'll shoot" Polanco took
my watch and thaz of a passenger, Juan
Felipe. Then they obiiged us to.set sail for
the island of S;;La‘wath them. During the
trip, they ld%ted‘my men's chegts. Once we
reached Saona, they bound my hands and took

mych of our cargo and loaded it on to their

ships. Then the{{forced us to sail another

S,

two hours to the island of Catalina. All’

throuyh theunigﬁt Polanco kept asking me
question§ about my destination, and why I had
: J
been sailing so close to Santo Domingo. Then
he told his mates to Mnlo;é more of our
cargo .onto their ships. He wounded my pilot
seriously with hig sword apd threw him below
deck. After these pirates had taken all

N
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they waﬁted, Polanco laughed in‘my face. As
he let me free, he shouted, "Go off on your
business"8
Following Annis' testimony, there is a list of the cafgo
which Campuzano ana his men took from the Hannah. It includes
items such as: 40 barrels of biscuit, 20 barrels of ham, a desk,

_»various tools, 17 pieces of canvas, oée cannon; 24 caﬁnon;ﬁélls,

12 muskéts, 6 swords, 2 barrels of gunpowder, 20 1bs. gunshot

and 24 of lead, 2 compasses, 6 pigs, 8 hens[.l dgck,‘lﬁ4 bottles

white wine, 2 bargels and 72 bottles of bfer, 48lbottles of
s aguardientey végious pieééé of china, clothing, and two silver
wJEEEes. This considerable record of food, armaments and other
pébvisions’would haveibutfigted Campuzano's ship very well and
one also égsumes that .he made a profit selling what he did not
need tg merchants ih‘sgn;o Doﬁingb.
* Although the violence .and illegality of Campuzano's action
was evident, it was a year éhd a half before Patifo ordered
Campuzano to ,repay the valué of théléﬁip's,cargo'to Annis. One
cannot assume however, that Annis received any compensation.
Govefnor Alfonso'ae Castro reéponoed to Patiho iﬁ July 1732, that
Campuzano and his family had moved to Caréagena.

Had Campuzano's namé become so tarnished by then that he had
had to leave the island? Pa:ﬁaps, for after this, theFe is no
further mentioé of thé corsair. By 1733, Campuzano would have
heen in his fifties and he may well have fjxed his residence

A permanently in Cartagena. In the 1750's, a José*Campuzano

- -

-
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Polanco, born in Coro in 1724 and later appointed Regidor and-

Alcalde provincial in Santo Domingo appears in the documentation,

This man was most likel Campuzano's son. There is however no
Y P

mention of the younger Campuzano as a corsair so possibly by this

time, the family had turned to other activities.9

Domingo Cevallos

With the signing of the Treaty of Aix—la-ChapeLle in 1748
and the agreement to re- establlsh trade with Spain in 1750, the
Engllsh hoped their shlps would be able to sail safely through
the Cdribbean. They were mistaken, as throughout the 1750's,
Domlnlcans continued to patrol the waters around their island
and Puerto Rico. After ten years of uninterrupted hostilities,
the siéning of a peace agreement did nét ceger these men from a
Job at which they excelled. In 1752, the Governor of Jamaica
wggte:four differenet letters to- the Governor of Santo Domingo
complaining about the corsairs and:

- --the damages they have done to English
sh}ps...and the many_quust\captures they
have made...many merchants ofAJamaica
complain that a number of their ships have
been taken to Santo Domingo by the corsairs

ana condemned unjustly there...lU

. - e

Then, in the fall of 1753, the English ambassador at Hadrid -

presented a list of six ships to the: Harques de Ensenada. The

ambassador claimed these ships had been taken illegally by
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Dominican corsairs and he added:

‘...it cannot bé\sf}ﬁted mentioning that the

taking of these ships was accompanied by

great acts of cruelty and insult, *not only

against the crews of the ships, but also

against the English nationain genera_l.11
. Two of the six ships on the ambassador s list wére prizes cf one
Domingo Cevalles. This man was a Dominican of great expertise
and initiative who was not only invoived in corsair activities
but also ran supply shfps throughoutkthe.CarEbPean in the
1750 7s. The two ships he seized in 1751 were the Benito,
travelling from New York to Jamaica and an unnamed ship under
Archibald Ramage sailing from ﬁewlYork to Curacao. At the end
of the'1e961 proceedings, neilther of'tﬁe shiés wefé declared
valid prizes, but as 1in ﬁost other in;;ancés,_there was a lot
of controversy and bitterness before the Audiencia made its final
decision. 7

Cevallos’  ship was. El Dichoso, carrying twenty men and
commanded by his brother Pedro Jose Cevallos. The cfew Qas young,
many were in their twenties and they came from-SantO'DoﬁinqS‘as
well as Campeche, Tenerife.and Portugal. In March 1751, the
Dichoso captured the Bonito, a.60\ton brig, with six cannons and
a cargo of flbur, butter, wine, salted meat, pigs and four
slaves. oo .
The description of the capture varied depending on whether

the witness was English or Spanish. In his appéal to the SEanish

( 4
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authorities, Captain John Macleave explained that the Dichbso
- surprised him with two cannon shots late on the night of March

28, 1751, four leagues south of ‘the island of Mona. Then Cevallos,

and his men came aboard and rippea open the chests and trunks .

looking for contraband. Not finding anything, they took the -

ship's papers and license as possible evidence of an illegalf
stop on tﬁeir-route. Cevalloé Hésitated bit his crew‘cqnvinced.
him thap the ship be taken to Santoc Domingo for further
enguiries. Once theré, the English priscners recéivea next to no
food or water while the case was in court. After 26 months on the
island, the Audiencia adeclared the ship an 1llega1 prize. By then

however, the ship hae sunk and the Engllsh never received what
they considered adequate compensation for the loss of the ship

and her cargo.

~

Cevallos on the other hand, presented guite a dlfferent
account. He said his sﬁ;p first sighted the Bonito. at dawn on
March 28 coming away from the shore near Cabo Réjo, Pderto Rico. .
Chasing it all_ﬂqy, he captureda the ship late §hat nigﬁt off
Puerto Rico and brought it into Santo Domingq. Amond‘the cargo
aboard the Bonito, Cevallos found freshly picked br;nges, lemons
and lettuces. The fact that the produce w;s unmisfakenly Spaniéh
and that the Bonito had peen sighted on the shoreline of Puerto

Rico was enough to.convipce the corsair of the prize's validity,

‘Furthermore, other crew members%ng evidence duriny the case

declared- they had seen sierras romanas aboard the Bonito. These

were the tools used for cutting dyewood and the consensus was
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‘ that ‘the English ship kad-bqgﬁ en rogte t& Honduras for dyewood.
In October 1753, the Consejo in Madrid gave its verdict.
Several members, Felipe Arco, JoseIMoréno, and” Pedro Leon took
the side of the!cqrsairs. The ﬁajority of the Consejo however,
- stated that the ship had been taken illegalily as it }ravelled
between the twec English colonies of New York and Jamaica.

Moreover, the Consejo had no conclusive evidence that the ship

had been trading with any Spanish coloﬁy or carried Spanish

cargo.. Consequently, it decided that the Bonito be returned and
the corsairs held responsible for paying the damages.

Cevallos  second prize in 1751 was an English sloéb which

he captured a league from Curacao. It had a crew of six and a

cargo of 223 barrels of flour. In his testimony, Cevallos
explained that the ship had seemed suspicious because he had seen
the captaiﬁ.thfowing documents into the sea. When he boarded thé

- ship, thg corsair found the ship’s license to be faylty and he

English'éf course, denied throwing anything overboard and stated
that they had been sailing directly from New York to Curacao.

With such sparse eviderfte and feeling international pressure

building against the corsairs at a time when Spain- and Englahd

had restoraed peaceful relations, the Spanish crown declared the
prize invalid and returned the ship and cargo to Ramage.12
Losing two prizes did not ruin Cevallos’ image as a corsair.

In the following two years, Cevallos and the Dichoso captured

and kept the share from the cargo of a Dutch packetboat, 1

: . Cee
discovered an -old contract to cut dyewood in Honduras. The’
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Abrahan Isaac, wﬁich‘had’gold and'éilver_among its cargo. He

also took a French packetboat with salt; aguardiente and sugar

b

By then, Cevalios had a ldrger crew working for him; when he

seized the 12-man Dutch vessel, he had about 50 sailors abopard

v

his ‘ship.

Throughouf'the 1750'5, this Dominican organized other

¢

business ventures at thersame-time,as coffmanding corsair
expediiions; Fgom 1754-1757 and jﬁ.17662 he sent ships to the
windward“Iélénd§ wi;h Spénish produce and Brought them back to
Santo Domingo.laden with flour, rigging, fiéh, wine, wax, oil,
cheese and biscuit. fn 1759, he took a 'shipload of families to
the newly founded qommunities in Samana on the north coast of the
Léland and brought pfodgce back to Santo Dominéb.13 |

The proof of his financial success is.a list ot Htems
belonging to Cevallbs ana his wite; Dona lichaela de Castro. He
owned two houses and four black slaves worked in the one in
which he-iived. Aside from the furniture, the contents;;f the

5 .

house tincluded; various pieces of pearl, emerald and gold
jewelry, silver c&nﬁlesticks, plates and cutlery, crystal, Eine

china and—é-tea set. He half-owned the Dichoso with Juan Beltrand

and held a half-share in a packet—boaf which he used for his

expegitions to the'windﬁard Islands.l4 This inventory of
possessions shOws that there were moéest fortunes to be made
for enterprising .Dominicans in the:eighteenth century. In this
way, Cevallos‘répresents the entrepreneurial siaqe of.thé

. privateers, a fost 1mportant part of their personality, beécause



e . - 116

"he was.egually at home commanding corsairs as organizing supply
ship expeditions. s

P . N

S -

L

Lorenzo Daniel - : -

~of all the Dominican corsairs, Lorenzo Daniel was the most
energetic. His succéss was unique, his ships were the largest,
and 'his expeditions were the most violent. Over a twenty-five

year period between 1750~1775, he took more lthan seventy English,

»

Frengb, Danish and Dutch shipsi His own ships usually carried
more than twelve canncns, 50 crew, and ventured beyoné the watérs
cf Santo Domingo down to theﬂwihﬂwarb Islands and thé north
coast of Tierra Firme. In descrip;ions of Daniel's car;er, there
are examples of burning unwanted ships,-abandoning prisoners
”to die and maltreating his own crew. Popui;rly known as
"Lorencin"; Daniel was clearly "el terror de los contrabandistas"
in the secona half of the eighteenth century. It is dodﬁtfu},
however, that they were the only ones to fear him, 13

Documentary sources deal almost entirely with accounts

of the corsair's expeditions, and battles. Scant personaf
information ana little data exist on the legal proceedings of
the captured prizes..Nonetheless, there is ample evidence that
Daniel had yood relations with the officials in Santo Domingo
which perhaps influenced some court sentences. Like Cevallos,
Daniel was an ambitious man who did not miss an opportunity

to further his career. Unlike his contemporaries however, this

Dominican did everything on a much larger scale, whether it
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Qas tgking ships engaged in illicit trade or enemy vessels during:
war periods, transporting E;éoPS, anQnunition, Sr provis}onsj
from Santo_Domidgo tce other .Caribbean Islands ;r‘unqertaking
patrols of the island wi%ﬁ goverhment officials and soidiers. By
discussing an éxample of each of these acti;itigs,.ig will'beﬁome
evident that Lorenzo Daniel was a man of muipi—facéted talents.
In August 1752, the gorséir recéived'whaﬁ may have been

his first license to patrol the north coast of Tierra Firme

including Maracaibe, Coro, Cumana, and the island of Margarita..

His ship was the N.S. Amparo outfitted with twelve‘cannohs.apd

other;artil{ery. Shortly after setting th, he captured a,SpanisH

ship dealing in contrabana tfade and three Dutch ships_cafryiﬁg

cargces of tobacco, skins and wooa. Qe of the DJtch ships was
~ :

anchored outside Puerto Cabello and when Daniel spotted it he

let off a volley of cannon shots. The Dutch. sailors  abandoned

-~

the ship imﬁediately and headea for the mainland. The corsair
then proceeded to sink the vessel ana send his crew in canoes
after the Dutch sailors. The battle on the share between the
Spaﬁish.on one side and the Dutch and Indians on the other,
ended badly for pDaniel. His Jquartermaster dilied, a sailor was
injured and he was forced to retreat -with the remainder of
his crgw.16

Ten years later, Daniel had a license for an expedition
to therwindward and Leeward islands. First he sailed from Santo
Dominyo to Isla Descada where he went ashore and captured ten

blacks as slaves., He then went on to Marie-Galante, battled

a
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with four ships at once and-seized one carrying sugar, “cotton’

and coffee. His pri;e was leaking badly so Daniel decided to take -

some of the cargo and artillery but leave the crew and burn the

shlp. "Off She—Tsiiiizgf Margarlpd, the corsair auda01ously

considered taking on a fleets of twenty-eight shlps but decided

'&gainst-chasing-the ships because his own veSSQI'Was'bédly

damagedr Qnce his coréair was reéaired, Daniel sailed to 5t.

Vlncent where he captured three English prizes and took numerous

-
>

17
prlsqners.

In 1762, while Spaln and England were at war,_Daniel seized

six ships. In June he tock cn two Engllsh corsairs armed with

twénty-six qannons between them off the coasﬁ of Puerto Rico. The

‘enemies ~ ships were bigger andubetter-armgd than Dan}el's but

after a battle of five and half.houfs, the English surrendered.

Daniel ‘s most famous prize of the war, however, was in

Decempber 1762. He left, Santo Domingo with ten other war’ and
transport ships bound for Cuba with supéiies an@ tro6ps. Four

days after setting sail, tﬁe ships wéreAsepé:ated and a
forty-eight strong English sqhadron came into view. Dan;el's ;nd
seven of the other ships took refdgé in an inlet of- Saint
Domingue. The next day, Daniel heard cannon Shots and ventured
out to find the missing Spanish ships in battle with two English
corsairs. Daniel attacked one of these alone and realizing-it

'

was better armed than he, decided thg only wéy t® overpower 1t

was to fight man to man. Within half an hour of reaching the

"

English corsair, it was on fire and the crew had surrendered. The
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Spanish e#ﬁediﬁiéﬁ:theq'coqtinued o its jogrhey and:ayriveq
safely in Cuba. What is notewortﬁy hére ié gha;fDapigi's ship‘was
much smaller than his enemy's. Moreover, Daniel carried 75 men,
and 8 small cannons ﬁh?le the English had iOS men'agoard, L&
large cannons and numerous other pieces of artiilery;ie_ |

Aft;r the war, Daniel's.expeqitionénwere pa:tiCUlérly
successful., In one document descﬁibiné th,short_cémpaigns#
from June 1773 to Mar;h 1775{ he took 34 sioops},échéonefé'and
guézros and 12 barges befonging to Engiand, Francé,'Denmérk;
and Spain. They had all been fradiqg illicitly iq the area éround
Santo Demingo and Puerto éiéo. In another, the. prizes taken

K

by the Dominican corsairs Eofnthe_first half of the"1770's are
listed. Daniel was responsible for the laryest proportion of
them 1in that_he_captured'63 66_:ne 70 Dutch, English, French,

Danish and Spanfsh'ships listea, The hoﬁal'value“of the prizes

~

“

was 75,517 pesés of which thé.armadOEES; cabtains'and‘créw of
the corsairs receiyed the sum of'16}937 pésoé.19’

Beside§ capturiny pfizes, Daniel was active in ot@er'ways.
During 1761, he took three differeht‘trips around thg isiand
and Saint Domingue as a patrol ship, or in,the tgansaortation
of troops. His passengers for these tripé inéluced: the
Lieutenant of the Bgtallion of Infantry,'the newly named Govérpor.
.of Puerto de Plata, various enygineers ana up to 130 éolqiebé.frgm
the. garrison at Santo Domingo.-;n 2ach case, tﬁe éoyal TréaSugyl
paid for the expenses of the tr{bs but Danié}lsuppligd tHe ship

and crew without a fee,20

.
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The following year after capturing a Dutch schooner off

S

.Tierra Firme and taking it to Guayra, the Dominican received

v

word that there were arms and ammunition feor Santo Domingo in

Puerto Cabello. Daniel went immediately and loaded “the ships

under his command with the needed cargo for the island. Later

in 1762, he also brought a cargo of salt from the island Of
Margarita to Santo Domingo. Finally in DeCember of ghe same
vear, he took soldiers. to Cuba fér the war against the English.Z2l

Cons;dering the success of Daniel‘é campaigns and

expeditions, Governor Azlor wrote to the crown in November 1762

asking that the cofsair be commended. He‘descripgd Daniel's -

career in great detail and put forward his.,name as the next
captain of the port of Santo Domingo. In fact, it is”unlikely

that Daniel was appointed to this post' becduse there is no

N )

further mention of it in-the documentation. He did sail to Spain

"in 1763 with his 70 ton ship N.S. Luz- for an unknown reason so

’

perhaps he was going to recommend himself. He did not stay in

Spain lonyg though and when he returned, he arriﬁéd.with

provisions for the island.?22
Ten years later, Daniel received a commission from the

Audiencia of Santo Domingo. The colonial government asked him
to eliminate wvarious settlements established by foreiygn intruders

who were turtle fishing on the island of Saona, near Santo

Domingo. Daniel burnt the camps to the yround and brought back

three prizes to Santo Domingo at the same time.23
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Due to-the variety of his, activities, if'is no surpriswe
that Danlel was a clever bu51nessman w1th off1c1al connectlons.

In Aprll 1762p he captured the Dutch schooner, Hordag;\off

Caracas and the local authorities in Guayra declared it a vklid

0

.prize. ‘He was then to -bring the ship back to Santo Domingo to

complete the legél proceedings. .Daniel. however, decided to sell

hJalf thé cargo-and he pocketed some 2,377 pesos before proceeding

to Santo Domingo. In his defénse to thé angry cofficials in Santo

' Domlngo, Danlel‘expla1ned that the Governor of Caracas had given

[y

-

him permlss1on to sell part of the Morday's cargo. Furthermore,

.

the Tfeasury Officials had been persuaded to tax the Morday
as if she had been an enemy ship rather than one engaged in

illicit trade, so cutting the taxes due to the crown by 1,415
. . )

pesos. 24

"Then in 1779, in a lengthy report’ to the crown by the newly

appointed Fiscal Civii of Santo Domiﬁgo, Lorenzo‘Hernandez de
lea, it transpired'that Daniel and the Treasury-officials of
the island had sold some twenty-six prizes privately, bypassing
the requirea leyal proceedings. The Fiscal discovered that Daniel
and tﬁe other corsairs sold their prizes within days of bringing
them into ‘the harbour. In the enguiry which followed, witnesses
could not name the buyers of the ships or the whereabouts of

the sola caryo.

i

The mone rom the sales of the ships and their cargo was ~ |
le . .

paia in full and directly to Daniel or -his associate, Francisco

Cotes. In thi;%#%y the clandestine behavipur was even more

i

A
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difficult'£o uncover as there were ng_intermediaries. In cases

o~ o ~

where the captain of a captured ship aEtempted to trace his ship
k. .

aféer discovering it was §b°longer in the harbour, Daniel merely

pafd him off%+In their deﬁgpﬁelfpaniel and the Treasury éfficials

stated that the legal proceedings on prizes were so lengthy that

the sﬁips and cargo were worth nothing by the timé a sentence

was, issueg. Fiscal Hernandez de Alba sent a repor£ qf the affair

to Madrid th an answer or a request for a further enguiry 1is

not available- éﬁhtﬁe outcome of Daniel’s dealings is ncot known.

* The Fiscal howéyé:y“blamed the Officials rather than the corsair

“

who did not, in his eyes, have any responsibility for the
. v

affair. He explained that Daniel, -as all corsairs:

are in the end, men of the sea whose
capabilities do not extend to comprehending
the intricacies and necessary respect of

issues in which the Royal Treasury has an

25

- lnterest. -

Actually, it seems highly improbable that an astute man like

Daniel did not know the rules.,Rather, he knew them all too well,

while at the same time, manipulating the situation around him

to his best advantage. B

As menticned at the beginning of this section, there is
T B € : .

-
£

“little personalmdaté on Loreénzo Daniel. For Campuzano and

Cevallos, matériqlwexists which provides insight on the

o -
¢ -

background and.personalityaof the men. For Daniel, this is not

-

so easy. What is evident is that he was a resident of Santo
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Domingo all his life except for ten years, when he was banned
from the islana for illicit trading of flour. Nogethgless, his
reputation was known throughout tﬁe Caribbean ana there is one
gooa description of the corsair which is an approprigte
conclusion to this sketch: - |
Lorenzo Daniel anda his protege Antonio
San?hez;(are known for)...thelir extortions
and viclence which they have'bréught.upon
‘these~waters under the cover-of being
corsairs. The shameful.protests from our
neighbours, both national and foreign,
increase the baaq name of both these men who
take caryo from ships on legal routes..:They
treat their prisoners cruelly, leaving them
to die on whatever remote céast or island so
as to make attempts to claim the ship back
impossible...the poor unhappy crews of these
corsairs live in the uﬁmost misery, unable to
live on “the tiny amounts they receive from
the prizes' cargo...his (Daniel's) atrocious
behavitbur had becqpe the terror of these .
istands and coasts...iff he did not have the
protection of the Qovernment-of Santo

Demingo, he would not have a safte pilece ot e

territory to set foot on in any other part,

without mortal risk to his person. For\he is
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’ looked upon with hatred and viewed as the
unversial enem?. It is indeed a strange
thing for he should be a fichL an or at
Leas; comfdrtable,”with all 6&&"hips he
has captutéd...tn fict he is poor, uhhappy

and burdened with debts and hardly has with ’
what to feed himself. Perhaps this is because
t the money disappears...or because, as many

/

testify, he has little interest in
maintaining himself but rather, is one of -
those men who is content with'the fame of his

-

wilo.eScapades and arrogant acts...2® R

Havgng studied the achievements of Campuzano, Cevallos

.~ and Daniel, a clear picture .of the Dgminican corsair emerges. As
individuals, their careers wére highly successful but what
remains to bé seen is the impact they mad; as a yroup over time
on the island. In the Einallchabter of this work, tﬁé focus will
be on the economic benefits the corsairs . brouyght to Santo Domingo
and how by 1750, the island was prospering in population and

¢conomic yrowth such as had not been seen for more than two

centuries.

Ak kXA AT R ANk hkhk kxR khhk kAR khkdkkk
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‘Santo Domingo 1729-1730.
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+ FOOTNOTES

- I . )

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 237. Memorial de D. Jose Campuzano

- Polanco, 1733. It is not clear what Campuzano s father ' s

position was 1n the island government. Documentary sources
state that he was "secretario de V.M." for 48 years. His
brother held the same positiofi for 36 years. See also:

AGI,%Santo Domingo, leg. 257. Memorial del Rvdo. P.Fr.

v

Gregorio Semillan Polanco, Orden de Predicadores, Provincial,

gque ha,sido de la provincia de Sta. Cruz. Santo Domingo,
1723, AGI, Sén;O'Domingo,-leg. 295. informacion hecha ante
19 Real ‘Justicia de esta ciudad a pédiménto del Sr. D. Jose
Campuzanﬁ, residente en ella y wvecino AE la Igla de Santo
. , ,
Domingo de Indias sobre justificar haber servido a S.M.
sEegun y COMmo en su pedimien£o expresa. Cadiz, 1723; and
AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 309. Autaos gobre ia presa de la
fregata inglesé El Dorado por D., Jose Campuzano y Polanco,

AGI, Santo Dom?ngo, leg. 236. Consulta, Consejo de Indias,
Madrid, 12 Abril 1728. See also: AGI, Santo Domingo, leg.
295, Informacion hecha ante la Real Justiqia de‘esta
?iudad...Cadiz, 1723; and AGI, Santo bomingo, leg., 1072.

Cuaderno de los Autos sobre las presas que el Teniente

Colonel, D. Jose Campuzano Polanco hizo habiendo salido de

este puerto con patente del S5r. Presidente D. Francisco

de la Rocha y con ellas fue a Sta. Marta donde se declararon
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por buenag&z{legjtimas presas. Santo Domingo, 1730.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 295. Minuta del Consejo, Madrid,

8 Mayo 1723, See also : AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 295.
v ) . .

‘Memorial de D. Jose Polanco, Santo Domingo, 12 Junio, 1723.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 236. Consulta, Madrida, 12 Abril
1728. See also: AGI, Santo Doﬁingo, leg. 295. Informacion
hecha ante la Real Justicia de esta ciudad...Cadiz, 1723.
1723. ' |

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 242. ﬁ%al Cedula a la Audiencia
deé Santo Domingo. Sevilla, 13 Marzo 1733. See also:‘ -
A6I, Santo Domingo, leg. 309. Autos sqbgé la presa...El

Dorgi:;@jjnto bomingo, 1729-1730.

AGI, té Domingo, leg. 236, Consulta, Conséjo de Indias,
Madrid, 22 Noviembre 1728. e

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 309. Autos sobre la presa...El
Dorado. Santo Domingo, 1729-1730.

AGI, Santo D?Fingo, leg. 1072. Cafta de Guillermo Annis
a D. Iygnacio de Arrendondo, abordo el Hannah, Septiembre,
1730.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 278. Titulo del Alcalde Provincial
de Santo Domingo. 28 Octubre 1758. See also: AGI, Santo
Domingo, leg. 281. Titﬁlo del Regidor de Santo Domingo. 28
Octubre 1758; AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 921. Consulta,
Consejo de Indias. 1764; AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 427.
ﬂemorial de D. Jose Campuzano Polanco, Regidor Decano—y

Alcqlde Provincial de la isla de Santo Domingo, 1763, "and
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AGI,.Santo Domingo, leg. 943. Oficio del Governador de Santo
Domingo-a D. Jose Ignacio Goyeneche. Santo Domingo, 19 .

Diciembre 1759. |
AGI, Santo Domingg, leg. 307. Cartas del Governador de
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Do;ingo. Marzo-Septiembre, 1752,
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_de los Tratados de Paz. (1753).

AGI, Sapto Doﬁingo, leg. 266. Cartdad del Marques de Ensenada

a D, Jose Ignacio-de Goyeneche, Buen Retiro, 24 Marzo 1752,

"See also: AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 266. Carta de D. Antonio

“de Villa Urfutia Salcedé. Ordor, a . Julian de Arriaga.

-

Santo Domingo, 20 Julio 1755; and AGI, Santo 'Domingo, leg.

274. Expedientes causados scbne varias embarcaciones
; .
inglesas gue fueron apresadas por las guardacostas vy

cocnducidas a Santo Domingo.,1752.

2 1

See Chapter 5, Table IX, for complete information on these

activities.
_ <y
AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 275. Expedientes...sobre varias
!
embarcaciones inglesas...apresadas: por las guardacostas...

1752, .. .
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Lorenzo Daniel, Santo Domingo, 1752. ) P

AGI, Santo Dbmin;o, leg. 975. Testimonio de Autos sobre
15 aprehénsion éue hizo el corsario del targb.dé Lbren%oi
Daniel de porcion de negros en la isla de San Vincente.
Santo Domingo, 1762. ‘

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 921. Consulta, Consejo de Indiag,
Madrid, 23 Marzo 1765; See aléo; AGI, Santo Domingo, leqg-.
2513. Relacion de los servicios que de-orden del Sr.
Presidente Gove:nador y Capitan General de esta isla ha
hecho el Capitan Lorenzo Daniel a S.M. antes del romplmlento
con lps ingleses y. en el 1ngréso a saber. Santo Domingo,
1763. A

AGI, Santc Domingo, leg. 1071, Estado General de 1§s presas

que se han hecho y. introducido en este puerto deé Santo

‘Domingc de la isla Espanola por las Guéqdacoétas de el

armados por D. Ignacio Hinojosa,'D.leidrb Coraero y D.

Gregorio Pimental:con-la division de su- total producto,

Santo Domingo, 20 Agosto 1776. See also: AGI, Santo Domingo,

.leyg. 1098. Informe del Governador de Santo Domingo, D. Jose

> I

Ssolano. 25 Mayo, 1775.
AGI, Santo Dohingo, leg. 2513. Relacion de los servicios...

de Lorenzo Daniel...SanEo Domingo, 1763, See also:
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captured by the English’an&iiﬁprisoned in Jamaica. He

escaped however, and by April 1762, he was back in Santo

" Domingo.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg., 2513. Relacion de los servicios

‘Ide...Lqrenzo:Daniel. Santo Domingo, 1763.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg'. 2513. .Carta del Governador de Santo

Domingo, D. Manuel Azlor a D. Julian de Arriaga. ‘4

Noviembre, 1763. See also: AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 2513.

Carta de! Marques del Real Tesoro a D. Julian de Arriaga:
Cadiz, 3 Febréro 1764. Also see Chapter 5, Table IX.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 922. Consultd del Consejo de
Indias. Madrid, 6 Junio 1744. See also: AGI, Santo Domingo,
leg. 1071. Infoéme, Santo Domingo, 18 Febrero 1773.

ACI, Santo Domingo, leg. 921. Consulta del Consejp de
Indias. Madrid, 27 Marzo, 1765.

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 986. Informe del Fiscal de lo Civil
de Santo. Domingo, con'Testimonio de Autos del infeliz estado
en que‘se hallo logxgﬁﬁntos del corso a su arriba (sic) a
dicha isla. Santo Domingo, 26 Abril 1779. )

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 986. Informe del Fiscal...Santo

Domingo, 26 Abril 1779.
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The purpose of this final chapter is to'ghow how Santo
Domingé's sccio-eceonomic situation changed ove; the course of
the 18th century ana to indicéte the role of the privateers
"in this evolution. This Caribbean island was a poor and sparsely

s
populated colony at the beginniné oﬁ the eighteenth century. Half
the buildings in the capitai city were in ruins while the number

of inhabitants and the territory ‘under its control were both

fractions of what they had been two hundred years before.l

By the 1770's however, the island's popuiatiOW'had grown

.

substantially and it was involved in various agricultural and

small scale industrial activities. The main reason for the
- .,G .

ilslana's recoveny was the result of her trade with the French who
occupied the western part of the island. Notwithstandinyg, the
corsairs also playea an important rale. Irpnically, ot course,

this success jeopardized the continuation of privateeriny. and by

1779, the occupation of corsair was destined ta become an anachr-

onism.

F
The Eccnomic Recovery of Santo Domingo

During - the first half of the\Hentury, the crown attemptea

to improve conaitions on the island in several ways. She sent

funds (El1 sSituado) regularly via Mexico to finance the Audiencia
officials, troops and yarrison on the island. Madrid also tried
stimulatiny tobacc¢o cultivation by gncouraging a tobacto

. A

‘7‘ .
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monopoly. “Finally, there were attempts to repopulate the
island. Betwegn 1720-1764, forty ships carrylng 483 families from
the povertyfstrlcken Canary,Islands sailed to Santo Domingo. Many
of thése immigrants, however, either diquor deserted the island
.éoon after their arrival. As a“resu;t, none of these Bourbon
;iéeég imprd&ednthé Dominican economic situation and the island's
‘population did not increase.either.? -

In his -work oﬁ Santo Domingo, the 18th céntufy prebendary,
Antonio Sanchéi-Valverde described the underpopulation in the
-coldny. Most of thé islqndfs residents lived in the capital
city.lThe rest. livea in_oisbersec villages throughout the island
Qﬁose“populations ﬁumnered I'ess than five hundred. These
<included: Cotuy, Santiago, Vera, Azua, Banica, Hincha, Monte ae
Plata; Béyaguana; and Higuey:3 ;ith such .a small population, the
labour force was not sufficiently large to work the ngar cane

fields or to cultivate cotton, tobacco or cacao as it had done at

the beginniné of the colonial period.'Consequently, as stated in

the first chapter, subsistence agriculture was -the prime’

occupation of the Dominicans.4 i

" From the second half of the century on however, the islana’'s

economic situation improved. Evidence- of this L,Jseen in the

populatxon grOwth of Santo Domlngo in that,“by 1780, there were

more than 100, 000 resldents.S Of thls number, 25,000 lived in

thegcapftal of Santo bomingo and.another 26,000 in Santiago. The
'_cfty,of Santo Domingo had been rebuilt completely; most of its

'buildings were of stone and the streets were paved.

»
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Wwheli Moreau de Saint-Mery visit?d thqibitfrﬁeveral years

later, he also”commented on the handsomes-aspect of the city
. Lo . . P - .

-
at

with its two-storey hoﬁses built in a’simpléféndkdniform mahdééxﬁ
Besides the two?large'bénters, a numSér of smaller towns had
either been rebuilt afﬁer :he ;afthquékéjéf 1751;or else
éstablished to house the growing populgtion and keeﬁ;tﬂe French
from cccupying the unpopulated parts of the'islaﬁd;‘aetween

- .

1736-1768 these included:‘Montecristi.and Puerto Piata (1736) on

the north coast, Dajabon (1740)' near the Bahia de Manzanillo,

"

Sabana (1760) and Santa Barbara de Samana (1756} in the east ana
San Rafael de la Angostura and San Miguel de la Atlaya:11768).7

Aside from the develcopment of new communities on_ the

. . ' .. L AN
island, vquous churches and factories were rebuilt or renovated

. .

in the growing cites ,of Santo Domingo and Santiago. Religious

orders established churches in Boya, Hiyguey, Seybo, Azua, Banica,.

and Hincha. Finally, mascnry and brick factories were built

throughout the island.®8

The economic” revival on the island by the third quarter

-,

of the century was-remarkable. Sugar mills weré active arocundg,

¥

Santo Domingo and on the south part of the 1islana. Between the

“Nizao ana Ozama rivers, 11 mills functioned and there were

“another 1Y or 20 near the capital, Aside from these, many cacao

plantations .re—appeared.fear Santo Dominge and to the west beyona
_the Nizao river as well as areas for cultivating indigo and
cotton. In° the . interior of the island around Santiayo and La

Vega, the population occupiled themselves by raising livestock and

[ 3

. »- .-
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growing tobacco.?

The fncrease in population, renewed construction, and

agricultural activities on Santo Domingo were primarily due

{

to two factors. The most important one was the trade that
developed between the Fremch and Spanish territories on the

island. SQg.'ﬁomingue had a very large population of black

- TN

slaves; in 1780, the slave population in the French colony wds

. n
,350,060 compared "to only 14,000 in Santo Domingo.10 Co;sequéntly,
the‘Fgenéh were prepared tqlseli slaves to Santo Dominge as well
as tools and otheflpos§ible provisions thé Spanish needed. -

For their parﬁ:xthe Spanish sold cattle in consiogpable
ngmbers to their neighbopr. In fact, they provided 4/5 ¢f the

livestock néedea by the French and these sales produced three

million pesos for Santo bomingo annually. Moreover, besides

the cattle,'items:including dried. and salté& meat, skins, mules,
. 19

PRI

horses and tobacco crossed into the French territory.ll as a
result, most hjstorians maintain that more than any other factor,

the cattle trade prompted Santo Domingo's economic revival,.l2

The Impact of the Corsairs on Santo Domingo

- i

The second factor which affected Santoc Domingo however,
is of more immediate inter@st tco this thesis for it is evident
that the_corséirs were vital "to the recovery of the island.
Firstly, the cargo Erom‘thgir prizes introduced many basic

necessities to the islﬁna which were not sent from Spain. The

prizes' slaves worked in the suygar cane and cacao plantations and
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Governor Zorilla wrote to Madrid in 1745, that the cultlvatlon of

these products was 1mprov1ng greatly.13 Secondly, the sales from

the prizes opened Santo Domingo as a market to buyers from other

parts of the Caribbean. By auctioning ‘the cargoes and slaves

at lower prices than on the other siae of the Atlantic,'éahto

bomingc drew interest from other Spanish and foreign calonies

alike. Many came to buy "goods from Santo bomingo and presumably
some established themselves permanently'on the islana.. An example
of a foreign buyer was ROGert Gilbreth of the” Asiento who pald
cgsh to the island's treasury for the majority of the Cornellus
Calf's cargo in 1727.14 ond can measure the economic value of
the prizes more concretely. In 1742, Govenor Zorilla sent
impressive statistics to Madrid. In one seven month period of the

war with England between November 1741 - June 1742, the value of

the prizes totalled 53,586 Pesos. A lesser amount of 32,648 pesos

L]
was given for the period trom April 1743 - September 1744.15
Several years later; while the two <countries were still at war,

v

tHe Governor stated that the value of the English prizes in
the first months of 1747 was 70,000 Qg§9§.“20ri11a claimed that
contraband trade had diminished under his gov;rnorship and that
the prizes were of "great benefit" to the islana.l® Finally,
it s possiblé;to calculate the average vaiﬁe of individual
prizes fwom 1720- 1779Y. From the prize value figures gyiven for
102.entries in Appendix I, an average of 9,753 pesos ;aé computed

for each prize brought into Santo Domingo.

The fiscal value of .the privateers" prizes is not so

A

e
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coﬁpelling. By looking at the prizes which paid the Almojarifazgo

in Appendix I, only 48% of the.ships,appear to have paid this

tax. Moreover, by 1ookin§ at the annual figures of Almdjarifazgo
paid into the Treasury of Santo Domingo betﬁeen'1740- 1764,
it seems that the prizes contributed a minute portion'of the
total sum.i7 QOne must remember of course, that during war
 beriods, privateers were not expected to pay any faxes to the
cfown but in any event, it is clear that the economic
gontfibution of the prizes to the island far surpassed their

-

fisgal one. Co e

-

It isﬂnotewogthy that during the decade 1751 - 1761, a

-

time of peace for Spain, no Almojarifazgo entries appeared in

the account Iedgers. The evidence in Chapters Three and Four
support fhis fact that there were far fewer prizes taken at -
this time. One can not conclude however, that the corsairs wenﬁi
not aéEive or continu%pg to contribute to the island's economy

in other ways. As mentioned in Chapter Three, Domingo Cevallos

was running supplies throughout the Caribbean during the 1750°s.

Others like Jaime Aponte, Antonio Salazar ana Lorenzo Daniel

-

“also- eccupied themselves sailing between Santo Domingo and other
ports to procure itemsvfor the island when corsair activity
was not pépular with the crown. In Tab1e3ik;'there is information
on tﬁ%s aspect of the Dominican corsa}rs actiuities. The time
period ineludes the wars at either end-of the 1750 decade but

the majority of .entries are for the years from 1749-1760.

_The names of the men and their ships. are given, where they

» S
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sailed to and what cargo they brought back to Santo Domingo.18

rfhe ships used for these expeditions were usualiy sloops and
~ Y

in some cases the ships' names are just as familiar as the men

who commanded them; NS Altagracia, NS Rosario, EL_Vitogque, El

Dichoso, NS Popa, and NS Luz were all ships which at other ‘'times
sailed as corsairs. Some of the ships are not immeaiately
recognizable but tﬁeir captains are; Domingoc Cevallos éommanding

the San Antonic y las Animas, Antonio Milcoviche and the San

Francisco Javier, Juan Antonio Pantoja and the San Antonio de

Padua.

L]

The cargo aboard the ships listea in Table IX was greater

is

and more valuable in the 1750's than during either of the wars.

Evidently, pursuing prize cargo during war periods was more
: ' “
"lucrative than running ships for supplies. With the exception

of slaves, items aboard the ships in this table were similiar
,to prize cargo. In both types of expeditions, there were cargoes

of flodr and sugyar, cacao, y{Qe and textiles. In this respect
. . . . \.r\-b-\\ - . vl- . r . N Lo
it is interesting to obsérve“}hat Santo Dominygyo requilred

L -

L\generally the same types of goods regardless bf the time pericd.

N

. loreower, 1it.appears that many of the same. men were introducing

. N

items througﬁoui the ybars ¢tovered by this thesis but they

-

d them for the island by diffetent methods accoraing to

ate. ) o

n other words, it is obvious that corsair actjvities went

hand in hdnd With legitimate trading. Not only were the same

individuals and\ shi involved in both but frequently% the

L]

-
LY
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activites occurred simultaneously. By looking at Appendix I, and’

-

Table'Ix, there is evidence that some of the expeditions had

'fmixed purposes. what began as a supply ship trip also became’ a

privateeriﬁg voyage and vice versa as well. In 1743, Domingo
Herrera went to Puerto Rico to collect lard for Santo Domingo and
he also captured a Dutch sloop off a ship off the island of

Mona. At the same time Lorenzo Daniel captured a ship off Tierra

Firme in 1762, he also brought atms and ammunition back to Santo

Domingc from Porto Cabello; :

The Effect of Changing Crown Policy on Santo Romingo  and the

Corsairs. . o

Toward the second half of the 18th century, the crown

producea a series of policies in an attempt to improve the
.economic situation in the Indies while, at the same time,

maintaining control over her colonies. Atter the founding of the

Caracdas Company in 1728, the crown decided to encourage other
chartered companies to increase trade between specific ports in
the Indies énd Spain. In 1748, the Barcelona Company began to
traéé with Santo Domingo, Puerto Rico and Margarita. Modelled on
the Caracas Company, it was to send one or two ships annually
back and forth across the Atlantic and its most agtive pericd was
from 1757-i765. Then, in 1764, mail ships began to sail from the

’ §
north coasts of Spain ' to the West’ Indies. While their main

purpose was that of -bringing crown legislation and official

correspondence to the colonies more gquickly, these vessels may



139

‘alsd have carried small packages of needed provisions.

Nonetheless, after 1765, most of thq;methods to 1lncrease

contact between Spain and the colonies were replaced by é;mercio
libre, direct trade between specified ports in t;e‘Indies and
Spain. On October 16,’1765, a Royal Decree opened trade from
Cuba, Santo Domingo, Puerto Rico, Margarita ané Trinidaa to
the ports of Barcelona, La Coruna, Gijon and-Santapder'in
spain.lY one must conclude however, that none éf innovations were
" very successful at either restricting contrabana or replacingy
corsairs as suppliers for Santo Domingo. The data from Appendix 1
‘and the evidence in Chapter four aemonstrate that the Dominicans
corsairs coqtinued well into the 1770's. |
At the end of the 1770 aecade however, there were two

legislative innovations which would have an influence on the

corsairs. In 1778, Charles III announced new regulations for

trade between Spain and the Indies.‘TeF Reglamento's purpose

was to promote comercig’ libre and to eliminate the taxes,

~
expenses, and bureaucratic complications which haa increasingly

damaged commercial relations. between Spain and the fndies. This"
statute in fact, was essentially the same legislation as comercio
libré established in the Caribbean in 1765. The aifference in
1778 was that it now‘extenced thro;:;;Uf‘the Indies to incluage

all the colonies except Mexico and Venezuela.2U

Of more agirect importance, were the (rdenanzas del Corso,

published on July 1, 1779. Fifty of its fifty-five sections

were ildentical to the precedinyg Ordenanza of 1762. The last

~
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three sections gave the corsa;fs certain advantages over the&g
predecessors. They could borrow from the crown to outfit théir
expeditions,. and . the crown grantéd_compensation to families
of wounded or deceased corsaif;. Méafid decided to éay certain
sums for each cannon and prisoner abogro a prize which ﬁhg men
w&hld receive asjae from the value of the ship ana her cargo.
Finally, the cot§airs would receive an extra 25% over the value

of the prize if either the corsair and prize had engageq, in

battle or if the prize-“carried more cannons then the cqrsair, 2l

The crucial aifférence in the 1779 Ordenanzas however,
was not in the final éecgions‘of the legislation but rather
in an addltlonal document attached to the Ordenanza. It was
directea to the Royal Armada and stated to what extent the Armada
could benefit from capturlng prizes. If a ship belonging to
the Armada took an enemy warsﬂip‘or corsair, the otficials and
crew would receive the entire value of the\prize. If‘the Armada
" took a merchant ship, two-thirds of the valﬁe would yo to the
its personnel., The remaining third wéuld:pe_pepositea in the
Marine Treasury primarily as a pensién fund forpgamilies who
lost relatives in combat. If the crown de%idea'to keep any
captured ship which carrieo“ﬁore than twenty cannons, the- Navy
officials and crew would be paid a sum corresponding to the.size
of the capgurea_ship.22 -

The ideq‘of using members of the Armada as corsairs haé'

been mooted in ,the 1750's when the Spanish and English restored

peaceful relations. The concept then was to replace priﬁate
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corsairs with navy men from thé Armada sO that €he crown could
control the situétion more carefully. At th;t time,\Caévajal
Yy Lancaster stated that the Armada haa neither the men, the

ships or the necessary budget to finance coastguard patfols. He

coula only assure the English that the colonial governments.

would grant licenses to appropriate individual; with
crecJ;tials.23 The Ordenanzas of 1779 thep, sugéest an important
policy changye towards the corsairs. AithOugh the legislation
still provided for privatgly financed'corsairs and grantedtthem
certain favours, the decision to allow and encourage the Royal
navy® to stop illicit merchant or enemy warships was to have aé

effect on the corsairs.

The decision to increase freedom in trade both within the
colopnies ana to a variety of ports in Spain along with a more
numerous and financially powerful gyroup taking part in the
capture ot prizes coulq only decrease the importance ot the
corsairs in Santo Domingo. For one thing, the need for them ta

supply the island was slowly diminishing. Illicit trade was ‘no

v

longer predominant because most items could now be obtained

’

legally ana it would be increasingly difficult to prove that a-

ship had been traaing illegaly. England even went és far as
encouraginy Spanish ships to trade within certain liﬁits of her
Caribbean ports.24 as well, the Royal navy was a large and
co-ordinated body which coula seriouély hamper iadividual
coastguard operaﬁions in the West. Indiesw Gréduaily then, corsair

expeditions were neither as necessary nor as valuable to ecither
- ) 4



142

the crown or the'coldhy of Santo Domingo. Lorenzo Daniel's
, expea1t10ns in the 1770 s were perhaps a fitting climax for a

group of men whose role in the economic recovery of their island

had been fulfillea,
T .

\,,:'ﬁ
Conci&sion

The ‘central theme of this thesis has been how during most
of the 18th century, corseir expeditions succeeded in bringing

suppl@\s to Santo Domlngo which otherwise woula have been

- -

difficult or lmp0551ble to acqulre. The emergence of privateers
however, -was not an isclated development, independent-of the
'crown—colony'relationship.‘hather, itlwas_a direct consequence of
the circumstances in Santo Domingo at the beginninyg of the
century. |
Spanish crown pollcy for the Indles had created a 51tuet10n-
which increasingly affected both the Peninsula and the colonles
adversely. The Peninsula role was to supply the c010n1es w1th
the manufactured imports she required ana in turn, the colonlaI
role was to accept these from the annual Cedlz.tleets.
Intet—colonial and foreiyn trade were not permitted and local
industry forbidaden. with rising taxes to be paiq on Sbahish'
imports eno the decline of ships frem Cadiz, it;wasfcleer that
the situation, especially on the poor islqhd.of Ssanto Domihgo,
could not continue. Moreover, Santo Domihgo and—the ether
Spanish islands in the Caribbean depended on fereign contraband

to such an extent that the crown's economic and political power'
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was being threatened. As a result, Madrid deciaged to legalize

the introduétion of gooas to the island which wouldlotﬁerwise
have been con51dered contraband. By 1nst1tut1ng privateers then,
the 1sland s deflClences were a maJor spur to the emeryence of
these Dominican entrepreneurs.

The cargo aboard the brizes as seen in Appehdi; 1, was
an imdication of the neea for suﬁplies on the island. As it
WAas polntéd out‘in Chapter 1 however, the main problem on Santp
Domingo was its lack of labaur. Consequently; ﬁore than‘any
dthér item, lt was the slaves from the prizeé which were
lmpoitént-for the island. A large and healthy‘population was
-necessary to cultivate the cacao anad sugir plantations ana the
large black pOpulatlon on Saint Domlnguells evigence of_thls
tact. By 1750, the Dominican corsairs'alone were.respénsible tor
bringiny -hundreds of black slaves 'té ‘the island. In the perioa
‘from‘17é9-1750, the entries -in Appenaix.l, ingicate that a
;mlnlmum of l 313 slaves arrived in Santo Dom‘.in(_l;o.?-.5 It is not?
'éurprlslng then tpa; the‘pgst_lVSO period was the time when the

‘island's sugar, cécao,'indigo and cotton economies were fevived‘A
;further tndication that the corsairs. were fulfllilng a neea on
the leand is the deygree to which the armadores were wlllang to
finance the outfitting of shxps and crew. During 1nd1v1duall
years; numerods expedltions set out indepepdently from the.island
or sometimes the same ship would“maﬁe sevéf&l-exqu;sions: ln

1724, 7 different expeditions left the island, in each of 174l

and 1742, there were 11 expeditions. Théfe were 13 in 1745 and up
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to 15 in 1762. Had there not been a maéket for the prizes?
LT ¢ - :

cargoes, a decline in’ the number or size of the expeditions
surely would have followed.26

- In fact, there was never a suygestion that Santo Domingo
~ T »

could not use or 'sell. the items from the prizes. The cargo was

sold to the islanas' residents 'or to colonials who came from

other parts of the Caribbean for slaves and provisions.27 With

the aavent of the Barcelohg Company in 1745 and comercio .libre

in 1765, one might have suspected the islana to be overwhelmed

‘with other sources for previsions. This was not so, for the

1

corsairs were nearly as active in the 1760-1774 period as they
were -in the 1740 aecade. ' o

If &Ee deficiencies of Santo .Domingo were an incentive’
for the development o% the c?rsairs, they were at the same timé,

a major threat to colonial policy. Ddrinyg the early years of

the Bourbon era, there was a.strony desire ;g\rbstructure and

re~activate the Sp#nish ana colonial economies. Nevertheless,

‘tadrid was unable to radically change the Hapsburg traditions

thqh haa -been in place for 200 years. Similarly, foreign

.commercial interests in Fhe Indies was a major threat because

épaih was being eclipsed as both a seller and buyer in her own

colonies. As a cbnsequence, by encourayinyg privateers in the

- . -
Ccdribbean, she was saving thé expense ot financing a coastguard

to patrol the waters around her colonies. More important, she
assureda supplies for the:island without aamitting the inability

to send them herself.
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In this sense,,the crown's regulations regarding the

corsairs representea much moré than a contrelling function. The

Ordenanzas, Reales Cedulas ana court sentences on prizes all

reflectea the crown's desire to proevision her colonies with
foreign contraband when circumstances permittea. Modification of

= -

legislation was usually a reaction to international politics. It

did not mean that the crown's support of the corsairs had

~ ediminishea for Madria realizea .that they were anféffective

foil. Numerous ‘examples of this attitude appeared in the

preceding chapters, Aware that slaves were an urgent necessity

for Sant& Domingo, the crown was willing to allow foreign

corsairs like Mantin Hixiart and others to subply the island in

the 1740's. Wgen Augusto Messendern's ship and rigyging was needed

in 1761, the existing legislation ensured that he contributed
them to the island.

There were also methods of'éuaranteeing that part or all

R *
of prize's cargo remained on Sant6 Domingo. The case of the

Cornelius.Calf in 1724 1is an example of how a "court hearing
secured the prize's caryo for the island regardless of whether
the ship "had éc;uélly beén engayged in illicit tradge. While
~—awaitinyg the outcome of.a sentence, a captured captain was
frequently. allowed to gell the perishable carygyo from his ship.
Finally, even when a ship was declared mala, the crown manayed to
take advangqge of the foreign ship's cargo by requesting the
captain to sell partlut it before contiruing to his destination.

In conclusion, the corsairs were a locally developea
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solution to }@e problem of procuring supplies for Santo Domiﬁgo.
They were entrepreneurs who saw their chance to improve economic
conditions on the }sland while at the same time, acquiring
considerable profits For thmsel;es under degal'conditiqns. As
for the crown, her attitude was representative of the eariy

Bourbon perioa. She manipulated the already existing situation

N

of contraband commerce to benefit both the island and herself.

Until the Bourbons developea and put their economic reforms into

.

practice, the privateers provided the antidote to ineffectual

colonial policy. The cumlative effect of the Bourbon reforms of

comercio libre, the Reglamento, and the addition to the 1779

Ordenanzas gel Corso, dia atfect Santo Dominygo and the corsairs

in that other mdrkets and individuals yradually replaced earlier
patterns. By the 1760's and 1770's however, Santo Domingo had
made a great economic recovery by using her ownlresources and her
dependence on Madrid was weaker than ever. In this way then, the
Dominican corsairs were one of the indicators of Spanish

America's yrowing tendency towards self-reliance.
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. FOOTNOTES .
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(Trujillo, 1957). p. 132
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F. Moya Pons, Historia Colonial ce Santo Dgmingo.

(Santiago, Repu%}ica Dominicana, 1977).

A. Sanchez Valverde, Op. Cit., p. 131. -
Op. L1t. , _

J. Gabriel Garcia, Compendio de la Historia de Santo

Demingc. Tomo I, p. 202,

The;e is some oiscrepancé in the figures. F. Mo;alpons,
Op. Cit., p.'ib6—307, says there were more than‘BO,bUU
residents on the islana but Sancgéz vValverde, Op. Cit.,

e -
p. 146, states there were up to 120,000 islanaders for t h e

.

ééme time period.
F. Moya Pons, Op. Cit., p. 305

A.-Sanéhez Valverde, Op. Cit., pp. 133;}36

A. Sanchez Valverde, Ibid., pp. 139-140

F.”Moya Pons, OQL Cipf, pp. 30G-30Y

A. sanchez Valverae, Op. Cit., p. 169

F; Moya Pdns, Op. C;t...p. 30y

F. Moya Pons, Ibid., pp. 249, 303-304 A. Sanchez Vvalverde,
"op- cit., pp. 141-143 o

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 277. Minuta de (Consulta, Consejo
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
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de Indias, 22 Julio, 1747.°
' - }
AGI, Escribania de Camara, leg. 9B. Testimonio de Autos

sobre el apresamiento gue hizo el Capitan D, Benito d?

Socorras del pingue nombrado Jo%ge Cornélius Calf, su

Capitan Nicolas Vandermer, Theniente 8e los estados de
v

Holanda. Santo Domingo ,1725, :

AGI, Santoc Domingo, leg. 264. Carta del Governador de Santo

Domingo, D. Pedro Zorilla a S.M. 20 Julio, 1742.

’

AGI, Santo Domingo, leg. 1098. Minuta al Governador de
Santo Dominge, Madrid, 28 Marzo 1748.

See AGI, Santo Domingo, legs. 290, 291, 292, 1048 and

-

Contaduria, legs. 106%A, 1069B.

-

There were almost certainly -othér corsairs who also ran
ships for supplies during this time period. The entries
on this table however, only incluQe the familiar names

found in Appendix }.

See V. Vazque?z de Prada," Las Rutas Comerciales entre

-

Espana y America en el siglo XVIII", Anuario de Estudios

-

americanos 15: 1968, pp. 197-241.

R. Herr, The Eighteenth Century Revolution in Spain.

(Princeton, New Jersey, 19%58). pp. 122-123.

Ordenanza de primero de Julio 1779 prescribiendo las reglas

con que se ha de hacer el Cors¢o de Particulares contra

-

Enemigos de la Corona. in AGI, Biblioteca, 304/21.

Ordenanza de érimero de Julioc de 1779. Adicicnal a las
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Generales de la Real Armaaqa,  sobre presas que hicieron

los Navios y demas Vageles de ella. in 'AGI, Biblioteca, «

-~

¥ 300/20. : -

23, R. Pares, War ana Trade in the West.Indies 1739-1763

.-,

- (Ooxford, 1936). p. 538.

<

24. See J.H. Parry, anc P.M. Sherlock, A Short History of the

"

West Indies. (London, 1957). éﬁapter 9.

25. This figure only represents the documented number of slaves.
One would have to consider the 1740 prizes in Appendix I

which do not have their cargoes listed ana the éhtries whicQ

list slaves but do not say how many there were aboard.

1

26. See Appendix I. - . : :

w

27. J. Gabriel Garcia, Qp. Cit., p. 213,
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01 1741

02 1742

03 1742

04 1743

05 744

06 1745

07 1746
0B 1746

09 17446
4

10 1748

11 1749

12 1749

D. Cevallos e

D. Cevallos

D. Cevallos
D. Herrera.
D. Herrera
D. Sanchez

Moreno

J. Rodriguez

F. Gallardo de

La Rocha

J. Rodriguez
F. Gallardo

J. Olave

J. Olave

-

-

Table 1IX.

and Type

San Anto%

ygLas
Bnimas
Sloop

San Antcnic
y Las
Animas

La Chata

La Real
Susana
Sloop

N.S.
Altagracia
Sloop

N.S.
Altagracia

N.S. Rosario

N.S.
Altagracia
Sloop

N.S. Aguas
Santas
Sloop

N.S. Amparo
Sloop

N.S.
Sloop

Amparo .

—— e ———

- ——— ———— ————— - ——— i ————

From
Curacao

From
Maracaibo

From
Cuba

From
Puerto
Rico
From
Puerto
Rico

From Coro

From
Curacao

From
Guayra

From

Curacao

From
Guayra

* From

Core

Fr.om
Cartagena

Cocoa
Wool
Wood

Sugar

N_Lard

Cocoa
Salt
Textiles

Textiles
Wine

\
Cagao
Textiles

Cacao
Textiles

Salt

Textiles

313

526

277

535

6,265

1,359

15,776

222

200*
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14

15

16

17

18

19

-3

1749

1750

1750

1750

1751

1751

L] .

v -

20 1751
21

22 1751

23 1752

24

25 1753

26 1753

1751

1753
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M. de-los Sta. Barbara From the. “Wipe 3,805%
Reyes Ferco -{Alias, El Canaries =
. Dichoso} i «
) Brig
J. Giran ) N.S. Amparo - From
rSloop Coro
J.A. Pantoja N.S. From . Cacao 3,79%
: Concepcion Guayra
& : Sloop )
J. Olave .» La Bonita From " 3,276
: i . Sloop Curacao
A. Milcoviche ; San Frandisco_From 334
Javier . Puerto :
Sloop Rico - .
F.'Garrosari Sah Francisco From 1,815
Javier St. E
.Sloop Eustatius
J.A. Pantoja N.S. Dolores From : Flour 2749
Schooner Curacao Lard ° o
P. Cevallos El Dichoso From -Cacao »
Brig Guayra
J.A. Salazar N.S. Rosario From ¢ Cacao 7,068
. Sloop Guayra Sails
Textiles
L. Daniel N.S. Popa From
Sloop Rio de la . : '
Hacha -
L. Daniel - N,S.épopa From Skins 367
Sloop Cuba Sugar
\\ P Wood
A. Salazar .N.S. Rosario Fram 2%277
Sloop Windward
Islands 0.
F. Soto N.S. Rosario |(From - - 159
Sloop Cumana , ;
D. Sanchez N.S. Amparo  From Medicine
Sloop St. Thomas -

&1

e
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-
I
- s
‘ -

27_1754 D. Sanchez
281754 J.S. pyftoja”

K 29 1754 I,. Daniel
30 1754 J.A. Salazar

" 31 1755 D. Cevalloes

L

32 1755 J.A. Salazar
o N

33.1757 J.A. Salazar

-4
&
34 1757 D. Cevallos
L % .
e "35 1758 J.A.. Salazar
r 36 1758 D._Cevaiios
L
'
. 37 1759 D. Cevallos
38 1759 D. Cevallos
Cevallos

39 1760 D.

'

San Tomas

Sloop

San Antonio

de Padua

'N,S. Pop€;
S4bop

3

San ‘(7
Antonio

Sleoop

N.S. S

Altagracia
Packet Boat

N.S. |
Altagracia

Brig

San Antonio y
Las Animas

N.S.

Altagracia
.Packet Boat

La Sabana

Sloop

Sto Cristo
de la Salud

Sleop

Sto Cristo
de la Salud

Sloop

Sto Cristo
de la Salud

Sto Cristp
de la Salud

From b

Coro

From
Cuba

From
Curacao

From
Windward
Islands

From
Caracas

From
Windward
Islands

‘From

Windward
Islands

From
Windward
Islands

From

Coro

From
Windward
Islands

From
Coro

From

‘Windward

Islands

Flour
Cacao ™

Cacao
Skins
Wood

Flour

Cacao

152

4,186

1,318

3,258

1,128 >~

3,134



40 1761

.41 1761

42 1764

43 1764

44 1764

45 1764

M. Crespo

J.A. Salazar

J. Ponte

L.. Daniel

i. Daniel

L. Daniel

N.S. Luz
Schooner

“N.S.
Concepcion
Sloop

!
El

Emprehendedor
Packet Boat

N.S. Luz
Sloop

Tomas
Caulican
Brig

N.S. Luz
. Sloop

From
Puerto
Rigo

From

Jamaica

From
Jamaica

From
Spain

From

T

§

Liquor

Martinique

From
Vera Cruz,

* Value calculated from almojarifazgo paid.

a -
Sources: AGI, Santc Domingo, legs. 290, 291, 292
AGI, Contaduria, legs. 1069A, 1069B

Hats
Skins

, 1048,

[

153

266 .

3,177



Aguardiente
Alcabala

Alcalde Provincial
Almojarifazgo
Afmador

Asiento

Audiencia

Buena

Carrera de Indias
Cedula

Comercio libre

Consejo de Indias

Consulta

"
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"Glossary
Liquor

Sales tax

"Rural judge

Import/Export tax

Financier or backer of a corsair
expedition

License to supply black slaves 'to the
Indies

High court, some of the same functions
as a legislative council

Good, in this thesis, a valid prize
Navigation, commerce between Sp;in‘and

the Indies

Royal letter, the form by which a royal

decree was communicated to the colonies

Direct trade“befweéa ports in the Indies
and Spain first established in the second
half of the eighteenth ceﬁtury

Council of the Indies, Penisular governing
council responsible for the colonies
Document expressing the opinion of the
Council of the Indies 6n a subﬁect as

requested by the crown
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Corregidor : District magistrate R\ﬁ//,k"
Corsario : Privateer. The word is used as a noun

referring to either the individual or the

ship. In documentary sources, guardacosta

also appears in the same context.

Fiscal - : Crown attorney

Gratificaciones : Gratuities

Guardamayor : Chief guard

Guayros : Small boats

Ingeniero : Engineer

Intendente ' : Intendant, an eighteenth century official,

) representative of the crown

Mala f : Bad. In this thesis, a captured ship not |
considered a valid prize. .

Marina (Ministro) : Ministry of the Navy, one of the six
ministries in'eighteenth century Spain. An
Intendente de la Marina was a naval
intendant, a local e¢fficial of that
ministry. |

Mercancia . . o Supplies, dry goods £y

Navid. de Permiso : ﬁnglish ﬁegchant ship allowed to sail
to the Indies |

Navio de Registro : Spanish merchant ship allowed to sail to_

. | the Indies outside the Carrera de Indias
Official Real . Treasury Qfficial
Oidor '". : Audiencia judge



Ordenanza
Peso
Presidio
Regidor

Tierra Firme

Viveres =

. e

LTI

Ordinance ' . . B .
Basic Spanish unit of currency
Garrison, fortress

Meﬁber of the town.council

Mainland South America, specifically

present day coasts of Venezuela and

' Columbia

Provisions, fresh goods



/ o ‘ ’ K 157

s

Bibliography

l. Primary Sources.

A.'Archival-Materials.

Archivo Gemeral de Indias (AGI). Contaduria, 1eg5.:‘1064,
" 1066, 1069, 1072. = ’
AGI, Contratacion, legs.: 1012, 4886, 4995, .
AGI, Escribania de Camara, legs.: 9a, 9B. . ‘
AGI, Indiferente General, legs.: 652, 653, 654, 800, 1009,
1501, 1502. '
AGI, Santo Domingo, legs.: 236, 237, 240, 242, 243, 254,
255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 26é; 263, 264, 265, 266,
275, 278, 279, 281, 282, 283, 284, 286, 290, 291, 292, 295,
297, 307, 309, 313, 884, 885, 886, 889, 920, ‘921, 922, 923,
927, 942, 943, 944, 945, 968, 973, 975, 984, 985, 986,
1009, 1010, 1011, 1048, 1052, 1071, 1072, 1085, 1086, 1098,
1502, 2167, 2513, | -

2

B. Printed Sourceé

Asiento por el cual la concede Su Majestad permiso para

r

Navegar cada ano a Caracas dos navios con Registro bajo

las condiciones que se expresan. (Madrid, 1779). in AGI,

Caracas, leg. 924.

Gabriel Garcia, Jose: Compendio de la Historia de Santo

Domingo. Imprenta de Garcia Hermanos (Santo Domingo, 18Y3).

Tomo I.



158

Moreau de Saint-Mery, M.L. - Descripcion de la parte
Espanola.de Santo Domingo. ~Ciudad Trujillo; "Editora
Montalvo, 1944. Orig. pub. Philadelphia, 1796. C:///

Ordenanza prescribiendo las reglas con que se ha de hacer

el Corso contra Turcos, Moros, y otros Enemigos de la

Corona. (Madrid, 1718). in AGI, Indiferente General,

leg. 652. .
g N

Ordeﬁanza-prescribiendo las Reglas con gue se ha de hacer

el Corso de Particulares contra Enemigos de la Corona.

(Madrid, 1762). in AGI, Indiferente General, leg. 654.

Ordenanza prescribiendo las Reglas con que se ha de hécer

el Corso de Particulares contra Enemigos de la Corona.

(Madrid, 1779). in AGI, Biblioteca, 301/21.
o

Ordenanza adig}onal a las Generales de la. Real Armada sobre

Presas gue hicilieron los Navios, y demas Vageles de ella

(Madrid, 1779). in AGI, Biblioteca, 300/2(.

Sanchez Valverde, Antonio: Idea del Valor de la Isla

Espanola. Trujillo; Biblioteca Dominicana, Serie I, Vol.

>

I, 1957. Orig. pub. Madrid, 1785.



159

11. Secondary Sources-

A. Books

Bakewell, Peter: Silver Mining and_Society in Colohial

Mexico, Zacatecas 1546-170gi Cambridge; Cambridge

University Press,;1971;

»

Bethancourt, Antonio: Patino en la Politica de Felipe V.
Valladolid; Universidad de Vallodolid, Consejo Superior

de Investigaciones Ciencias, 1954.

Bitar Letayf, Marcelo: Economistas Espanoles del Siglo

XVIII. Madrid; Ediciones Cultura Hispanica, 1968.

amtabetin,

Borah, Wocdrow: New Spain’'s Century of Depression. Berkeley

and Los Angeles; University of California Press, 1951,

Chaunu, Pierre and Huguette: Seville et L'Atlaﬁtique. Paris;

Lib. Armand Colin, Imp. Ngt’ional, 1955. 11 vols.
2

Chaunu, Pierre: Conguista y Explotacion de los Nuevos

Muﬁdos. BSrcelona;_Editorial Laboral S.A., 1973.

~

Garcia-Baguero Gonzalez, Antonio: Cadiz y el Atlantico

1717-1778. Sevilla; Escuela de Estudios Hispano-Americanos,

c.s. 1.S5., 1976,



160
L

Hamilton, Earl J.: American Treasure and the Price

~

Revolution in Spain 1501-1650. Cambridge, -Mass.; Harvard

University Press, 1934. -

b

Hamilton, Earl J.: War and Prices in Spain 1651-1800. .

. ’ .
Cam%fidge, Mass.; Harvard University Press, 1947.2

'

Herr, Richard: The Eighteenth Century Revoluticn in Spain. =

New Jérsey; Princeton University Press, 1958.

\

Hussey., Roland: The Caracas Company 1728-1784. Cambridge,

Mass.; Harvard University Press, 1934.

LS

4

Lynch, John: The Spanish American Revolu:'ﬂs 1808-1826.

-

Lendon; Weidenfeld and Nico{ibn, 1973.

-+

Moya Pons, Frank: Histofia‘C01onial de Santo Domingo.

.Santiago, Republica Domjnicana; Universidad Madre y Maestre,

1977. ° -

Navarro Garcia, Luis: Hispanoamerica en el Siglo XVIII.

»

Sevilla; Universidad de Sevilla, 1975.

[y

Pares, Richard: War and Trade in the West Indies 1739-1763.

Oxﬁfrd; Ooxford Clarendon Press, 1936.

L]

e



161

Parry, John H, Sherlock, Peter M.: A Shoit History of the

West Indies. London: Macmittan, 1957. Sanchez Valverde,

Stein, Stanley J., Barbara H.: The Colonial Heritage of

n e -

Latin America. Essays in Economic Deéendence in Perspective.

New York; Oxford University Press, 1970.

. : - D e

wWalker, Geoffrey: Politica Espanola y Comercio Colonial

170Q-1789. Barcelona;.Ariel, 1979.

'_Zapaterd, Juan Manuel: La Guerra del Caribe en el Siglo

XVIII. San Juan -de Puerto Rico; Instituto de Cultura

-

Puertorriquena, 1964. .
B. Articles ' - N
Brown,_Vera Lee: "The South Sea Company and Contraband

" Prade” 1in Americén Historichl Review ,31:4 (July, 1926)

pp. -662~678. ' A

r

Fontana, Joseph: "Comercio Colonial y Crecimiento Economico"

L] .

in La Echomia al Final del'Antiguo Regimen. " Allianza

Editorial, Banco de Espana (Madrid 1982) Tomo II.

-

Hildner, Ernest G. Jr.: "The Role of the Solth Sea Company:

in the Diplomacy Leading to the War dﬁ-Jepkin'é Ear"‘in

%

-8



-

-

162

Hispanic American Historical Review .18:3 (August, 1938)

pp. 322-341.

Nelson, George H.: "Contraband Trade under the Asiento

1530—1739“ in American Historical! Review 50: 1 ({(QOctober,

1945) pp. 55-67.

Rodriguez Labandeira, Jose: "La Politica Economica de los

Borbones" in La Economia Espanola al Final del Antigquo -

,

R’gimen. Alianza Edi;orial, Banco de Espana (Madrid, 1982)-w

Tomo IV, pp- 107-182.

-~

-Vazquez de Prada, Valentin: "Las Rutas Comerciales entre

Equg%:y\America en el Siglo XVIII" in Anuario de Estudios

* Americanos 25 (1968) pp. 197-241.



&

oy

s [y
y
* ¥
0 L3
ﬂ. Y ‘.
. K . . .
- ks ' X
: b3
\.
. . . )
5 ® .
7 1 ~
\
' L " ot it v yvmvaag oMyt ooy et _ M _
fpe o e R IR e T ; "
e ! .
: - .;..cl.. — i ,..
T‘ DOG DUO | 1 - ) ‘ :
ik g} ' 1 i
| e 4 oyt |
b o ring :.!u. I
Lo dound Sapep S
dsp A o 3p pk B T M v
_ T e i pe) 3 k WiV W
GYIONIEIIINE g -
DILIT0d VAV
. rposny o
Gy
. T
é

A
ILIVH

AAVENOY
. |
V't da

04109

N

il



)

. ;
H .

N )

-t

4 v.- -

($9L1-v99L) - -
2w VINOTOD VW A

3 t

*

-~

$9L1 A .vmw_. 8iuB’ sepEpuny sapepm) ¥
9091 u® BajuaIsixs sapepmd @

voLi-v99l £}
voai-sost ki

k4

b}

-



(3%

1.AF.spafioLa

3sla Ve Santa Poningo situado
| el Arrlrnf-irl@\ de las Yndias &
. C ‘cidentales entre los % gmdas y27

' mimtos de ymnud cccrpertal del obses
vatoro de Tons yenire los lzgrnc{:ybm
mylos Zef "’-'ﬂ‘i ':'fﬁ) Sowmmenl

R

s X TN » \\
= , M
» / .
y
-
¢ \
. -
B
v
o lﬁ? , P .
'.b; r . .
' . 2 - ' .
- "
- . " . \ -
. P
&y ) s ° )






N e s [ — ftt.‘.‘l.i.ilnll‘ll.‘i

S S R \x IR X

CO1.FE DE, MEXIQUE -

Etler Provinces et Isles qui I’Environe conime som ) /g :
L SPAGNEAIGuest LA TERRE-FERME Ausud, LES LANTILLES, LLUCAYES, STDOMINGUE ET JAMAIQUF. alrecf |

s Niveiwkor Reketrome vt bor dermieror Obocrvations Por N.ox Fra Gopnaphe o s  8rarts .EQ\@!n Yoazry. rre -
. . T, Q-N\n
> m — R . P~ p— - | =
s B iy 4. JACALOLINE . Y bees By
ot \A < 1 h Y h..l.tsc Fowe s0]
o 6y 'y | BB
« [ .
m ; \ 1 et V
N - .— - (,- \.. 9 \ . '..ll‘.&ii‘\ . ’ ’ \‘_
b - g Qs ; : g . .z ,
o PRESQUISLE DE L.quu.ug..ltll.\ m.. uﬂ .U ﬂﬂ O .mﬂ. ' Hua\

t\-.-‘!s
P FLoaiDk ¢ . \

™

Vg,




R PN

~ . .
N ~
P2 sy )
= ° N~ et -
'.----—;'— "-‘__‘ =2 ) Ak ~gnast @8z )
P - . N .- A
l-.-. . Y T s
oyt 1 AP RN VL el W
e . R I - Lo
Y - . P
Ay .’ .
~ ”

1
5 RRAAT
i Woe

:--—- B .:_ - y 3.:?;@?—7% ‘gﬂ-" - .

Eﬁ)l?mb cﬂ:/m@aa‘ﬁm duds z@m’a Zr'g:@ﬁhg izlléfaﬂfa |
,('ana oy aly. aboroo zﬁ/_jl?qutﬂbr de 8 AL nombudy £}

g
, lizamg = %‘i‘& AT

AR




. R & .
APPENDIX I: CORSAIRS AND THEIR PRIZES, 1720-1774

S . 168

No.. Year Armador/Captain Corsair Prize Prize Cargo Location
' . Vessel Vessel Value (Pesos)
————————————————————————————— :-._--—————;—-——-——————————-._._.___ P Fp——
001 1720 (A) J. Campuzano Sloop English Mercancias
{(C) C. Azero .- Ship Viveres
‘ Cheese
002 A. Diaz de la . Dutch Cheese
: S Rabia . ‘ "Silver
K]
003 1724 (A) J: Ignacio English = South
Orella : ' Santo
. . . Pomipgo
_ \ ¥
004 1724 J. de Mesa Dutch ’ South
.. _ . Santo
M ¢ -
N - - Domingo
L
005 1724 T. Traspuestd' English South
" Santo
Domingo
006 1774 (A) B. Socorras Frigate Dutch South
(C) P. Pluma Santo
' Domingo
007 1724 (A).J. Ignacio ‘Dutch  Cocoa
Orella e Tobacco
(C) G. Garcla "~ Skins
008 1724 J. Perez (1) English . * North
.. . . . 5anto
J1 ’ Domingo
009 1724 B. Socorras Frigate Dutch Cacao South
o Pingque Sugar , = Santo
22 Crew Salt - Domingo
v . Skins ’
\ Cotton
L . IE;g ‘Wood v
010 1726 = . Dutch :
K . Pinque
-011 1728 (A} J. Campuzano Dutch Donkeys Puerto
. {C) F. Salcedo Sloop Chickens “Rico
Pigs 4
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&
012 1728 (A) F. Campuzano SN English Salted Meat
(C) P. Salcedo Sloop - Candles
013 1728 (A) J. Campuzano €nglish Sugar Lesser
3(c) F. Salcedo 24 crew Frigate Cotton Antilles
- 13 Crew Ginger
o Aguardiente
. ' Silver (2) *
014 1729 (A) J. Campuzano Sloop English 193 Slaves South
pPacket 35,000 Santo
Boat (3) Domingo
015 1729 (A) J. Campuzano Sloop English, 96 Slaves Tierra
. i ; Sioop Textiles Firme
4 = : Flour
Silver .
016.1729 (a) J. Campuzano Sloop Dut&h 6 Slaves Tierra
: Sloop Textilei> Firme
017 1729 A. Mendieta Sloop Aguardi nté
' Flour )
. Textiles
018 1730 (A) M. Marocho Sloop English 176 Slaves
(C) N. Domingo - Frigate 29,347
0%? 1740 -(A) J.A. Bautista Sloop Dutch 118*
‘020 1740 (A) F. de Ayala puteh  1,219*
{(C) F. Gallardo ’
021 1740 (A) F. Sierra ; Dutch 5,184*
D. Herrera
(C) F. Herrera
022 1741 (A) A. Echavarria English 725
(C) J.A. Bautista
023 1741 (A) F. Guerrero’ English 1,972 B
. - M. Marocho ) , < : ) o)
(C) F. valercia - ) 4 i
. ~- 4 ]
024%%741 (a) F. Ayala. Barge Dutch  Textiles South
(C) J. Olave Sloop Wax © Santo
2 Slaves Domingo

2,682

025 11741 (A) A. GalYardo Slodp ;’“Engfishh57319
* ) ‘? -

v -— ) [
.



- (C)

026 1741 (A)
: {C)
027 1741
028 1741
029 1741
030 1741
031 1741 (A)
(C)
032 1741
033 1742 (A)
(C)
034 1742 (A)
(C)
'035 1742 (A)"
. CY
036 1742-(A)
(C}
037 1742 (A)
‘ (C)
038 1742 (A)
(C)
039 1742 (A)
o {C)
048\1742 (A}

(C)
" 041 1742 (A)
(C)
\
\

JJA. Gallardo

G. Castro
J.A. Pantoja

'F. Gallafdo

F.

F. Guerré?g
4

Guerrero

Guerrero

Castro
Sanchez

Ayala
Gallardo
Gallarao
Olave * i

: Garcia

F. Ayala
Olave

G. Castro
J.A. Bautisgta

G.
I.

Castro
Munoz

G.
A.

Castro
Echavarria

J.P. Camacho
J.A. Bautista
F. Gonzale;

4

M.

Ayala
Orbay
Araya

[ 3
‘Ayala
Araya

F.,
M'

Schoon.
English 80
~Schoon,
Dutch 721*
Sloop . Dutch 5,885%
Sloop
Sloop Dutch 932*
. Sloop ,
Sloop Danish 2,807*
6 Guns * French Cocoa
115 Crew '
Dutch 3,682*
Sloop f English 38,818
Packet
Boat
English 500
Sloop
sloop _ English 1,390
“ Packet : _
Boat - b
Sloop Dutch Mules
Sloop 1 Slave
" 540
énglish,Slaves
Schoon., 2,760
Sloop 25 Slaves
. 2,775
Sloop . Dutch 311
q Dutch 1,636*
Sloop . ‘
|
“,  Dutch Skins ”
Schoon. Textiles
?87

170
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P
Lessgr
Antilles

Puerto
Rico



042

043

044

045

046

047

048 174%

1742

1742

1743

1743

1743

1743

049 1743

050

7

052

053

" 054

+

1743

1743

1743

1743

1743 (A)
(C)

(A)

(C)

(A)
{C)

(A)
{C)

(A)
(C)

(A)
(C)

(a)

M. Orbay
I. Moreno

D. Herrera
M. Araya

G. Castro
A. Echavarria

F. Gallardo
J. Pereira

Barge

F. Gallardo
J. Pereira_

Barge

A. Echavarria

. Herrera
. Valencia

Sloop

ﬂ. Orbag
M. Orbay
ﬁ; 6rbay
F._Ay;la.

J.at pantoja
J. Romero

D. Herrena
I. Munoz

-. 20 Crew

57 Crew

. Bote

Dutch Mules
Schoon. Horses
' Skins
438
Dutch -. 488*

English Slaves

Plantage 3,965

(4)

French Slaves

Canoe 4,936%
{5)

French Slaves

Canoe :

butch

Packet

Boat -

Dutch Skins

Sloop Aguardiente
Mercaderias
1 slave

o 1,255%

English 470
Schoon. (6)
English
Schoon.

English
Schoon.
e ..
French Slaves
- 1,402

English 5 Slaves

Bote 855
Dutch 381 &
_Schoon.

171

Puerto
Rico

Puerto
Rico

Souéh

Santo
Domingo



055.1743 (A)

f’\jC)

056 1743 (A)
(C)
057 1743 (&)
{C)
058 1744 <
059 1744
~ 060 1744
061 1744 .
062 1744
| W }
063 1744
064 1744
365 1744
066 1744
067 1744 (A)
. (C)
068 1744
069 1745 (A)
(C)

G. Castro

D. Herrera

D. Sanchez de.
Toro

M. Orbaiz
J.A. Bautista

F. -Ayala

D. Herrera

M. Araya .
D. Sanchez
Moreno

D. Sanchez de
Toro

‘Galley

Sloop

F. Valencia
F. Valencia
D. Sanchez de
Toro
F. Valencia
D. Sanchez de
Toro
D. Sahchez
Toro
D. Sanchez de
Toro
F. Ayala
M. Acosta
J.J. _ Barge
Estanislao
D. Herrera Schoon.

D. Sanchez de 50
Toro

Crew

English
Brig

-French

Sloop »
French
Sloop
English
Sloop

English

Packet. .

Boat

English
Frigate
@nglish
Schoon.
Eﬁglish
Brig

English
Schoon.

English
Sleop

English

Schoon.

English
Sloop

French
French

Dutch
Schoon.
29 Crew

1,466

30 Mules
2,695

2,394*
2,432

9,150

1,424
1,200
3,015
2,840
1,509
1,188
678
Slaves
1,402+

159*

5kins

Cacao
Textiles
Aguardiente
80OB4"

172

Puerto
Rico

v

Tierra
Firme

3



070 1745

071 1745

072 1745

073 1745

1745

076 1745

077

078 1745

‘ ~082 1745

083 1745

»

— a—

1745

(a)
{C)

N

(A)
(C)

(A}

(C)

(A)
(A}
(C)
(C)

(C)

(A)

(C)

D.
D-

Hererra
Sanchez
Toro

D.
D.

Herrera
Sanchez
Toro

Valencia

M.
M.

Dupli
Hixiart

Lechuga

D-
D.

Herrera
Sanchez
Toro

Ayala
bD.

G.
MI

Herrera
Castro
Lechuga

M. Lechuga

M. Lechuga

Lechuga

M. Lechugya

P.V. de la
Torre

F. Guerrero

7

de

de

de

Rt

Schoon.
50 Crew

Schoon.,.
50 Crew

Sloop
50 Crew

Sloop

Sloop

Sloop

Slodp

Dutch
Schoon.
16 Crew

Dutch

. Sloop

English
Brig

English
Packet
Boat

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch
Sloop.

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

skins

Cacao
Textiles
Aguardiente
612%

Skins

Cacao
Aguardiente
960#

193 Slaves
Ivory .
25,136 % .

221 Slaves
Ivory
Logwood (8)

Mules
5344%

2,214*

1,000*

5,506%

328*

1,190%

1,3664
474%

7334%

173

Tierra
Firme

Tierra
Firme

Puerto
Rico

Tierra
Firme
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it

084 1746 M. Lechuga Dutch Tobacco Puerto
Frigate Cacao Rico
s Iron -
- . * Aguardiente-
o : 4694%
085 1746 M. Lechuga Dutch Mercadurias Tierra "
=  Sloop 651 Firme
086 1746 (A) F. de la Rosa - Dutch™ .'Sugar South <
g {(C) D. Gonzalez Schoon. "Aguardiente Santo
\ Gold Domingo
N .
087 1746 D. Herrera Dutch 2,195~ Tierra
Sloop . Firme
088 1746 D. Herrera Dutch  560% Tierrak
k Firme
\ "
089 1746 (A) M., Castillo Dutch
(C) F. Guerrero Frigate
090 1746 405* North
X " Santo
Domingo
091 1747 P.. Riviera de Brig English Butter South
. La Brose Brig "Candles Santo
» Cheese Domingo
Meat q )
Rigging '
Textliles
092 1747 (A) S. Firpo English 192 Slaves
D. Sanchez 22 Guns Ivory
Moreno Frigate Wax
(C) J. Sanchez Dyewood
) . 30,000
093 1747 (A) M. Dupli English N\
(C} M. Hixiart Packet
Boat e
094 1747 (A) S. Firpo Dutch . 5,979*
Sleoop :
095 1747 (A) S. Firpo Dutch 8,382+
(C) D. Sanchez Sloop 9
096 1747 (A) S. Firpo - Dutch
(C) D. Sanchez Sloop



097

098

099
lbb
101
102
103
104
105
106
107

108
109
110

111

1747

1748

1748
1748
1748
1748
174é
1749
1749
1749
1749

1750
1751
1752

1752

(A)
(C)

(10)

(A)
(c)

{C)

(A)

(cy

(A)
(C)

(A)
(C)

(A)
(C)
(a)
(c)

(A)

(C)

(A)
(C)

(A)
(C)

(C)

(A)

(C)

-s'o

Firpoa

Sészez

D.

S.
J.

Firpo'
.Del Real

M.
M.

Montero
de Tilbe

5.
D.

Firpo
Sanchez

S. Firpo
D. Sanchez

S.
D.

Firpo

Sanchez
S.
Dl

Firpo
Sanchez
S. Firpo
D. Sanchez

S. Firpo
D. Sanchez

S ..
D.

Firpo
Sanchez

\

F. Ayala
L. Jimenez
I. Munoz

Garrosari

Podio

F. de la
ROCha
Gallardo |
U, Cevallos

Schoon.

sloop )
Sloop
Sloop
éloop

Barge

Schoon.

Dutch
Sloop

English Beer

Frigate

Dutch

. Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch

" Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

Dutch
Schoon.

Dutch
Schoon.

French
Schoon.

J
!

{

- English

Sloop

Dutch
Sloop

French
Schoon.

Butter
Salt Meat

-Textiles

Wax
3,750.

3,507

149

10,047*
(11)

y "

657

250"

1,116%*

688*

Slaves -

None, crew
provisions”
only. .

<kins. '

Textliles

Salt

Sugar
Aguardiente
2 Slaves

175"

North
Santo
Domingo

South
Santo
Domingo
North
Santo
Doming



112

13

114

115

116

117

118

120

121

122

1760

1752 (A)
(C)

1753 _#A)

(C)

1753,

1753

(C)

1754

1754 LA)

1760 (C)

(C)

1762 (A)

(C)

1762 (C)

1762 (A)

(C})

(A)

A.
L.

A.
LI

D.

P.

RI
Jl

I.
L.

A.
L.

Milcoviche Sloop
Daniel

Milcoviche Sloop
bDaniel 12 Guns
Cevallos 50 Crew
Cevallos

Gonzalez 73 Crew
Zamorano

Gorrosari

Echavarria

f

Sanchez (12}

~Moreno

baniel

Daniel

Hinojosa
Daniel

Sloop

e
Daniel Sloop

¢

Messendern Packet
Dafriel Boat

French Textiles
Schoon. 15,000
16 Crew

Dutch Textiles

Sloop Sugar

22 crew Coffee
Slaves

Dutch
Packet
Boat

Logwood
Skins
Cacao
Tobacco
Silver
Gold
7,566

Dutch
Sloop

Blackberry
Cedar
Livestock
Mahogany
Skins
Slaves
5,897

English Nbne, crew
Schoon. provisions

7 Crew “only.
225

Dutch Textiles

Dutch

Ship

Dutch *

Ship'_\\j

T

"English Mercancia’

Packet
Boat

Pulses
3,181

English Viveres

Brig 495

Dutch
Ship

176

South
Santo

Domingo

Tierra
Firme ,

-~ Puerto

Rico

South
Santo
Domingo

Puerto
Rico

south

san "
ingo

South
Santo
Domingo

South
Santo.
Domingo

South
Santo
Domingo

South
santo



%

177
10 Guns ' Démingo
123 1762 (A) A. Messendern Packet Dutch ] South
(C} L. Daniel Boat Ship _ Santo —\15
:> Domingo
124 1762 (C) L. Daniel Packet Dutch - o .
' Boat Packet . '
' 7 Boat
© 125 1762 (C) L. Daniel 8 Guns English South
- ’ 75 Crew Sloop Santo
Domingo
126 1762 (C) ‘L. Daniel 25 Slaves Lesser
3,179¢ Antilles
° i
127 1762 (C) L. Daniel Sloop Dutch Cacaoc .~ ' Tierga
: Schoon. Skins Firme
8 Guns Textiles
45 Crew 4,488 ERe
128 1762 (A) A. Serrano Sloop A English Aguardiehte
- {C) J.R. Per} Schoon. Coffee
, 8 Crgw Sugar
Treacle
. . ' ¢ 2,355
129 1762 (A) A. Serrano Sloop English Flour . Puerto
(C) J. R. Perry 118 Crew Schoon. Mercaderias Rico
6 Crew Wine
‘ 9,835 &
’ ’ ) ’ ’ - "
130 1762 (A) A. Serrano Sloop English Salt - ‘Puerto
Schoon. Treacle Rico
8 Crew 2,684#%
131 1762'(A) A, Serrano Sloop . Danish None . Puerto
- _ Guairo (15) Rico T
10 Crew 250+#
4 3 (14) 8'.
132 1762 (A) A. Serrano Slodp English Slaves Puerto,
k18 Crew Sloop Viveres Rico*’
467 . '
133 1762 (A) A. Serrano -Sloop | : . 27 slaves
(C) J. de la . ©.608*

Rosa . (‘“‘
. ) ' 1 L ~

134 1762 .J.B. Sah -, English 934%
' A

-

.
N



135
136
137
138

139

149
141
142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

~

1762

Marcoes

1764 (A) S. Firpo

(C)
1774 (C)
1774 (C)
177€/(ci
1774 (C)
1774 (C)
1774 {(C)
1774 (C)
1774 {C)
1774 (C)
1774 ¢C)

o

1774 (C)
1774 (C)
1774 (C)

F.

.Ll.

L.

Cierto
Daniel

¢
Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Daniel

Y

Daniel

Dariel

Schoon.

qulish"
Sloop .

English

Brig

Danish
Sloop

Danish
Sloop
Daﬁish
Schoon.

French
Sloop

French -
Schoon.

Danish
Sloop

English
Sloop

. banish

Schoon.

English

‘ Schoon,

Danish
Sloop

English
Schoon.

English
Sloop

French
Sloop

136 Slaves

Mercancia

Blackberry

Aguardiente

Mercancia

178

Lesser
Antilles

Puerto
Rico

Puerto
Rico ,

Puerto
Rico
Puerto
Rico

Puerto
Rico

Puerto -
Rico

‘Puerto

Rico

Puerto
Rico

‘Puerto

Rico

Puerto
Rico -

‘Puerto

Rico

-

Puerto
Rico

Puertc
Rico



150
151

152

153

154

155

156

157
158

15¢%

1774

1774

1774

1774

1774

1774

1774

1774

1774

{
1774

(c)

(C)

(c)

(C)

(c)

(<)

(C)

(c)

(c)

(c)

L. Daniel Danish
Schoon.
L. Daniel . English.
. Sloop
L. Daniel putch
Schoon.,
L. Daniel Dutch
' Schoon.
L. Daniel French
Bote
L. Daniel Dutch
Schoon.
L. Daniel French
Schoon.
L. Daniel French
Schoon.
L. Daniel English
. . Sloop
, .
L. Daniel English
Sloop

Skins
Tobacco

179

None Puerto
-~ Rico
—
wWood Puerto
Rico
wood Puerto
. Rico
Wood Puerto
Rico
Aguardiente ' Puerto
Flour Rico
Iron
Liquor
Skins
Wine
Flour Puerto
Skins RicoO
‘Tobacco
Flour Puerto .
Salt Rico
Tobacco
Mercancias Puerto
Rico
Tobacco Puerto
Wood Rico
Coffee Puerto
Metal Pots Rico

value of prize calculated from amount cf almojarifazgo paid.

Both the value of prize and amount of almojarifazyo known.

~—



(1)
(2)

(3)
{4)
(5)
(6)
(7))
(8)
(9)
(lO).
{11}
(12)
(13)
(14)

(15)

~
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\

Perez was a local authority in Samana investigating the loss
two Spanish fleet vessels, La Tolosa and NS Guadalupe.

Sugar 324 tons; Cotton 9

sacks; Ginger 40 sacks;

Aguardiente 14 pipas; Silver 40 pesos.

Combined value of prizes
Small vessel.

Combined value of prizeg
Combined value of prize;
Ssmall vessel, similar to
Ivory: 2 tons; Logwood:

Combined value of prizes

French Torsair, unnamed,

Combined value of prizes’

5 corsairs, see Appendix

Combined value of prizes

nos. ig and 15.a

g
—_—

—

nos. 45 and 46.
nos. 49, 50 .and 51.

dinghy.

16 tons.

no;. QS, 96 and Y7.
outfitted in Ste. Domingue.
nos. 101, 102 and 103.

IT.

nos. 123 and 124.

Small vessel. Prize crew was English.

The cargo was allegedly on the shore but it was never found.

Lt

of



Firme
To Puerto Rico
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Appendix II. Corsairs and Prizes —-— Miscellaneous -Information
R  f
No. Ship Name Ship and Captain Coming/Going Observations
-{Corsair) Names (-Prize)
001 La Firme *Port Royaly k
002 La Modjista @Elias Cueten From Curacao
004 La Modista QGuillermo
calcabel
006 N,S. Populo y~ - From Puerto
San Francisco Rico
Javier
007 From Curacao
008 - dPeter Coram To Curacac
009 @Nikolas From Caracas
Vandermer To Amsterdam
013 From Barbados 15 Prisoners
To London :
014 N.S. Popa -
“~
015 La Maria ad P
016 santa Cruz
018 La Santissima
Trinidaag San - .
Antonic y las
And '
. -
019 Sanm Antonio y
. las Animas
021 E1 Triton
022 El Triton
023 N.S. Altagracia ‘(%
024 ’ @Jacobo Pluma From Tierra Prize had. trade

agreemenft in
.Puerto Rico.



025
026

030

‘gfl

032

033

035

036

037

038
639
041

042
047

048

055

. 056

060
062
063

069

4

N.S. Rosario ’ s
El Triton
€l Triton
El Triton *La Angelica de
- Martinica
N.S. Rosario
[ _J

N.S. Rosario

El Rosario el

Amparo y N.S. - -
Altagaracia :

El Triton

NwS. Angustias
y-San Antonio

N.S. Altagracia
El Rosario
N.S. Mercedes

Santo Domingoc
y San Francisco s

@Roberto
Guillermo

San Joseph y
El Carmen
{Alids, EX
Vitoque)

@Juan Miguel

N.S. Mercedes
y San Antonio

La Victoria

Elwyitoqué

El vitoque
El'vitoque

EL Vitodue ' ‘@Juan Pitre

From Curacao

From Curacao
To Puetrto Rico

From Curacao

From Curacao
To -Caracas

182

Prize had_tradéj\ -
agreement in
Puerto Sepi.



e

070- E1 Vitoque @Juan Guiles

8Domingo

071 E1 Vitoque
. Henriquet.

073 san Antonio

N

074 N.S. Dolores
(Alias, La
Envidia)

076 E1 Vitoque

077 El Roéario

084 La Mariana

085 La -Mariana *La Mistela

086 La Aurora

ULeonardo Vvan

0By
Co "Krigh

091 El1 Aamable

094 El Vitogque

098 San Antonio

109~ *La Susana

Frem Curacao
To Caracas

From Curacaq ’
To Caracas

Fram Guinea
To Jamaica

" From Curacao
To Martinique -

From Curacaq, -

From Lancaster

‘Enyland
‘To Jamaica

From Puerto
de Anguilla
To North
American
Coasts

183

. Prize had trade

agreement in
Caracas.

22 Prisoners

In trying to
escape, prize
sank off Coro.
Only cargo saved.

Gonzalez
reprimanded for
having too few
crew. Prize could
hawe overpowered
corsatir.

Brose was a
French Corsair
armed-in St.
Louis, Saint
Dominigue.

French Corsair
armed in St.
Louis, Saint
Domingue.

" ship lost
~ while court

proceedings
underway.



110

111

112
113

114

‘115

. 116

117

120

121

122

“l. El Rubi

N.S. Popa

El Dichoso

N.S. ‘Amparo
N.S. Amparo*

El Dichoso

N.S. Dolores
(Alias, La )
Tramposa)

N.S. de la
Porteria

,

2. La Concqgrdia
3. La Fortuna
4, --

5., —-

N.S. Luz

N.S. Luz

E1l o
Emprehendedor

LY

*La Catalina
eGuillermo
Pescador

*La Marquesa
de Chastenoye

*La Laureona

*La Concordia
© Savana
Grande

*abrahan Issac From Curacao
’ To Amsterdam

*Principe de
Orange

@Jacob
Flanigon

*Molly
@John Barnet

4

*La Elisabet

*El Triton
WAbraham Hall
L4

“E1 Nancy

*San Antonig

To Rio de la

From London
To Jamaica

184

Prize had

.license to

collect salt
from Saint
Domingue
government,

Prize en route
to collect
cargo of Mules.,

Prize turtle
fishing with
license from
Jamaican
Government.

Prize anchored
to trade on
Puerto Rico
and Isla
Margar{ta.

. Prize -

originally
French had
been captured
by English.



123

126

127

"128

129
130

131

132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139

140

141

El

Emprehendedor

La Soledad

N.S. Luz

N.S. Conpepéion
Yy Animas

N.S. Concepcion

y Animas

N.S. Concepcidn

y Animas

N.S. Concepcion

y Animas

N.S. Concepcion

Yy Animas

N.S. Concepcion

y Animas

San Juan
Bautista

San Juan
Bautista

San Antonio y.

El Rosario

N.S. Rosario

N.S. Rosario

N.S. Rosario

N.S. Rosario

"N.S. Rosario

*Isabela

@Antonio ¢

Corso

*El Morday

*El Diogenes
Bretana

*El Clareo

*San Nicolas

*El Morday

*El Emperador

2Julian
Arleson

From Curacad
To Santo
Domingo

185

7 Prisoners

Prize bigger
vessel than
Corsair.

From Martinigque °

To Puerto
Rodelan

From Tcrtola
To New York

To Puerto Rico

to trade

Prize cargo
left on shore
but never
found,



s . o | 186
1?2 ﬁ.s.'Rosarion
143 N.S. Rosarié
{44 N.S. Régario
145 N.S. Rosario
146 N.S. Rosario
147 N.S. Rosario
148 N.S. Rosario
149 N.S. Rosario
150 N.S. Rosario
vISI N.S. Rosa;io | ’ ' ‘ : -
'152 N.S. éogario
153 N.S. Rosafio
154 N.S. Rosario
ISS_S:S. Rosario . ‘ B g
156 N.g. Rosario

157 N.S. Rosario

158 N.S. Rosario

159 N.S. Rosario

* Indicates name of ship.

@ Indicates name offcaptain.

- - ¢
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APPENDIX III. ARMAﬁORES AND CAPTAINS OF DOMINICAN '
CORSAIR EXPEDITIONS{_1720—1754 .

oo T ammador  Incidents
.01 Ayala, Francisco. . ‘ 1o

. 02 Bautista, Jose Antonio » A “2
03 Camacho, Juan Pédro_ ‘ - 1
04 Camﬁqzano, Jose o I 7
05 Castillo,.Manuel ‘ S 1
'OGvCastré, Gonzalo T B -8
07.C§1€;}ps,_nomingo o : 1
08 Dupli,lHiguel o ) . 3
Ogrschavarria, Antonio o ' ' j-ll
10 Firpo, Silvestré' ' ' . 14
11 Gallardo, Alexo o ‘ . 4
12 Gallardo;_Francisco .2 . “‘ . ' l‘ 4
13 Gonzalez, Rodrigo : T h - ‘ 1
14 Herrera{ Domingo . R o o 11
fS ginojosé, Ignacip - ‘_ ",‘ L _ .
16 Jiménez, Luis - ) e ‘J" ir
17 Marocho, Manuel . c o ) 2
18 Méssendern, Augusto Ventura de ‘ 2
iQIMilcoviche, Antbnio ’ o . : ~ 2
20 olave, Juan . : .' ’ o _ 1

. ‘ ! .

- 21 Qrella, Jose ignacio . ‘ ' 2
22 Orbay, Manuel Ignacio - - N ﬁ
23 Rbdﬁa, Francisco de la : : ' : 1

1 -



24
25
26
27
28
29

30

Rosa, Fernéndo de la’
Sanchez Moreno, Domingo
Ssrrano, Antonio
Sierra, Francisco

Socorras, Benito

Torre, Pedro de la

Zamorano, Jose

e

188



T O T Tl S S il SO0 D S S T . e e o T - ) s — v - —— " ——— — — S .

T R i S A T S L S S S S S S R S e e e ) e e A ke i . T o o ———— — A > ———— ————— - " 7 ———

03
04
05
06
07
08
03
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

- 24

Acosta, Manuel
Araya; Miquel

Azero, Cristobél‘-
Baus}sta, 3ose Anteonio
gevéllos, Domingo
Cevallos, Pedro
qireté, Francisco
Daniel, Lérenzo
Domingo, Nicolas
Echavarria, A tonip
Gallardo, Alexo
Gallardo, Francisco
Gailardo, Juan Ahtonio
Garcia, Gonzalo |
Garcia, Jose
Garrosari, Francisco
Gonzalez, Diego ;'
Gonzalez, Felipe
Herrera, Francisco:
Hixiart, Maftin '
Lechuga, Manuel
Moreno, Isigro
Munpz,‘Isidoro

Olave, Juan



25

26
27
28
- 29
30
31
32
33

34

4
1

_ ;
Péntoja, Juan Antqnio ”
Pereira, Jose

Perry, Juan Rosario
Pluma, Pedro‘

Real , Joseph dél

Rosé, Juan de la
Salcedo, Francisco

Sanchez, Jose

Sanchez de Toro, Diego .

Tilbe,-ﬁpqiel :
35§Valencia, rancisco

o

<A
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07

o8

09

10

11

12

13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

Ayala, Francisco

Diaz de la-Rabia, Antonio
Echavarria, Antonio/Augustin
Estanf;lgo, Juan Jose

-

Gallardo{‘trancisco
Guerrero,'g¥;ncisco
Herrera, Diego
Lechuga, HManuel -
Mendieta, Antonio o
Mesa, Juan -
Montero, M. .
Orbay, Juan Manue%i
Pantoja, Juan Antonio
Perez, Julian

Podia, Aﬁtonio

Riwiera de la Brose, Pedro
Romero, Juan )

Sanchez Moreno, DomingQ
'Sanchez Toro, Diego

San Marcos, Juan Bautistafg
Socorras, Benito |
Traspuesto, Tomas

Valencia, Francisco

Yy
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APPENDIX IV: PROVISIONS TO OUTFIT CORSAIRS, 1740-53.
No. Year . Armador Item Cost Observations
{Pesos) ’
01 1740 D. Sanchez 2 Quintales 50 Para su cCoOrso
Mar. Pulvora
02 1740 D. Herrera 1 Quintal 8
Apr. Cuerda Mecha:
03 - 1740. F. Rocha 1. 1 Quintal 1. 8 Para su balandra.
May "~ Cuerda Mecha corso
2. Esmeriles 2. 39
04 1740 F. Rocha -~ 4 Pedreros- 20 . Para su balandra
Jun. A. Louzel corso
05 1740 D. Herrera 1. 15 Fusiles. ' Para habilitar su
Sep. T 2, 2 Quintales 2. 100 corso
& - Polvora
‘3. 2 Fanas
Cuerda -
‘Mecha %
06 1740 F. Gallardo ,»~ 1, 50 Libras
Oct. ’ 4 - Polvora
2. 2 Arrobas 2. 2
Cueroa
3. 6.5 Fanas’
" ‘Cuerda Mecha
07 1740 'D. Herrera 1. 2 Quintales Para peltrechear
Dec. y ) Polvora 154 su balandra
NI 2. 3 Quintales corso E1 Triton
&. Balas, Plomo
. -3. 2 Quintales:
2. Cuerda lecha
08 1740 D. Herrera 28 Fanas
Dec. D. Cereceda Cuerda Mecha )
A. Maldonado
09 1741 D. Cevallds 15 Fusiles Para peltrechar
Jan. ' su balandra que
fue a negocios
. del real servicio
10 1741 M. quz 2 Fanas 4

\. May

Cuerda



11

12

13

14

15
16

17

18

19

20
21
22

23

24

1741
Aug.
1741

.Aug.

1741

‘Sep.

1741
Oct.

1741
Oct.

1741
Oct,

1741
Qct.

1741
Oct.

1741
Oct.
1741
Oct.

1741
Qct.,

1741
Nov.

1742
Jan.

1742
Jan,

Gallardo

Castro

Marocho

Castro

Castro

Castro

Castro

Castro
Guerrero

Castro
Ayala
Dublan

Dublan
Ayala
Gallardo

Romero ’

Romero

Romero

'l Quintal 1.

12 Quintales
Bizcocho
12 Lanzas

8 Arrobas 24
Bizcocho

100
Polvora

1l Arroba de 2. 11
Polvora

2 Arrobas

3: 11
Cuerda -

2.5 Quintales 18
Bizcocho

4 Arrobas
Bizcocho

2 Fanas
Cuertia Mecha

13 Fanas
Cuerda Hecha

8 Quintales

Bizcocho -

2 Arrobas 12
Bizcocho

1 Quintal
Bizcocho

300 Libras
Polvora

1.700
Cartuchos

744 Libras
Plomo

29.5

29,5

29.5

193

Para su balandra
.corsaria

Para armamento de .

una piragua de
corsc ’

Para abastimentar
SuU corsario

Para su balandra -
corsaria

Para municionar
su balandra
corsaria

AS

Para su piragua
de corso

,Para equipar su
balandra corsaria
que fue a Puerto
Rico

Para fundar balas
del paguebot )
corsarioc
Diligente



25

26

27

28

29

30

3l

- 32

33

34

35

36

1742 F.
Jan.

1742 A.
Jan. J.

1742 G.
Feb.

1742 D.
May J.

1742 D.
Jul.

1742 G.
Jul. .

1742 F.

Aug.

7 M.
Nor

oV,

1742 D.
Dec.

1743 J.
Jap.

1743 G.
Jan.

1743 G.
Feb.

Ayala

Gallardo
Romero-
Carmona

Castro

Cevallos

Calivera

Herrera -

Castro

Guerrero
Marocho

Herrera

Carrera

Castro

Castro

19 Fanas

Cuerda Mecha

6 Fanas 2. 12
Cuerda

42.5

Quintales

Bizco¢ho

1l Arrcba P
Polvora

1.025 Libras
Bizcocho

212 Libras
Polvorq

17- Fanas

Cuerda

1 Quintal 2. ~ 8
Cuerda Mecha

2 Fanas ' 4
Cuerda Mecha

.5 Arroba 3
Polvora

3 Quintales
Polvora

13 Fanas
Cuerda Mecha

1.5 Arrobas . 9
Pclvora

16 Fanas 124
Cuerda Mecha
3 Quintales
Polvora

1 Quintal
Cuerda necha
6 Arrobas 87
Polvora
2}Quintales
Balas de
Plomo

175

194

Para sus
embarcaciones de
COrso )

~.-

Para bastimentar -
las balandras que
fueron a Puerto
Rico a neygocio
del real servicio

Para su corsario .
El Triton

Para su corsario

\

Para habilitar
sus embarcaciones
de corso



37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

17

48

49

1743
Mar,

1743

" May

1743

May

1743
May

1743
Jun.

1743
Jul,

1743

Jul.

1743
Jul.

1743
Jul,

1743
Aug.

1743

Aug.

1743

Sep.

1743
bec.

G.
F.
D.

J.A.

F.
G.
P.
L.

F.

Q.

Valencia

Gallardo

Herrera

Castro

de la Rocha -

Herrera
Bautista

Ayala
Cruzado
Ponce
Pablo *

Ayala

Herrera

Cevallos

Carrera

-

Herrera

Herrera
Heredia
Lorenzo

LS e
-Herrera

Herrera
Castro

3 Quintales
Polvora

.

1 Arroba
Polvora

16 Arrocbas
Polveora
& Quintales
Polvora

1.807 Libras
Polvora

225.5 Libras o

Polvora

1l Arroba
Polvora

5 Quintales
Polvora

2 Quintales
Balas Fusil

2 Arrobas
Polvora

1 Arroba

- Polvora

2 Quintales
Polwvora

2 Arrobas
Balas Fusil
3 Esmeriles

500 Libras
Polvora

3 Quintales
Polvora

558 :Libras
Polvora

250

175

-

12

62.5

75

195

Para conducir a

Puerto Rico

Para sus

A

embarcaciones de

‘corso



re

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57 -

58

59

60

61

62

1744

Jan. ’

1744
Feb.

1744
Mar.

1746
Mar.

1746
July

1746
Qct.

1747
Mar.

Nov.

1748
Aug.

1748

sep.

1749
Jun.

1751
Jan.

F. Jimenez
P. Rojas
M. Acuna

D. Herrera

J.A. Pantoja

F. Valencia
J. Aponte

M. Maroccho

M. Maroco .

M. Marocho

3. Firpo

F. Ayala

D. Herrera

X

F. Garrosari

500 Quintale
Polvora

36 Cartuchos
Fusil

3 Quintales
Polvora

8 Fanas
Cuerda techa

3 Fanas
Cuerda Mecha

2 Fanas de
Cuerda

2 Fanas
Cuerda Mecha

25 Libras
Polvora.
3 Fanas
Cuerda

900 Libras
Polvora

900 Libras
Polvora

182 Libras
Polvora

337 Libras
Polvora

1 Quintal 2.
Polvora

137 Libras
Polvora =,

125

"15

375

25

196

Para pasar a
Puerto Rico a

negocios del

real servicio

Para conducir a
Puerto Rico )

Para su fregata
armada en corso

Para la
habilitacion
de Sus COrsos

Para su corsario
. L4

Para su

balandra de corso .

Para municionar
sus embarcaciones
de corso

s

-




63

‘64

65

1751

Feb.

1751
Mar.

1251

D_ec. '

66

1752

Jan.

67

1752

_Aug.

68

69

70

71

1752
Nov.

1753
Jan.

1753
Apr.

1753
Apr.

Garrosari
Cevallos

Milcoviche.

Gallardo

Milcoviche

,Cérballa

Zamora

"Gallardo

Gallardo

1.

1.

- Cuerda Mecha
100 Balas

Source: AGI, Santo Domingo,

All costs are in pesos.

leys.

2 Fanas
Cuerga’

‘L Esmeril
20. Machetes .

-

- 6 Fanas

Cuerda*
150 Libras
Polvora

4 Pedreros

4 Fanas
Cuerda .

8 Fanas
Cuetda

200 Libras

"Polvora
" 2 Fanas

Cuerda

"600 Libras

Polvo;a

100 Lanzas

-

200 Libras
Polvora
13 Fanas

50

Palenguetes
Y Angelotes

290,

l.

291,

"219 -

313

Para--la
habilitacion
de su cofsario

Para remitir en

* su balandra a

comanda-de J:A.

Pantoja a la .
nueva poblacion
de Monte Cristi-- .

4





